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O S fF I OSE By 4 K N RData, fH & oW LR — AN & F, W
save. i mage(" mywor k. RDat a") -

PAE, BIOMOD o] BLIgAT 1, F Al U ANIRR RIS A . O 70 T4, JRA PRI
FENF—AN S, N Bl OVOD $24E 4/ SR 85550005

WAL AR B N, M read. tabl e() B

M/. Dat a<-read.tabl e("ny_data. txt", h=T, sep="\t")

fA?read. tabl e frlyFERISCIF, EF AN & ATBERIY RELIRE -

(RG] LIRSS, el Lo, 7, (HIZLAS, AR EBER, Wi%H read. csv sl
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BIOMOD A Be RN MR AR SR, AN REAR et BE AR AR EATHE P o FH P A DR T A7 (1) 2 s
IR — 5
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dat a( Sp. Env)

dat a( Coor XY)

head( Sp. Env)

Id Var 1 Var 2 Var 3 Var 4 Var 5 Var 6 Var 7

Speci esl

1 10.6682504296.144 770.1200 39. 32668 295. 1067 16. 74480 10. 86612
0

2 20.759600 4173.614 928. 1445 57. 32333 348. 7211 16. 40933 10. 51443
0

3 30.742437 4173. 137 870. 2771 50. 05250 329. 9908 16. 40781 10. 50084
0

4 40.554333 4264. 083 620. 0239 24. 98943 239. 0667 16. 65633 10. 92612
0

5 50.548943 4168. 948 622. 3300 25. 16287 240. 9890 16. 39806 11. 28096
0

6 60.536308 4206. 206 591. 7892 25. 74251 222. 9161 16. 49461 10. 12890
0

Speci es2 Speci es3 Speci es4 Speci es5 Speci es6 Speci es7?

1 0 0 0 1 0 1

2 0 0 0 0 0 1

3 0 0 0 0 0 0

4 0 0 0 1 0 0

5 0 0 0 1 0 0

6 0 0 0 0 0 0

>

- ldw An Id to keep track of the row nunbers

- X and Y: longitude and | atitude of our sites (used for plotting)
- Varl to Var7: Environmental variables (bioclimatic in that case)
- Sp281 to Spl9l: Presence/absence of 8 species.
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BBk Initial. State()

BIGEAG 1) H RS2 R R LE S ) Fh o3 AT A o, R JE R B AR i 4645

Hrp g

Response, RI#fhoAi

Expl anatory, HI¥fEiAs&

| ndependent Response: 55420 B AZ &, RIS AL ¥ o] SE PR EAT A 56
BAT SE ARSI, W RAZB0E A NULL,

| ndependent Expl anatory :  SEANLRIAR G, RO ASEIR POt (o) R At ok JEAT PRAY
WA EAT eI, V% BE 8 NULL

FHE ) 2 9R

HARNSOU T, e B IS B R A o A PN PR 45 e A RAT XA R $dls, Bl OMOD
S AR ST HSH i A A AR o AT ST B PR R AT R 56, ) LU PR 7 VA VP A A
B (S0 3 Model s() B0 NoRunEcal &),

KA, FATEA ELIE RS EE, (R PR BT s, AT I X —

7] L

Initial.State(Response = Sp.Env[,c(11,13,14)], Explanatory =
Sp. Env[, 4:10],

| ndependent Response = Sp. Env[, c(11, 13,14)],
| ndependent Expl anatory = Sp. Env[, 4:10])

I's()

Initial.State() AR NN%, DataBl OMD #l Dat aEval Bl OMD, J5#
RO BRI TR, Rl BT, AEHSOXA NS, AW E .

head( Dat aBl OMOD)

Dat aBl OMOD JF 4R LA FA AR i, Ja 2 a5 75 145 L - Dat aEval BI OMOD
UERT AP EI IR st B vk e it

FHM—AKG N Bi onod. mat eri al , MR SAERE EENGE, AAERH, P
A FE ZARIEAN B e

0.4 BiEY

0.4.1 THZEijRA

Model p% % H] >kiz2 1T BIOMOD HR R, [F] A0 46 — RS S0 B8 1) 757 (kappa, True
Skill Statistics, ROC i £k)

TR LAAT 9 RS

(O]

Generalised Linear Models (GLM)

Generalised Additive Models (GAM)



Classication Tree Analysis (CTA)

Articial Neural Networks (ANN)

Surface Range Envelope (SRE)

Generalised Boosting Model (GBM)

Breiman and Cutler's random forest for classication and regression (randomForest)

Mixture Discriminant Analysis (MDA)

Multiple Adaptive Regression Splines (MARS)

PR E IR BEA S T 8 Fo AR B AL S 8. 20 F 3.

EE BRI B, C2EREROR ARG AZ AT T RS () ] S W] A R S
H R TR, RN 5 AR Model s I AIBUF AN R 50 TR IR A A
TR AT LAk S (S WAL R ).

[EEIEBVEE INE 2

- GLM=T, Type@M="pol y", Test ="BIC": 43 Q&M nJ Lk sinpl e”,
3" quad” EEZ I pol y 7. ZEILEFER Al CEL BI C.

- GBBM=T, No.trees = 3000, CV.gbm=5: Iiz{7generalised boosting
nodel (GBM) (boostedregressiontrees ). Al LA CEERIEH (ERIAH 3000).
Ff cross-validationprocedure EFEMIEH. cross-validation FIERIAREE
5.

- GAM=T, Spline =4 : &7 X% (GAM) with a spline function
with a degree of smoothing of 4 (simlar to a polynonial of degree
3).

- CTA = T, CV.tree = 50 : #4770 KM (CTAD . B A B B Q]
cross-cal i dation HATHEE (ERIAN 50).

- ANN = T, Cv.ann = 2 : BT ATMZMLZ (ANND . i TfT 8 2 RAEA R RIX
HUANH, wei ght decay fxflts, & hi dden | ayer FIGHIEEEB N-f ol d-val i dati on

(GERNA 3 0O EATIEHE. H P n] LLIEHE cross- val i dation [{JIX#L.

- SRE=T, Perc025=T, Perc05=F: izf7rectilinear suracerangeenvel oe
(BIOCLIM, HI N x Al Busby #E#/1 4% 0. 025 5% 0. 05

- MDA = T: JI MARS R kA7 A5 Y oy [a] 9 &8 73 9 & A 0 2r B Cmixture
di scrimnant anal ysis)

- MARS = T: #&1T multivariate adaptive regression spline

- RF = T: 17 random forest nodel .

B PPl

- ROC = T: FMH AUC iz Area under the ROC (receiver operating
characteristic curve) Curves iPflifiz

- Optinized. Threshol d. ROC = T: ROC J&—Fllf Fat riridie AHAn SR P AR
A Presence. absence IEFITRINET R, X —Ifn FHE T LCKEASAY b i A SRR
FREH N Presence. absence.

- Kappa = T: FI/] Cohen's Kappa PR, fRE T &tk Kappa Ml SE .

- TSS=T: F/H True Skill Statistics (TSS) IFMHA, {#8 T &tk TSS
il A

- Varlnport: WHEBCHE (TRUED, %S ECKRIAS [FIREEY 1k A2 34T L
o MMAI NG )G, o CLEATARHETN . 2 )5, Hh— AN EsgbEnL, HERET



o THEELFT I 0 25 R S AR v TN 25 SR TR AR DG R H, AT 1% 2 5 ) T M T VP A -
W SRAH R R EE, B, WRR TV R SR 45 BT KA X0, I8 A4 BB R 2 200 AR 1
TRIMEA KK FEM . X — R DS HATIEAT n R

HE:  Varlnportance PREUSAT IR, 25 H M85 RE 1 LA AR RS A ¢
RECFIAME . B, (8RS R W by o 45 3 o] DME AR B, ZE 04
AR REL, MRS AL B A

it 2K B A
- NbRepPA =0 : This will set the use of a pseudo-absences sel ection
if higher than 0. 5412 % Pseudo- absences —¥i. XL LIEE LR, X
A B ALISAT BJRECOR ORI
- strategy = 'random: H kit $ pseudo absences MK F ., W LA E N
“circles","squares", "per", "randoni or "sre".
- coor = Coor XY :  E A P BIEHE (kR 4 B8 R AR bR . fEXEFE" per ™, "circl es”
A" squar es" 5 ] £,
- distance = 3 : 7EikF"per", "circles" Fl"squares" M4 HEEE.
- nb. absences = 2000 : Z7EfEMIRTEEIZIT) pseudo absence MIR%. Mgy
WA 53, FLZE pseudo absences i,
T B PR 1) — FBCD 3R S AT B T
DL P 326 T PR B0 K e R 2R A ST 1) 7 SRR B0 o T BRI

- DataSplit: HJaEEdERIo 0 FICH B HEE A FI VPG B . VR %R
P B £ T R A BPEAl AR 80 EL 9 A DR R E

- NoRunEval : 40 REA T PHE BB E s, wT LU k4%
TG, BEHUR RS R P4y, 709%F1 309 2 WL Arauj o et al . 2005b, Gui san and
Thui | | er 2005), 70%) 4 JH T B A HE, 304K £cdls FH T AR iR 5
Mk, BATLLEEE mul tipl e cross-validation J5i%, Bl OMOD BENLE B kil 2> Nk,
AT, ORI EE R, 45 cross-calidation [T, IXF 770K ik 8 1)
RS I TN 25 SR B R R AT, [R5 tHABE TR 4 4% AU B Ak ok, i,
VIR oA gkl 48R, 7E PCHL LR RFEAT (I A s .
RAERIPEAL B (RFT ik O TABES RnT{5, SR b 2004 A Sz ) 8 o bl T3 — 8l
WA, AR LUR S BEALRI 43 4 B e AL AL AL v o A HERGE FH AR Y ) 045 Bl
g, PPl A TR IO A A PR AT VAL . 7E BI OMOD 1, B Pl R LA
M=% Kappa, ROC, TSS. {Hj&, XPh& ikl o 7754 2 s A TR R i )
o P AR E M X T AR R 2 BEALI, R — G AT R HE R APk 2 #4
ATBEANARIA], TXAIEAN P38 G PO A RS B AR N AR Y (R SR 45 R AT T AN o 4 1 R IX
— )@, Bl OMOD FuVF FH 7 M AN [ o ks dall 70 o) B0 () SR IR T VP AL, 22 )5 ] 100941
PR TR AT A . BRIy, PPAN SE R a] A5, TSR0l £ SR AN 25 52 BB B AL 23 2H K 52
EZ AT T AT O PA 20 B PR B0 EAT — A i 22 1) 20 2 7 B S i da BN 1) o G SR A
SEEHE, AT IO P O i A B EA TR o

- Ywei ght s BOE WAL FACGE (AN HA NFVEER, B NP0 R R .
XN TAEAS £ YA ] WARERE, T80 A w5 0 AN Hh IS 45 th BRI BGE . m] B
K53 LKA, AERE R RCE. BT ZER, 20 wei ghts /& RHPER T
L(EH

- Keepi ndependent Pred: 1R & E H i, C[RIIZE HEIE RO 3R ), W74
0 O FIOK A R AT o AN R AR, AR A A S ES Al FO0M ) MERf P (ROC, TSS, Kappa)



0.4.2 ERHIET

BUAE R LB FRATHFOZ AT AN A B . A MR Iz AT R 2 e o — BUir ). I ML, 3R
TP ZOR R FE AT 9( M) * 4( 3 IR R+ ARM) *2 (PATERD), HIUE 72 MR,
RAEB LI B R I 1]

BRAR BT LA 18 5 A ARG (i | apt ops ), el Bl LT AT Y
WP, WVFFREEPAT B, DLyg/big S ). @i b S8k B, W) RA— s AT i
AR,

VERL S LAHTRRCAS I BI OMOD A LL, Sl ANEE— e qT — MR, DR D ANl ) FTM &5
ROUESY BAFAE o 384T JLUREALRE 23 25 Hh 2t (0 20 Wl R RR A

Vi R IS4, NoRunEval H1 BbRepPA WAL, 7138 g ANFiig AT AT Ia] i
e KB F ) o R BT LW (TR OB ME RE R TN, AN R X M

BAQUR A

Model s(AM= T, Type@M= "poly", Test = "AIC', GBM=T, No.trees
= 2000, GAM = T,
Spline =3, CTA=T, CV.tree =50, AN=T, CV.ann = 2, SRE = T,

Per c025=T, Perc05=F, MDA = T,

MARS = T, RF =T, NbRunEval =3, DataSplit =80, Ywei ghts=NULL, Roc
= T, Optimzed. Threshold. Roc = T,

Kappa = T, TSS=T, KeepPredl ndependent =T, Varl nport=5, NoRepPA=2,
strategy="circles",

coor =Coor XY, distance=2, nb.absences=1000)

h T 2T, BATER FHRIX B E] T 2 4 pseudo absence . i, X Sp277,
L ERHE A, absence HYHMRE AR, PrElHisdT T —k PA. nb. absences Z#ik
54 1000

HZ

> #the nunber of data selected by the pseudo-absences procedure

> | engt h( Bi onod. PA. dat a$Sp277)

[1] 1791

> #the nunber of presences for Sp277

> sum( Sp. Env[, "Sp277"])

[1] 1080

> #Hence, the nunber of absences avail able for calibration

> | engt h( Bi onod. PA. dat a$Sp281) - sun{Sp. Env[, "Sp277"])

[1] 679

absence ##sE D, XMIELL T, pseudo- absences iz47—k.

BB, RIS AR SO N AZ 0 R fros



B Fomoul_runs
S EdwS AMSuS Cranl DOl 7

L Crir Ln s S
A Piter o2 o mr
Wb

b Parlager 2 dowie

ﬂn\éuém:e- (5] IT '-,'lm L Comers
ke | 2 e et e BStoge - Ve BIOMOO g e s

ol » [ 3

Tse T Jztz d= nodfiaion
Dunisnr cir Bk D60 R0 1w
Do de fichiers 0 000 1k 18
TEn TR D8ORS 18 51
ko Risksac 0605200 141

Pobier  Bdbon Affrwge Peerin Oush 7

e = (3 B T Reterver [0 oms | [T-
ii5¢ | e A hacarmants co B Stmge - iork FIOF arking Plorsel_nuwgret
o —

L4 i un i doeser
& Fuder e osse e e el
il P i (8 foass

el
22Ka
TKa

§iid

e damasicuzn
DETSIHH 1 6

IS 1R
W IACIE 18 AL




P Edlten  dMihege  Fovors  Ouils
Dot = 3§ Crerenter (7oomes | [
s | [ O e dacarmarra cls Brura S bagw - MerkPIIOMO0 W arieg Bered_nus el v Bl
[To— Tals Tyrm Dt 3u radiicaiion Al
Ganbian des ficiiens gmwm: 1RKe  Fcha AR08 1534
= o4 AHE Pl el UK R DEN500E 1511
& ! o g Spssera_ A PA 1 rapd LBk Pich BA/T008 111
A Publer o= decms 25 = Weh mﬂ_uﬂ_ml_.m LEIFD Fche EREHDS 15 H
B Partegey e dombe Shpeanra AH PA1 1ER Kz Fichmr [EFI/Z008 101
_MA AR PAJ rend %Ky R DRS00 1G]
183K Fichim oaa o 121
Fertrun @y plaee mambs L62Fn R ORS00 1551
. = =
i P Lenry HLks  Pichm DEAI3TT08 114
7 Cocmris zarige S Fache EAETEDA 15
* Poaiw ds b BTN Pichme A0S 11T
El! mmmmmm ADEL R DEMETN08 15052
@K Fichim A5 008 1512
SETED Fohie DEN5TT08 15052
LWSKe Pichm AL 1T
WTH Tk CEMIETIO 150
LLiAEe  Fachees DRRETN0Y 11T
L®IHs Pichi AT 1
LEHER  Fohay DEM5T00 1S53
Wk Ficha AR 1%
LK Fohees DERIETN0 155
LETH: Fichim st 1T
O R DaMETN0A 1542
ZE Kz Pk mosooeedl )

0.4.3 &ERoH

1E TAEAS B P AE T TR%R

I's()

Hop—3 4847 145 %, f Evaluation.results X the Varlnportance
obj ects, FHAM—LEIENAFPA —ER AL, &7 —EPEHE (Sp. Env, Dat aBl OMOD)

BT SRE A2 Ak, RN BYERRE A il — M A2 2 TS HN S, GRS R 2
i (GBM GAM #il randonforest ) , X & BEMN T Z 5T (LM GAM) %555, 1Xu4
o 8 A0 T AT O e Ay R, wTAR ARG A R B TR AR B

BERA S IAE AN R AR R (R4 K, BLAAEA e P A o AP R 1) 7 i
%, W Spl64_NDA. fEHEKE ¥ pseudo- absence MIEAT4E R, WWIMAHNAIGEE, Fr LA
4317 Sp164 MDA PAL rep2 (W4,

FOF AL 8, (A | oad() BE, WL AR 1 A0 4N R TAEZ [A]
ARG IR IR, At nT DU R A0 3L R IS 45 (pr edi ctions and
proj ections) . XEEBIEF—F CAMMBLILR (WVFmSITARITE, FHEAR—
B TED

> | oad( " nodel s/ Sp277_G.M PA1")

> Sp277_GLM PAlL

SR W R R AR A MRS TARIM RS, Ao, ke, Ak
AR A CAH. 48R, BRMEERILS H IME BSOS A 1), X SRR G A7 K, A
AT (cf. QUPUTS FI | NTERPRETATI ON) )

SEi, FAWIE M HE 4 R EEE, Initial. State() BREUWHIH:

- Sp. Env

- Coor XY

- Dat aBl OMCD

- Biomod. nat eri al

A7 Model () 455, Model 1% &5 R RAFAERESRE |, B4



- Evaluation.results. Roc

- Evaluation.results. Kappa

- Evaluation.results. TSS

- Var | nportance

- Model s. i nfornation.

= R SRR P PR 7503, SRR MRS R X ). Var | npor t ance
FERMREER), AR TTERE . X Model s. i nformati on R REGRZ DGR,
AL R B SO A A AR

W NoRepPA KT 0, FATTEKAT 2

- Bionod. PA data

- Bi onod. PA sanpl e

- SpNoNane.circles.2 (or sonething close)

Bi onod. PA. data U7 T pseudo-absence ¥GsAT)a, MBI A AT N H T .
Bi onod. PA. sanpl e L7 M Dat aBl OMOD H R AAEAN P IR HESCHE RIAE A PA 3
G5 — /M X % it pseudo-absence [Mizfr&i R, HEBEAELEMMEH (W
Pseudo- absence —77),

Xof B s Bt P FOE A A o BB A A — %, BL Pred. Speci esname #)#% i
0, AR REALEAT R YA DU CEBE B R RO

TR N TSR AR T EE, ZEBROER 0 3 1000. O T 3R13 ELSL ) H L=,
T bR vEILE 0, 1 22 0m), RBIERLL 1000.

PPN EEE, W ERIFER X 5, S R LR RE ) 7 o

| oad( " pred/ Pred_Sp277")

b NRER) S, XN R ORARRRE, M 2484 (4 48 KPUANYER AT L%
N ITVEREAT AT

AN YE LR — 71 & — MR TN A IR, AU — DR R AT 805 STA R ) 5 A 6
o

Pred_Sp277[1:20,, 1, 1]

HEAYEE 1 2D PR B, — N R A, BRI S OO % 24 B/ D 1. BI OMOD
KA LOOYBEILH 12 1 i (1 S 284570, DUJSES — ANEJE K JE /& NoRunEval Z4+1 . fillan,
NoRunEval =1o, R4 % 11 4~z



Dim 3 : the
number of
P repetitions

/
// / ~ Dim 2 : the nine

f " models used in
BIOMOD

L 4

Dim 1 : the
number of sites

WO, R R A,
> #the final nodel

> Pred_Sp277[1:20,,1, 1]

> #the first repetition nodel

> Pred_Sp277[1:20,, 2, 1]

> #the second repetition nodel

> Pred_Sp277[ 1: 20,, 3, 1]

HPUYE ORI /& pseudo absence TR EL. 7F NoRepPA=0 i, 4EJEh 1 (A2
0.

vy

Pal PAZ PAZ

BRI ATTHER RE BT . KRR EERAN— MG, AR
fidin(), dimanes(). AI#E4HEENMELRZE RES BRI



ol
> | oad("pred/ Pred_Sp281")

> di m( Pred_Sp281)

> di manes(Pred_Sp281)

> #you can avoi d having the rownanes to be printed in the consol e
as they

> #are generally not very useful

> di manes(Pred_Sp281)[-1]

IR, PATEE AT — P ] GBMAL LTI ()t DL . XL, FRATTREZR T 20 47,

> #if you don't informthe 3rd and 4th dimension (you still need
commas), you will have all of them

> #at once in a matrix.

> | oad("pred/ Pred_Sp281")

> Pred_Sp281[ 481: 500, "@&BM', , ]

EE, mT BMEE BN, RIS RS 67 KR BERAT AN A .

e, FEHE evel . pl oot () K. ERREIEMNMEE: RAZELSHI W
S M AE A KR AARR o X — BR O AR SR (i A ] UAR B . ot - AR IS AT B
M 2T pseudo-absence #fli, Zxifil¥l o PN &5 RANKTT . MEA TR L GAM )4k
SEHE CREERHE, AN HIRAHERRL ) — AR &

> | oad("pred/ Pred_Spl64 i ndpdt")

> l evel . pl ot (Pred_Spl64_indpdt[,"GAM, 1,1], Coor XY
title='spl64_GAM i ndpdt')



sp164_GAM_indpdt

9aE

462

248 FL

(mfu NofulslsRufaloiniaRaNelaN-0-F N N R 0 |
&
=
t

> #and the level plot for the third variabl e used
> | evel .plot(Sp. Env[, 6], CoorXY, title="variable 3')

variabis 3
B ZREDE
-
m|
=
m
@ 22181
[+ ]
i =)
0a
o [}
. o 1674
] =]
m
o
[ ]
o 9015
=]
=
=
=]
o 2855

TR, ST R S 1009658, AR EE . aT I R AR
Pred_Spl164_i ndpdt[1:10,,,]



| evel . pl ot BRETHEIRAE map. pl ot MEL. "EiE % 1A Bl OMOD Bl 1f, nlLL
LEAN [T F i ) 5 5 R It AT B o T B2 N T 2 Xl PR e B3 AR S s ) 0
[ I 0 0 N B R 5, A TR 7 vE b AT e (BN, 2500 01 Hds, R sk
SEG FHESE ) o BTN, A FATTR B — Pl SREIn f) B A A 2R 20 L AR A i e it 2 ) T M)

> #t hi s exanpl e was nmade on prior versions, the function is under
mai nt enance

> map. pl ot (Sp=1, nodel =" al |l "', net hod=' Kappa', format.type=' probs',
want ed=' predi ction')

Carrant | 'rediclion tor Speciess ir probabiities

[RE= 0L B AN Cla s GHY

O «

=

=

=

=

=

=]

o

=]

=]

o]

n

=]

[}

=]

o

=]

2]

=]

=]

o

el

a3
1t N R3S

el L} [Ny
2l it
. = nai
AR [INH
A5~ T3
D 0725
= i

W3¢ col or. gradi ent JEI, W LLSEMEREARREE ML (BRI, WEiK .

0.5 %yt HfReE

0.5.1 GLM BYfRBEFN A%

GLM B2 A 55 1) 25 o e 2 B e TR Y e S o R v R T, B LM O 5. 3 L0 A
TR A0 o Ry T I 0 A5 3 DU (1) A N7 AR i R B 7 RN R AR ¢ th AR R

| oad( " nodel s/ Sp277_G_M PA1")

Sp277_G_M PAl

sumary(Sp277_G.M PA1)

B R IRE P B S T 22 o A 45 R OB S I R AT . SRS AR B A C B HE
¥



Sp277_GLM PAl$anova

R pl ot () BRECK 4 Y LM BEEREATH KAt o XL LR L H R, (HEAEiZ 4
i [ R AR A K

par (nfrow=c(2, 2))

pl ot (Sp277_GLM PA1)

Residuals vs Fitted Normal Q-Q
&
o - e
=}
wn N
- 7 &
2 [+
3 o g o1
0 ;
@ = 4 o |
"?_3; I
(}I 1 i =+ _| (ﬁ?
| 2870
T 4 01810
T T T T T T T T T T T T
-60 -40 -20 0 20 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
Predicted values Theoretical QGuantiles
Scale-Location Residuals vs Leverage
18100 . .
o | 1807gAE >
g o 88 D
w i
2 v | o8 g
g - £ ds
G @ v o 1360 . % i
[ 2 a 3 T o
3 s T e |
& S @ ® _ ,.
= Q FERIE. -
o | w |-~ Cook'sdstance
o I = -
T T T T T T
0.0 02 0.4 06 0.8 1.0
Predicted values Leverage

0.5.2 GBM HISEBEF %

CBMATHABB AL Ky 45 R 5 AAME L. X HEIRATHYF— T GBMTfith 45 R

summary ERECKE B gbmott G REAN AR B AR S ) o 3R R REAS AR Ak 1)
B, SAH RS R S SRR PR B R 2 O R IR 2 | oss BRI A R
BRI REW ) o R BME D EARAE, 25— DU R ARR, 28 IS o AR 5 ),
S E] 100 A .

TR GBME T O RN T .

> | oad( " nodel s/ Sp281_GBM PA1")

> summary( Sp281_GBM PA1)



Var7?

Vard Var2 VarS Vard Vard Vard

T T T 1
10 20 30 40

Relative influence

Wi . fHy £k

GBMFE 3 0 S VF HT ™ 2 RS2 o A Fof A o B £ i 1 1 2k

i.var: WEAREZRHMATRN N &, HRZE. R R, LR REHINKTS
JHiE gbm A A b EL RIS 2 — 0. Flan, X T Bl OVOD H 4 IR b 55 — A
> plot(Sp281_GBM_PA1, i.var=1)

v

f(Vart)
-4 -3 -2
| |
rJ
l/.'-"

04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0

War

M P e LA response. pl ot pf#cZ: i GLMH i W it 25

gbm WAL TSGR S LA, KRG BB PR EE R . A gam
HKAGE E(y| p) » BIERGERTINERE E(y| p) =p. ZEIBEE 95 MMl

> library(gbm



>#let's store the data that was used for calibration of the first
PA run

> #for Sp277 to sinplify the code

> dat a. used <- DataBl OMOD Bi onod. PA. sanpl e$Sp277$PA1, " Sp277"]

> cal i brate. pl ot (data.used, Pred_Sp277[,"GM, 1, 1]/1000)
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{ yd
- f s
s ° |
m |
|
¥ [/
RS !
(=] A
o f
-~ I}
4 f
- ~ ;"l
- s
< -
-
-
-
= —
= L | I |
1 T T T T 1
0.0 2 04 LG -] 1.0

Prediciad value

%R B BT R 1) 52 B pr esence- absence #iE, DLATINSE B . %R A BEN T T
R- Bl OMOD HAT- = A Al h

0.5.3 GAM HISEBEF %

g RS QM4 AL

Wi 5 i 6 RT AP PR 5 R 20 A R i o

RYFTAH T L GAMA CHISE RARER A (AR GAMBL A # N ). W1 GBMEE R T,
F A LA gbmA i) cal i brat e. pl ot B850 BRI (RS HIFLSE .

calibrate. pl ot (data.used, Pred_Sp277[,"GAM, 1, 1]/1000)



Dbsaried average

Predicizd value

0.5.4 CTA BIfRBEF %

CTA R R g th 25 RURA o T Z W —A 4 0 frame, 4y 119 s 407,
FEI 5 25 IR

| oad( " nodel s/ Sp277_CTA PA1")

nanes(Sp277_CTA PA1l)

Sp277_CTA PAl$frane

TR EE S, PTRLRI B . ERIEE A T rpart .

ARG plot BRECERIMG DL P A SRR ST, P text RERINSCT .

pl ot (Sp277_CTA PAl, margi n=0. 05)

t ext (Sp277_CTA PAl, use.n=T)

22y

AN S



Warl< 1465
T

Var7<[-5.023 Ward=| 7558

5485 |
55 123 vartsdp.oras
n=8 n=5 n=5

oha Warf=F5. 115

n=2War3= TI]EI.‘I

n=5 n=5n=148

B F CTA, 588 ar LAz iilm i 2k o IX R FA8 I vk, AR R AR H Rk

0.5.5 ANN BYSRRBEFA %

5 GLM, GAM CTA #1)7, TILLIH pl ot . response B&%2 il Tk ) Fh AER 38 A5 H 1 i)
VA28

P ERT LR gbm At cal i brat e. pl ot B, FoRBRRLA TR IR .

> | oad( " nodel s/ Sp277_ANN_PA1")

> names(Sp277_ANN_PA1)

calibrate. pl ot (data.used, Pred_Sp277[,"ANN', 1, 1]/1000)



Dbsarved average
06 08 10

04
|

02
|

g _/! I T I T T T I!
Fregcied val JE'-
0.5.6 SRE RYFREEFNAE
EIXH, A AL LY I P 2ok 4y AR S fy o, L5 HAAR Y ) 25 IR —4, T &5 SR

WA ARAT
SRE ARELT M LIS, ARSI IR AN I, Pk ROC VEA 2k
AHTH. calibrat.plot REHARE TAET . HA7 TSS Al Kappa A FH.

0.5.7 MDA BB X

B AE AR (R I RO I, R T AE LU 410, Bt 328 — ki i -

> | oad( " nodel s/ Sp277_NDA_PA1")

> summary( Sp277_NDA_PA1)

Sp277_NDA PAl

5T AR S, oA T nT LAR] response. pl ot £ T eyl i1 PRIEAR B (1))
2k .

Fl gbmfif¥) cal i brate. pl ot BRECE R ILE R UF IR

calibrate. pl ot (data.used, Pred_Sp277[,"MDA", 1, 1]/1000)



Dbzared average
04 06 a3 1.0
| |

02
|

@0

Predcizd value

0.5.8 MARS BYfRBEFA %

iV Q7 Ry Z VA A th UK 7= 9 vion I A ST e i O G 1S ST DS IS T B ST

> | oad( " nodel s/ Sp277_MARS_PA1")

> summary( Sp277_MARS_PA1)

L5 T AR SSAEL, e T v LAF] response. pl ot £l T ey i1 FREAR B (1))
sk .

Fl gbmfif¥) cal i brate. pl ot PRECE R ILE R AT IR

calibrate. pl ot (data.used, (Pred_Sp277[,"MARS', 1, 1]/1000))
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0.5.9 RF BYSRBEFNR %

> | oad( " nodel s/ Sp277_RF_PA1")

> summary(Sp277_RF_PA1l)

i random For est j=AEf¥EEAN AR, A DAFRIEHK

Sp277_RF_PA1S$i nport ance

I T AR R A ) 5E X

- Mean Decrease Accuracy: Xf TR, HdE 247 (out-of -bag) MLk
il ——TFRDU PR AL PR I S o SRR TN AR SR AT R (1) A8 i o S50 BT A7 ARF 1) PR AN T s
Iz, FFRHEZE AT ARTEELL o

- Mean Decrease G ni: 55 AT RAZE > F1 05 SO SEME I R
f (The second neasure is the total decrease in node inpurities from
splitting on the variable, averaged over all trees. ). ¥iGF—TF, T
FIAZMEH G ni REEER.

KA, BEPLARMR AR S EZE AT LLA] dot chart ¥R

var | mpPl ot (Sp277_RF_PA1)

Sp277_RF_PA1

Warz Var?

War? 9 Varg

Vark Var?

Vard Vard

Warl ari

ara Vars

Vard | o Var2
T T T T T T T T T T T

080 085 050 085 1.00 o 50 100 200 300

MeanDecreaseAccuracy MeanDecreaseGin

AR ek B O T AR BRLERABL) PPArBEN A0 i A T A, B I ad B 0t ) LA S
U, H pl ot . response 1] LA min i i £5 .

A LAFFH gbmALf) cal i brat e. pl ot p& %2 L4 B 8 1 B .

calibrate. pl ot (data.used, (Pred_Sp277[,"RF",1,1]/1000))
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Dhsared aerage

0.0
[

Fredciad value

0.5.10 FZERE9iF~

HEF FER DLVPAS R B B R I (Ce.f. 0.14 Predictive Performance
descri pti on). W ES: T ROC, Kappa Hil/ 58 TSS, ¥t HAHMN [ cr oss-val i dati on
SRR, B n F 100961 B AR HERL R . REIRIEAT BIREAS Bl (1) T 45 Fks S ERAE

Model ERECKAER—NICME, %0 “Bval uation. results. method 7, a5
T XS TR I VRN o SR IT I LR B 5

> #Here we only display the info for the first species nodelled

> Eval uation. results. Kappa[ 1: 8]

PLPA fl, IXHAE 4 DR, AN AR (3 kEX,
80%-20% 1 5 /], I 100915 ). SH—IREHR (Sp277_PAl_repl), 7%
P AURHE J5 Hay 20968888 191598 - e Jm— %17 809%6tHls Hl TR HE R KicHla Ml 2096E T4
PG o

X AR (Sp277_PAL), HH—3l i B V-1 cross-cal i dation. 25
F A R AR STE S Cn R4 15 ) X BB PR AL IS 4525 o 6 T R I DY 218 M S BB AUAT 21 (1)

AILAE B Sp277 (1) PA2 JE R . X JE U M) PA Hig47 7 —k (S0 13 10D,

W BRAFEE R4t QLMY (1) ROC FUMIREFE, T w] LA

> Eval uation.results. Roc$Sp277_PAl["GLM, ]

ATCUE 2, GLMAS T AR TR BEAR 1o VEAS AR RS HE IR 35/ N i /N 3R BH i B 8 A ik
JEW G

WAL T ROC Whdk iyl FHE,  HH A F At AR e 0 Al v m DA 2 — 28504l (56 Y
FD o XN s VAL ECHE 2 Il SO R ) R A A BRANA AR A B A 5 R o Il FHE AR SC Y
BB MR S M A B Sy P A 25 H & 3K — i AR A i TR W 3 2 A A7 A AN AE oo i)
HH By € VO A AR 2 21

MR D4 0- 1000,



ROC, Kappa, TSS Jiki4srAHA.
0.5.11 /M EEMEEH

RS AN RIS L ) U BEAT U, H 3 AN RIS S Tk o A ARG (1) R AR I, FLARLv
TR Y AR B SEANR] 1R o AEREALR 25 B b, Bl OMOD 1) BLEFSE T — A K P RN BT T
BRY TSR R o 2% B8 B OO A %, B AR AR SR SR A . TV R RS2 L
A A R U

iZ17 Model s pRECK; = 2E—/> Var | npor t ance X% (24 Var | mp B0 KT 0).
R TTEM T

Var | nport ance

TR, HER R AR 8T AR i 2.

AT, BN AR A 1R SRR T S Al AR TR R AR DG R A (DB s R
FIZAARBEL, 0 BMMAERAANTEL,

YE‘E%:

RAFHAHIC R EOTBE A e RATUCAIX RGBT 5 A2 LEAR G R B 0 58 2L
Ko SEI, ABRFEIEPNEH 12X RE, KL, EREE T 1 X RS IE
AN,

0.5.12 Mapy ph &k

BI OMOD 7E U 38 (1 B0 1w BL & il 4 AR50 2 1 i |37 b 2k o b0 I 06 250 ] 1)
response. pl ot . %R HCE] B FTk (AR, BT I i) b LA il Y 2L o

KR GLMA RE §1 70 LA (R iy & AT ARAEH), 18
B MNSEALERAAATR, 4 Il 2 A W 2 A2 i

response. pl ot (Sp277_G.M PAl, Sp. Env[4:10])



Response curves glm
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response. pl ot (Sp277_RF_PA1, Sp. Env[4:10])



Response curves randomForest
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0.5.13 X [RIGHE 0T

FEANBE AL T 1) AP ) B A7 i E proed SCHFrp o AT AT — AN RO A AL
AT BT 25 A R R

Current Pred( GLM=T, GBBMET, GAM=T, CTA=T, ANN=T, SRE=T, MDA=T, MARS=F,
RF=T,

Bi nRoc=T, Bi nKappa=T, Bi nTSS=T, FiltKappa=T)

X FBEA P e B B MBI AL (AT s AT BOBALRE B 3 oG T ) TR 5, AR A e — A
Pred_Speci esnane {IX%, Wl Pred_Sp277( il AFEATKAH HEAAAELE TAEAS 0], T3
WANTER) o EATE A RSB E R LR GAETEREZE 0 £ 1000).

$EHL Presence/ absence Fiil 45 Rt iF 4 A . X T E %€ B nRoc, Bi nKappa, Al
[ 8 BinTSS J4 TRUE, Wl f) 45 R AL 5 45 T ROC, Kappa =k TSS #% 0y
presence/ absence %k

[ IR A2 Bl 46 : Pred Sp277 Bi nRoc, Pred Sp277 Bi nKappa, Pred Sp277



Bi nTSS, Pred Sp277 FiltKappa . BCAY JEAKISCI GRS R B 10 SCAS
AU THEER G NSS4,

Faber  BRwn Afchegs Fawn Owik ¢ {‘
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0.6 RRHIFER

XFF U HEAT A AL, Bl OMOD #S ] EUX PRI 72 0 A X, DX -+ A A O
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A5 A7 S5 I 0 Ect s EA T ORI o P RO ORUE I AT B L Y — 2, DLERUE XS S2B5 F i
DUF 1 P BEAT O A

TR A K )1 5, HHEH 2 k%L Proj ecti on.

Bl OMOD #5 tH T P FBR B IR A K S . 4 AR Fut urel F Fut ure2. VR,
G A FR %S R R AT & (BRI SRS — 3.

L BR BRI S 00 R B TR R . E BT EE (RS 5O, 2
JE R g5 R FRIRT 34> (Proj . name), ARG S R B8R, 2 )5, Ml
LI BT () B4k A2 15 5 B ¥l pr esence/ absence (¥, ok4: (Kappa, ROC ¢ TSS)
e S AT 7 126 o

Proj . name ZEIAER EEL, SRR BNGE R MAEf,  LURCH A ek 20 HI 0000 ) etk
Proj ect BEER AR Y. ZEBRATB] 7, e KAE pred Fl nodel s SCA2
ZJEA s proj . Futur el U AN SRR BRI IS AT #ORE AL — N E R SRR

> #like for calibrating the nodel s, you can | oad your own data

> #Here we use the exanple file

> dat a( Fut urel)

> Projection(Proj = Futurel[, 4:10], Proj.nanme='Futurel' , G M=T,



GBM=T, GM-=T,

CTA=T, ANN=T, SRE = T, Perc025=T, Perc05=F, MDA =T, MARS = T,
RF =T,

BinRoc = T, BinKappa =T, B nTSS=T, FiltRoc =T, FiltKappa =T,
FiltTSS = T,

repetition. nodel s=T)

A LM 45 R -

> | oad("proj.Futurel/ Proj Futurel Sp277")

> Proj _Futurel_Sp277[ 740: 760, , 1, 1]

> | oad("proj.Futurel/Proj Futurel Sp277_Bi nRoc")

> Proj _Futurel_Sp277_Bi nRoc[ 740: 760, , 1, 1]

0.7 BRI

0.7.1 [RIGEIERITFM

fEIs S R, Bl OMCD W] DU A R REAT FLAZ LU TR0 Tt o DIE PR ST oHs B 2R
o

b 4 PredictionBest Model R IAAR K AE R — kg4 b, A BTk 1 7 ik

(Roc, Kappa 5 TSS) i i Wl 48 S d5 4y HHER O TI0N  SEREAT B DAL, HA B T( TRUE)

o F(FALSE) , il BEAT R RALA . 1R, AR E 2 Model s e AL T Pr Ay s 2, U
Toils R BT ORAL, iy B REOGER B A B AT

%R Bk A2 1 Pr edBest Model By X b 48 I a4, (X X4 .- Kapp, ROC 8% TSS %%
KB (T7VE) | 120 G PR AR A P S AL OR A SR A s R O et . B, B8 —Ffra] LUA]
QLM ABEATTRI, 25 k] GAM TG o Frad (R, el s e, AR, (il FE, LK Tk
BRSO | e e PRI A 7E BT ) 805 4 Best Mbdel ByRoc 1o 75— B AL B AL Ak 1o
W, HBBIERE— R T LU AR I VAL 7 VA Kappa” , BiE AN iE . BT BANANE T BT
T R T A, T2 — OBl O T P AZ AT e i, e 777000 : Bin. trans=T.
BRI, B S K IR TR I I PR AL 3 7742, 4 Pr edBest Mbdel ByRoc. Bi nRoc.

A R RECELOR B W S DA O A AR I P O MR B4 S 0, il FH{EL LA B
IR B, WMIFELEFEFi It trans=T,

FEFATIB 7, P ELLEAH = FAS R DA VAL RUAS R R R o JIRATT ) I s A e
# 2k presence/ absence ¥

> PredictionBest Mdel (GLM=T, GBMT, GAMET, CTA=T, ANN=T, MDA=T,
MARS=F, RF=T, SRE-=T,

nethod="all', Bin.trans =T, Filt.trans = T)

R TSS Geit- &=t 2 mILEL

> | oad( " pred/ Best Mbdel ByTSS")

> Best Model By TSS

Rl ROC #E4T I 2 H LR

> | oad( " pr ed/ Best Mbdel ByRoc")



> Best Mbdel ByRoc

AR Kappa #1702 EELK

> | oad( " pred/ PredBest Model ByKappa_Sp277")
> PredBest Mbdel ByKappa_Sp277[ 740: 760, ]

0.7.2 FRFK1FRAIFFAE it X B9 T

Proj ecti onBest Model ¥4l (ROC, Kappa ¥ TSS) A kel SHib47 i wiil,
HUy T7E Predi cti onBest Model B HGE B B ALY

Proj ectionBest Mdel [ Projection [ME—F. H /& ELHLE
proj ection EHIEITH ISR ELFR. 5 Predic-ti onBest Model pR%EALL,
I BER R A A K S B 86k presence- absence His sl T I FLE T, RN,
NAZBEAN Bin.trans=T &K Filt.trans=T.

> Pr oj ecti onBest Mbdel ( Proj . name=' Futurel', Bin.trans=T,
Filt.trans=T, nethod="all")

> | oad("proj.Futurel/ Proj Futurel_ Best Mbdel ByTSS")

> di mProj _Futurel BestMbdel ByTSS)

> di manes(Proj _Futurel BestModel ByTSS)[ - 1]

ARANE IR ORAFAE = SR b, Forp sl Yt 2 IRIetT, SR=4E 2Pk,

> Proj _Futurel_ Best Model ByTSS[ 740: 760, , " Sp277"]

> | oad("proj.Futurel/ Proj Futurel Best Mbdel ByTSS Bin")

> Proj _Futurel Best Model ByTSS_Bi n[ 740: 760, , " Sp277"]

R, {EiafT Proj ecti onBest Model ZHi, 752217 Predi cti onBest Model .

A[LAEE A pred, proj. Futurel SO A xS %o

0.8 HMlIFRIIGE

YR AN M2 — 75T, W EEE A%, JF HOETE4h R, (R IR,
T P LA AR T BT (Bl i th, J. et al . 2006, Hei kkinen, R et al .
2006) o KM TR, ANFEJ7EZ R Z S BE RN, XTI T kRS G R 1)
PRI o T Ak R A7) Pl o AT B 7 () B8 T G 7 A7 DX B A=A AR PR 155 T 8 JE S Gkt ( Pear son,
R G et al. 2006, Thuiller, W 2004) . f#yRim (a4 4k (702 — il it
TE— BG4, BB, RIS H D S G — AN a5, i = m o filX i
GRIC SR, HERE R — B R O, AR AU S th— ANt 4558 Ara ujo, M B. and
New, M 2007, Thuiller, W 2007) . Bl OMOD 4! TiXAM P&, ST ELES.

76 Bl OMOD , TR R4 JLRI 7. X HRH Ensenbl e. For ecasting i
£, DL AR K

VUFk" conmi tt ee" FIIME (BN ICEBLEAAF) -

- EET R

- JET ROC 7 vt — oot JE il

- T Kappa 7775 o tE T il

- BT TSS iEp) — JoiE e il



B TR PRIy 1 AU v wT

5T O1 TR MM P 5 th s BRIP4 (B . Wi, XE45 ) TSS JPikie £ s, AN F
BORgE 1, MRS 0. AR IMENY 0. 75, iZ{HA —JoiE P i, it
ANBERE — LG M S AT SER B 01 (AR AT AT 1

[ I o R 5 AR TP e TP TS, U2 BB SR BN . TVEEAT
TGS, AN BEACH AN B iff € — NI SH1E

> Ensenbl e. For ecasti ng( Proj . nane="Futurel", wei ght.nmethod=" Roc',
PCA. medi an=T,

bi nar y=T, bi n. net hod=' Roc' , Test =F, decay=1. 6,
repetition. nodel s=T)

ZRHR A R AAE R — N EGR . FERATHIE] 1R FR Y consensus Futurel
resul ts. P EFRERE TN A FTA VHEAG R, 80 400 S T30 24 By 000 B b 7 325 1) 000 %
R (£ Test =TRUE It)) , 7EIR PRI FIBELT 70, PCA medi an Jy ik FEAIHAL (U12R
BEE A TRUED . TR ) 45 R A7 A /0 BB A8 OO AR SR e
MBI -

reprtition.model s: AILLIFEBOOCHNIZIED . GIALERE T, eRECK I B IR B
RO RIEAT I GE RIS, AR & TN &5 R . B2 BN A 2R 5 AL IAE ) TRUE
5 FALSE ~—3.

wei ght. met hod: &kl SR R ILIEATH T - decay 45 EEE MAHXT EZ M. BR
AR B o 1. 65 W N %) 1

nodel s GAM GBM GLM ANN RF MARS CTA MDA

score with Roc 0.96 0.92 0.90 0.88 0.87 0.75 0.72 0.68

decay of 1 0.125 0.125 0.125 0.125 0.125 0.125 0.125 0.125

decay of 1.2 0.217 0.181 0.151 0.126 0.105 0.087 0.073 0.061

decay of 1.6 0.384 0.240 0.150 0.094 0.059 0.037 0.023 0.014

decay of 2 0.502 0.251 0.125 0.063 0.031 0.016 0.008 0.004

AU AERE CRAURT 1), BOE I AR . FE9RN 1 R W% o 5 AR
AATA .

PCA. medi an:  iZIEIUESRBUBIAL GRS EA LI TR BRI R I

XHREAN P A R 1 T R BEAT PCA. £ 27T BI OMOD JRA |, YA RS 5 PCA
H— M AR OGRS . W, R PCA JERET AT LR LRI 772 ml DURRIERE—A
BAL, B n] BLIEREZ AN RIS B (5 PCA 25— Mk R B DIRRAY), sl T4k
TIBLE) PCA ARG R & D) AL . X287 vk ] AFESCHER Y (Thui | 1 er 2004, Arauj o
2005, Araujo 2006) &7,

T RCA) Bl OMOD HiANBE AR X — R ISR, e R AR £ R B e 4 B

bi nary: WIARAREIE NI, W, VR T KA —ooks e I SHE K
5E BEAG 16 2 I TTVEAN RN AN 7] o

-mean on probabilities : “FEMER, TP A E R OB (=
M2 - ROC, Kappa 2 TSS, FHZE7E bi n. net hod H1iE ).

-wei ght ed nean on probabilities: MBCESMEE, J TR 316 S %
e — e CRAFEIRERITTERETHEFE, 14 wei ght ed. met hod  ZE150)

ROC- Kappa- TSS “F¥J:  #EME N 500 (R TR 4 0.5), EE B —F LK
RN AZ TR AE B B ATAE

Test: ZLEITURS A A IR S AR R Kl A 0 A (A7 ke X iz 1EAT ROC



ik ks, He Rt test . resul ts .
Bty -
BRSO AN BB AT o REAPIAA A R — AN 5 SR B = AL
| oad( " proj.Futurel/ consensus_Spl64 Fut urel")
di mconsensus_Spl164_Fut urel)
di manes(consensus_Spl164_Futurel)[-1]
WY RIBAT I E R R, YRR T MR FCA" Tot al consensus
Futurel", JRAEEZHHAR.
> | oad("proj.Futurel/ Total consensus_Futurel")
> di m(Tot al _consensus_Fut urel)
[1] 2264 3 6
> di manes(Tot al _consensus_Futurel)[-1]
[[1]]
[1] "Sp281" "Sp277" "Spl64d"
[[2]]
[1] "prob. mean prob. nean. wei ght ed" " medi an"
[4] "Roc.nmean" "Kappa.nean" "TSS. nean"
HHT, YRR AR ] e — LB £ R
> Tot al _consensus_Futurel[ 1: 20, , 1]
Sp277 Spl64
345.4 54.83 62.01
425.9 61.78 67. 44
372.5 59.97 64. 04
507.5 46.75 88. 75
562.8 46.44 88. 93
542.4 46.42 102. 38
572.1 46.25 96. 15
345.9 48.50 69. 29
366.5 48.08 84. 38
351.6 49.39 85.32
538.1 45.78 107.82
404.8 63.39 72.50
258.6 51.61 59.31
244. 3 55.14 67.11
239.2 50.11 62.61
401.2 68.69 73.61
580. 0 122.17 96. 43
551.6 43.72 125.57
564.9 43.36 109.85
20 596.5 50.00 121.74
> data <- Total consensus_Futurel
> par (nfrow=c(2,5))
> par (mar=c(0.6,0.6,2,0.6))
> | evel . pl ot (Dat aBl OMO , 8], Coor XY, show. scal e=F, title=" Sp281',
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cex=0. 5)
>|evel.plot(data[, 1, 1], Coor XY, show. scal e=F, title=" Sp281_nean',
cex=0. 5)

>  evel . plot(datal, 1, 2], Coor XY, show. scal e=F
title='Sp281 wei ghted_nean', cex=0.5)

>  evel . plot(datal, 1, 3], Coor XY, show. scal e=F
title='Sp281 nedi an', cex=0.5)

> l evel . pl ot (datal, 1, 6], Coor XY, show. scal e=F

title='Sp281 TSS nean', cex=0.5)
>| evel . pl ot (Dat aBl OMO , 9], Coor XY, show. scal e=F, title=" Sp277'
cex=0. 5)
>|evel.plot(datal, 2,1], Coor XY, show. scal e=F, title=" Sp277_nean',
cex=0. 5)

> l evel . pl ot (datal, 2, 2], Coor XY, show. scal e=F
title='"Sp277_wei ghted_nean', cex=0.5)

> l evel . pl ot (datal, 2, 3], Coor XY, show. scal e=F,
title='Sp277_nedi an', cex=0.5)

> l evel . pl ot (datal, 2, 4], Coor XY, show. scal e=F

title='Sp277_Roc_nean', cex=0.5)

Sp281 Sp281_mean ip281_weighted_mear  Sp281_median Sp281_TSS_mean

Sp277 Sp277_mean  p277_weighted_mea Sp277_median S$p277_Roc_mean




R bi nary BOEN I WA TR SERK ) ool a5 R B ARR K _Bin.

0.9 YMiTH

LETI AR AN TE BV RI I3 AT, 2B VPR REOEREATITRS o AR RV RIAE 24 11
(R ERA S b, RePE 15 B AT R . Db BRI A% (110 75 S ch H P oA o ek B0l Y
ANEHESE: RN AT SRR IR oA (R BATIT R BRI T 00 )

Henvh 245 ] LUHPR v ARV RIT RS B

TR AHIZEREG W27 LR K B SRR A% AR A, I HANA AR R A AR AR S0 53

BNOR T EROE TR Il e HP T RLBOE RS R IR (e aigs tBUED,
B BRI R 4 AR E (G — A&,

LR AT A, ATLAEE ST — AN &, %10 AT RO A R AT AR R
1 B K P] REIT A% BE B

B, R EIT IR, Fltn, Futurel. M gration. 1km per.year

VER, TR AT LU kAR . B, AR 10 SE R RITBHE A 170 (A1.6 T
Ko WIRIRATIRM L 50 170 /i Rat e=1x0. 16667x5()

BT AR PUE L 3 73 (4.8 TK) |, ££ 2080 4, M4 Rat e=3x0. 16667x8

Projection(Proj = Sp. Env[, 4:10], Proj.nanme='Current',

AM=T, &BM=T, GAM=T, CTA=T, ANN =T, SRE = T, Perc025=T,
PercO05=F, MDA =T, NMARS = T,

RF = T, Bi nRoc=T, Bi nKappa=T, Bi nTSS=T, FiltRoc=T, FiltKappa=T,
Fi |t TSS=T, repetition.nodel s=T)

Ensenbl e. Forecasting(Proj.nane= "Current"”, weight. nethod=' Roc',
PCA. medi an=T,

bi nar y=T, bi n. met hod=' Roc' Test =F, decay=1. 6,
repetition. nodel s=T)

| oad("proj.Futurel/ Total consensus_Fut urel")

| oad("proj.Current/ Total consensus_Current")

M gration(Current Pred = Total _consensus_Current[,, 1], FutureProj
= Total consensus_Futurel[,, 1],

X=Coor XY[, 1], Y=Coor XY[, 2], MaxM gr =5*0. 16667* 8,
Pred. Save="Futurel. M gration")

Fut urel. M gration[ 740: 760, ]



0.10 Y =Z R 2242 Turnover

2 BR B — 5 I8 Ta) B R 3R AR R BEAT MR ) e 2 o 190 B[] AR A 3R AL 50 1%
BB PSR IR ST o A RS 34T (a5 BRI M TR ). R, HHTRIR
KPR FRIN 5 5502 — et GHIRERAS HIEAE ) . B )m, A AR TR 45 R e — A
B

TE1Z% B B e e b, 4045 10 71,

F—F AR B . Di sa R TI AFE— D RO KPRl . St abl e0 &% A E )
P EOCRATIT B B YFE. Stabl el Ry e i A EVROECR, MAEARKIIRORE
M EL. Gai n RomizMea i A AEA X, HEAEN RS, B8 2 b
Per Loss, PercGai n } Tur nover 5 NfI 2> %45
Per Loss=100xL/ ( SR)

Per cGai n=100 xd ( SR)
Tur nover =100 x( L+Q) / ( SR+G)
SR & 2 B I Rl A= 5
Cur rent SR K7~ 1% s H S T 2 Tl (1 4 FF R
Fut ur eSRODI sp KRB TN EATIT R I ACKIGIE T M F R .
Fut ur eSRIDI sp /R AL T BATIT B ARG TE N oA 1 B2 ORGP T4 (2
WMRBGE T,
Proj ecti onBest Model ("Current™)
| oad("proj.Futurel/ Proj Futurel BestMdel ByRoc_Bin")
| oad("proj.Current/Proj Current_ Best Mbdel ByRoc_Bi n")
Bi omod. Tur nover (Curr ent Pr ed =
Proj Current Best Mbdel ByRoc_Bin[,1,],

Fut ur ePr oj = Proj Futurel Best Mbdel ByRoc_Bin[, 1,],
Turnover. Save= "Turnover. 2050")

> Tur nover . 2050[ 740: 760, ]

0.11 ¥FiorAn X224

P BRHCRT LG SR B AR ZRA R L IRAT B ERRASUE AR ELf

BB BP0 100 A SRR Ao TR 2T SRR 4 25— 70
e GRS D &5, BEROE PR > A1 X AR 45 RAFAR AT A5 5 .

Bi onod. RangeSi ze( Current Pred =
Proj Current Best Mbdel ByRoc_Bin[,1,],

Fut ur ePr oj = Proj Futurel Best Mbdel ByRoc_Bin[, 1,],
SpChange. Save="SpChange. 2050")

AJ LU S Bl £ (%1 2% . Conpt . By. Speci es A1 Diff. By. Pi xel

Diff.By.Pixel f&fFTHRAFAHGE. FbTA—%F, & pixel f2747 F.
TR U, BRI A FRRIE .

-2 % iRk

5

>
>
>
>



-1 Zm Bz MRE.

0 ZREAPOZM S, RKREASITHRIZ N L.

1 ZRCARRAHOE I, 2 M ST 2% L.

SpChange. 2050%$Di f f. By. Pi xel [ 740: 760, ]

EAEHERT UM G STALHIRIME b, DIERRFOCHER R A2 1.

Cont . By. Speci es frfifidi S M 74 X AL HIE E (LLATRIR ). B PUAI A AHOE :
Di sa FoRTMHAFSE ) i H . St abl e0 RIRERPIFC-YHIRA HA M, FEH
ARKWEAL EAMAREH. Stabl el oz yMeann G, I AR RUR 25 S8 1) fi 2L
H. PercLoss, PercGain, SpeciesRangeChang F/LAUTF AT 4%:

- Curr ent RangeSi ze R ML SEANF 2 BB 20 A1 DR CPAA I B HD

- Fut ur eRangeSi zeODi sp K/RfERA T HIMENL T, AT 73 X KN

- Fut ureRangeSi zelDi sp K/R(EH EYIFITHATEIL T, AT AT HIR /N (B
P EHRERER, e BOE T Mgratioon JE50.

SpChange. 2050%$Conpt . By. Speci es

0.12 HAtra%L

XA R g R 5145 Bl OVOD [ BEFFAS ELEAR OG0 — L2 pR B IX 28 pl FonT U] T
FEATEEE, e R st b ZEA 1. Mk, AFEI21T Bl OMOD KAEHI &A1

HE, ANEERIZLE 4785 DIE] R 26 IR IB T ENT. B AR AR
Mgh e R F L — T

0.12.1 BEIRFE R

AE TR ) FH K82 B 2 BB AN P 3E G ) LN — e RE P AR e, R i SR AE AT AR ORN
TEFRIM I o 3K AN B KT LUK E BB AP IARTII , JF45 BRI A X ARG A
At

A 3 AT DX AR 2 LS I ) 23 2%k Bl v S0 o i, angpl 4 i 45 T 100 Mg
T TR i HE 120 A& 1, AT X AR 20%,

ProbDensFunc(i nitial =Sp. Env[, 9], proj ections=Proj[,1:120],
di stri b=T, cvsn=T, groups=gp, resolution=5)



Probability density function

H
[
distrib. of data
O 25%

= D 4%

(=] B 75%
-_E_‘ B 50%
E
1]
o
B e
= - ]

L ]
8
C
o -
=
g o
s O] |
[= =1
2
1o

3

[ ]

8

= b

I T T T 1
&0 -A0 20 0 20
Species range change {%)
initial . ShJcmE (0, 1) FoRWEMMAGESFEPRGE, T 2040 AR TH SN )
ZH,

projection: FEFUM AL, B —F 0 —Fh 0. A e PR 0 45 S P L
intial [MERMF—E CGE—17 A1, B AT A, BUSEHD

distrib: NI, KK 50% 75% 90%F 95% K f ik 7 i biwkik e, I
2 hilfE P L

Resol ution: {EH ¥ e MMMESES. BIAK 5.

NOTE: & Mo #E o0 EL G W BIME R AE . /R LT, AT a3 n, Mo fE e (i
W53 BB 22 0 MRS SR B X SE—RE @ A S, T AN A SR R — R i

cvsn: current vs new M5, R E NI, WAT R AR H PR T E
YRl 207 A B R A5, RS ST R AT AR R, TR R, (2
TRMIKE 25 o5 4 R A £, ol B MiA .

IR, PR E AR S A 120 ANIEE S, EUE 4 ET A4 T 100 AN 3X ]
AE S AN FAES A . —FMEBUR, 2481 100 AN R B, 1008 drdis T 20 AN, 4Lk
120 /MlAE . SRR R IRAT ) 100 A ARG R T, ARORIE LR, EHT AR T 5
AN 120 NI

XPFIEOL N, SRC A 45 AR R, (H 2 58 —Fhi LA 2o th 2 /D AR AP SR 45 B (T
KRG T, A AT PP AR A AR L, PFhEE 220 E— 20 R I e K 28T (1) 40 A
XDo (HEE ZRHEBLR I, WRMIT B AERAR S, PO ) T AR KRS B PR . X R
J7VE AT LUE PRI I | n- bet ween HER X 2 JT K.



2 —_—
& 7 sRe=100
o B CTA
o2 W GAM
0O cBM
B GLM
O MDA
B RF
g .
C a8
— SRC =0
= :
w & )
a -
I I I I I I
-100 -80 -G0 -40 20 0
current

X, AN, AT R B, BTSSR ER 4 60% BT AR
R, MR A S09%KEN 1 AT . SRC & L b Wy Fh 3 A X s> - 10% WX AT £ 1)
A R M ET A SR B Ss Y ET AR SRR RGO, %A B S BN [FI 4 21
XT3 o

Wigke27r SRC I 0 CRIE B ARG A — sULAR1L), F1 100% ()73 A7 X 5 FEl R
Bm—f5). waEXE Mg, Rl lE 2R gl 4 4 IR — AN (-10+10=0,
-40+40:O; ......)o

EIrh o —fF Bt 2. e 2o A S a7 e+, B A [T &5 5 (LR
S group ULB. 7E groups HiFEHINA PATEGEZ, RS HI BB EZ

groups: XFRE—EBEMTILGER, HHARMPTRIE R FHFEMB—ANHBE, &5
FERg—H) s — IR TR U, R—ATR RS . W, I 9 Frmigs &, 34
RERS R =AM, SRR, HRERTE R s

(1] [.2] [.3] [.4] [.5] [.6] [.7] [.8] [.9]

[1,] "GAM' "GAM' "GAM' "CTA" "CTA" "CTA" "RF' "RF" "RF"

[2,] "Roc" "Kappa" "TSS" "Roc" "Kappa" "TSS' "Roc" "Kappa" "TSS"

&

(1] [.2] [.3] [.4] [.5] [.6] [.7] [.8] [.9]

[1,] "GAM' "CTA" "RF' "GAM' "CTA" "RF" "GAM' "CTA" "RF"

[2,] "Roc" "Roc" "Roc" "Kappa" "Kappa" "Kappa" "TSS' "TSS' "TSS"

TEACEME, 2R NE proj ecti on BRI EEU S H. T BB RS 5
FF 5 proj ecti on K FEAR .



ANHf € PR A

A B B0RT LUK F P AN T PR HEA T A . PDF BE A rT AR A B, m] LUK AN S50
(AR A A T EAT U5

uncertianty: WIRBENE, WLLIHE groups EIM RS HIN A E. 3 MEL
B/ ZEC (WAE group REFEAT 3 47), e — A EdER. XEE 3 NMSEIHIT: 9
TRy, 3ANBIME, 5 MAKRSRNGTE . fnth 45 B2 RIAHERI, XA MmN E N
T BB

Roc Kap  Prev | Scl Sc2 Scd Sed Seh
GLM 0.047 0,050 0.046 | 0.106  0.107  0.109 0.113 0.109
GBM 0.072 0.092 0.070 | 0.115 0.11% 0.119 0.119 0.118
GAM 0.0658 0.074 0.067 | 0.100  0.098 0.098 0.100 0.097
CTA 0.168  0.167  0.175 | 0175  0.184 0.182 0.185 0.181
ANN 0205  0.225 0173 | 0.196  0.206  0.197  0.210 0.200
MDA 0.138%  0.136 0.140 | 0.139  0.154 0.149 0.144  0.150
MARS | 0.320 0.271 0.211 | 0.387 0368 0.379 0.366 0.374
RF 0.108  0.122  0.095 | 0164 0.172 0168  0.169 0173
Roc NA NA NA 0.265 0275 0.273 0.266 0.278
Kap NA NA NA 0.234 0266 0.249 0.233  0.263
Prev NA NA NA 0.314 0317 0.313  0.316  0.31=

ATLLRBLPOAMHE:  nodel / threshol d (Z [-75). nodel / (scenarios) ( A 7).,
threshol d/ scenarios ( £i FJ75) Flthreshol d/threshold ( /2 F7J7, NAHMEE
JeHHEATTHI)

BAVEHE — FRHEEAE LA —AME. BB R AR B T GLMAT ROC
P k. X T 5 MEIN, RN MEE. BATeh T I W ERER . R
B b E R R AN AT TR (bR e . RORAN[F TS TR T A1k

ATLUR I, AEANFERBIEVEI 7R T, ARG 85 2 /D80 W 80 Cinds—47 =Ml
Z I, {H 2 f’f;‘:iZlﬂE%iﬁdﬁ CRE—F T 8 /MED « ANRIHITE TEXS MARS LY ) 520 S
K, FETUI I A g e g A0 S (R 45 2R o ) TR /NS, DPAR B (10 75 AL AT SRR 58

R

I 2O FRIE 22 2552 BIREAR 2 . FEAECRBOR, FRARILZE R T RE MR . [
IS, A0, ) P AR i A A7 S AR R FRE = 2R SRR AR A, T AMAN 2 JLANE 8] 15 T
TE MRS IX LSRR I i 2Nty

—PNEEHTF
ProbDensFunct &HUHEBI SO T T 58 80011~ IR 2> B e BB AT e I 5
xj‘ PRBREAT T 20 RPN, ORVEAE TN P AR . H6 Sp163 #EAT T M. 1S
L B SO, AR RS, ZJa A REIERIsTT R
exanpl e( Pr obDensFunc)

FEARI R, % BR BRI — RS A TN (A2 AU AR S IR P



0.12. 2 Pseudo-absences

K AT 2 presence Fl absence $dli, 7 A e R e B0 & B A KIS, HE
LA AT absence Fd, iy AT H LA, bl 5 B ST L ) absence .
Bilan, xf 55Kk, Wi abesence T NLIKIHN. ER absence Bl
pseudo- absence, IXLEf5 B &AL BT AN A i .

Pseudo- absence nJ LLEEAWM ALk, NS fE5] i absence 1)
R AL WA B i b absence A2, S amA I 52 B A6 P Fh 2 A7 Al
IR R IFE o AL, IEATIZFER) P8 KR E 25 FE6 0 5 22 1 I [A]

b4, firE ) absence WRESEER PR AT, CREMAEREARA SR OL ), Bk,
pseudo- absence Hffags th IR R R THR AR ). FTEL, fEisAr B, Jk
A6 22 005 oK 3% 1) pseudo- absence [FAN K0 £ .

Wrr s, FIH pseudo. abs e

pseudo. abs(coor=dat a[ , 1: 2], status=data[, 3], strat egy='per',
env=dat a[ , 4: 16], di stance=10000, pl ot =F,

speci es. name= ' Spl', acol =' grey80', pcol =red', add.pres=T)

coor: HAGWAIEHE MR, 45 presence s R, KIEANEALE absence.

status: 7 1- 0 R E. WA BOEN 1 I UEEBRARE R 0, Matilh
/& absence.

strategy: (W FETHET)

-random absence ¥\ {r absence FREHZEEL .

-per: fU¥& presence & K.

-perind: 5 per AN, {HZEXAEA presence T K. XF Oy VLT BT R
BME R (di st ance #E1H)D

-sre: HATYRLR To0 A PR O E f (G T SRE BIAL

XFER OB AE A pseudo- absences [REIE & . GEFEAEIR KI5, BIIEE env

di stance: Hi&EH T perind. H¥55k coor iz —.

env. & “sre” EIFTHEMN. ZMFESH— BB SREE .

speci es. name: 45 RITIRAE PR HIGEITZS XA S50 RIS I — A ki
JLe B, s ECh Larix, WHIBEN sre, ZJa, i K17 e
larix.sre CHH,

nb. poi nt's: A4 A FEALIEE %L 5 IE . BAh (nb. poi nt s=NULL ) #4577 7%
WA, REFEITA I REMN absences.

add. pres: WH % TRUE, M &5 Foks RS mnE S .

pl ot: 3RKH presence fil absence fith 4 H

acol Al pcol 43l BE A LA H L) B

4 hR] 7 1 R vk R R B X Lari x deci dua M I er (K404
L. LA, BRI RIE S pseudo- absences KA.



Splaandom Hpl.per Spl. perind SO00 Spt.perind 10800 Splsne

EFEIERITIAE T pseudo. abs &AL

2 bR L A5 R, S R O T RS presence- absence i dERE H ) absence
F47 (i add. pres BE NE, WEEHE presence). R, WM T nb. points
I, R B absence o T W] i iff 48 A HE 45 2R

AR 5 EE 4 4 ful | data, MR %A sre J7ikik$# pseudo- absences .
iz1T pseudo. abs B&%k:

pseudo. abs(coor=dat a[ , 1: 2], status=data[, 3], strategy='sre',
env=dat a[ , 4: 16],

speci es. name= 'first.species', add.pres=T)

BATZ G AR — A4 N “first.species.sre” X%, Hha&prA T aEn
absece, 4 presences( I FEBE Ti%ILI) o HrAgEcds T U0 75 AR B .

new. dat a. set<-ful I data[first.species.sre,]

FCHUS G AR AR R AT, BT — AN BT SR, IR — M 4T, BB absence
DI I R H 5000 A4S rn BRBLRINTA EZ 1950, BB IRARE presences, %
R EA B E A REAT ]

Bl .

pseudo. abs(coor=data[, 1: 2], status=data[,3], strategy=' perind',
di st ance=10000, pl ot =T,

speci es. name= ' Spl', nb. poi nt s=5000, add. pres=T)

LRI ) Bt K B B s



Sp1.perind.10000

A,

Wﬁ% _-,,;“;‘

LA rﬁi?&t‘%
ot i

"'r.\' -" ‘5': a a " P
REa 0% o0 s
R v e

g F R e o [




0.13 &Ik

0.13.1 GLM- =N &k {4i&aY

UM L M TT AR T A, BRI R AR A, AU IE A
T ZEAEE o A ARAR AR B 5 O AR B 50 R OF AR e, W5 BEREAT 464, {E-functions
8 hierarchical 7Y A5 2 WAt Al LU SV A5 R AT XU R i [ AR A o I 22 T K ik
RL, DRI AR 2 (A R R E L T . AUk, REEIT, GLM {1
[T AR I, SR PEAEAEANGS o 4 TR A 29 (AR, BIOMOD R T H 8hig 5 i
A1k, Splus [ stepAlC BRI AHEWS A BEALHE I AR &, IR0 OO RS (kB x)
UG GRS WA B AR, AT B AT AL . BB 5 L SE i i LUE Akalke
Information Criterioin(AlC)Y Bayesian Information Criteria(BIC) & U [Ml )T BEMS 25 T 4328
i, IR (RARAE R

A LLIE AT =) SO AR Y

Y 1=X1+ X2+ X3+ (X1*X2) + (X2*X3)

GLM Quad: Used linear, 2nd and 3rd order.

Y 1=X1+X12+ X13+X22+ X33

GLM Paly: Use ordinary polynomial terms.

Y 1=f(X1+ X12+ X13) + (X2 + X22 + X23) +

IR GLM, U B5E GLM=T Bl

i R A Bk % Polynomid terms, f A TypeGLM="poly", =i —~ &, H# A
TypeGLM="quad", F|TILtM, A TpleGLM="simple". W7 ] AICE ik Fbr
e, HfHA Test="AIC" #7224 BIC (i, #A“BIC”.

Key reference.
McCullagh, P. and Nelder, J.A. (1989) Generalized linear models Chapman and Hall.

Key reference in ecol ogy/biogeography.

Austin, M.P. and Meyers, JA. (1996) Current approaches to modelling the environmental
niche of

eucalypts: implication for management of forest biodiversity. Forest Ecology and
Management, 85,95-106.

Elith, J., Graham, C.H., Anderson, R.P, Dudik, M., Ferrier, S., Guisan, A., Hijmans, R.J.,
Huettman,

F., Leathwick, JR., Lehmann, A., Li, J., Lohmann, L., Loisdle, B.A., Manion, G,, Moritz, C.,
Nakamura, M., Nakazawa, Y., Overton, JM., Peterson, A.T., Phillips, S, Richardson, K.,
Schachetti

Pereira, R., Schapire, R.E., Sober on, J., Williams, S.E., Wisz, M., and Zimmermann, N.E.
(2006) Novel methods improve predictions of species distributions from occurrence data.
Ecography, 29,129-151.

Guisan, A. and Thuiller, W. (2005) Predicting species distribution: o
ering more than simple habitat models. Ecology Letters, 8, 993-10009.



Guisan, A. and Zimmermann, N.E. (2000) Predictive habitat distribution models in Ecol ogy.
Eco-logical Modelling, 135, 147-186.

Thuiller, W., Ara ujo, M.B., and Lavorel, S. (2003) Generalized models versus classification
tree analysis: acomparative study for predicting spatial distributions of plant species at di
erent scales. Journal of Vegetation Science, 14, 669-680.

0.13.2 GAM =X #Bni&EEY

VAT IR S5 T e ) 380 A 2 2 A0, R AR S P o A5 DR (R WA Y. ) . GAM s TE 55
GLMS SRR T ZLAR 25 Sy H e L 20 BRAB e 1 2 P IR s P 2 B i Y R 30, LE GLM (B
JIWE . IX IR N 8BRS *smoother” (1) 77 F, K EdE o BG4k . GAMs
TERHE N R 0%, M DU AR S 1k BAR e PR 0L 5 1), BRI 58 A% R Rh R 52
R [ I S Ry A7 FH o SRR g 3 AR B S — AN AR AR I, ERAMTIR T, M
F o AT B i oL 5 Sl R o1 ih 2k o % BV TR AR E L — AT L, 2 x4
R, BIOMOD WA 3 UAfE g H L, Bk T8, el AHENTFRET 32
WA AR X BER A FE M 2 00T 85, DR a6 5%k ok . 5 GLM 28
&L, BIOMOD F| H B 2z 20 [Rl)A i B AN i 5 2 K AR i

Y = S(X1,4)+s(X2,4)+5(X3,4)

P REEe AdhE. BRI, AMEN 42 FHEEN Spline=4. #:52, AHE
4 52000 A HE 3k .

Key reference.
Hastie, T.J. and Tibshirani, R. (1990) Generalized additive modds Chapman and Hall,
London.

Key reference in ecol ogy/biogeography.

Austin, M.P. and Meyers, JA. (1996) Current approaches to modelling the environmental
niche of eucdypts. implication for management of forest biodiversity. Forest Ecology and
Management, 85,95-106.

Elith, J., Graham, C.H., Anderson, R.P, Dudik, M., Ferrier, S., Guisan, A., Hijmans, R.J.,
Huettman,

F., Leathwick, JR., Lehmann, A., Li, J., Lohmann, L., Loisdle, B.A., Manion, G,, Moritz, C.,
Nakamura, M., Nakazawa, Y., Overton, JM., Peterson, A.T., Phillips, S, Richardson, K.,
Schachetti

Pereira, R., Schapire, R.E., Sober on, J., Williams, S.E., Wisz, M., and Zimmermann, N.E.
(2006)

Novel methods improve predictions of species distributions from occurrence data. Ecography,
29, 129-151.

Guisan, A. and Thuiller, W. (2005) Predicting species distribution: o
ering more than simple habi- tat models. Ecology L etters, 8, 993-1009.

Guisan, A. and Zimmermann, N.E. (2000) Predictive habitat distribution models in Ecol ogy.
Ecological Modelling, 135, 147-186.

Thuiller, W., Ara ujo, M.B., and Lavorel, S. (2003) Generalized models versus classification



tree

analysis: a comparative study for predicting spatial distributions of plant species at di
erent scales. Journal of Vegetation Science, 14, 669-680.

Yee, T.W. and Mitchell, N.D. (1991) Generalized additive models in plant ecology. Journal of
Vegetation Science, 2, 587-602.

0.13.3 CTA £ ZEFI9

AL T S EET A ER SR . 5 GAM 2L, TG R AR £ e Y AR f )
(S SEARBE o 125 10 B 220 0o i 12 AR P 0B, AR OO A8 Al P = ) s U R Rl D S
RIS RTE o B ST R, SR — AU, 5T 1] S R R A i, B AR it 2 41
BB A, BRI A WAL, A AU R SA S SR R W] RN TS
Z o BEANTT RS IO T DUARRE O R R 2 CTRIJER D e IR (7). &5
R TR I M 22 0K BN AR S22 ME S Mo B i RS o i 22 s /N 80 H e /b B B A
BIOMOD NiH] rpart WHEAT 73 BT 5. Do THE I A RE, R @ sz w i SaC 41, R
P77 ZE R, VARG B IR 4 41 25 B - BIOMOD SR I 28 X 3l (X-fold cross-calidation )
R0 SRAUAT - (80 HL Mg ZE e i o R R DA 7 A8 SCHRAIE R R

AR oy B o A, U EE N TreesTRUE. 2 i ¥ 58 A8 SUIRIF 1 ¥k 4
CV.tree=10,

AT SIS AR IR BOBAT et . REOGSr, FR A AE % .

B L RPN

Key reference.

Breiman, L., Friedman, JH., Olshen, RA., and Stone, C.J. (1984) Classification and
regression trees Chapman and Hall, New York.

Key reference in ecol ogy/biogeography.

DeAth, G. and Fabricius, K.E. (2000) Classification and regression trees: a powerful yet
simple technique for ecological dataanalysis. Ecology, 81, 3178-3192.

Thuiller, W., Vaydera,J,, Pino, J., Sabat e, S, Lavordl, S., and Gracia, C. (2003) Large-scale
environmental correlates of forest tree distributions in Catalonia (NE Spain). Global Ecology and

Biogeography, 12, 313-325.

Vayss eres, M.P, Plant, R.E.,, and Allen-Diaz, B.H. (2000) Classification trees. an
alternative nonparametric approach for predicting species distributions. Journal of Vegetation
Science, 11, 679-694. 80

0.13.4 ANN A TfHZ: 4%

RPN e I 2 ) SCE PR IRl e B g4 1 10 R 7 3 e TR AR ml e Y,
HANBRZIZHL IO 205 RG] LOEIEAE T e . ANN FRHERf P32 2
WP T A5 BRI (weight decay) F2EERIBE G4 Chidden unit . BIOMOD



I nnet ELEEATAHN VL . ANFEREE AT AR A5 R, et B S gl A B 2
U7 BRI (RESTARRNEH (20 Wierenga et Kluytmans, 1999 7z &4 H (1)
75%) Jeeid N HAS SRR E 1Y (BRINK 3D JH P AT LI AT I TE R K. 11, ANN
B EIN )G, B A AL ST

IR EEHI ] ANN B, HAEsEN ANN=T. Z )5, BOEAS RIEIIRECH 3, CV.ann=3.

Key reference.

Ripley, B.D. (1996) Pattern Recognition and Neural Networks Cambridge. Key references in
ecol ogy/biogeography

Lek, S., Delacoste, M., Baran, P, Dimopoulos, I., Lauga, J., and Aulagnier, S. (1996)
Application of neural networks to modelling nonlinear relationships in ecology. Ecological
Modelling, 90, 39-52.

Luoto, M. and Hjort, J. (2005) Evaluation of current statistical approaches for predictive
geomorphol ogical mapping. Geomorphol ogy, 67, 299-315.

Moisen, GG and Frescino, T.S. (2002) Comparing ve modelling techniques for predicting
forest characteristi cs. Ecological Modelling, 157, 209-225.

Pearson, R.G, Dawson, T.P, Berry, PM., and Harrison, PA. (2002) SPECIES: A Spatia
Evalua- tion of Climate Impact on the Envelope of Species. Ecologicd Modelling, 154, 289-300.

Segurado, P and Ara ujo, M.B. (2004) Evauation of methods for modelling species
probabilities of occurrence. Journal of Biogeography, 31, 1555-1568.

0.13. 5 MDA -iB&¥I31947

MDA J&JE TR A B — o K T575 (Gl B ). L35 A 2k A BT AL g T
PR A IEZA 2 AT SRR S 0 B A 7. MDA W MDA fig47. KZHIEWT, f#
P Gaussian BRI — 45, W LDAZIRBIRZ . MDA & s it B o ik . 7E
A RBEIERE o, W LLFAS ] (¥ 23 2R B8 . R-BIOMOD 1 A mars S fi st L fr) 50l 68 )

Key reference.

Hastie, T., Tibshirani, R and Buja, A. (1994) Flexible Disriminant Analysis by Optimal
Scoring, JASA, 1255-1270.

Hastie, T. J., Buja, A., and Tibshirani, R. (1995) Penalized Discriminant Analysis. Annals of
Statistics.

Hastie, T. and Tibshirani, R. (1996) Discriminant Analysis by Gaussian Mixtures. JRSSB.

Key references in ecol ogy/biogeography

Manel, D., Dias, J. M., Buckton, S. T. and Ormerod, S. J. (1999) Alternative methods for
predicting species distribution: an illustration with Himalayan river birds. Journal of Applied
Ecology. 36, 734-747.



0.13.6 MARS- % jTiE M [B] V3 # & & £ ( Multivariate

Adaptive Regression Splines)

LM RN R BE, AR B N RERFE A, FER [ FAIREA T, AR
B A2 4k . MARS BB AL T AR5 A B Ay 2K, DR LA AR 20 A e A i 2 e S5 4
AANFE AL A B2 W R A R g6 SX R gerk—3, WiGaedE. I
B, &5, AEARERBIEN %% . MARS (177752 Friedman (1990)5 5| A4, nILLRS
(IR e B AR B AN RIS 4, AL TR Y (R 2 40 B S50l S A B B B R T 4
BB L TR S 0 BRI, MARS OB Ab7E T, FEApRBgs At is &
B . seoh, B E ARt TR T LI E . MARS FEIFAEALEE NS4 T4
H (right-hand variables) A% T4 (low-order interaction) I, £ o HARH 58K D) BE
BT TR, B X AR S R AU SRR, MARS BRI —/MRfGl. MARS A2
Bl IEARTS BU R, A iE M T S, A e RS A5, SR 0 7 2R 0008 S iR AE MR
Ji AR AR 8 [R] AR 2 AR ELARE FH I A=

BIOMOD 1 F Trevor Hastie #1 Robert Tibshirani 2’5 () mdafd /5. % T84 Tl 2z &
S AR S (R AR AR, MARS BENEREIT R FFHE . vTRLA R, 7RI AR RS S5t
BEIEPERAYHIE, (FETHEWE TAFM R AR KRS, HEWANKER
AR S /E R-BIOMOD 1 (] LA {F) 3 550

KT BOE R E S R IR 2 P r] DA W R A &

Key reference.
J. Friedman, \Multivariate Additive Regression Splines'. Annals of Statistics, 1991

Key references in ecol ogy/biogeography

Elith, J., Graham, C.H., Anderson, R.P, Dudik, M., Ferrier, S., Guisan, A., Hijmans, R.J.,
Huettman, F., Leathwick, J.R., Lehmann, A., Li, J, Lohmann, L., Loisdlle, B.A., Manion, G,
Moritz, C., Naka mura, M., Nakazawa, Y., Overton, J.M., Peterson, A.T., Phillips, S., Richardson,
K., Schachetti Pereira, R., Schapire, R.E., Sober on, J, Williams, SE., Wisz, M., and
Zimmermann, N.E. (2006) Novel methods improve predictions of species distributions from
occurrence data. Ecography, 29, 129-151.

Luoto, M. and Hjort, J. (2005) Evaluation of current statistical approaches for predictive
geomorphol ogical mapping. Geomorphol ogy, 67, 299-315.

Moisen, GG and Frescino, T.S. (2002) Comparing ve modelling techniques for predicting
forest characteristics. Ecological Modelling, 157, 209-225. 83

0.13.7 GBM Generalised Boosting Models (8 Boosting

regression trees, BRT)

fift B gm H Greg Ridgeway
Boostingfi# B 71 GLM & SR A 43 Aii T LA Pt A B B AL X & I, boosting 77
TR T R R A G ] SRR AR, i LS g 2 F i A H ) T 45 SRR AR fik . BIOMOD



rb I B fR40 : boosted regression tree (BRT, Friedman 2001, Ridgeway 1999) 43/ M 41,
FE— AT LR o SR ERIBT A, B, AR AR A (AR T A R SR T, TR AR
328 U7 AR 7 B0 R R B R 2 o SR P — AR A ) 5 A R U 338 Vo it 2 4L, AT 45380 ] )
o BRI AL, BHEHA R A A A A 4L, A NIRRT W) Xt
B BA IR IB A FEl e A R Al v (R TR AR ) o T T X
MR IR TS T, ) USRS (GAMD, R ITE: h(x)&dES 4
BREL (RS . XPOTIARR T his, ZJE R BRHERE T CHEE B> —3RIIH OLS)
T e B FERERAXMIENA, Hh hjs ZoR iR 8 x AR ER &Y (box) I,
M2 AR RS TS RHPEIE . AR S TR hjs 2 3, BATTABL 2 3 ik 326 U1 ) ) 43 B30
T2 GBM A EN AR B G th hjo S FEBEEA BTN, R hi(x)s— sl
AR, h2(x) A2 T hL(x) 5k ZE i) e LA i, LR (Friedman, et al. 20000, i iX #7750,
BRT {E58 5 &AL R T —Fk AR Tk, AT SN, ) 2l i) AR 505
VSN, 9 T AR I A

7E BIOMOD 1, F /7 ] AFiE € A8 SRR HIREL, R AR &, I 72 0T )
BT RN, R R PN AE AR R fe KA, TBE S AN B AR S D o P [ I R U
BN EH o B — M FTHE R ECH 17775, 2000 21 5000 2 Ja) 2 — AN i3 s
Fo HONEZERE, BRT Al LIRGHIR A MR A0 2. BIOMOD M B )77
W BTN A B HLE A, o SR AR AT A8 ) AR A .

TS

http://www.sal f ord-systems.com/friedmankdd. php

WWW.i-pensieri.com/gregr/M odernPredicti on/ L 9boosti ng. pdf

BIOMOD 1 [ Greg Ridgeway %i 5 1) gbm /5. %] LLZE4T generalized boosted
modelling ) T-1E . X455 Friedman ) Gradient Boosting Machine (Friedman, 2001231 »
interaction depth 11 learing rate 73 il ¥ & 24 4 F11 0.001 (A LAJTfH A EE 0

Key reference.

Friedman, JH. (2001) Greedy function approximation: A gradient boosting machine. Annals
of Statistics, 29, 1189-1232.

Friedman, J.H., Hastie, T.J., and Tibshirani, R. (2000) Additive logistic regression: a statistical
view of boosting. Annals of Statistics, 28, 337-374.

Ridgeway, G (1999) The state of boosting. Computing Science and Statistics, 31, 172-181.

Key references in ecol ogy/biogeography

Elith, J., Graham, C. H., Anderson, R. P, Dudik, M., Ferrier, S., Guisan, A., Hijmans, R. J,
Huettman, F.,, Leathwick, J. R., Lehmann, A., Li, J., Lohmann, L., Loisdlle, B. A., Manion, G,
Moritz, C., Nakamura, M., Nakazawa, Y., Overton, J. M., Peterson, A. T., Phillips, S., Richardson,

K., Schachetti Pereira, R., Schapire, R. E., Sober on, J., Williams, S. E., Wisz, M. and
Zimmermann,

N. E. (2006) Novel methods improve predictions of species' distributions from occurrence
data. Ecography. 29, 129-151.

Leathwick, JR., Elith, J.,, Francis, M.P, Hastie, T.J., and Taylor, P. (2006) Variation in
demersal sh species richness in the oceans surroundings New Zealand: an analysis using boosted
regression trees. Marine Ecology Progress Series, In press.

Thuiller, W., Midgley, GF., Rouget, M., and Cowling, R.M. (2006) Predicting patterns of
plant species richness in megadiverse South Africa. Ecography, 29, 733-744


http://www.salford-systems.com/friedmankdd.php
http://www.i-pensieri.com/gregr/ModernPrediction/L9boosting.pdf

0.13.8 BE#HLFR#K- Breiman FA Cutler AF9FFNEVIAHRE
HLARE

randomForest #5714 )% FH| Breiman [ BENLAR R FE (JET Breiman fil Cutler (4145 Fortran
ARAG) R IEAT 43 2R RN o i 52 i 8 A B Andy Liaw il Matthew Wiener 45 (%) random
Forest {523

BEATLAR ARAZ T8 R 1K 0 0 T SEAS B0 . RN = P — AN 502K, K
NSRRI R o REERAORE 25 L 2805 B, I B 0 L0 2805 AT 4 4o BEHLAR
MAGTEFT AW 38 313 70 e s T e 5 2R

FERRBE BN U BT

WSS BN AEA TS TE A NS GAEE TFAS, AT N NS TS il e (1 BEALZE H
EAFEAT S R I AEGE . WA M AR &, 2 m<<M, i m xRS,
76 M HREHLER m AN &, X R dl . AR AR, mAEA . RS SR
REPEMA . B B R

TEBEHLARMRE B Aa ST, BEATLAR AR 1 22 B T AN DR 3%

R PR R AR OCPE o BEA AR SCHER I R, AR IR 22t K.

AR R R R o R ZE 2R ORI B P IR 20 R IR o B RRARY 11 20 SIS 68 ) TR 8 o B A
TRARMIRZER,

NI RAN N R/ AN S NP S i P (E PR o 0y o e <o R i [ T ]
F 2 (8] m S A S R AR G 2 . I oob 22 (LR 30 : mf LA R E] m{H .
X FUEBENUARMR U S50, S8 mT DU 1) .

BEALARARIRFAIE

] AT 250 A B K R

AL RSN T, AAHEE LT iIC AL T,

25 AR AT oy S8 Y AR AN

TEARMR G S R b A Bl — S P e PR S A4 R ZE A T

T FEARBEAEMEIE, LR iR ZE .

PEAE T — Pk 50 AR S AR TLAE R S5

BEALAR AR an ey TAE?

h T BRARANH A R i, BE 2D T AR REN LR W TS AR AT A B R
P B R IR I, R BEHUARAR A o 25 2 T AN SR8l A BRI R e Ny, 29 U3 1Y
FEAR KA WAt E] . 1X4% oob Cout of bag) Hrdls /EM AN BEALARARING,  HIKAT 23R8 22
FITC AR A v o TR R A AR o 1 T

The out of bag (oob) % ZAiti 11

TEREALARARS S BRORAFR 56 2015 7 10 T i it o I I i 304738 SCERAIE B EA T AR R
Ko KrRRAEN e, BI7Es Sl R s iy, R AR D df il A AN R
1) bootstrap Ff A, K41 /3 [k 2B bootstrap FEA%, A2 B LA T M e ST
K BEAN T T ORI BB AT B b, SR 702805 B Tl M7k, 13 A ) A — it
HOHG AT I RAF R ABATE WG, FEEHK n 2y oob (1) ] e A YONE. BT fsoL j
5RO n ANEREILLE], hE oob R ZE AT



AR A
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Accuracy AUC Kappa/TS$
Excellent or high 09-1 08-1

Good 08-09 06-08
Fair 0.7-08 04-06
Poor 0.6-0.7 02-04

Fail or null 0.5-06 0-02



