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WE. A0YEIoH A 3L (Constrained cellular automata, Constrained CA) TR 7 48 K 5
ME AL, A Sk RS A+ R T2 XA, 4 B S R S
B, B AR B3R T 23 () & e st DU IR SR IR TR S . AEZE T 200t CA A TIR TR 51
SOTHTET, DA AN BUR S 80 01 St AR RIE R 5Ll 22, SR T A0 v [ A% dnk i B el 52 e v
TR TR B A AL, X B A TR A B e R A IR T A AR I S A
ST BUR , AT SEREE X, PTRAR e — S R O E I TR R, A AT Y kSR O
5B TR S A VC RS, A RF 5 2l REUWBOR A A K55 . ASCEE T I
TOIEBAE N 5540 (RUEERTE ST M, 2R T AR CA, BB TS ML
TECATE A M & ik, DI ARB TSN iR, HIAHN RN R RER . KA
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FEPR T AT . BRI, S T RBARSR IR TR S R A e e, woR A
M1 (Scenario Analysis, SA) Wik, VIR ARECRVE MG 5 40F, 20K
KIS TTRE T, TERIRSEMRIE" . A ST DLUR B BURAE M i s 55 B3
MGG oA A B S, 3 TIES IS s RS vk . TS SR B S
VERME S 45, TRVTHFE AZS [ ERR A R e i i B R S X, A3 A B2 i3 i =5 ) & g 1
WHIRLE, RS TRIE 5 B B 8 & R 1 X 1) o ZE LR SR, BEFR IR TR S AR
WRFESET R M R, AR E S 5o X — [n] B AT S SE B o S X TE A
o, ARSCHW T AR TH A AL (Cellular Automata, CA) A BE HLAl A9 TE 518 50089 40
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RGBT T 22 Bk T AR %8, AR RS PR TT K JR 25, B DL S B B4, i
FURIFR T I e AR B = BORTE T, N AITE AL 0 30 717 7 785 T L W0 i 3 e S5 DA S B L
SEER, KSR S AT R R R BOR A AR, DL AR B HE R A Z RIS [ B Bt
3T 23 RN T RBTE A, #RITT AR BB T B OGO M B R, DI 26 Bk, TP
DA MBI S AR Rl oy Ut A SEbrR s S .

5 5 (Scenario) i€ LR I X —LeA A B RIS 58 1 B S 14 A R ke — BEst fa] py aT
BRI SR —FpoE” ™, WilE s Tk e A5 S = AL 3 LA A B vl R AR
MR A AR, A IR RE T R RSN . SRR . BRI REMERE, I
XPHR SRR T 0™ U S RIAR R B R SRR 2, A 2T Re R R
(RS, LT 45 AR 2 2 R ST A R R SR N e 1, AR AR ARMEXT Rk
(A3 T T 25 R A T VR P F0000 ,  DR] LR 20 A A Bk ol RS 7R o (8 17 P Ryt i, — e i
ANF IR S H0R B 25 AR IR T T A o 3R T 385 15 S 29 A sl 4 b RIS 5 o A i X
TSRS RN, HAERC: FaTIRE R (A 1H, x faffiiiza i Mibs, HTE
N ENLE, ZARN M T R, BRI

Y =¥(P)

P=1(X, A)

X={x,'k=1,2,3,..,n; t=1,2,3, .., p}

A={a'k=1,2,3,.,n; t=1,2,3,..,q}

T = {TPt=1,2,3,..,p; T" [T, T}
e e PN (1)

T ={Tt=1,2,3,..,q T e[T, T, ]}

FHorbr AR 3 SO IR T R R S s (VR FVE ] (DA R RIFRECR), AEASFRY
KIB B, A E—BSAAR; XARR MY EE SR A S/ER MR (LT BFRBUR
ZH0), BIXTRBOR AT 1B, o BERT R AR s PO AR R & SRR A FIBUR 250 X )
FHIF R AR 2 R BT H A5 2 9 1 R AR alGE B 5 W o ) FH T 6 ARG 5 o T & X I ) o
o Y AR RN AE A N KSR BCRAE T IR OB (— BRI TSy = 130K 4 &b
VIR, RN EH AR M, yy = 0N G ARRBET &, X AR A i ) . TR
SCOMTI L, RIVBULIREF ]S, Te FoR TN A, BRARRATIR] & (Y XF R Z I A 4), q 3%
INBUR AZRACIIREL, TR XTI B ] 05, p RORBUOR S EUX IR EL, Tp KR X b
R ASF I 05 oA She 5t — st [) 0 4 3l T T 285 2 366 T IR 38 A R i 1] 451 1 % JR TR A FNIBUR 5%
X ZEEVERR Bt . AR OhX — i FE R T = AR %

(1) BREELL Z 45 FRPEHT (Multi-Criteria Evaluation, MCE) = (ED A1) k2
N (TCIBSEANZE CA), PREL SR I AR5 (A AR oA i)y 20 DA e it XU B T %

(2) X FTA AR T, (BURA T AV BOR) 3% T, (10 A R St A UK 1 2 RS A4S, B
p Flq % T 15

(3) X &z (s Ar 5, BIFEZS (A Ao A Je 3 5.

CERRMEAMRE” SrE RIS SR — e R 2, (AT EE A i 4 BRI
ASCREGK AR . A WFEAR R X2 B, 2N a8 58 k 00U& R BURTE ij 4b 1Y
RS, AR kIR BBUR 25 [ 4040, X 585 kI R BUR 1 BUR S 80 80
QFIRBEANWFFEIRIR, i) FRoRHB RS (A A A5, proby R ij AL I TF A MER , Puresron 78 IT & HE
RIHME, proby KFETFIZ MRy, 9 A& .
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X={x,k=1,23,..n}
A={Ak=12,3,..,n}
where A, = {a,;k=1,2,3,...n; jjeQ}

n
= *
prob; = E X *ay
k=1

Yy =1L ifpr()bij threshold 2)
Y= {y;lieQ}eQ

TECA MR T KSR, —BdWE X =R R, flan,
Klosterman" JF & B LR L F£F R4 “What if?” o, A X A R340 . KRR IX
A3 A A R B , T X ORI AR W A ALEE R $K s Landis®™ Br JF & %9 CUF 1 CUF-2
(California Urban Future Model)"', A X &~ & #.JC (Developing land unit, DLU) A9
XA PRI . Bl A . XK (Zoning) . AR IT A %% B RN A2 38 Tk 45, i XU X
SEBCTR AR R A TEE LRI T AT 5o, XA R S E, AR T IL AR
P AR Ik T % J A 4 T i B A AR RN X AR, SREUH R A3 i B R Y, X F4F & XA
A, FERCE AT DUA AR S Y XERE,  RIAS [R] () & J B3R ER R AT 21 AH W 0 3% T T
Ao WEARRE, ECA NSRS SOt , 280000 08 B BRI ) B
A, TBUORAL XREFAE,

A SCHE H BN 5, G = 4EAER”, AT ARV AR 3T 3 K A% 5 4t
il A, PR (Y) VERE S AA0E, AW AR 3T T 285 7 28 BT 0t I Ao 3k i e Jie
B (XATA) aTaetE . fEfes b, X FERE s AMNRTEA Y, WnTgefH L
TR O Joff, WA X, AWREAM, ENZIEEANT L YRRk E; @F b —
i, BESCEzEs, LT 20 I D EUR MBS A5 .

FIRHZ R CAM Y, BAEARIPEE AR Y (HIESE ) MEMEBGEA, 7]
DABHIEECR S E X AT A1, DL RDE AR BOR S B IR b, 2 1 i RO BURE 2
BN TGREZI o XAEXS 29 iME CA B2 — B0, 458t AR, e 512 4 b R R
RN ZA T TR, AT DA S 29 R CA ZE R RS2 B . 3Tl 18 R b 1o Ao s e

mEprR, ASCEERER TR T AR CA ST TR G S, dE I 2 th kR UK
W, X—REANF TR CAMEGN A, MW SEERATE KB E, e BARm
BOR AR AT, BRI ZE5 10 A B e i 2 ARy 58, HOB AR Sy ml et .
FEAR OIS 800, B HAARXT I F 200 CA T TR S s i ik i i A 4, 55 =3
Gy DAACE XS G AT SEUE AT, TR A S B AR, SR N R R S B4
FHNY Y A& IR o $5 i 7E 55 DUFR 43 64 T B 5 0F i .

2 ik

A RN CARIRLABETE , I BT TR A 1 S A MR BB i B e oE . 4
HE CA NI B TS S, TSR R 0 St A5 Mh o Se Il il — T 25 CA /Y
RSN R SRIBOT v . FIIRZ dvE CA T RIBESE , 200 T e P 9 5 E:
CA IR AN, SR Ha AL A T REU 1 AR FE A o i s A v, FEAEAR SR
BT R BB RIS (), LURERBZAHR AT (A), BUNARFFNSE (X). A
AT S S 0 A R R 3l Y AN AKX 1l 78, SRS AR SR T, MBS R ARARIE
&, AJEP

FHLHNE CA AT S, HARr R RIS A= MIEE Y, SKICAIRE
B o sk AR, G ARIE SRS HU® . LRI A] LS5 O AT BRI P
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BRI T B HCRE (Calibration) (732 E X AR, FE B2 PUR 2 BB S B E R
— i B B (Ts—Te) HYTFA T 8] 5 Ts, ks 300 S8 S 80 il 23 [RI T 25 6 10X — 7 S B BE Y 4%
SR E] 55 Te, BPAIHBUIR FE S 2 IR B a9 284 #2 o IR 7 72T LR H Logistic [1]
. AT A2 M4 35595 . Nested loops 45, HOGHZ AT RIS CA A% H BN HRR A
LEZ ST

P ZFRHEAE R AR TR SR B S AR U, B7 2 iy, X B U IB SN
s 0 BT B TR B R S8 XAE M A SRR, BRIAE TR 38 DL ik R A S
Kappa ZEU/NF 80%, MPARTCHE, BB WA KICHECR; /2, R Kappa
RERTET 80%, WA AXESHOT LU WAL B IEAE R, AR . —B&IE
B, SFFAMATEN, HFARRMNA—H XMW EIEAN, mEEs, B—1ES @&EKRZ
Jf#zsE): (X]y' = f(X, A), Kappa (y, y') = 80%}, by Wrik B e &, vyt
PU R S HO0R 29 o0 CA B TE A .

AU FH Wul™ | Li FlYeh™ 45 B g 7 i i i, HAR I A 3 iR . ik CA Y
ZBIBR I EE /R AR (Moore . 3*34HTE . 8 ANARIT UML), B HUR [R] () — R G FR X . — A~ H
TEHE IR 5Z 2 AL S A TN (A AR (Ag). il EEPEZ R (AL FILBIH 24 R
(Alwe) SEMI (HErp 22 WA 2 25 T A TR A5 1 AT W IO B S0 7 38 X) o R RIS A K DU 26 2 o
SRAFI A A0S R BOBUE 235 TRl AR 2 24 SR e B T 14 A o 2 v i AR 5 B
RN —2, WAL 223 ] DUREC A3 T T2 A B9 B HU (Al i - & i A, s,
T 408 324 o DU o 3 Tl 38 A BN AR 4L, DRI, R RBBUR A bR T 2R3k 24 o A LAt AR
AU E R B, B S BRI R LR — S0, 41038 24 o X 10 A IO a DU A UL 5 3k T T
B AEAS WA EAH D A 2l AR

Vi = F (7 s Aes A A A )

V, ORI S B TR

v, o U BT RS

FTEHARA )

ARICHLIHANE CA BPRASFe A an 2350 4 R (G5 o+ LR, RIMCE/E A CAMR
AEAHN IE AL, P, LandAmount A 52 oHeds K BCH GRS TF A L), stepNum

HAUABIR (iteration 5% step) TR IF R MITCHELH , S5 b+ ARG eI, Pe NS sn

[ 4 O REE , Pema WG UCHR IR 2 SR MR A, o B BCR AL (1-10), By Wy IRk i
%, x RO, a,BR b MRS I (AR, R W FLELAT SRS B - e
SRR IR S S B, fEASC P RRARREHE . x R A BE S, ak R4
W2 SMYBOR, xRS Z SN OEE B, s e BN S IE e b R RS TR 4
(BRI T 2 5 B AR AN T8 4k, SU'(6j) /R UM ij 76 t+1 AL R4S, 1fif Pthreshold

(P, stepNum'™") &7~ ¥4 il 7 it I & 3 i Al i pd 40 s, HAUEPE S pﬁt 1 stepNum'! Tifj 25
A5 B HEE— AR TR, DAORIELZESS t+1 A, 7 stepNum™' NIl si % .
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1.iandAmount = " stepk um'
t
fn iteration t+1:

n-1
t_ * * ot _ *x o t
2.5 =X+ Y X, *a, +x, %' =5 +x, *a,
k=1

3.p, = 1
1+e™
t
4.p' =exp|a ptig—l
pg max
5.1f P, 2 Pyesnon (P;'1StEPk UM'™) p*'(ij) = a eveloped (4)

otherwise p''(ij) =r naeveloped

Bl R AT RS, B S T AL & & 0% S5 T AN [] Bsf 8] B Bt (1) stepNum 2 5i
(B I R ), 78 CABREE i o8 L s A HIE B ME . & MR AR A R 5 AR
e R S A B SR B, AR S LR R T R UM B, AT R R oL 23 ()R
A, A~ CA BT R (Iteration) SR . ARPEEILLE BARESH], #E MG REL, CA
AWIEIR, S8BT R

TR T R RSB, R S, SRR S ST, T
T B AR R 2 8 R R S 8 stepNum A1 X S ECR G AY r EE AR AR b, ARIRE
stepNum ., xk Fl xn FiR 51, Hr stepNum SR F {8 510938 #1807 15, xk R H Logistic [2] 14
Jrs, 1 xn K F MonoLoop Jr¥2:, & H EARSE T UL .

XFF stepNum S50 (X 205 & T as 2200 ), e NBUIR BT S S BlxX — By
B3 i s K R A, RIS BY B BUELAR A, H 3 s an A =5 Frs .
C, -Cp
T -T)/1, )
K GO BRI T eI R Co B ZS DR A Ik T e i oc M gk i
TRIEAS IR A s TIARETZ 5 10 R R F PR X 7 1) B S ]

X F R S it ) FE SR X AR, A Logistic B AR ML A shil AR 254
4 (Nested loops, +&=—Fhia &7, Heuristic approach) &7, 41 Wu2EF MCE J7:
(RIS “EL TR LA R BB O AR E T . RS R 5 15 3 e A R S % (Joint Probability), HoHp
MCE J& 2 1 30 7 48 K 38 BPE & 36 F Logistic [0 V38 158 X 77 50 B 264 T M3k AS 09, %077k
AR ZAHE T, 7E Logistic 15 o K R R AR FHZEAS [A] A 3R b b TR A2 bz rhr, AR
MELE [ TR 22 i, [a] B R Fr Aa % [ M 20, HRAE R 22 o B 38 o (11 )3 3045 R M %
Te LLX I AE A, PREE 29 R A0 3 A HOR S e W b i S ok e SRk 2 FEW
(Over-arbitrary), ANBE5E4 ST 52 By B 038 i 2 ()38 ) B SC L] . 17 Clark 1 Gaydos™
FEH T Nested loops Jr¥k, @ FIHTHENL A St B AR SEA G = A R IIZE R, KL
ST R b, TR IR, R AR A VT C B A S B AT B S A T
o Clark fl Gaydos™ 25 & T 54580, #FMiA AL 7560 2404, Lz 5 252 /MR
WIESEA . RAXF L, WERSECE I, Wi a1, 8T 2R %
R CA ST T RAS, R NSHA 6 M EEE, BRI R E1T
B ), )R 2 17 ) AT 35 50000 4F, 3w AT 5 BB S EUUA 6 MR B EUE AR,
DR e R 32 B AT Je R TAESS , anit s BE AT AT DL a7

R AE 4 1k CA BRI X Wu | Clark #1 Gaydos™ — & 1Y 5 i b 1125 & - E— &2
e, A5G AWML, R DTS EdE BRI AR S8 xk s Logistic |1 Y
Jr oK, e IR R B — S50 38 11 (MonoLoop, 11022 SCH#k[23], LA Kappa

stepNum =
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Fa bR R R S RGN SR A B 2 8 xS0 U A AR B B 5 e e, (GE R X¥) 1T DA Ry 52
PR AT 5 00 A R BOR S0t 1 B o %0 ik — )y TR DG s 25 v DARAS 5 Ry B S 4 il
(R T 8 KRR, — T R R RRARR T B R B4 AR IR ] R A0 25 R0 i 4% R T 549 S ok
AT RX S, 2R Kappa KT 80%, RIHAG AR IIETE , W] XX iy () 2 i © AT R A
REME A 2 BT fe i TR S VEBCE O ER S80,  ILRHA AT AR S B FERE S 7= A 5T &
1% 5 1 Kappa K T2 T 80% ML 45 . AN AE A % JE AR Sk L 3 1Y Logistic A1 )5 1 & Hh
75 3| 1) Kappa & 2K F 50% , W ¥ A &5 2 JF &8 MonoLoop i 2, I L K, ML 7E
MonoLoop i3 #)5, Kappa R BAIR A LT 80% , A SCA % & X*, HAh 2 21128
LB ST SR P OT R

WL BOR SO BIIE S, AT LUK BOR B s iid 2k, 18 4548 | 2 [l S50
(RS Xt EE L AT AR AN [R)IBR3E R i26 25 RO ) o ) st 3 el R At sk o B3 A B 5 5t
Fo, SR S B B BOR S B T, AT LU TR S g R 0 R RO S A
o R BRI B A 2 5o 6T XOAT RURI 28 2K 6 TR R A0 St ) AR AR IS O (db), dE
5 AR TR AR AE DT s (BRI A (R X EEASCR (RIS M) A AR 1)

dt, = —
Cox (6)
SR de R BRI S0 1 B A o KB e RO B s o BSR4
Sh B AL T R

T T T T 2 1 24 CA 5
BUE A5 B4 BTS20, UL 3T 2020
SRR SRR A 01, BT RR B 7 i N
B S A I R oK A
BUBOR S8R B A 8k, X8 K
BLELHET T 10 L4 B R X ' o

FER

3 WA
R
3.1 WRgE X e

AT CABLHL g B FTE o b e

T (8 1), T AICE R iiﬁ”
b, P LA Il 5117 A, T

Pt 5 NS m A e, AmEm Bl K (3 5
SR, BRI VY2 150 km, SEA N ® s I (EAEBR )
16410 km?, 2006 4F ik 41 8 14 FF b el : I i

RN 1324 km?,

2R CA BRI R AR 7 (A)
KR R a2 1 frs o 22 Aol
FeAbrh, YGRS 5L stepNum /E -y
O XTI (= 2 AL o A a2 9 0 8= WD QDT 3 R 280 -1 W d L SO N = B vl |21 4 2 Sy o
BT AR R . Bt ACiE & AT 1 AL R (R IR ) s R L R A
BT AN . KENA . FEHLOR S AR EOR (s TR s el B Ak
A 00 J52 BT X6 T 2 R A 4 o IR

h TEF AT EOR S ECX R BRI ) . A X EE, FRATTXTEOR A 3 T T ARk Ak

BT BRI GXIETRE T2 3Cik[24)])
Fig. 1 The Beijing Metropolitan Area as the study area of
the constrained CA
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Tah. 1 Dataset of the constrained CA model

eyt At B Hlg AU

TRATHR AT stepNum - 37 (e [M ‘ s LR ERE-e

2 W 2R AT N RET BUEAR) MN LS EnbYeh
S AT

~ Pk (RBUAR) M-N F Atk Hicdi
ElEFein
~ ORI R) M-N FERl Kt
ElEFein
~ g (Bk) M-N FERl Kt
ElEpein
5 2MVB EIE MN 2MVB-NNMWN
(WK RE) ™ AR
TR A Ak X M N Jemt TRk
(IR Z 0143, 2MT
~ EF AL IS ELPER) MN Jenthivh k2 Ry
T HREEG (HHb RS [ R4k, No88
AR L R A ) BRI R SR M-N bR T B SR RLE AR

AR IR RV DX IR SE J50E S L SCHR[25)] -
Bl EERR N BORR M KEER M
L, K ARG — R 0-1Z|‘Eﬂ B R RN R B TT R BRSO, s 2 DU ARE 3
AN KT A RIS, LR IR R S & SR BOR 9 25 18] 43 A 1Y GIS B2, R A ESRI
ArcGIS 1Y Spatial Analystiﬁﬁ%m “Distance/Straight Line” “T.H., w] USRI 8 BRI 2

Bl dist,, Jlad @ =€ W LR A ) a,, HPpEERIE T 0.0001. X T
MLy 60, AR EE X PR R 0 Rm A I — IR & B, 2 1 ARl i
FR AR IIE T4, BB 7 3E T A

RSB A BB IR/INI R B T BRSO R B BT B, SBOR A — ], #
R TE S A . F— n%ﬁ@ﬁuﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁkﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ% 5.



60 E ¥R 65 %

32 EEBEEREE
H 1958 4£1 T X K]
PEEETE B B A T S
Bl LA, b i Sl
P T R 1 A ) o
H 5K, 19584F . 1973
AE . 19824F . 1992 4E A
2004 AR b 2004
AR R AR ) R H
bR A 2020 4F, #iE T
1800 J3 19 A 11 & J&& #i
L (6 R g s Mk
2300 km?), DLK “Pikh
— W —Z " IR
Mz [ gst, e Ak
HRL IR — Bk —H = )
IR LS o TE % BLK]
il e, e T A
M r % (B2), &4
FA 7 58 00 6 P b AR
HEA —F (WA D = i
2, Bk E2), HiE

K2 AU R

Ik = R il
éﬁ?;ﬁﬁ?ﬂgﬁ;‘j Fig. 2 Predefined urban form scenarios in the Beijing Metropolitan Area
ARG, AR S I B A X)X R2 HEHEOWER
% jf 7%;5 EJ[ % ;E ﬁ@ El/‘] Ef ﬁE ‘I‘i iﬂ: ﬁ? Tab. 2 Form scenario analysis results
SIPTERHEAT T O Rk . AR BEA _ WEB fEC tiFa i
WL GF ik $e . A 1E 5 ok 47 A b, B 9254 9270 9895  ND679  NB92-50NN
yi H I S8 4= stepNum 25 25 29 34 9
ST ’/\\ Eﬁf 2 El’iﬁ\ﬁ 't (Li( Xo -8K00  -30K696 -63K99 -55624  -N2K63
25 N BUR A A ) g NBKE8 541658  NGHD6 201849  N\K82
TE AR U H g B B A G BLR xe 3675 NDR94 NDKM6  OKON 21490
BB IR M Z), SRR % -ORN7  5R72  3NK39 71807 -NB72
o ST by X 4005 BRI65 241848  NNK22 716574
1z © Iﬁ‘* EZ% Eln LN PR Xs NG68  6K27 727  8HNB OlN?
PR T X6 NAB3 31672 4078 23000  N&35
BB IR TE T x -21396  5K66  6/094  N2KIO3  -NHT9
. Xn N6 N7 9 7 20
) - Kappa i 4210 7610 79K 7Ng IN]
fif 3% A (Xi) - B TZ'J fi 35 g Xt Kappa s 69 oNg 8510 8518 6715
IV 2004 B AL BT BRI P mmm s 6 2 A 2 7

P s BT IR 2500, g2
FARSEE M D AR S E KR JRTI;

5B (ye): ZIEAH S, AREAE ORI K, BT R AL/, BRI e i
CHERDE” BRI AS

T3 C (yo): MR 5, RO/ N R 58d 8 R IT A, B3Rl O il R A
DRAE IR ML, BRI EREAR . A% IR AT T 255
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TE5D (yo): B XIESR, 78I & A AR o R il o 0 28 48 DX 1Y) 7 FH A S5k
A A, PR rE RSt s, Mis EE, KT%E TR TR |-
WX, XSRS N HHL
3.3 BURSHIRS!

BAVIFE T —ARBOEE N 52507 T. 5. 3£ ESRI Geoprocessing . & f| Python [
AIEF IR T LR CARAY, ﬁﬂﬁfwmwﬁ$ﬁﬂmm%mnuﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁgk
Jel). HRIE 2006 FEFRES FITEZ (yans), G = 5011, PUTE S A R, =5 [RTEZS A 4
A IO N G = 92544, A CA BRI IRECH (2020-2006)*12 = 168, 4 IR A
A1 7 3 I S 4K i stepNum = (9254-5011)/168 = 25.3, I J5 HUME b 25, HAb1H 51
stepNum P51 77 A7 A

X X BRI, R A Logistic [7 9 F1 MonoLoop 4 B 1) 7 558 . Logistic [21 5 i R A%
TR & P A S U A b 1 S R A A (RAEEAE N L, AR N 0),
HAR R 1R IBRARIZANBOR A K451 SE S S BURIE SIERBOsLE 5, H
RAEHR Logistic BIH R AR &, [IHZE R 2 7R, FR2H, Kappa [BIH2F5 A% 40K
BUR, AR Logistic [ 45 S 158 1) i X 55 VC A R %L, Kappa il &% [8 T AP 8BUR ,, St
TR B 45 B S BRI 249 51 CA BRI 2% SR B A5 21 () 5 X A DE S R %, 5= B, CHID
(1) Kappa [F1 9 2 Z034 45 80%, A8 & 1 8 5 M35 4 0.001 K, [IAZE SR AT U2, Bt
B EL A ARk T 40382 A1 B BOR AT DA i 2 TE S 5, 1115 5% A 19 Kappa [B11)4 24
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Fig. 3 Comparison of the simulated urban form with the predefined urban form scenarios
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Form Scenario Analysis Using Constrained Cellular Automata

LONG Ying"?, SHEN Zhenjiang’, MAO Qizhi', DANG Anrong'
(1. School of Architecture, Tsinghua University, Betjing 100084, China;
2. Beijing Institute of City Planning, Beijing 100045, China;

3. School of Environment Design, Kanazawa University, Kanazawa 920-1192, Japan)

Abstract: Scenario analysis has been widely applied in the realm of urban and regional
planning. In most of current scenario analysis researches of urban growth, developing policies
are set as the input scenario conditions to generate various urban forms, which can be
referenced by policy makers and urban planners. This paper reverses the line of current
scenario analysis for urban growth, in which the term of form scenario analysis (FSA), a
spatial explicit approach, is novelly defined, employing the urban form as the scenario
condition and aiming at identifying whether any policies set can be implemented to realize
the predefined form. If yes, what the detailed policy implications are for the scenario form
should be answered. A constrained cellular automata model (CA) is developed for FSA,
which borrows the routine model calibration method of constrained CA using historical
observed forms from existing literatures. Four planned schemes of Beijing Master Plan 2020
for the Beijing Metropolitan Area are analyzed using constrained CA to test FSA approach,
and the corresponding required policy parameters are generated, together with policy
implications for the study area. FSA is proved to be suitable for urban planning practice.

Key words: cellular automata; urban form; desired future; urban planning; Beijing



