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i = #8HE B8 E (habitat suitability index , HSI) F 20 i
42 80 FMRBHZJE , ML FHRIT & VB H Pl BRI E TP
BRATZMH, BB ERNERTRZ —. HERR
T E A5 HSIRF SR AR 7 5, AR B R SR AN AF ZE A1 AR
FBEER H HSI PR A AR, BB RRER : (1) 3
53 TIRBESEXT R AR 15 S8 1 A8 J HLAE W R R O BT AL Y 3R 8% 5 (2)
EXARRAE KB BRSNERER R, B BRI RE T (3) FFRY

HRER: REMAR T HSI B
AR FE IR L, 42 1 T L R
ZERRE, D TR R
AR ALK BN
AEMFREE T N BB R A
SR ENE, AFBEREFH
HSI SR RAE AU KB ot 516

FIRSER = IRERPT ST, I 3R T4 B8R RMIE; (4) RHE iE.

HEFRAMERAMAR T & ETHEENE; (5) # 0 AR Bin
(R R B L EYRMGESE) SRR HSIEEL; (6)
B AR OB AT, SR A T Y HSTAREL; (7) RIS %K
FEARHFOR, MRS T AR SBIE, DRRER SR,

MR R A M EFNEBERE, B—
Fhsi Y ERR T T B BRE B B O (R
3%, habitat) . — B3 ¥y At LUAE 77 59 1% B 3045 /)
B, YR E WA UK 4, R A
B — T S M ) Z A 1R 2 E# i F PR
A B M B ™. T AT R M E B M M
(habitat suitability indes , HSI) & —Fp PEH 87 4 4=
YA S5 AR T 4

HST # AU 5 B iy 3% [H i i 2 7y B R 1B s it
FHLERESHEEYET 20 tH4 80 £R#)#2
SRR RE A SR EHRE . KB
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B, HST B B4 2 TR E 3 IR i v
Yr RS TR RKE B,
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( national research council, NRC) Ay, #§ B # &
KR EYEEFTREE.ERKEREHEYIF
g, EEMmEEEREREHRTR b Oa%
SHEEYERBEME XA AR —FEY
P R R R BRI ER RN 1G5, B85
B ERRE KRR & O L AR
Bk it oh % B SR 4 ™ . SRR I
Y, 16 5 R TS B AR YR DL 3 o 4 R
B— BRAIFE, LFEI - METATEE
A", MORRISON %' A 3y , 1 B s 2 45 2= 49y
WA, L REAR S, RE
E— R 2B Ak BT s, HEEN
R B IR AR AL XA A R SR R
AR, R EZ IR KR, RE BELEY R
FEINR , 4 R — LA M B 2 76 TOk R R
B BB, B i — S A My IR B W 5 )R
i S

R E AR B E IR, T R —
fe¥ckF ik, HSI™Y . 7EWF5s H , HSI BUETE Bl
—fH0~1.0,0 RARABEEAESE,1.0 RRRE
FHEY | HSI 5 HPEH 5 (habitat evaluation
procedures , HEP) % | VZ i3z F T B 4= 4 1 B9 4
BHUEEA, MR EH BN BAREE
B S pE e iR,
1.2 HSI#&ERIEsT

HHEMmMS, &y BSI A a5 (1) KBk
Beeh Q)MBREREEE K (3) RT4
REFNE; (4) ZAZTEHEHERYETER
HSI{&; (5) %] HSI 4B ™, NAFR LTS,
FEFHge HSI — AR 2 T LU BBk i So il
AR T £ 3 55 B R Y 18 B M 18 21 (suitability
index, ST) , A J5 i od — & RO B34 L FE&-Fb ST %
BAE—REE 4 HSI P,
1.2.1  ASEROREEREX

SAHT BN E FXHE Y 43 1 B me, 2 HST B
K REAR T E P, EERHERE—
BRERNESRE, 5AERENHE R AR
FE AR A oA 0 R SR
HIRETEREN AT W Koy 8], A 1] 6eHe
PrARIE THR % Kk, VINCEZI %™ 45 1, —
B, 4 HSI B 5458 By A B D B8
PATAsiE: (1) TR E 700 54 55 A 3
B (carrying capacity ) B 5 FF &K W) RM 9 A= A7 B8

HERKEREML; Q) XMEFSERZ HWXEA
BFEAIIR; (3) 5% 86 B F B2 L2 b HAFA B
ARSI TR, Hik, R FHSEERES
REEH, X B TN %% B R I S B
Rieh , B B A 1BETE R RO B T

FEHO R 2B 55 o, S m HSL i B F A 1R
Z A FEEYEFHEYETFURALKE
Mo AREPFG X BB 5 K B A 7 4 5
BB E T REE AR, S4B BimE
T, el ¥R YR HST R B E T4 R
B (AEREETRE BRI RERE AR
KERE) BELEFE BOASEMHRE a
%[8—11,13—17,22,29,31—34] ;‘?ﬁ‘“:l m@ﬁk%%%jﬁmi
ERTFALE EEMERESE  BAKRE
ol Y Y6 % B 0 R B T4 EE AU R
S A R EERWE TE FE B ERK
2SR o 0 | R AT A 038 R UL R 2 A
iﬁnj—%}ﬁ%[w -30,35-39] o

R TR TFBR—REHE: (1)
I ERR ; (2) S BHUE; (3) SREUE;
(4) alv A= Pl 5 (5) H B IR,
1.2.2 BEZE SI m¥uoie

HST AR EE B B . (1) WRh R
BB E AR A (2) W MTET ]HFE
RURFESOHELR, XHXRTERALZ
BYAE ERAGH B LS, R
TR 2R M RECE 43 Bt (broken linear model ) [,
T Ak ST i R /4 2 MR 7 SR YO B8,
TRMRERRME, W BRI, X EBE
MR LRILEREE, BBk L PR E
THARAB B ST AR SR E Y 0 538
AR B %A, NI ESBIEm BE T8 ST ih
%, #£1 REZREENSBIEIVR, Xt ST K
Fy 3 B M Oy i B LI PR AT B 5
1.2.3 EFNENRE

— TS , & B FERE BT R AR
B, BAEGEPIE S, THET RBHEE
AARNFETBRTFARKNE™ . B9, %
Haly B2 eh R4 HST B 07 AR 4 B T B9
FEFIXFF, 4R, VINAGRE &\ 5 R& &
WEFMRPEHES A —E i E WA, B
BB FE T Bl AR S S Ml #
FAEH AR, B S hR B R R,
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Tab.1 Application and establishment of habitat suitability index
ST %Y
WRiE i Rz FR S EZ BN
VAL A SE B R £ ( Ommastrephes bartramii ) CHEN 2[10]
R HrEL IR BL ST A £ ( Greater Redhorse) TOMSIC &[]
BRI EAPHER BB | ( Plecoptera) e )
% 38 B O 85 ( Solea solea and Solea senegalensis ) % -
RIHE T KR RS ( Sander vitreus) GILLENWATER %
E B ¥ KR £ 48 1 ( Thunnus obesus)
g;?ﬁ; KIT H 445 (Acipenser sinensis ) e gl
—HeEs KIT H 445 (Acipenser sinensis ) ST 26.55]
—HEmR 5 ELE RS P 4RI £ ( Odonsesthes bonariensis) LEE %028
LRk RS T5 /MR 73 ( Potamogeton pectinatus) b [36]
EWMTEEE(Alosa sapidissima) GOMEZ %[40]
k8 ( Salmo trusta) U.S Fish &
K T4 £ ( Oncorhynchus tschawytscha ) Wildlife Service - %1
SR BUIRH5 ( Morone saxatilis ( Walbaum) )
ZAERF ENEEHE IR £48 £ ( Thunnus obesus) EFHS
BRI A R SE B i 51 ( Katsywonus pelamis) BB & BRI |
= HuF ¥ 5 JE hids ( Tapes philippinarum) VINCEZI %!
YomGAR  ESARE Pt KB £ Ommastrephes bartramis) BraT S
PO A Fa PR T R A (Jllex argensinus) Ve 13,
SHBEH BN KR 448 £ ( Thunnus obesus) Hpegln e
ERETRR SEH, FE LB /D IR ( Orconectes neglectus) GORE £ RYANT!*!

1.2.4 HSI g9
= HR HSIHE S .
% 3¢ ¥ ( continued product model, CPM )

[16]

= IS (1)
B/ME # ( minimum model, MINM) 262,
H=Min(S,,S,,:*S,) (2)
B {B 3 ( maximum model, MAXM) ',
H=Max(S5,,S,,:*S,) (3)

JL Ml 3 4 ¥ ( geometric mean model,
GMM) 37 ,

H= _liS,- (4)
B R F ¥y % ( arithmetic mean model,
AMM) 21,
1 n
:__ZS;' (5)
ni=1
BAFE
H:Max{Min(511521”'sn)11'“Min(Sla‘321

8,01 (6)
WY ALE B JLAT F 329 {85 B 3% ( weighted

geometric mean, WGM) #7;

H= (il-:IISiWi) Tzl nw; (7)
AU 5 R 44 {8 (weighted mean

model, WMM ) 1,
ﬁé‘iwisi (8)
o H i S HuE A8 3 HSLi BT
n AT BEGS, A AW E TR SLE;
w, F5E i ANE TR EIAEG B EEEH
BEE j BRI,

BEKRKEE NS B BHEES" B2
FBREZE™ CHEN 2% 23 Bl B B v IR 4
o PP R PR LR PR A R R
E¥GAA 04T T AN Hi (£ 2) . CPM 1 MINM
g5 BB W R ST, CPM S BB R BUR , Ho—
AETF SIE BT, M4 HSL AR, BRil
HSI BFFE iRl sris Fl CPM, 8k AR A S R
GHMEFSMA BSI iR &8 ®kH*,
MINM %8 /) ST B F BRI, B > HSI JeE T4
B ST B/NE , e B 3 308 F TR X
WIS 5T RAESREF P 5B P>,
MAXM B4 SI f 8 KA, X455 H T 8 R0
ofs T, B HB0E T O HE TN, AMM
FGMM 2 H Rk HSI hiz iR B B WE
BEKARERERNEAE SR &
PO (B T R R A TE A 1 B R
(%2), {82, TERREL™ g GMM A& & f fif
S Yo B, LAYHER 4™ 48 i Ry ik

H=
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FHABEAR G B A A 5 23 R T Z T/ Y

ZERRo

xR2 HEEHEETHEYTEERB AR
Tab.2 Advantages and disadvantages of different habitat suitability index models

¥ s B BRI
HEFR %k CPM T THERAR S P A R x
B/MEY: MINM T RBRST 25/ STHETHRE P X EAFPEE
BAMEE: MAXM G REA N B SEHE T HIFRR FPLL ¥ S R B
BEARFHES ; H4 SRS, REBAER ;
i ftaReys AR SIRENEN g PR ST
JLf S EE  SHHERERD,BBTREERSIE  MTSRETERTEE, S308 FRBRISE WA

GMM AR/ INERAR K B B Wi

RS, 32 SIFERMBR

Pl R AR X A T ST, BT
HFZEZEERNEDFHREER, EX
M) 90 3 %51 A 43 7 8K B IH ¥ ( quantiles
regression, QR) Xt KR &4 A H1T T IS, HHHE
HERTFEAHEZXEERBEFS KREHR AL
Z IR AR, BE—2K A Y HSL i ih 45 R BB
HITRIAE Yy 53 T . MeAh, RS RE D, B
T — et HST B MR R 558, i
HSI 4% % ( fuzzy HSI model ) ' | 2 8 3 22 W %%
( Fuzzy neural network model, FNN) 1 — 1558
EEd E Y iU L
1.2.5 HSI 4346 B 22541

AT ERBEREAEW, R E R A
— B2 3R {4 (40 ArcGIS, Marine Explorer %5 ) By,
A2 (40 Matlab R i85 55) ¥ 45 R T 4L,
2 HST A0 ~ 1.0 R 5 A R 55 4%, I 105 8.3
WMUARMESE, WAEE. —~BEH. PEE
H BEH &EEHS,

1.3 HSI HEKRIS

EEELR 36— M A FE B B IE ( calibration) | 35
IE ( verification ) 1 3Z1F ( validation ) 0] R
HEREREMARTLEREHEEYER
SREEST TP P AR AR A A 2819 HST LAY, (H 2
RN HARR T RS, NTfE—ERE L
TEEAIN R RSN,

MRFBEFRESRENBMEEIRS
9 HSI{E (40 0.7 ~1.0) {5 2 8 AR A%
) HSI{EL(30 0 ~0.3) , R THHE L RBTRERA
B0 ~1.0 WEAFEE, BROOKS™ B,
TR G IER ST BEEF B4 M EAE 0.3
~0.7 8], X 7EAR B3 i IR A BA nF i, 7
B BB E W vk 2R : (1) gt

# ( sensitivity analysis) , %5 AE MR ERKIE
ANAHE KR TR R A BSTERSFR; (2)
Bk (simulation ) , {88 i % K S0R B AT 40 W
BRI AN B T R ™ A &
Mel BB AT R, X R O s & HEP i L ELE A, AR
e X e b 2 3 & BB IE AR B IR A 6B
AS0H TR B, 40 SR 32 B R 511 T A A RS |
2 HSIHK 4L, A B W RE3 A B

LEE 23 Oy A RIITE B4 R BIA Y
TS B, AR IE 2 )5 0 36 A 44 S i
BB YR XA A RAIE, 7Rl B, B
R L% T BT i 52 b T 2 1Y) v Ml 5 B 4K
PE R ST T v B R T R A X AR A DL 3
FELORR27

HST BRI A BA im0, B R — 45
Ay frEsr i HSL AR EUR — E B B M A Y, B
BN SRR BST AR ZDE B Tk B & fh A S X
IR W B A E MR YR —RA LR, [F
B, E— & R IE IR R R A, 0 R H
iaF A e B XU B, P — B R A
THEENEE™,

REEARKEB/THEE, BEARF
Hh A SRR R R R AR R, AR
B AR , 4 X B MR 43 Bk R AR
oy BRI , B M XS B A 2 N R A T R TR
HEAT
2 HSIZEl LR
2.1 HSI ZEABE& AR

HST 75 P Fifi 37 i & #8370 0l ooz R A T

&, EBERTKREEYNRIPSEH,
XERARERERBHARPLAERS
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B2 A ) B XS WP B (Alosa sapidissima) ' Bk
% ( Salmo trutta )™, S I W4 4 ( Oncorhynchus
tschawytscha ) (4] 01 4% 88 85 ( Morone saxatilis
) IR IR B A T SR B B S T AT T
5%, A FIR AR T 2 B B B e B AR ], 1R
3 Dy B RORHEL AB B A R 1 ST R (—eh
SrER B %) , Fi MINM 5, AMM 4% HSI 3,
AT gl BEIR B A RO BRER AL T IR 33

GORE 71 BRYANT ™ | I K i . /K B AR S
PR T B 5T (Ozark, HEF IR M) 1 FRE R
H /NI HF ( Orconectes neglectus ) W) & B AT B 30 B9
itas A8 4k, A ¥ B i 77 #% BY (hydraulic stress
models ) HHE R IR E R B, R LTS E
(exponential polynomial models ) 4 HI & 7. T /M B
HRAR TR0 SR B B (AR B A PR O ) B 7K 3 IR
JR BRI R R ST R, 255K, /NIRAF
AR AR 1 5 B B8 B S R B AR R, 3208
F I A S BRI S

GILLENWATER %" Fll iK% K MEAUR
FHFHIR T R EN KRR S (Sander
vitreus) [ 75 OUAT B 3 B #, 2T Saskatcheman
B SRR E RS R, T KUK R STE
(0,0.2,0.6 71 1) ,Ji & SIRAEDF ST [A] 9 &R
fEEAZE, B GMM gy 454 HSI A, 45
R NS ASI B F A, BB
EHEERSTMRRE, AR E N 20 ~25 m*/
s BPIR B R K,

TOMSIC %" A FR R K SRR JBFSE T
FIAHr I (Sandusky River, EERZRM ) BLIK
W% £ ( Greater Redhorse) fl LB SN ERH B
(Plecoptera) 7 X 2K BEYRBR B /G H3E HAB B
M, S BINSX B B AR & T ST F
SIGTR{E 2R /5 F GMM 43 Ity HST A8, 45
R, XA B B K RS
T ZEAE THBRER.

LEE %" A K B0 B\ RUX K B B
R B AR T = 30 R W e AR T 3K
( Potamogeton pectinatus) i) HSI 154 5 A5 € 4
AT T . BERMIREG L &R TR SI, B
Fi MINM #7454 HSI 8, fI e R P
(Monte Carlo) 7 7 B BY B A 5 1, 45 R
R BT R AR BSTER IR AR K
B E , BLIX R A3 E M 7E ST B A

(0.4 ~0.6) B,

GOMEZ %' 7E Rt \BFSC B L34 |, FIF K
W2ESE RS K IR B 4L KR . DO PH, A X
HSRET MEFHRAT 5 EEH A T8
A ( Odontesthes bonariensis) By HE4b 4 1E , H
HKA2ESEERE B E PR (TDS) Fik2H
HE% 10 MEF, I AMM #i7 WP i SI, &
HF i ST 2B T PR FORHG i, RA K
IS HCA AMM f1 GMM #4545 E583, %
REGR AT /AR AT EHRTE T B
P E T SRR AR

SR %% stk I A 48 (Acipenser
sinensis ) 1§ QAR BEAT T BT, AR 48 LA L 7 O
KA B8 EIN A R, K48 Dy s BEeHAg
HAE N EF (10 4~) 59 ST th2k, A&
B (MINM) 45 4 A 7] i B3 48 19 ST, 5 RA
SKF MINM 4363 8 i 455 HSI AR, R SE —
SRR SR SR W B BT I IR, SRFW Bk
HERTESRSPEESMHHAY™NE
FFE BT, TUARDRIEM PR B, ST
B R B A A RBERE S ZF ke THK
R AR NS A E T T, B
B2 R MR R EET NN ESRE,
HEBEE Y 2 R E PR IR SR 8 % Xt AR
PRI B Y B ER, 2 AT RE
BOEMSLI e ] T ST i h R AR
AR BB (7= B0 SR AL A ) 75 SR BT B 3 &30
BRI G B EEM A, SRR T
BT b A8 7= I 5 A R A K B B b 42 87
S IR A B 3 B B 7 SR ) B AR HAE, 4 A4S
T AR N ) EEASHE R G K.
KRR KRB KER SR DO MEFHE
THI R IR EE

LT 251467 s 348 G 9 R 2 A% 2 T4 A 1 49 (I
FUEJR (Baetis) ) HE HAR B3 #EAT T 85, R A
IKB KW FR LS I 7, IR 4R 2 e AR A
R4 E 11 SI, K S TR R
WA R (principle of level analysis) , 458 7K 3¢
%75 (hydrological method ) I {8 F I R 77
#: (weighted usable area ( WUA) method ) #% T
BETKICE YR FESRGEN 3 MBI
B BT R 2 A, B T BRI X,
KRB JRAT 34 il BAR B 458
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54 HSI 78 Pa il o 9 7 PR 1B L, R B K
ZRCRAET XTIRFTXT 5 10 R R A 5 50 By BY Sk #E 47
BFSEE, IR T AR IR F. R, ST &
BHIEE R 2RO T DI S ORI 4 2R B R BOR
T ERARMSRIRE, HSIAR %
R MINM, 80 R i GMM S0 | — Bel A4
BTG B, EAER , B R AR AR
AR GAT T ER, 3R ER S I 6 ¥ IR
FEBCRRRE BEAT I
2.2 HSIEHFELDREZA

HST 769 P 1l v (938 F R 8 e, 4R 3
BERZ, TERTRG M FRBMEE R E
AEHE,

VINCEZI 4 | Fj Ui A 97, DO, £ i L K I
1 Chl-a % F 3F 3 th ¥ 5 J8 3 88 ( Tapes
philippinarum ) 4% B HEAT T BFSE, A B 2 YORHA
BT &ETH SIFR(ELYE) , BEER AR
WEAHEFWE, R E LW SR
(WGMM) g~y HST AR , 5% J5 1 FH o S8 WL
72 HE 1 43 B B B0R ST B 554 4R B Y 7 7
BEHE, BEE R EHERET ARBED
RSB S R B, X — A HE HA A R
ARSI T7 kNS H 2 A IR Y N 4 BT
RO TR, BB RS T RS REE N,

VINAGRE £ F K38 IR 200 R R
W UR M L BB R B R 2 BB
WGE I % BR F AL T % 3 i 7 O B
RN R ( Solea solea ) Jx £ W W0 /R 7 ( Solea
senegalensis ) {78 ELHE B , 43 BIXT &3R5 B F SI
A THHIRE(0.0.1,0.5 F1 1) ,4R/5 I GMM 43
BT 2T IR Y F i HST A T35 B H
e E T HSLE R T 2B RMEEY
B F i HSI A2 T RGE KM A E T
HST 5 | 35 3 b 83 1) 35 B 40 A5 AT 3 oo 25
RFEWIE TR H AR £ Y E T HSI A gE
BB RN B G R B A A, BT B BN
HE TR i ST A2 B S F AL 100 2 P I R 5
A A

CHEN %! BB HK B £ R . RS
FE G T 7 R BE P A Chl-a BUIE T 4 b E W83
15 (Scomber japonicus) ¥43 T BF5T, F 4 M AREF
% (CPM,MINM, AMM 1 GMM ) #j & HSI g5,
L)L AIC ( Akaike’ s information criterion ) Y& & #d

VRPN TR SR PR AR v, 45 SRR I AMM
RIgE ] ST BR AT S

CHEN % B R 4 , s R &
EERFE G TH = B FE P E A Chl-a X375 L X FH
ZFthi ( Ommastrephes bartramii ) 1 8 #3947 T B
%, AAEFEEEHE T, 2 HH AMM 1
GMM #% HSI B &1, Fi AIC {H ¥E 4 58 i S b
BRI EWEARB. G E R EEEE M
Chl-a 35 F 1 AMM £ 7 GB 1R 47 b T 32
FEGE AR, REESP MARBRREK
TR XTI R AN B LT T #H— 285, F)
FAIEA A B 43 Bl S T 2 T4l W Born £
F CPUE i SI 778, BOH P38 , FIF AMM f
GMM ME T AL A HSIER, BFsiRM, &
FREAMFREAFEER AMM #Ef HSI R
REBATF I I PG AL R PR A L H# G, Tian
a1 ) B EESE S B A CPUE 4 8 £ 5 B HE4%, A1
FZRIE .35 m BKIB317 m EAKB.REHRE.
VT R E SR T, SR R AR AR 1 E
15, FE—2BFIFH GMM 15 T RES H &# HSI
BEUFIE F CPUE fY HSI A28, 33 K17 i
Wik, 4REFW, ETHES HER HSI KAk
ST E SO B B iE 1 B

et R YR L £h Y8 T L SLH.,
Chl-a FIZR)E b 22 3P 55 K 7 X9 74 B K PG ¥ B4R
E¥ A (lllex argentinus) 1 S HBEAT T A5, K
i QR Fk&E s A H T/ SI H R, K5 A/
SR, Bp e BUA [F] 346 5578 &2 #LA T i i ST
B/MA B IF— 3 s 3 BUS % JUAE & /ME Y
KA (MAX(MIN) M) #4 2 HSI BRI, ZERHF 5% B
D& 7R T V4 Ba K VG v Pl 4R AV 50 46 1 B\ L Y 43
ik s v

B H 0 ~300 m KRR IACER K
15350 ~ 150 m 7K 2 B4 ¥ 25 F1 48, 22 0 B v R AR
& (Thunnus obesus) 15 8 #4177 B %S, H
QR F AT £ BT/ 5HRBHEELE
FOR FR, NTitELH TSI, ZEFA
GMM #7454 HSI R, B /R T ENEH K
RemamEmK s mER, BHES"HE
0 ~300 m By HNALFE 7K .S DO FEERZ &
SHHAR T e — 85T, Se AR R 3 55 28 BB X R Y
YebFRIR S A & R AR A il &3 5538 8 9 ST
2k, B CP.MINM ., AMM 1 GMM %37 44 HSI
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R DL AIC YE NI B S B AR v , 45 R 3= Bl MINM
WA BRI, A T BN ™8 G B S J R
BAhitt, BEIELPTR,AMM 1 GMM $8/R 1
HSI {HRBB IRl T2 £ Fh i) 3R b s T v 3R A
Wo EFHMEE™ FFH T.S.DO FERERE 4 4
HF Xzt a8 It rT TR, ScH&E R
IHE BN RB LI EBER AT E BT, A
BT EERN KB EAE S, #E—5
GMM #7454 HST A IF GIS ST 8
AT T EIE B8, 1B T RE A1 B W e
R HAMYE IR E A AR, B 0 ~300
m 7K JZHINBE 7K 18,50 ~ 150 m K 2R 2
MEL 3BT R, EEEATHEAE, H QR
% ENERRETERHMEEREESHRE
Bt B QR 72, ¥E—2 i+ & i HSI, A GIS
2HH& R BSL oA, & REzW X FERE
I H TR R 4 M £ IR AN o

BEMEHE FAKREESHN DT
IR ( Katsywonus pelamis ) 1 B #5477 B
%, RA—EE S R E REBSH S5 NMKEE
T5 SL 2K %R, RIE R A CPM, MINM,
MAXM . AMM f1 GMM S8y HSI &8, 3+
MWEBATT B, SR KRW, A MAXM &1
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Review on habitat suitability index in fishery science

GONG Cai-xia', CHEN Xin-jun">?, GAO Feng" >, GUAN Wen-jiang" >, LEI Lin"*?

(1. College of Marine Sciences, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Shanghai
Education Commission for Oceanic Fisheries Resources Exploitation, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China; 3.
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Shanghai 201306, China)

Abstract: Habitat suitability index ( HSI) has been widely used in fishery resources exploitation,
management, assessment and protection since it was found in the early 1980s, and it has become one of the
most important tools in fishery science research. In this article, outlining the studies in the world, the theory
and methods of HSI, and the advance applications and exist problems have been summarized. Some advice
should be considered sufficiently in the application of HSI, i.e. , (1) study on target species’ life history and
biological characteristics and its habitats; (2) suitable environment factors should be selected according to
different growth stages; (3) research on spatial-tempral scales of data and rule set on data; (4) selecting
logical weights upon different factors based on literature and expert knowledge; (5) selecting preparatory HSI
models be propitious to the various goals, such as protection area, fishing ground and biomass evaluation;
(6) selecting suitable HSI models by comparison of models and related analysis; (7) modifying models using
in-situ or recent data in order to improve precision of model.

Key words; habitat suitability index; model development; fishery sciences



