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4- Deterministic
5- Exact
6- Inverse Distance Weighting (IDW)

1- Interpolation
2- Inverse Distance Weighting (IDW)
3- Radial Basis Functions (RBF)



(o) il iy MBI g3y — gale dolibuad
VoV /o (SVP) Glown] a3 030 c po ol cuesks

M’ch.aJ.:IDW}RBF soay Y e)ga'

(ESl‘i,ZOlSC)(%) é‘}e L: Ja; ;;.’L.’.C’J)"_(‘:"‘"‘J) c‘y NEEY JA; dglg‘d")b R °JL<3

Y(GPD g pol yos = IS glaharr ki L0550 @
sprpe bi led Sl eslinal b Losos 5l ps ol
Sllor Lo JLol) dge p SaS L5 o35l S 2
e e S
il A 5 Ol Dl s gl e S Sose
Al S s ldar L U Gl Sl eslind

1V 140 ;‘;—/l'&‘; ‘!Jj-’) .L..«)Lf

MLPD) o lahordr 2LOg,s @

e IS sln 1 Glakemrae S GPL &S J- s
ke s e sl LPL Ll S e oslind
Frdglanil B opls poe G lebar Lo gabslee
T S I - TR R G [¢) o P |
G R S (§ S (S pdudllanil 5 das S ) aesls
5 Slo Fshu sbul 6l rames LPT 50 S S
5 Sl Lids Wrosls as gazes 55" SV b slaiy, olulis
(Esri, 20188) 3|6 Laosls (gl » 5 b b i 4 5Somen

7- Global Polynomial Interpolation(GPI)
8- Local Polynomial Interpolation(LPI)
9- long-range trends
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1- Radial Basis Function (RBFs)
2- Thin-plate spline

3- Spline with tension

4 - Completely regularized spline
5- Multiquadric function

6- Inverse Multiquadric Function
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7- Diffusion Interpolation with Barriers
8- Cost Surface

9- Geostatistical Analyst Extension
10- Probabilistic
11- Geostatistical
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1- Kernel interpolation With Barriers
2- ridge

3- Spatial Condition Number

4- Prediction Standard Errors

5- Ridge Parameter

6- bias
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9- SPHERICAL

10- CIRCULAR

11- EXPONENTIAL

12- GAUSSIAN

13- LINEAR

14- Areal Interpolation

15- Predictions and standard errors
16- Polygon-to-polygon reaggregation

1- INexact

2- stochastic
3- Ordinary
4- Simple

5- Universal
6- Indicator
7- Disjunctive
8- Probability
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6- nonstationary
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1- Empirical Bayesian Kriging
2- sub setting

3- Semivariogram

4- single

5- true



(=) 2ldlas Oledbl Jbagh - (sole dolilad
V0 /o (SVF) fylow| a3 050 cu o (a5l oy

Sky
—— s
= Building
A T A
L ) 11"}/
AA (Y LA
" P B
Nl —
Horizon | HP /
/

ﬁ_,L.aS 3 ‘5|43}u' :.k.u} E(Unger,ZOOQ)J..bJé e)S(,.:J ck..a SS9 £ Oleslu sddiodss ch.u ﬁj@lﬁ,—a‘) R e)lg.;
(Chun & Guldmann, 2014) dﬁfe;usl KT oWl s SVF C“’” ‘o> ‘FE(Chenetal., 2012)

SVF glyil

ﬁ)ﬁfnj..ﬁlul{aujﬂ.uJ‘H

| TS'-..r'F RSVF GSVF CSVF

(SVF) Olew] & L3 oo —Y-Y

Sl s By bl SVF
S p Slakd 3l el sdaliv Olawl Ol sdasOlis
sdalice LB olen 1 (6,8 45 wdid ool e
(De Souza & D/a Silva, 2006) LS o Ol 1y BL JEs
(Bottyan & Unger, ol * 5 ) s cdad Qs 5 1S (5,551
4wdia 45 2003; L Chapman, Thornes, & Bradley, 2001; Oke, 1988)
P N T

S35 o aar s JolS Ol Glae 4 ) e
ooty b b pan ol dlase Olewl o530
S ok el S Ol Cais OF G sl e
Sl (G goddantle Gble Bl ol p

.(Hammerle, Gal, Unger, & Matzarakis, 2011)

Olowl & dy3 o 5 gl il —£-Y
GOS 53 4 ks 5 SUS1 650 Ll 4 SVF
oo 133 o s (CSVF) aivsy 5 (DSVF) du..ﬂ
o)) ,Seslul O bl o SVF &S aw oopl

Cl)jl (Chun & Guldmann, 2014) 31> 345 35 (o V

SVF (skizoms A 0,5

; 5 SAS1y plul »
L IS FHRIER
DSVF |

EBK by, cules 5 Llse Y Jys

) S ] Dl 5 Ko S SO [ les

Sy esls g 5 aS By ogart Sl g e @
el Kz S gla s, s 5l S sl

;IAL'“} < J)‘},a O —u.pl>' J}b M—YJJMS}_! Ji*)":’.
3 g oslital &y glaesls Sl s gl )>J§l e | e
2909 }.lbl.fu ‘jl )5&-?}5 Lj J-?sf)j ‘Lagi‘fu”’ﬁ Sl u_,<a.a

Al

ol B L 5 4 gezme 5 051 82303 Ll b gl oly@
TS5 00 G Al R e Gl s o
S oyt 4 ol el BB sy ol
o138 5205 s Jo § 55 (sl 2 K-Bessel Detrended |, K-Bessel

YRRty

250 5k Jeles gildie Plus- o @ Llse

a1l p 1y ol s laesls 31 383w i OBGI @

Sz S b sy e 5l skl glals®
ol 38

éu&)) jf.‘v} )‘ f&:ﬁ: uu<.>;)s 6&0;‘) A4S goime élf.

(Esri, 2018h) =

1- Anisotropic
2- Log Empirical transformation
3- Transformation
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4- Radiation Exchange Model
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2- Root Mean Square

1- Geographic Information System
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2- Root Mean Square
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5- Average Standard Error
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