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BEISRMEAER M - 5 BB ZAHR (R B
HHEMAE - RN E AT ILBHRREIREK -
AR ARG R AT

covixy) _ S, iR yi=7)

SxS
i \/zi;l(xi—f)z [, o972

A r BHEGE > BE MR- 2+ Z[H - cov
RS x o~ y oy ARy x By 55 i (HSREUE - x
Fo x HIFES8 > v By y HIP%L -

AR > A T RERZ(Root mean square error,
RMSE)zE(H PS—InSAR F1 SBAS—InSAR E1 GNSS i
uhZ BN S 7252 - RMSE A ATy &Y FEUHIHE
B REUNE S RE - RERSE S B
HIPEIEAIER = & - RMSE Ry& m or $dEtE - 8UE
HURFR BT EEE - RMSE AT ¢

RMSE = /% DI 7R ) RO 3)

=y, Ky GNSS AL 2 BUHHE - 9, % InSAR
HIECHIME - 10 n RoRBUIIE 2 S8E -

r(x,y) =

F=1% SUH RE114F128

2.7 ZER AR Hik
Foliad InSAR Rl FrfE(h 2 sth R B 3 AT HY
EMEE BB A - AT DI S E BRI SRS
HRBASRRG R > I
(DFEFBKRE 2 " AR R &
et &R - BEEL 2017 SRIER B EAKH
B (E R EPEME KRR TR > &K
FHER S FREELR 3 s -
QBB AR 106 FHI AR H ik BT
EIEEH ¢ ZAninE R KR SR EER
IR R B R A SR EMCE B AR &
R R ARt E e FT i B IR AR E
AT BLmE - AR AL ELE 9 Fr -

3. &ERUEETER

3.1 GNSS EEHFRIE IEE
i

Sentinel—1A {2 i 18 # R B 4D 22 i
TTRAGHERUR: - HAET71R 2 A FE(0) 5 38.88°
BB AL () Fy 347.569° « {icigi A& 5 fiL -
AR AHEHERAR(E) ~ FALRN) REER
(VZ =477 ARV BHRE(ER 4) - RIFFTEESE 6 fR
LM BT GNSS JHINS » 5B E-N~V =
Ji R E DU AR LOS J7 M
BUHIE > DUFIEE InSAR 455 EF LRSS > Fréfiat 2 B
fHEE RIS InSAR 25 &R Z BUNIIH ] — 80 H&SR
WR 5 PR -

% 32017 G E AR

EFEFRE EHHE FRImEE (A ha)
06/01 0601 Z£5 91.72
06/13 0613 =55 61.83
07/29-07/31 JEIPRERE - JEFEEREE, 42.83
08/01 0801 Z57 66.37
10/12 1012 255 84.26

2% 4E -~ N~ VJALOS a2 8%

JirE Eita- 7A=Y HEGRE
E —cosa-sinf -0.613
N sina - sin @ —0.135
\% cos 6 0.778
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7 5 GNSS g Rh — 475 L LOS J5 A Z Ul E

Bk E J7mEZ3## N J5 6 2% V J5 R
i [FaaE e LOSENIE JREHE LOSENE JFHEENE LOSEME
HUAN 17.577 -10.775 7.172 —0.969 4432 3.450
HUYS 9.903 —6.071 —0.555 0.075 0.433 0.337
MFEN 4.395 —2.694 5.483 —0.741 —2.229 —1.735
KFN2 —0.376 0.231 3.545 —0.479 6.246 4.862
LSAN 9.011 —5.524 —1.697 0.229 —2.601 —2.025
FB02 12.198 —7.477 3.049 —0.412 3.500 2.724
BE : mm/year
121°0'0"E 121°10'0"E 121°20'0"E

24°10'0"N

24°0'0"N

23°50'0"N

0 5 10
KM

W RS (GIFRSEL)
— G FREEEKFIE)

9O BRI 2017 FFHRERE AR

3.2 BEGIRAUBSFIHER

AIHZE 43 HIFER] PS—InSAR i SBAS—InSAR
flir » U EE 30 ME Sentinel-1A J& 2017 FHAfK 2 FE#%
MBI EZEG - WL 20 m FE 2 4ah&fE
s E st R R S J0E 10 s e
PS—InSAR fREERER » HFREBALIA 49.3%
B2 BRI HIES  50.3% (% Z RIEE = BfaTf-
Hr s iR NS E TN B
S R I, > FET R B AT R 2 [ L A, o
fHEZ 2~ » SBAS-InSAR fEE SR AIFURE A
44 4% 2% B » 55.4%098 2 BAaTT Dl
B2 oy A B 0 R 30 R P JE 30 2 ) R FME
BEIE - T EHETH IS A7 SR AL R S ]
NI -

3.3 RrEFYIEEER

Ry [ B 22 b 5% A T 25 055 B A st R i 18 2 88
{LEZs - AUFTLIER#G:2017 5 1 H 3 H)ER
B KHAIMEREHT » HekeGARIIE
GETEMHENEE - B 11 AR B EEE >
5 M (directional persistence)fSfZ » 17 18 (K EHEl E
JEV R REE - B0 PS—InSAR Bl SBAS—InSAR #%
A P 1 R AR L7 (MY [ 2 (Tsai et al., 2014 ~
Waylen et al., 2014) » JRH[1E HE—{G 2 AE I
EE LT AlzBRE R 1 K25 NIRTE
1 PO M 775 B DR S 7T (& 5 A £ B 3
RIEN FE T RGETHEGI ) BLEHaaE - & 12
HI 2GR B P IaA B G R E - DR
WAt 7 2 PSR - BERM S 0 WiE
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InSAR F{E (B AL PRk - & 23— 2 HY]
BRI S, - A ve e (LR g T i > 8
ZZF|IHBHATHETY - AT REEL) (BB A e - A1 -
FERFEIAETRACAE G B (R B B2 WE 2)

H—H7 > WifE InSAR Fff 2 S5 R IR BN A —20

ORISR InSAR SR DI SRS 2 7%
5 - PS-InSAR A EHBiE %R 5 (I EAE T
PERJE - AHEZZ T » SBAS-InSAR B At i B F
PS—InSAR FiZHSINZEEERGE - 47 = - WifdER:
M EZE M IR ST - ZE RIS - 3]
IEHEENR R (AT REHERAS SRR - Mt e
TRENTFT USRS ~ N AKSEB SR » 12
T+ InSAR LAl bt 25 888 fir B M Y 2R fe 1 B g e
(& 11) -

53t PS—InSAR il 2 AR A7 RATEFZ 8 1)
RHEIHG R EELY Ry 1330480 {H S 53T A
HE s &t 2B EIRFEBEET > o7
—30mm % 30mm [ « HH - I R SR (—20mm
2 —30mm) Y& IR M B AR P E R BRI &
R 5 faTHiE R HEA(20mm £ 30mm)y il Al 74T
MBS B B - 4 T4 SR8 - PS—InSAR %
o ZFETHEIE S6%IMIIRELME 32% » HEREY 12%4
HHEIE((8] 13) - 1 SBAS-InSAR FflgAYEUHIGS SR
1> 2017 4R 10 HAIHYFEE S H E REI5
DR ZEEEE 1619 {1 F6THRIE 406 {E > pEEERE
HUT SBAS—InSAR JapiBlatskiy /s 5 Ry Bl - DIl
FLRIZI SIS BRI - BE
&3 -30mm £ —50mm- a7 HiE Ry E R
(AR AR sl (B 14) - HE— D EIZEIF R
B FTCEIE 3 H BRI EREA T
NFREEA » SRR 2 B 228 A fg B e 2R
HA - RGN ~ N /KA s Eh L L g K e
{E¥T AT REIE R R E BN NEE  Kim et al. (2017)
TN EEE A0S ~ TEAER TR E L > B
FReEFI AR E A2 TR ATHZE AT
BUHIZNY InSAR $h R (I 455 » v RE R MR PR AR
MR K AL ERTS [EATHEE S E - iR T Ie
ARG I N AKAL &R - DABRE Tt R /K fir {2l
MR 2 B G B E i

SFUOER REI114FE 12 A

3.4 MHEAMEEERRZE T

Ry PRET InSAR H il fir #E {5 2 Hh 2= P 8 &2 B
GNSS Ml FrUR i % & 2 Bl A 2E DL GNSS
S Byrbury - BR800 m #i[E > HERGZEE A
HIRFRAELTY InSAR ST REFME  (F FoszMl
L E > InSAR J 8 & #E—0 L GNSS AL
MR HELT R AAERE AT - WEt B IEZ IR
FR7ZZ(RMSE) » 4152 6 iR » BEEGIMS > MR T
6 {EDHIEH » EHHER 3 AVREEE IFAERREL 4 VR
E AR - BUR InSAR FAla /A BT R 2 B
TR MFAE A2 521 - 1F PS—InSAR AR - Fr
AN 4B HHAIE(HUAN ~ LSAN K2 FBO2)E 2
HRREEEAERE - H DA Fa S Ay LSAN JHIBE A s
YRR TEARRE(r 5y 0.486) - [A1JLHZFIEY FBO2 MG
t R R TEAHRA( £y 0.463) » WY RMSE 7350 5
5.004 mm }% 4.206 mm ; fff HUAN JHIG 5 852 &k
BH(r 5—0.423) » RMSE J 14.561 mm » #8373 0k
Z InSAR JPE 8 E1 GNSS i/ & BI&E - E57F
B ENENSERINE - 1 SBAS—InSAR B » —4)
B2y MFEN JInbd 20 E e 8 E AEEc &
—0.607) * RMSE % 10.047 mm » DL AF —4RH5HY
FBO02 B =R 7y KFN2 G 2 i 2t - v
53 RIE—0.363 F—0.378 5 4k » Bl PS—InSAR 455
—E7 > LSAN Minky 23 EMHRA &y 0.399) »
SETRZ MG S Wi InSAR Rl By B = FEUCHD 14 - 4%
BT @ WE—RE B MR HILE Ry PO 4RI 1y
HUYS G » 74 PS—InSAR & SBAS—InSAR H AR
IR ZE(-0.070 B1-0.166) » HEHI A HE A H AR
PR I REREA AR B TP - EEDUE
InSAR AR S ML E PR RS2, -

F_E &S ST - WEfE InSAR $77frfd & GNSS
SBEAYAERIRZ RN —20 » $n H AT REZ IR
RF -~ BRFFRE - FEE T - &ERIREIE
S o ATTEY 2017 FE-FERERETS
Mt o BB SRR 5 8 i DU AR E A

i o IEAN o EIFREAYZE © GNSS JHSHISMI A%
B 5 EEERTEAY (L - InSAR 3SR A IR EEER
SE o W B AR BT S EAAERAGERE - AL > K
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FEBTHIEIESS - RETER ERUES FHYHIE
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BRI TRRREBALL S > A A KL - RN

7 6 7% GNSS Bkt A T B AT R

InSAR 7575 #llunhiRaR b4 WL  fHER{A%  RMSE (mm)
HUAN [ERIR — —0.423* 14.561
HUYS bl g -0.070 5.758
PS MFEN [ — 0.213 7.181
KFN2 ik = —0.290 7.464
LSAN B _ 0.486%* 5.004
FB02 ik — 0.463** 4206
HUAN padt — 0.097 12.337
HUYS s g —0.166 10.001
MFEN 75 — —0.607%*** 10.047
SBAS KFN2 sl = —0.378* 8.119
LSAN ] — 0.399* 7.685
FB02 ik - —0.363* 15.052
p>0.05, *p <0.05, **» < 0.01, **¥» <0.001
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e
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10 FEREAEAN 2017 £ 7 (a)PS-InSAR Ei(b)SBAS-InSAR 1R ALf% 420K
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ok o
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14 FEFHA( B 40 2017 4= SBAS-InSAR 7 HERE 41 i S ]

3.5 LLEZ InSAR S5y p AR B4

AR E 8%

AHHZEH PS-InSAR Eil SBAS-InSAR #%7i7fT
i Y 2017 fEMRIEER - BRI
SR IHEE o DU & 2 PSS 1hlE
AFEE 2017 FEEEABLRRSR B #7222 BB (E
15) » DIFETWifE InSAR Fifr ¥ B srin B2
EHMECHIRE 77 - Ao B SRPm et ] B = DA vl W
2 NIEEIIENLE - KRR E AU G

th e E T R 2 AR AR PR 7) -4t
STEEREUR 2017 SRR ERR H sk 3T Ak 92
R SR UARYE > SEARSREREE 131.198 ha o Horr o

Bl PS—InSAR  F i fifi Y770 e e 5k - 2 4 1 A5 By
9.102 ha> BB 47LL A 6.938 %; [ E1 SBAS—InSAR
EBEFERE 33.475ha » BB /7R A 25.515%

B Y PS—InSAR 5{fy o Wi AR 22 A EL Y
fd# InSAR R A HYEFEREAR > PS-InSAR
B PR E H AR RIS L BNIRREZ
FEL AR (HIRE 95 - SBAS—InSAR FEHI EAH
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3.6 LEEX InSAR S\ R REAE X

SKEEMF-0601 ZE5Y

At — b R A AR H #% 81 InSAR
Rt 2 ZEMI SR HE T oA BESHE TR T &
BRAFRSE Z TMIBETT - Relt - ABTFEIEH =H1E
B TERE © (1)[E]H5 4 PS—InSAR i SBAS-InSAR
HEIT AR (PS N SBAS N FHIHHER) & (2)
{E£#; PS-InSAR UHIFIHIFRIREE (PS N AEtEH
#% — SBAS) : (3){£#% SBAS-InSAR {HHIEIAYAR
HE(SBAS N FtHHE: —PS) - SEET4EREUT > W
TR R N W iE SR S > S E IR
2.934 ha ; |ff B — InSAR #% i {H 0 & 73 -
SBAS-InSAR Fir{= HIFY J8 17 57 5 i T R B B R
PS—InSAR - % {5 Il YAV [HI FE 2 5.76 ha » BEUR
SBAS-InSAR 7B LI AR 30 B A & & Ay (HHIBE
11 8) -

AWTFeEtE 2017 £ 6 H 1 HEENIFE(F0601 52
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SRR AL N R RO BRI A A
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7 7 Wil InSAR FigERH0 R (i 8 B A H ik ~ B RS o LE

InSAR £y 1% _(ha) BlfRim Hik s BB EH L (%)
PS 9.102 6.94
SBAS 33.475 25.52

% 8 —HEEEE AR H i R e

=t & (ha) AL B {EE
PS N SBAS N FptR H3% 2.934 2
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EERAGGET ) wPAh InSAR Fffr. BN - 45588

N EWMEEEREFEEZER>TT
SBAS-InSAR #5{iif B IR B AN R (L e
REJT - EFRILHTEH B AT AR AR R UL >
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Fedd SR a] {F Ry sl h Fe 2P VR B B 5 L & K1
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ZETERSC » [Yang, Y.J., 2018. Monitoring land
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SAR by SBAS, Master Thesis, National Chiao
Tung University, Taiwan, ROC. (in Chinese)]
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https://246.ardswc.gov.tw/Achievement/MajorDi

5| 2023/3/15 - [Agency of Rural

sasters °
Development & Soil and Water Conservation,
MOA, 2017. Majon Disaster Events: Debris Flow

and Large-scale Landslide Disaster Prevention
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Comparison of PS—InSAR and SBAS—InSAR Techniques in Monitoring
Surface Deformation in Mountainous Areas: A Case Study in Ren'ai
Township

Jun-Ren Shi ! Zhong-Han Zhuang 2 Hui-Ping Tsai 3

Abstract

Traditional landslide monitoring techniques and instruments are limited by spatial constraints. This study
applies remote sensing-based Interferometric Synthetic Aperture Radar (InSAR) technology to enable large-scale
surface displacement monitoring in mountainous areas. Two multi—temporal InSAR approaches—Persistent
Scatterer InSAR (PS—InSAR) and Small Baseline Subset—-InSAR (SBAS—InSAR) —were adopted. Ren'ai
Township in Nantou County, Taiwan, was selected as the demonstration area. A total of 30 ascending Sentinel—1A
radar images from 2017 were used to compare the applicability of these two methods for surface displacement
monitoring, and correlation analysis was conducted with Global Navigation Satellite Systems (GNSS) data. Both
PS—InSAR and SBAS—InSAR exhibited statistically significant positive correlations at the LSAN GNSS station,
with correlation coefficients of 0.486 and 0.399, and root mean square errors of 5.004 mm and 7.685 mm,
respectively. The SBAS—InSAR results effectively captured the spatial distribution of actual landslides and surface
deformation in the mountainous area, indicating that this technique may offer greater advantages for landslide
monitoring in such complex terrains.
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UAYV Path Determination for Visual Navigation using Deep
Reinforcement Learning

Pei-Hsuan Huang !* Chao-Hung Lin 2

Abstract

Traditional path planning algorithms for Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs) primarily optimize for
geometric metrics such as path length and energy efficiency. However, in GPS-denied environments, where
external positioning is unreliable, the quality of visual localization is paramount for mission success. This study
introduces a novel Deep Reinforcement Learning (DRL) framework designed to co-optimize the UAV path for
both geometric efficiency and visual localization robustness. Specifically, our method integrates the density of
matched image feature points, extracted from post-processed aerial imagery, directly into the planning process,
ensuring the generated trajectory passes through visually rich areas that enhance navigation accuracy. To tackle
the path planning challenge and address issues related to sparse rewards and unstable training, we employ an
advanced DRL architecture: Noisy Dueling Double DQN with Prioritized Experience Replay (Noisy D3QN with
PER). This integration leverages Double DQN to refine value estimation, Dueling DQN to improve generalization,
PER to enhance sample efficiency, and Noisy Networks to promote robust and efficient exploration. The proposed
framework is implemented within a simulated 2.5D environment with a customized reward function that considers
both UAV state parameters and terrain features. Experimental results demonstrate that the method generates
efficient, visually coherent, and dynamically smooth trajectories. Crucially, it enables path inference for multiple
independent missions from various starting points after a single training session, achieving superior computational
efficiency compared to traditional geometric planners. This highlights the potential of integrating visual features
into a reinforcement learning-based UAV path planning to significantly enhance visual localization performance
in complex environments.

Keywords: Reinforcement Learning, Unmanned Aerial Vehicle, Deep Q Network

To address scenarios in which GPS signals are

1. Introduction

In recent years, drone warfare has emerged as a
prominent trend in modern military operations, largely
due to the numerous advantages offered by Unmanned
Aerial Vehicles (UAVs). UAVs facilitate the execution
of high-risk missions without placing personnel in
direct danger, thereby significantly reducing battlefield
casualties. Moreover, their modular architecture and
compact design allow for rapid deployment across
diverse terrains and tactical scenarios, enhancing
operational flexibility. Given that many missions are
conducted within adversarial territories, robust and
reliable navigation systems are critical to ensuring both
positional accuracy and overall mission success. UAVs
primarily depend on the Global Positioning System
(GPS) for positioning and navigation. However, GPS
signals are inherently vulnerable to jamming, spoofing,
and other electronic countermeasures frequently
employed by hostile forces. As a result, the failure or
disruption of UAV navigation systems may lead to
mission deviation, target misidentification, and
potential loss of the platform.
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2 Professor, Department of Geomatics, National Cheng Kung University
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unavailable, such as during wartime or in GPS denied
environments, visual navigation has emerged as a
viable alternative to support UAV localization and
sustain mission continuity. This method typically
utilizes aerial imagery captured by UAV cameras,
alongside reference orthoimages to perform image
matching. By extracting feature conjugate points
through image matching, the Exterior Orientation
Parameters (EOP), include the camera's spatial position
and orientation, can be estimated via spatial resection.
This enables accurate localization in the absence of
GPS.

To extract reliable and repeatable feature
correspondences, recent advances in deep learning-
based image matching models have played a pivotal
role. SuperPoint (Detone et al,, 2018) is a self-
supervised interest point detector and descriptor that
jointly learns keypoint locations and descriptors using
a fully convolutional neural network, enabling robust
and efficient feature extraction in aerial imagery.
LightGlue (Lindenberger et al., 2023), a lightweight
graph-matching framework, complements SuperPoint

Received Date: Jul. 15, 2025
Revised Date: Sep. 26, 2025
Accepted Date: Oct. 16, 2025



256 uimilysseaill S5l

by establishing reliable matches between feature points
through attention-based architecture and adaptive
filtering strategies, making it well-suited for real-time
UAV visual localization. These models significantly
improve the accuracy and robustness of feature point
detection and matching under varying perspectives and
illumination conditions, thus enhancing the reliability
of visual-based UAV positioning.

When operating without GPS support, path
planning becomes a crucial element in guiding the UAV
to its target area. In such cases, pre-mission path
planning must incorporate image feature points, as they
directly influence the robustness and accuracy of visual
localization. Additionally, in navigating realistic three-
dimensional environments, obstacle avoidance
becomes an essential constraint that must be strictly
observed.

While traditional methods like Dijkstra’s
algorithm and A* are widely used for computing
optimal paths in static environments, they often
struggle with dynamic, high-dimensional spaces
characteristic of complex UAV missions. Accordingly,
Reinforcement Learning (RL) has emerged as a
powerful paradigm for adaptive decision-making
through environment interaction. The Deep Q-Network
(DQN) framework (Mnih et al., 2015) addresses the
limitations of traditional tabular Q-Learning by
integrating deep neural networks to approximate value
functions, enabling learning in complex environments
without exhaustive state enumeration. In the domain of
path planning for autonomous systems, DRL is
increasingly applied due to its adaptability to complex,
constraints-rich environments (Wu et al., 2023; Yao et
al.,2022). Specifically for UAV navigation, researchers
have leveraged DRL to optimize multi-objective
functions, considering factors such as distance, energy
consumption, and collision penalties (Wu et al., 2023).
However, achieving reliable performance requires
mitigating inherent DQN challenges, including Q-
value overestimation, unstable learning, and inefficient
exploration, which remain critical areas of research.

This research aims to design a UAV path planning
system with multiple objectives, including maximizing
the density of matched image feature points. Higher
feature-point density enhances the chances and
precision of UAV localization in signal-denied
environments. To this end, an extended DQN
framework is employed for path planning, followed by
postprocessing with cubic Bézier curves to generate
smooth trajectories suitable for real-world UAV
deployment.

To address the aforementioned challenges and
enhance training stability, several advanced DQN
extensions have been introduced and widely studied in
UAV applications. Double DQN (Van Hasselt et al.,
2016) mitigates the overestimation bias prevalent in

F=1% SUH RE114F128

standard DQN by decoupling action selection and
evaluation. Dueling DQN (Wang ef al., 2016) further
improves generalization and learning stability by
decomposing the Q-value into state-value and
advantage components, a structure proven effective in
complex UAV scenarios (Yao ef al., 2022; Huang and
Li, 2023). Furthermore, Prioritized Experience Replay
(PER) (Schaul et al., 2016) enhances sample efficiency
by focusing training on high-Temporal-Difference error
experiences, a technique successfully integrated into
path planning for autonomous surface vehicles (Zhu et
al.,2021).

Building upon this foundation, our study adopts an
advanced hybrid architecture: Noisy Dueling Double
DQN with Prioritized Experience Replay (Noisy
D3QN with PER). This integration harnesses the
stability advantages of the Dueling architecture,
alleviates Q-value overestimation through Double
DQN, and achieves improved sample efficiency via
PER. Crucially, we incorporate Noisy Networks
(Fortunato et al., 2018) to replace the conventional e-
greedy strategy. By injecting parametric noise into the
network weights, this approach fosters state-dependent
exploration, which is superior for consistent and
adaptive agent behavior in environments characterized
by sparse rewards, a methodology relevant to UAV path
planning (Villanueva and Fajardo, 2019).

Since our objective is to assist UAVs in visual
navigation and localization, the reward function
incorporates the density of matched feature points,
UAV altitude, and obstacle constraints. This reward
design enables the agent to generate feasible and
reliable paths. Furthermore, our proposed DQN-based
approach supports multi-UAV by generating individual
paths from different starting points to a shared
destination. This flexibility addresses the limitation of
traditional algorithms that must regenerate the path for
each new UAV configuration. The evaluation time of
the Noisy D3QN with PER method also outperforms
traditional approaches, reducing computational
resources and improving efficiency.

2. Methodology

This research separates the workflow into three
parts, the dataset preprocessing of feature points'
density map, the comprehensive deep Q network model
for path finding, and the post-processing for smoothing
the path, shown as Figure 1 below.

2.1 Dataset and Pre-Processing

The dataset comprises two principal components.
The first component is a simulated three-dimensional
environment based on the DSM of National Cheng
Kung University. This environment serves as the
training backdrop for UAV pathfinding and provides
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the foundation for acquiring image matching pairs. The
second component consists of matched feature points,
which are essential components guiding the UAV's
pathfinding process. The matched feature points were
generated utilizing SuperPoint (Detone et al., 2018) for
keypoint detection and LightGlue (Lindenberger et al.,
2023) for matching, applied to UAV acquired images
alongside their corresponding reference satellite
images, culminating in a robust dataset of matched
points that serves as a vital visual guidance mechanism
during model training. An illustrative example of a
single image matching is presented in Figure 2.

Given the restricted field of view inherent to UAV
imagery and the uneven distribution of feature points,
directly employing raw matched pairs as model input
are not suitable. To ameliorate this issue, a density map
was devised to statistically depict the spatial
distribution of feature points across the DSM domain.
The density map construction commenced with spatial

clipping of all matched points to the bounds of the DSM.

Spanning an area of 1 km x 1 km with a resolution of
10 meters. Each matched point was assigned to a
specific grid cell according to its easting and northing
coordinates. Instead of merely counting the distribution
of points within each grid cell, a Gaussian kernel
density estimation was applied to render a smoother
representation of each point's contribution. Each point
imparted weighted values w to its neighboring grid
cells, employing a Gaussian function centered at the
respective point's location, characterized by a
predetermined standard deviation 6=1.5 and effective
radius of +30. The weight for each cell was computed
using the following equation:

_dxz+dy2
W =€ 207 oo (1)

2.2 DON Pathfinding

During the navigation process, the UAV must
acquire a DSM of the target area, alongside a set of
matching pairs of captured images within that region.
This preprocessing of path planning plays a crucial role
in optimizing the UAV's navigation route, enabling it to
adapt to its mobility constraints while simultaneously
avoiding potential collisions with the terrain or
obstacles, such as buildings. This approach not only
enhances the safety of subsequent tasks associated with
the UAV's operational objectives but also increases the
number of identifiable matching pairs, which is a
primary goal of the mission. In this study, we employed
Deep Q-Networks (DQN) (Mnih et al., 2015) as the
foundational framework. This approach synergizes the
principles of the Q-learning algorithm with the
strengths of deep learning to effectively address the
UAV path planning challenge within a simulated three-
dimensional environment.

In our implementation, the DQN designates the
UAV as the agent, which engages in interactions within
the environment. For each state within the environment,
upon executing an action, the UAV receives a Q-value
as a reward from the neural network. This Q-value
serves as an indication of the potential value associated
with the current state-action pair, subsequently guiding
the UAV to transition to the corresponding next state.
The decision-making process persists until the agent
successfully reaches the designated target, a scenario
referred to as an episode.

In  conventional  reinforcement  learning
applications within simpler environments, the Q-value
of each state can be represented using a Q-table.
However, in more complex environments, DQN
utilizes a deep neural network to supplant the
traditional Q-table, thereby amplifying the advantages
of deep reinforcement learning. The architecture of the
deep neural network consists of multiple layers of
neurons, where each layer is interconnected with
neurons from preceding layers. This structural
characteristic enables the DQN to learn from its
experiences, facilitating the optimization of policy
learning. Consequently, the transformation of state
representations into a value-based function emerges as
the output, enhancing the overall effectiveness of the
policy optimization process. Figure 3 illustrated the
whole process of our adopted comprehensive DQN
methods.

The key innovations of DQN are the experience
replay and the target network. Each interaction that the
agent has with the environment generates a series of
experiences represented as (s, a, r, s ). This notation
indicates the current state, the action taken by the agent,
the reward received for that action, and the subsequent
state following that action, respectively. These past
transitions are stored in a replay buffer. During training,
random mini-batches are sampled from this buffer in a
process known as experience replay. This approach
reduces data correlation, enhancing sample efficiency
and stabilizing the learning process.

Another significant innovation in DQN is the
introduction of the target network. The target network
has the same neural network architecture as the primary
network that is being trained. However, it operates as a
separate entity, generating stable Q-values that serve as
targets for calculating the loss in relation to the main
network. Functioning effectively as a ground truth, the
parameters of the target network are wupdated
periodically from the main network, rather than being
updated with every training iteration. This periodic
update helps maintain a fixed target for the main
network, preventing rapid fluctuations during the
learning process.
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Figure 3 Workflow of the proposed DQN

To address the inherent limitations of conventional
DQN, we adopt an integrated framework that
incorporates four established enhancements: Double
DQN (Van Hasselt et al., 2016), Dueling DQN (Wang
et al., 2016), Noisy Networks (Fortunato et al., 2018),
and prioritized experience replay (PER) (Schaul et al.,
2016). First, the Double DQN algorithm effectively
mitigates the overestimation bias associated with Q-

values updates by decoupling the action selection and
evaluation processes. In this dual-network architecture,
the main network is utilized for action selection, while
the target network is responsible for action evaluation.
This refinement promotes more accurate value
estimations during learning. Second, the Dueling DQN
framework distinguishes between the state value
function and the advantage function, thereby enhancing
the agent's capacity to evaluate states effectively, even
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when the action choices exhibit minimal variation. This
facilitates accelerated convergence by enabling the
network to focus on the relative advantages of actions
within specific states.

Third, Noisy Networks introduce adaptive
exploration strategies by substituting traditional fixed
exploration methods, such as epsilon-greedy strategy,
with learnable stochastic noise incorporated into the
network weights. The incorporation of adaptive noise
enhances the exploration-exploitation balance,
facilitating more efficient learning. Finally, PER
enhances learning efficiency and stability by
emphasizing experiences with high temporal-
difference (TD) errors. This allows the agent to
concentrate on transitions that provide the most
significant informative value for policy updates. The
collective implementation of these enhancements
strengthens both the robustness and performance
metrics of the baseline DQN, ultimately leading to
superior decision-making capabilities in reinforcement
learning environments.

2.3 Network Structure and

Reward Function Design

We define the input as a DSM representing a
virtual three-dimensional environment. Our network
architecture is based on an integrated framework that
combines noisy dueling double deep Q-network
(D3QN) with PER, as illustrated above. The input
consists of two channels: the DSM and a corresponding
density map that encodes the spatial distribution of
image feature matches. To control the UAV agent, we
define six discrete actions that correspond to movement
in the cardinal directions of 2.5D space: forward,
backward, left, right, up, and down. These actions are
treated independently and are not combined into
compound vectors. This design prevents ambiguity in
the output Q-values, ensuring that each predicted action
value clearly corresponds to a single direction on the X,
Y, or Z axis. This separation is similar to a classification
task, where each class (i.e., direction) is distinctly
modeled, which improves both convergence and
decision accuracy. The network's output is a set of Q-
values for each action, calculated through a dueling
architecture that separately estimates the state value
and the advantage function. The inclusion of noisy
linear layers injects learnable stochasticity into the
network, promoting more effective exploration during
training. With this architecture, the model is better
equipped to evaluate the optimal navigation action in
complex 2.5D environments. The schematic diagram of
the entire network architecture is shown in Figure 4.

In accordance with the established network

architecture, we have designed a bespoke reward
function aimed at optimizing the path planning
capabilities of the agent within a virtual three-
dimensional environment. This reward mechanism is
meticulously designed to achieve a harmonious balance
among multiple objectives, thereby augmenting both
navigation efficacy and the quality of visual
localization.

The UAV gent is trained using the DQN
framework, and the total reward function R is defined
as

R = robsl + robsz + Tstep + Tgoal + Th + Tmatch (2)

where each term is delineated as follows: 1,,¢;denotes
the obstacle avoidance for out of the map searching
area, T,,sodenotes the observation penalty for colliding
with obstacles, 7g:pdenotes the step-reward balance,
Tgoardenotes the incentives for goal-oriented navigation,
1, denotes constraints related to excessive flying
height, and 7,4, denotes the value associated with
matched feature points. This comprehensive approach
to reward structuring thus promotes the development of
robust navigation strategies while ensuring the agent’s
adaptability to dynamic operational scenarios.

The function imposes penalties for collisions and
for navigating into prohibited areas, thereby promoting
effective obstacle avoidance strategies. Concurrently, it
provides incentives for minimizing the trajectory length
through the reduction of steps required to attain the
target. Additionally, the reward structure is strategically
formulated to diminish the Euclidean distance between
the agent and the designated objective, ensuring that the
agent makes consistent progress toward its goal.
Significantly, to enhance positioning accuracy, the
reward function further integrates the count of matched
feature pairs as a positive reinforcement signal. This
mechanism encourages the agent to prioritize regions
rich in visual correspondences. Through this multi-
faceted design, the agent is effectively motivated to
assimilate and execute proficient and reliable
navigation strategies amidst complex spatial
constraints, thereby facilitating superior performance
in pathfinding tasks.

2.4 Bézier Curve

To enhance the generated path, Bezier curve
(Bezier, 1972) smoothing is used during post-
processing to refine the initially rough trajectory. This
technique results in a final path that is smoother and
more continuous, making it more suitable for real-
world UAV deployment. Such refinement is necessary
because abrupt directional changes can be impractical
due to the constraints of flight dynamics.
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3. Experimental Results and
Analysis

Results -
of Image

3.1 Preprocessing
Density Map
Matching Pairs

In Section 2.1, we provide a comprehensive
overview of the dataset and the preprocessing
methodologies employed, particularly highlighting the
generation of matching pairs of feature points. Utilizing
the Gaussian kernel process delineated in Equation 1,
we transformed these matching pairs into a density map.
Recognizing the significance of matching pairs of
feature points in UAV path planning, we proceeded to
clip the density map to produce an alternative version
that omits a minor subset of the matching pairs. The two
resulting datasets are designated as “Unclip” and “Clip,”
respectively. This methodological step aims to assess
the model's sensitivity to variations in matching pairs
and to elucidate the role of these pairs in enhancing

Input state s
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UAV path planning efficacy. The results arising from
this preprocessing phase are compared and presented in
Figure 5.

3.2 Simulation Environment

Setting

The specification of parameters is a critical
component in the training process of reinforcement
learning algorithms. Table 1 provides a summary of the
essential hyperparameters employed during the training
phase. The experiments were conducted within a 2.5D
simulation environment that encompassed a 1 km x 1
km area of the National Cheng Kung University
campus. A DSM was utilized, configured at a spatial
resolution of 10 meters, which resulted in a voxel grid
with dimensions of 100 x 100 x 10; the elevation values
along the z-axis were normalized by dividing the
original height by 10. The UAV commenced its
trajectory from the initial coordinates [1,1,3] and was
tasked with reaching the target coordinates [98,98,4].
The goal was established as being within a one-pixel
radius of the target location, ensuring precision in the
UAV’s navigation objectives.
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3.3 Training Results and

Analysis

Figure 6 illustrates the top view of the trajectory
generated by DQN algorithm, utilizing the original
unclip image feature points dataset. The path is
visualized over a DSM background, with the UAV
trajectory highlighted in red. The starting point is
indicated in green, while the goal point is represented
in blue.
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Figure 6 Topview of original DQN-generated path
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Figure 7 and Figure 8 depict the UAV's trajectory
inboth a 2.5D view and a side perspective, respectively.
These visualizations provide a comprehensive view of
the UAV's movement in three-dimensional space.
Notably, the side view emphasizes that the generated
path navigates effectively through the terrain,
successfully avoiding obstacles while maintaining an
optimal altitude. This altitude maintenance is
significant as it contributes to reducing the UAV's
energy consumption during flight.
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The pathway design intentionally targets areas
characterized by higher densities of image feature
points, which have been normalized and inverted.
These feature points are critical for effective visual
localization and navigation tasks. To evaluate the
algorithm's performance, we conducted an experiment
comparing the results obtained from the original dataset
against those derived from the clipped dataset. This
methodological step aimed to assess the model’s
robustness by observing whether the path generation
mechanism would actively avoid the clipped region,
which now contains a reduced number of feature points.
The deliberate removal of these features simulates a
scenario where the UAV's visual navigation ability
might be compromised. This experiment is thus
designed to elucidate the role of these feature points in
enhancing UAV path planning efficacy and to quantify
the model’s sensitivity to variations in feature point
distribution.

Despite the original path traversing areas with a
higher density of feature points, the clipped path also
navigates through the terrain by selecting an alternative
route that, while different, still encompasses regions of
relatively high feature point density. This experiment
demonstrates the algorithm's capability to produce a
path that is both efficient and feasible, showcasing its
robustness in complex path planning scenarios. Figure
9 overlays the UAV paths on the density maps
corresponding to both the original and clipped image
feature points datasets. The left side of the figure
illustrates the path generated using the unaltered
density map, while the right side presents the path
derived from the clipped density map. This visual
comparison effectively highlights the impact of data
clipping on the UAV's path planning and navigational
efficacy.
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data

Additionally, Table 2 outlines the training results
for both the original and clipped datasets. This table
includes key metrics such as path length and the
average value of image feature points for each dataset.
The findings indicate that the clipped data results in a
slightly longer path length of 196.50 grid size
compared to 196.00 grid size for the original data,
accompanied by a lower average value of image feature
points in the clipped data. These results suggest that
while the clipping of data may yield a longer path, it
still preserves a sufficient number of matching pairs.
Furthermore, the results demonstrate a preference in
route generation: the system tends to forgo a shorter,
more direct path to the destination in favor of traversing
areas with a higher average value of image feature
points. This suggests that the generated route prioritizes
maximizing the opportunity for successful UAV visual
localization by seeking regions with richer visual
features.

Table 2 Comparison of path planning metrics using
original and clipped data

Original data  Clipped data
Path length 196.00 196.50
Average image feature 7710 7363

points value

3.4 Postprocessing Results- Path
Smoothing

The properties of Bézier curves facilitate effective
path smoothing, which is particularly beneficial for
refining the trajectories generated by the Noisy D3QN
with PER methods. The model's configuration for
determining the action direction of the UAV imposes
constraints that can impair its performance, often
resulting in waypoints characterized by abrupt 90-

degree turns. Such sharp turns are not conducive to the
UAV's motion characteristics, posing considerable
challenges in real-world applications. To address this
issue, we employed third-order (cubic) Bézier curves to
enhance the smoothness of the generated waypoints,
thereby reducing the abruptness of the turning angles.
At first glance, the adjustments made through the
smoothing process may appear subtle; however, a more
detailed examination reveals a measurable refinement
in path continuity and turning angle realism.
Accordingly, Figure 10 provides a closer view of the
Bézier-smoothed trajectory, specifically highlighting
modifications in regions where the UAV was
previously required to execute sharp turns. The
application of the Bézier curve effectively mitigates
these infeasible turns, yielding a more natural and
dynamically viable flight path for the UAV.

3.5 Comparison with
Traditional DQN Algorithms

To rigorously evaluate the effectiveness of the
proposed  DQN-based reinforcement learning
methodologies and to analyze the impacts of reward
function design, we conducted a series of simulation
training and testing experiments employing four
distinct algorithms: DQN, dueling DQN (DDQN),
dueling doubling DQN (D3QN), and noisy D3QN with
prioritized experience replay (PER) algorithm. The
comparative performance assessment was grounded on
four critical dimensions: average steps and path length,
reward, image feature point values, and training
duration. Each algorithm was subjected to a total of
1000 training episodes.

Figure 11 and Figure 12 depict the trajectories of
average steps and path lengths per episode, respectively.
At the onset of training, all algorithms display
considerable fluctuations attributable to random
exploration dynamics. Notably, the noisy D3QN with
PER demonstrates a marked ability to converge rapidly
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and stabilize around the 300-episode mark, resulting in
both shorter and more consistent paths. The
determination of convergence is primarily based on the
stabilization of the average number of steps required
per episode. During the initial phase, data fluctuation is
expected due to random environment exploration.
However, the Noisy D3QN with PER shows a frequent
reduction in the magnitude and frequency of
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fluctuations after a few hundred episodes. While minor,
occasional spikes may still occur as the agent explores
previously unknown states, the path length and steps
quickly return to a stable range. In contrast, the other
algorithms, DQN, DDQN, and D3QN, exhibit
protracted training periods and erratic performance
spikes, indicating instability in the policy update
process.
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The enhanced convergence exhibited by the noisy
D3QN with PER can be attributed to the synergistic
interplay between PER and noisy networks. PER
facilitates the prioritization of informative experiences
during the replay phase, whereas Noisy Nets innovate
by supplanting the traditional epsilon-greedy strategy
with adaptive stochastic exploration methods. This dual
combination fosters more effective policy refinements
over time, culminating in reduced step counts and
expedited paths toward objective attainment.

Further analysis is presented in Figure 13 and
Figure 14, which outline the average reward per step
alongside the total reward per episode. The DQN
algorithm, lacking a dueling architecture, frequently
suffers from overestimation bias, resulting in unstable
and overly optimistic Q-value estimations. While DQN
might yield elevated per-step rewards, its total reward
trajectory is characterized by wide fluctuations and a
lack of coherence. Conversely, the noisy D3QN with
PER exhibits more stable total rewards over time,
signifying more effective long-term strategic planning,

F=1% SUH RE114F128

despite registering marginally lower average per-step
returns.

Table 3 encapsulates essential performance
metrics, affirming that this algorithm surpasses its
counterparts across several indicators, demonstrating
fewer average steps, shorter path lengths, a higher
number of feature points, and expedited training times.
As detailed, the Noisy D3QN with PER substantially
eclipses the performance of the other algorithms across
several crucial benchmarks. It achieves the lowest
average steps of 396.91 and path length of 196.00,
while concurrently capturing the highest number of
feature points of 77.10, highlighting its efficacy in
navigation and visual positioning. Additionally, it
registers the fastest training time per episode of 6.56
seconds, emphasizing its computational efficiency.
Although it recorded a negative total reward of
13119.49, this figure represents a significant
improvement over that of DQN, illustrating a more
favorable balance between penalties and rewards
throughout the learning phase.
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Table 3 Performance comparison between Noisy D3QN with PER, D3QN, DDQN, DQN

Noisy D3QN

Performance parameters with PER D3QN DDQN DQN
Total episodes 1000 1000 1000 1000
Average steps 396 1309 2455 3843
(per episode)

Path length 196.0 199.0 211.5 220.0
(single episode)
Total reward 13119 139135 71175 115647
(single episode)
Avergge featgre points 77 71 70 75
(single episode)
Average training time (s) 6.56 9.75 17.07 22.74
Total training time (s) 6558.25 9754.52 17072.39 22735.01
In conclusion, the results of this investigation
underscore that the integration of prioritized experience R efer ences

replay (PER) and noisy networks into the D3QN
framework considerably enhances the learning
efficiency of the agent, the quality of path planning, and
its ability to perform visual localization. This evidence
highlights the promising potential of advanced DQN
variants for practical applications in UAV path planning
within complex three-dimensional environments.

4. Conclusions

Path planning in 2.5D environments is inherently
complex due to irregular terrain and the need for
algorithms that manage dynamic obstacles and
localization constraints. Traditional algorithms like
Dijkstra, A*, and basic DQN methods are limited in
such contexts, especially in terms of efficiency and
adaptability. This study proposes an enhanced DQN-
based framework incorporating Double DQN, Dueling
Networks, Prioritized Experience Replay, and Noisy
Nets. By using DSM data, image feature point density,
and start/end positions as input, the system generates
obstacle-aware and energy-efficient UAV trajectories
suitable for visual localization. Bézier curve smoothing
further improves trajectory feasibility. The framework
is tailored for GPS-denied environments, enabling
robust UAV localization through optimized image
feature alignment. Results show improved training
stability and adaptability across diverse terrain
conditions. Moreover, it supports path inference from
various starting points, enabling efficient individual
path generation for multi-UAV navigation without
frequent replanning—making it well-suited for real-
time and resource-constrained scenarios. This work
demonstrates that the future of robust autonomous
navigation lies in learning-based planners that treat
path quality and localization uncertainty as first-class
citizens, moving beyond purely geometric optimality.
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TG > WMEIFE AR [EIRE22 RS R HERS NOL R
T E(LEFERTHE > ©RAME EBEREAR
FIRFSEERE - AT BN TEE (Geo-Al) 455
FHAG -~ tEHEDH - REELWAHER - RS
FAFT R 22 SR B HEAR PR AL T A © 28T BLA
FER SRR AR BV DB R R
TEFRIISEAER (lag effect)  JRGRZ & ETTIAZK
FAT & B RO OIS RIS R 22 -

BIFE b - &5 G 2 BN B B S8 DUHE Al A i

WeEHE - RRED 114 4207 H 11 H

B HE - REJ 114409 H 03 H
B HE  RE 114410 H 15 H



270 AR &R 2T
2 NO» TR E « AT RBURHSE 26 LU
ZRER (R E - L2EEFEE (CTM) -~ i
HERS)  EEIRRELAY 1 km ~ FHE =
NO; ; BIANSEEL = BEHTTLLEEAERS ~ Bt AR REL
FEEHRT S A EERL - ZEFREHS R>=0.788 (Dietal.,
2020) - fEHE > 2R EN =R ERERE S
OMI/TROPOMI ~ AOD ~ CTM £ /5 fif 7 Hb FEE 5268 »
72 1x1 km ~ 2Z H ARG RS R® =0.72 ~ ZER R?
=0.85 (Huang et al., 2022) - JNE &K ] EERZE DL
TROPOMI A5ty » 456 TR RIA | B T IS
TH | HYBERIEAY - 10 #T R*=0.89 ~ B[ B2 [ R? 73
ARy 0.71 81 0.81 » BURHAEFHHUE R LB R4
MR A7 B s (He et al., 2022) -

R - SIERTREE - D
FB SR ERE TRRE EE FITRENT NO» #E(H R - H
AR DAE AR R A% oI 22 LURF 284 -
TE B — b A X Bgee T B B A AR AR - BUR
B BUARE A WU - HF F ~ HERCIR R R
BUR I IR MERAR (Arakieral,2018) » JRER
TiRE - DL TROPOMI 5 EATAAFE £ 4% HL#E SVR -
RF ~ XGBoost * LightGBM < BE —fE AV V3T ith %
NO; 8 Os Hy 522 [ AT RE At I &5 SR BURES REFR T
EAE SRS TR T B RIFZALRE - WA R
ST AT B A R PO R RS AR (Kang e
al., 2021) - FEERET AT T g - SRAEHRA
M2 T B (partition) | B —EAY B BEPR I ) ~ RIR
e EEERE ML - $ETH NO THHIFE T » BfE4R
B — RF B EEFENZS (Kaminska, 2019) - fE40 » 1F
ROHIZSHIEREA | B — PR T B FE T MK
R NO, BCHIZ AR S B HInh e e SRR e 1 > S2fF
HNEBEE T (Zimmerman et al., 2018) -
FHAEZEOM RS Z EhE Fefa Y - B — RS
Bk (B AR UEEDE) A NO/PM Y22
[N (R AR AR MR (Chen et al., 2019) » {H
HA RIS ERE] (GWR/GTWR)HIIEHLH
B R R R RS (Shen et al., 2022) » #E—3F
I S — IR AR M AR Y I B R B SR A A R A R
B -

e —EE R EEE - XGBoost 2 X2 H NO,

BB

F=1% SUH RE114F128

MR FEBE S e TR T © DLSREE TROPOMI &t
[EH%EE#: SVR ~ RF ~ XGBR ~ LGBMR 142 87 |
TERER%/ 22 [/ R =R SBRE T - B R A%
BT SVR - i Za i PAT #2750 LY XGBR/LGBMR
FIE  HrP$H¥ NO, » XGBR BE5IGH75E Fyi%
CEE (B — R (R220.63-0.70) (Kang et al., 2021) °
FERERFFFITEH] (20 1~ 8 ~ 12 ~ 24 /NEF[EIE FEH)
BURBCARHIES FE IR TEEE T i SEHe HY MSP 54
BB ARG SR R 2 LRE )T - [R5
AR R - B SVM B ANN ; fH¥
> ANN {EE&RHE R N B ARHBE R 5 B S
G - RERE - FNF - IARRIRE (IR -
JEVE) BRI 54 (A1 SO 2% 8 B S ] B
F2TF NO» (YTEMIKSE (Shaban et al., 2016) - {F2Zf
L, - XGBR HYESMIATRE - 15 EIR
ISR REHTET - PRAEEE RN EEICE T
B A B — 208 XGBR>EXT
(P RS > RE (10 758 Ega8 R =z 0.88):
FHF XGBR Fy NO, BE—JHBUENHLE (He
et al., 2022) o 4 > FEEFE 1x1 km BVEHAER
BgEe BE= (A (RF/ERT/XGB)%EHG R AH
A (=0.71) - (HEBREEE S HTEUR XGBR ¥
TROPOMI NO, sHSRMIRHES fem (FH T4
43.9%) - Z€81 XGBR %8 2 AL S EHR Ay BURE Bk
#J] (Huangeral.,2022) - 45 &1 S » AR HELERS
seaTEE R T - XGBR i AEAE NO, F—15
S BB 5 e R ERERS > H]C& SHapley
Additive exPlanations (SHAP)Z: J7 AR LTS (A &
BEEES (Kangetal.,2021 ~ Hsuetal.,2024) » i
B R AU ZE 0 B R B AR i BRI S 15 -
SR RS E RSk + 2R
% WEMIEZREE BN A - EEEEAR
J& 1 km AYRFZELL NN ~ RF ~ GB 45 & CTM/E ]
EREUERE SRR EEREERS 10 750 WhEsE R°=0.79
22l R2=0.84 ~ Bf R?=0.73 » AFEHLA BN
HEE s > AR REHHEEHRE Di e al,
2020) - B EF {1 TROPOMI T2 H RUFEEERL
AL A T RGRIE ) B TR 0 107
Y=g R?=0.89 ~ B¥[H]/2=[ R2=0.71/0.81 » BE 4L
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R E B S B 4w T B v L 25 e (He e
al., 2022) - fFEFEI4E 1x1 km ~ 2013-2019 4Ef4&E
ARG > #4A OMI/TROPOMI ~ AOD ~ CTM EHiE
it M S S Y B — A 2O L - 4EEE RP=0.72 -
ZEfi] R?=0.85 » WA G iE— L IE4EE 100 m

DUFHAR B AD T (4 RS SR BB RS (Huang er al.,
2022) < R AT PR EREE HIRITIR H 2 52 F
IINEA T —RAL IR AR + S 223 + SY B
B EETT 22 4FEEE NOL/NOL JFFI] » NO, H5ERL R2
=0.85 » BB WIIAEEA > HEER Ty g
25 (Lietal,2017) - fE68E > A+ Geo-Al B4
FOREZE A (EMSM)#ERE 2 50 m 8 S AT
B I ER RS ¢ S35 NO, 11y H /78 RS B » %L
% R? 53 Al 0.92/0.93 W bGaa R B A R (R e
WS B BIRERRIAG - SR LR Rl A SR

G A SR PR BT B (Babaan ef al., 2024) <

HHIE EMSM SRS It &8 B 2 Os ¥ - 1F
RN ERE (EfiE ~ FEr/FERERT - B E) T
hdeRrE el G R=0.91) - 2tz ig
MTREH R AR DLSRIAR (Hsu et al., 2024) -

Gais @ LS ERR ARSI R EE
BUH RIE4ars 5 A S FEHE AL - XGBoost »
EREH AR S  SEZRERRS
B ZR NO, (] 2 BEFE M (He et al., 2022 ~ Huang
et al., 2022) » {EMIATEHIE F HYESTE T > L HhAI
BRI BSS GRS T AR NO, HyZE[HE]
SEM AP EREUESEEREES IR - %
AVFRHBAIESE THET IR N - WS PRGNS
HEMENT (Lietal 2017 ~ Dietal.,2020) - &7&3T44
JVA Geo-Al 12 50 m A=k NO» HYERE L2 H /R
5 ¢ 40 Hybrid Kriging-LUR %54 XGBoost 2 50
m G ALEHEH NO, - R JTATZE R*%=~0.91 » 4L
HNER ~ ZRERET ) S 2 e RS B AR
(Wong et al., 2021) ; #E— L EMSM 25 HE/K
] NO, » 1A 50 m i N HEE% R2=0.92/0.93 >
EHREEARRE R 2R - BnEA LB
VR T R S T 7R A R 2 R T R B A e
(Babaan et al., 2024) -

B 28R H RS =1 km ZE [T

YRS - ARBASE T B SR @ B T R ~ 50m < 50m
Z AT NOL AU » 5 [ A 1-12 /NEFAZ B
JEE DAMRES R I AR U © A TIRERRE BT » J5 S
VIR BT 28 T E BB R ) 1Y R RERE ¢
LIEF K AHRR PMas HYBRIGRIFYIT ST BB > 1EE
[ERFRFEE HEBLE RS (2 7 X) 0 WLL0-
2 REErHE R EEEE - B BURE T P
NIFRIERZE 10 REVabafa (@ » &SRB
TR IR 8 R THRT 0-2 K - Ak
R 1% 1 7] B < [ B AR B8 A S0 (e I 1T B2 7 o B
(Chen et al., 2021) » BjfR th—aE 8 » AWTFEAE NO2
AR R HEMS A/ NEFR E R DU
JE\g s KB R B SE B - [EIN - 45 & SHAP &
ER S ~ LA BLUE N F B HE N ZE
(Babaan ef al., 2024 ~ He et al., 2022 ~ Huang et al.,
2022 ~ Li et al., 2017 ~ Di et al., 2020) » DISERAHERY
Z ]IS - &7 b ABHTE S AEERTT NO:
YEAGRRE D BLERE » I Rl bRt Al ~ J5HYE
BRI TR R BUR R -

2. W5EAR

2.1 tHSEIE,

AT LS G (I SRR i 52 - AIE]
1 A7 o B EERAIE B4Y 1820 km? » #E 18 {EATSEA
M (REERFRECE] » 2023 ~ NEERE L4 e
2023) > H I PE I I 1] SR A 22 e
R ECE LY > 28 AR SRR S A (e
&Ko MANEA 11 BZERSE RS Hep 3 Ry
IRIEELEHUG - 8 B A R REOHINS ¢ BEHIES
A ZEE ~ SEIHRB R E L EMST - AR
R S T EAR RIS AR 22 9345 o

FHOERAAAEET RS ~ DAY - RS 6 BT
WA BRI R IR R ARG IR A A 8 5 S EE g - AHE
FAREA SORRZ T BN - A I E BT - (Y
T T 3EEEEE IR 2 BV 2SR5 48
b o AlEH2HE - AHITEER R EAEE - 51
8t/ NRURATTZE AT SEIEE T > B Geo-Al 15
R P B % S PECR IR Ny A -



272 MARENST =15

AU FEAVERHHRETERCE B 2022 - 2023 4> DL
¥ COVID-19 [F542 it ¥ 5 d it &8 BB RIELT T Ry e
MR RIS - MRS AIDE UL R S R
HAERENE - SFEWHREE - EEEEIRET
BIRAIEAR & & NO fERHIA T LY 10 - 60% - 3if:
HAERE Os b7t Rt - AWF5eHEER COVID-19 f#5
07 o DAMERAE IR B REHRIUEL SR G2 R TR
MBS HEME (Cole et al., 2020 ~ Wang et al., 2020 -
Petetin et al., 2020~Keller et al., 2021 ~Shiet al., 2021 ~
Yang et al., 2021) ©

2.2 ERlES 48

R BRI 1 Bla ez
FTAY) - REET - LRSS - GRS -
GEATHEM RS > LT & RIS
Kt

221 ZERTAYHER SN T

KU FEHTZE R0 A E R E B E BA CF
& ihE PMas ~ NO, ~ O3~ NO, ~ PMo Bl SO, 7%
TEFEAE o Fra Al RS EUIE oM 24 /NSy B
> Ay RILAZERI TR % (Kriging Interpolation)
WHEZE 50 m x 50 m F&48 - 7B e i R FE Bl -
BRI EUR NOy» HR TV 5 AYWIE By B B0

SFUOER REI114FE 12 A

BERILHIG 164759 FHWLH - BRETURE
14.5% o

SREE I B KRBT B e Bk e -
T B BLS AR BRI E A A AN
filiZ2 50 m x 50 m - 2L pRBLS)E] g e = AT
JE4ERE - FERERE T ERE B 0 0 A LI R TR
T3 IR SRR B -

2.2.2 T HF FHEERY

ARFEH 1R BRI b Z TR~ SRIRER
BIR =HHZEEEEER - EHRED > BIERSE ~ AR -
A~ KF SR L BEEBLREE S UK LAt A
P - ARSI T K AT
T ~ RFIEEEES - S TR - BERANE A
— A E LR AR — 4w - DU G i S Eh50
J£ o SHIRERIA PR FHES B E S - &7y £2EES -
EHE R B ERS o (F RS L G E R
EEHHERE o BRGNS SR B SR IR G
LURSFRALE © 1R &N E B R LTk
JBORE » CAEEE B NO, R 2 IEMHRA (Babaan et
al., 2024) » S—GHN A LSS S 2EEI R g - [ 2
FeE PSR ¢ TREDIATEEE S - ER LIRS
IR > B SRR LT IR R AL E -

= MREE

® BEEHER

1 Brzesile
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* | AR Z SROEE

B BRAOR A RS 2R
ZERTHR RSB ESEME PMasig/m’) ~ SO:ppb) ~ NOx(ppb) ~ o e 50 o
" B PM o(ug/m’) + Ox(ppb) - NOx(ppb) i mxo0m
gt gy PERRECC) - FAITRENERE (%) - 5
REET %;,jgjﬁgﬁﬁ REIE  Jo sy (hpa) HIEE ) S GNE S0mx S0m
= &= (mm)
rip BB E RGBT Ak I - E - R
ot LEEFIAASE THE- TEEE - 58 - KL 8 50m x 50 m
LR (LI ~ RS
MODIS £ERHE B8k
NDVI & # J&E NDVI &H 250 m x 250 m
(MODI13Q1)% 6.1 [
BN K22 5 (ESA) Y
WEEE 0§ = P BB SILEE ek HH  55kmx3.5km

(Sentinel-5 Precursor)

B o HA K SR TH 7R e s -
1,05 (ECMWF) () 5 IE;;AISH gfﬁ? tJg Boundary Layer o pe 05500050
FAFESHTER ¢
PN S VAN 2N S SEs B2 = =
I ABES A ER  AEENZ% (CEMS) - &6 - "
SERT s SR BN 50m < 50m
- BrE ~ JUHED ~ JERHER ~ WAER ~ HT
==X EESEE 2 ‘ oA e
5 FITREEE
N TR IRE VRS R
W@E i THE — §¥|§
+ ; — PG
SR RS
BT ER
FIRSEE
SAEEE
/
KT S
10 5 0
— KV

223 BBk
ARFRZT I
SRS - B

2 BRI TR~ & T REEE

m T 2 RS (1 2 (A HE 4 FS 9 (Normalized
Difference Vegetation Index, NDVI) ; 3% nfs H 12
RENBWAD R B pmmsim s s - BB
FI NASAMODIS 250 m 250 i e ooy it i A AR - S5 A AT



274 ARl R R E2 T
ftE o URERNAZE4E Sentinel-SP (TROPOMI)
FEZR - HEEE AL AR (molm?)
PERRRARIE By 5.5 km x 3.5 km » LA SN E
HEEIEAR - B RS REEHSY - (B
ECMWEF ERAS 46977 28 AIE(m) + A
0.25° % 0.25° » BSET R F By 3 » AT A SR A T
PSR S L -

2248 8BHF

EIHEE R EE AR
1 B L L7 PR R AR N PRI R AR AIAAEE ~ BT
[ S HRAH RIS Y 45 B8 B NOK BRI E » DAR LA HE
B HI 224 (CEMS)ZEHERY NOFF4CE:

2.2.5 At

Py S W (S e 6 B e AR A RSP Tsc f g » AR
5223 Hsu et al. (2024) HITEL » RHESEHT: »
TUH ~ AW~ I~ SPoTE Rk oK ET HEkEt R
JUEE ETHE HEEC R 1 Hepli A 0 4
AR - AERERTFERE T - 28 - BEaaRELPAORTT
T 5 G A T S R A R V) B SR e U5 A P
[0 TR Bz R - R 2 SFFISKHT
By e - e R s HAR MRV B E AR

HRFER ©

* 2 B 0

i 2022 £ 2023 £

& 1/29~2/6 1/20~1/29
LR 2/15 2/5
SHHAE 4/2~4/4 4/1~4/5
ity 6/3~6/5 6/22~6/25
b 8/12~8/14 8/30
ik 9/9~9/11 9/29~10/1

3. Wi A
AWFGE T ERZAE 3 B > B9 BT RS
Y ()ERIEEE  (FF R B ER » (3R
USRS ()BT O BB EE T
B RNTIE NOy ZEfEH#EY - DU N LS IRET NS ©

F=1T% S0OH

MBS

KRB 1145F12 8

BERERE

ESEINEERIEEE

| m==n || ss=z ||
¥
ik 8 155 PR A 0
1 (R S

$Eft lagl % lag12 B Z B GBS E
¥

XGBoosti&E &Y
SYERERE -
k1% SHAP ERAZ/N\FFEH - E—M
AMEE . RLEE R? {27+ > 0.01 ZEIRS

y
EERE
| ERRRENEETRE
\ BRRE — =/8/8/08
\ THRR — mis
I

EC

tHxgE |
B EEERE — #1109%/20%/25%

¥
BHRRMENG
BISHAPESIRE AL SRS SBMEE 7 AH TS
T

i
P ooy

5 A
SE 9
.

e -

e | _aed NO; (ppb)

e 45

- 0

3 WHFTRAEE]

31 BHERE

BIuR BN AR - @2 AT - R
R ZERTAY) - EIEEEE BN T - FrEER
L4 —2 TWD97 / TM2 [ 4, » BERIBLFEL
Ry BB L M0 AR RO - S B BE PR
£ 50m x50m f&HE% > HIFREUREREFEE > 5
HIPREE 2022-2023 £F 164759 SERFZEREA »
500 {[Elfig: BESR R R4 S EDH -

Ry tEORA [F R R — 22 A B R R T
MR > ARG B8 iR A - B — B
TREAL o LHUFFIMHBSERE —PRTE 14 TR
#i[E (50~150~250~500 750 ~ 1000 ~ 1250 ~ 1500 ~
1750 ~ 2000 ~ 2500 ~ 3000 ~ 4000 * 5000 m) :

il



BRR= ~ FIfE

(1) B REEGHINE R T - BHE)EHE T
EREEE , » KEPERURE T

() HEEREE U - RS B

(3) [FIRE KU — R A B T [F RO B 4R
Ht -
fEER (NDVI-~ ¥ — S LEHRE - 17
EEFUE) AISCEHEEZE 50 m x50 m > WERAET
BRI —EY - SEpk HatpRifg - BB BB
&I ZEREZR i XGBoost FEATHGREE ] -

3.2 By R UL

Foftife NO» RS PRSI BN T
FE ) MR SME - AW5E S Ry P A RER B Z U Sy
HEH (PRS2 EPES) =2 1-12
INEFRIRRRCAS » BRI (lag 1-lag 12) > &
RS L NO, R LAY B AR FH R (R8> I
EEHERHIME - (R IR R Ra BRI e

fE1E ©
B R AR I8 (3 B0 P It B S B ] 2R R
Bt SEZAFLEAS B B BT IR RR AT (BAEAEE

KTEHRESMEAEERENE - AHITERAERE
RIS (R AR AL SR AR S EEl s - IRETT
BEME - RIS B AR 2 TEE
f8 o Y GHEER o RAEIEIERM R AT E
—a il o WEGAZGAE NHVEEE AR
XGBoost 15 - DLOREH BAAFRMEATIERE RS - FI
FPARERDTER MR AIE A - Jepib /R et » 18
ARIF BT RS 2 75 AL TR S 4y A S B 1R R (el
o] A R BB R S 05 B IR s B R T
PRI (Wei et al., 2021 ~ He et al., 2022) -

3.3 IRAE R BRI

AHWTFELL NOo JRIEAF Ry HARE R R H R 22
DR 1~ &y o e R S B > R O BB R PR TR SR
(XGBoost) 1514 - Z BT LIERA] SHAP » ZAH (1)Zk
RefEERER > B SR aTingart - sEfE it
f ~ FTECERHIRHEGIIR - (QFEIRFASHH T ik | BT
BITEH  (REDAERERE - AR EE R RN - B&
iR Bl ze L B T Z A )BT A AL a] A

LT~ RIGE: EBRGeo-AIRKGEBRIBENRERFER T

SERBT 275
TreeSHAP PREGE - EE S - L RERNEER
5 (4) AT Bh R 22l B SR - FR T SR AT
Fetz MBI M (Garcia & Aznarte, 2020) ©

SRR EEER ] SHAP {E RN SRES - RAZX0 T ©
Bl e SR AT R S SHAP s BTl
RBUE AR/ INFEF? © BRI R R — A
RN EHal 4R 5 i S B A R T (R?) $2
T2/ 0.01 » A R RASEEEOL T LIRS - 1B
ARG EREE - WAL OR B4 BRI S S [FIRFHERR U AR -
WK 208 i 5 e B A A LA 2 7 ] e M L AR

=

3.4 7y B

For AT RIH TR (R B2 { h*jj » RTFERE
VUL RG] - BT > R E SR E
th 20 % F Ry MEEE - U*xz?ﬁ%ziiﬁ;ﬂﬂéﬁ% :
HI A~ F ~ H ~ IOl ] RS PR PRI B
BUWME > DISRRGIR ) — 2 S5 = S 11 2
AR 22 T2 A - MRS [E &I T A BUER
&5 itk > GO DR i fr 2= >
BEHUEERT 10 % ~ 20 % ~ 25 % AVEEAMET TRl 2
FEME - et R e S S AR T YR -

3.5 SBEE R TESENE

NO: ZE[jHEfh

TEMEE AR AT 5E1% - AWTSELL SHAP {HRY
il 2% B NO: TRHIAVAH S R » 0 BB A By
Bkl > DU BN T - R EE ST AR
NO, BUHIE =Y HIE » s EH 2 5w 5y
50 m x 50 m g% - FEHERGE H NOL B /1
AR S AT R 22 ] > DA B 1% 48 2Rk A B
FHd o

4. &5

4.1 NO:» Butisrat

£ 3 SIS NO, HIROI ST ER - %
BEIM S NO2 PHFREFE Ry 7.04+3.95 ppb > FiE A
0.0-49.6 ppb » BT AT E I, NO, SR {E R [FIHF L



276 AURIR:

HAMEEEN: - B P IFE 2R > 2022 57
PR By 7.37 +£3.97 ppb o BEfEEHA 2023 4EHY 6.72
+3.90 ppb P53 fir 5071 2 3 —EG8IE © 2022 YA
— B RE=DUIEL (4.4~ 6.8 9.7 ppb) g
7~ 2023 4F (3.8 ~ 6.0 ~ 8.9 ppb) « iERZHE 2022 FFAE
FERGEL A HE FE RS Y 2023 4 0 AIREEAE
RGN - P E S LS E = 59YA R -
B ARAEJTIH » WA E 7T BIFEAE 47.2 81 49.6 ppb » 8
B SR A [F ) SR -

4.2 Ry [ AR S

4 BN NO» ERR HEEIE 1-12 /NE{R
(lagl-lagl2) T Z & %5145 K7 B ARAHRR (3 - W] AR
BEVEAE lagl ZER RS (= 0.12 > SLRAEOR) - BE

TRIFFETAES T DT 2 lag7 [ ER(K (=0.075)

HARBS A BIFHEIRLRE 1 0.085¢ ILHEBAENRE NO,
KRR R E TN R IR &
Fatg 1 /NRFRNEIR RIS - 6-8 /NRFR BRI
GG ©

FRIZAEEPIMHB B R AbTFeEE
lagl {E Ry FTA e BB BRI R R - LRI
[ NHYERHA AL S XGBoost 1R > DUTEf A
fERE DR IE RN - RN 05 | ATUER RIS
FRAARIAEREE BT -

NO, R A EIIEE

0.09
0.08

0.07
lagl

lag2

lag3 lagd lag5

lag6

EBRESET F=1% FOH RE 1145128

4.3 HEAIFIH

#* 4 % XGBoost fHAIE = fHHH 5 THY
SHERE  FIGEE (80 %) ~ BILHEASEE (20 %) ~ DA
K738 Y EszE (10-Fold Cross Validation) - 3l £5 [
EL BRI T ARE 80 %ffy NO, 855 (R2 = 0.80) » 975
RER7 (Root Mean Square Error » RMSE) & 1.78 ppb
HURMEC RABNE R F B RFESTE - SHAE
FEIR S BLEAER S MEIEAEERS - R* REE 0.69
RMSE EJ1-% 2.23 ppb - J54ERAEE KR THRIAE
77 ForERLZ AL EES A S S - HT
N EgEEFTE R? (0.68) B HIE{ G 4F—%1 » RMSE
2.22 ppb » SR I T H A FIRHE R AR E M -
FEBGI = > XGBoost BEAE 2522 BREREE T A H
HE NO2 JRE A1 > Halllsk ~ HEteiss WEpsgsh i
FAK RMEE 0.12) (EHBELHRE S K
LRk SHAP BEHE G585 IR @ B S M Or A B
RS -

5 L DIBUGEZ IR NO, BB IS B
RITEHIE ~ IRV TERA (5 - BEALRE AR 45° 2
SELRMTAT - BN FEUHIAS S B PRI (B2 A #83
#h—5 o [t JME T R2=0.80 il RMSE=1.78 ppb»
Bk 3 Pl SREERVEEAETRT - EERBEEAEE
EHEE G BRI - HERAEIPESGEHERE - 2
PR A L FE 1R S R A Y L & TR Y AR g AL TR M
J7 e

E i 2 tHEA R B

lag7 lag8 lag9 lagl0 lagll lagl2

[E 4lagl £ lagl2 4B ¥R AEDT4RE
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7 3 WIFEHIHE NO, BUMtdiat 2 &5 R

FEEAEE RIME B rE B B EKE
R 7.04+3.95 0.0 4.1 6.4 9.3 49.6
2022 4 7.37£3.97 0.0 4.4 6.8 9.7 47.2
2023 4 6.72+3.90 0.1 3.8 6.0 8.9 49.6
ik ¢ B39 R ppb o TUR LA S/ NEEE L
7% 4 XGBoost A Z ISR ~ AR BT g R

R? Adjusted R RMSE MSE MAE

Training 0.80 0.80 1.78 3.15 1.01

Testing 0.69 0.69 2.23 4.99 1.22

10-Fold CV 0.68 0.68 2.22 4.92 1.24

NO,#, /A8 1 78 RIE 52 44 B

| == 45° reference line 4

R?=0.80 4
RMSE=1.78 4

NO, TR (ppb)

NO,#L#) 14 (ppb)
5 NO, AU {E B e AR AL 7 FORHE A

4.4 BRETREGE R E T MELLER

6 LA SHAP 73 R EL S A5 A B BH g s 8
1EE 6(a)1 > NOL ] SHAP 434 81 HLI9 A A IE1E
i BN RS GS o B NO: TR 8k
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5. BEm
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Application of Geo-Al Modeling to Estimate NO; Concentrations and
Analyze Contributing Factors in Miaoli, Taiwan

Chich-Ying Chen!  Sin-YiLai!  Yu-Ting Zeng?  Chih-Da Wu >*>7"

Abstract

This study takes Miaoli County as a demonstration area to develop a high-resolution NO; estimation model
by integrating multiple data sources, including meteorological data, ground monitoring, satellite remote sensing,
land use, and data from the Tongxiao Power Plant. An hourly 50 m x 50 m resolution model was constructed using
the XGBoost algorithm combined with a SHAP-based incremental feature selection mechanism, with lag! (1-hour
lag) identified as the optimal time delay. The model achieved an R? of 0.80 and an RMSE of 1.78 ppb. SHAP
analysis revealed that NO, and road density were the most influential predictors, while emissions from the power
plant also exhibited regional impact. Multilevel validation confirmed the model’s robustness across temporal,
spatial, and high-pollution scenarios. The results demonstrate the potential of Geo-Al in air quality estimation for
small and medium-sized counties and provide a quantitative basis for risk warning and pollution control.

Keywords: Nitrogen Dioxide, Geo-Al, Machine Learning, Spatial Estimation Map
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Combining Hydrological Analysis and UAV Digital Surface Model for Han
River Flood Risk Assessment

Ting-Ru Shi ! Geng-Gui Wang 2 Hui-Ping Tsai 3

Abstract

The primary contribution of this study lies in the application of UAV-derived digital surface models (DSMs)
to refine cross-sectional data for hydrological analysis and flood inundation simulations in the Han River, Taichung
City, Taiwan. Based on 104 years of rainfall records from the Taichung Weather Station, the one-day maximum
rainfall was estimated using five probability distribution models. Goodness-of-fit tests and error analyses identified
the Log-Pearson Type III distribution as the most appropriate. Flood hydrographs were then generated using the
triangular unit hydrograph method, which provides a more accurate representation of the hydrological
characteristics of the Han River. Flood condition was simulated in HEC-RAS under seven recurrence intervals,
with the results indicating overtopping at Section Four of the Han River under the 50- and 100-year recurrence
intervals. By integrating UAV-derived DSMs to improve cross-sectional accuracy, this study enhances the
precision and reliability of flood simulation outcomes. The findings provide valuable references for river
management and flood mitigation planning by water resource authorities.
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