\a WAR il g o /Y oybes /gl Jlos /o (o) sl 5 55

S s gl g (5 oo A5 Olel gl ale oo

"ws,}% 4".&0"
Jow shad Jlods ] aids agd )3 cmwlbo (530 s 2,5 oL,

rd).fz&? o351 grna!)":ilq‘ KV ‘\..\39‘ IRV DY

Ol g5 Gud g cmpte Cays oS (s pole 5 (b mlio 0aSiil ‘d)la)'g‘cj S5S> Gopdily =)
(Mt.avand70@gmail.com : Jggue o4k g3)
Ol g5 g cmpte Cays ol (s pole 5 (b mlio 0aSliily ‘d)\a)’p‘cj S5S> opmdily =Y
Ol g5 Gud s oyt Cuy oSy ( by pale 5 (b milie 0.l ¢ g )bssul (658D gzl -V
WA/ VIVY 2o dy Fo,b WAV FND bl o )b
Y U Y asie

FXVCES
Cols 45 Mg ol by g o 9 Jlo S Eoly o b o Sl o W o T 1 (4 oo
b dew E985 4 Comlins 4l ang joliio 4 polo g3l (5y900 o Jlilj IS (K 5 Jow Cupie ST
(Gradient Boosting Machine) _sus8 uslyS cmwile g (Random Forest) _dslai JKa Jold (590305 sla o ;1 o3liiw!
A Dol (§35 g0 il GlomeS adgn )3 Jew b S0 CurBge TVO 5 Juw (SilSe Curdge YYO il .cid 5 ol
9 Sldo (6132 o 5 a1 (CapnBig AY) a3 Yo g (CannBign V30 ) a3 Vo s (Dol O j90 &1 oS o (S0 (slaCurbgo
Aold ¢ L)l (52)5 ((SH,L gy i dowd (ol & Joww £989 32 g0 yeSLENY s 3,5 el (2w Lis ]
Sl N Gy il 0 3l 08 (ad L g S owlind S o (U] dcund JSUd (iS5 o515 cilésg
%0y 5 e ¢ B ylis] Al o 4> oS 3l LS gl L85 1,8 oalikwl 3,90 ROC Jowie &by L5 4 sl by
QB a2 RF Jae plin Couo aaiddylic o5 Cuwl 8390 Mo pd /Y0 g ¢/AY i i 4 GBM ¢ RF sbyJaw sl
W, il dhold ((S,l i 5 a4 lweS j5al 2555 ) S 53 g0 (51,5 o ek il Jow E989 4 Cuolanss

[ Downloaded from drnl.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-19 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.27174425.1399.1.1.4.3 ]

Wil 0 g5 51

GBM cubv.;.os PriZse 459‘5 o3> Lqu.M 4‘_533‘.@3 IR oM Gy '545.15 5@5)‘9

é”bﬁ ) LSI)" J...O.o )I)JI ;i) GIS u)l)JLJ Ll 0l
9 dMedn b LM b))l ildie slaSSS
leMbl 5 Wwloals ploul GIS lbwy M slaadids
Sl @z 29290 Slasdy) I pan b LU 1) e
Q& Cuwlus dldl a4y lie o by (FIY) Ldgel
Sbios SVl g bl sl Jae il Jow 58
il » by bS]l
Oile (6 330b sla by lawg s Cuwlus (slaadis
Gl 0l 12l (580005 o
sl 1 yob 4 bass &Sl W 4 (IS 5k 4
bt g ool (Sigdsynm slagby, b ol (gildie citun
Sy @it SisS s feed 4L (YY) 50 célles
W8 edlatel dy90 )y (gam N LBy & e (o)
GIS ;I oolaiwl wabizee SUSS o 0 25 0
(Y0) Slohd cams (Y) (lpe ddo BT ((VONQ)
Blas S (1) (36 slaie (1Y) Stwnd S
oty Sy edle § (V) (oghas (omas 4SS (OFA)
s 3D e dxins 3blie (gjlo 4 g1y ANN s
cpl a8 sl bl Ll 55,8 eolil (¢l (9m9> 3y,
srodly 13 der5e sl luesl pas bl ol SusS
wwop & 00) hlSer g Sl WS gyl aslie

.

Aoddo

9 Mo il (553 Geej ile (b LI Al o
o Ok gl > Jlo g Sl plgl Ol eel s
ol 48 )5 (L5 )3 Wl oy B W Mew &S (FY YD) 23 )5
Elus 8 ol ane UM ) LS e (FD)
Jolss 5 Joo (1) o e BB ) 5 b
Oyl el Jow dipd 0 &y it slacis b calise
5 SigliS olabl (i 5 Jo> ) bz 4 s3>
Sblie pllis culply (VW) 35800 p3ye (S5
sly pY Copde (95wl Car Jew g8y 4 lus
il ang (V) Mo igpe Je oilus il
slp ogpe dope glie 4 Jew g5y 4 Comles
(VA) Cowl s @i lis sas] (gl fow Copie 5 (s puS5l>
Slodomy  lulyd Gl e gy & o
liabl BB gt S cle ]y o g8y o adl o
(FY) 35l o IS

9 Oliiad (Ol el lansie Gl SW wé) e
wlw Sl3l mals gly sl glaand o g )l
2ol b bipe Sl g oolasl Sl g eoles slaws
2 L & ey ol el GBI Gl pelpe
oreld oke pld Al dawg J > slaygas
4 Cowlus Al apd diwe (V0) Cusl xub o )blbxe
(\CY‘Y’O) Cawl 05 = i ULM h..uy J.w: &955
909 J phomie slo 03> by ojlgale 4 @y (gt
SleMbl g 1 odlitwl (o)l sl by deu
OBl Jow g8y 4 Comlus 4l 4w 3 1) oLl


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.27174425.1399.1.1.4.3
http://drnl.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-141-en.html

[ Downloaded from drnl.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-19 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.27174425.1399.1.1.4.3 ]

i slad Jlaasl aid ags 3 (dle 6500 e 2L 25

Je ol ol mbs plply e aop AFNA 5 AD/A)
(A) 2l e

bug GPlo 3 Jow 58y 4 s blie cabaiy
Linear, Polynomial, Radial &b ¥ L SVM a6
kol .cé,5 )5 wyp 3,90 Basis Function, Sigmoid
iy 4 (AUC) axio 5 pow Colue o5 05,8 4lo
AVIAN 5 AFIRY AY/RY AY/EY Ll g @y sy
13,5 L Cohens Kappa asls bawgs bl .ol do
Pl SUlyy jo 4 oad a8)S jla ) glayeSl JS &5
2B b (bed e ol B Come uals el &)
Olib 5 cud bl @l Gb wibe O Cute
S8 {£1) 35 oy (35550 o dad 53 o)
b iledie 5 xS ojlul ghaie 4y 10) GhKen
g maw ovse l lawgie ol b slrojes 0 g,
5 S g5 5 (GLM) 4Ly gass Lol Jas
SRz g (Bolar SR> sl Jae Sl cuedad pis (oy 0 s
sl gigy o lis gl 2,8 edlael S e )3
b bl prani (b (slobe 5 (Jgene Cogu) ot (dxie
iy ok S5 A5l pla it B L 3 25
céaly _\;:w’l,: RF 4 QRF uf’a) 9> Lo! .\ssl_\s pl! uu..:li.a
(\Y) ..\ufucdwwl?u).ul) [XW) .))9|)J uyu))l..\nnwx‘aﬁ

b«uuu)Lw} d)‘.w.].).o )9b.~o Le e(\Q) ])&.ojb 9 d”.u.o
O 3 e s 3l (e Sl (S 5 e
Lo (6355 ol sla gyl oolatwl b 9u50sS jusul 09>
Jole VY izl SAW 4 TOPSIS VIKOR 5)lse
)1 S oaliil J.Lo LSLQLS‘>9)9 (.J]?"C 4 oM P Py
A5 oolatwl b Jde byl jslae 4 50 ROC sz
e ) b e den (AUC>0.95) Jle cés pe)Me
(AUC=0.98)
olia e sgkie 4 (sledla s (10) ol)Sen 5 b
Gl ologl Wlgy 4dgn 3 e > sl oblois
5 Sy G Gl pbal o9 w2l cee
\s )915240 O”‘ LS‘)’. W) ‘Dl?ol b.\&.ﬂ PN J.u.u df.bw»]
RS9 S8 S gex (g 4 g Wb ans SleMbl Y
sodly slbe p C Mean g, 4 4 b awslis
o @l WS 15 (656 anahl dy5e (g55lgh 9055
]) (~/VC) dl.slf o o b) Loy & )l U Couo w2
JB Sl oS sad o i e slaodly b dwolie
Juw Slblre adiss 4 5o ogu oyl 5l eolatwl gy Joud
o]

P Jew 4 Cuwles gandgy Ban b ol adlles

Ol g 55 laglil 5pe ) (bmeS el 0je
g 50 3l Gl 3 &S Al gt Sy,
93l oolatwl b Limeh cpl o cwl 48,8 )3 laGce
Nidley lae )3 GBM g RF Juo Jols (cgSealy g,

aiB 4y car WOE L SUM Ji oSy Ll
2 & 08 ol bl by e gy 4 Comlus
535551 eVl Como ) gl 500K b Lt ol S 5
iieyj glaw WOE- RBF_SVM &b 5 .ail e
VAL plp o5 @ o Gl €55 9 Culgn E55 Gl
b o o> A/FY 5 dus )y
GSohae i i 3,Ssy 93 5l (F) JhKes 5 as
Jold bl (556 e gl placw GIS p (i
Sl o) w8l g (ICA) (gl ypol (28 22,65
e gl oje > M e iludie jglaie & (FA)
o ylie] jelaie 4 S eolawl 5l bl o
MSE 5 RMSE s )l ccloasls ) o
s e g o9uSly 5 pend )bl o]
cewslio S Cdd oJ.i.mboLi‘.} ("_UL) A5 elawl (AUC)
ANFIS-ICA  Jio tJb ol b og 055 5 ,»
o3lizal 350 (slo e (503 b dulio ;> (AUC=0.947)
Olye 4 Wy Jp Jo cnlply ety (g 5Shes
Ao 3blie Lol Copte sl odiiSladel gy S
D9 (Byme Jw

Copwlus @il and jobate & (W) hlSen 5 59y
Oeile S3h Jae Sl Sl jha gl ejex 3 e
ol s oslizul ADT 5 NBT REPT LMT
2 555505 Jole Y g S e iy Vo1 51 ki
s ROC _ote jl (pizmed A5 03p J8 & O
sliisl gl Sy g ok B g3y slagyge]
b s gl .ab eolaiwl by e oo culild duslds 4
i) sle ) Geoin CebB cpyin ADT Jao o5
4 REPT 4 NBT LMT (sla Jao 5 3y Jow Comolues
Sl 1y B oy o] s 4 el

4 Gl Al gabaiy ‘b(a‘c)u)M9W}>
FR (slatg) b sagmo gy )3 ‘o2 2 Jow g8
obgy & W3ge ol bl by bl S5 9 LR
o LFR () 5l 303 MY ein o s L o5 5
i jliel g Como b s AYE e )
o £589 4 Comlus Al plgis Cod (b AL o
Cod) 0ypie A g 0yiagd (5)lo] (slo o oS 5 by
Cygo 29 08 H9dS > (S Goew Sy 9 Sgl
boyly o @ Guoie £5 9 Cules E5 @l <85
ooy crl &S Wdges o gl sl e do > AY/Y 5 AV/Y
b dew £585 @ Comles gloaids ang gl p3Y 2K
0555 30 Juw Copwlus diids a4y Bua by (FY) wib o 1yl
(SIS o (S5 g ke S xSl e el
JoS S5 g (e ki Lo anli8 ¢y alps
YV 15 odlitsl (FR-AHP) gl é G 5 ool po aludes
Gy Caxdes VOV) 2o pd Ve ol isy g0 4 o S0
(o sl sl Cusdge £r) a0y T g (iladse
FR (ly AUC Juio & sb olis mbs o el
5 AR AV/-Y gy 4 FR-AHP , WofE AHP

1- Jaddah


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.27174425.1399.1.1.4.3
http://drnl.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-141-en.html

[ Downloaded from drnl.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-19 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.27174425.1399.1.1.4.3 ]

Y

WA il g ke /Y oyless /gl Sl / i (8] sls g s 550

o 5l e YVIY ela)] oy yiin g g0 VAVY ddbals oy
WO S8,k ke b adlae 5)g0 ddlaie adlie L)
o VY il o S e b Kts ouldl eyls sz Lo
21zl 3l yens 5 60 slaole ;3 S |
dilate Bl .ol yio, Lo ¥V abgs pl pd ael V¥ 4550
2B plaen il 3y dibate ) 0t g osin ) JbueS
Slon 5l lgen (glacidy dpg Canr 4 Csir 3 g 4B
YO Sl o oyl doyd Sl Ll Moo ygy (6 5SS
(8 jyaliS ddlaio pl 0 LI b Cawl 51T il an )y
S5o9iS 4 bgye Colue (il & LSb e &1y 9 b

ol 045 dups ObreeS ),'Dui 039>

g, 9 2lge
adlro 5,90 ddlaio

odd gBly (3 y0 il oy Jlad )3 bxeS ade>
dilaio 3yl dlold yoghS A0 (ST)) yliwl 3850 b 4™ sl
YF B adds YO 5 4> 0 ¥F oldlss (bye o ddllas 350
Ty e T bl Job 5 Jlab 46 A 5 a0
dilais Colue D)y )8 3,5 adBo ¥r g an d YA L a5

] ) o ieS il o quye yioghS VS Lo yi5 adlllas 390
320000 336000 352000

3
=3
%
3
2
3.
=
e

[PEPNN
g' — ailso,,
Bl 4 wbw

(o) glis
=|m AL 0 5 10 20 Km
S1 8 . R N T O YO 1 |
§ VP il

Figure 1. Location of the study area
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Table 1. Lithological classes present in the study area

i slad Jlaasl aid ags 3 (dle 6500 e 2L 25

SPI 15,5 45 ATCGIS 10.1 ,153la 5 15 «ylbxseS sl
e syiehl slapadls I (S olyr @8 asla b
Dy sled 4 jol ddes (3 Je Jeuill )
(B) 33,5 ooy iy dlaly 4y dx g L anlyl plgs jadls
o3lizal SAGA GIS 2 )33l p s 5l 305 4 ol ds (sl

SPI= As tanf3 (V)
5 Spadei lise p e pSB 5 & (olidipe;
slaoje o 0ddy )3 e Jolge Sl (So o ordaw Uy,
B She alhaie (wld (e 4B el
& o5 ATCGIS Jl58le 5 51 oolizal 5 1 lis (598

dallas 550 dilaio 1> Dz g0 wwlid Kiw (glo WM =Y Joi>

-l ol S slid s o
Jph Dark grey shale and sandstone Seuslys)
Jss Grey thick - bedded to massive orbitolina limestone Selyg
Klc High level piedmont fan and vally terrace deposits S95b,8
Kim Limestone, argillaceous limestone; tile red sandstone and gypsiferous marl S936yS 51 b
Klsol Limestone, marl, gypsiferous marl, sandy marl and sandstone S9i6yS 51 b
Ksm,| Low level pediment fan and valley terrace deposits S95b,8
OMq Marl and calcareous shale with intercalations of limestone VT W |
Qftl Massive to thick - bedded reefal limestone Syl
Qft2 Phyillite, slate and meta-sandstone (Hamadan Phyllites) Syl
QMal Red conglomerate and sandstone s ywsSal]
TRJs Sandstone Sauolyg5=Samsly 5



https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.27174425.1399.1.1.4.3
http://drnl.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-141-en.html

[ Downloaded from drnl.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-19 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.27174425.1399.1.1.4.3 ]

Y\N “ﬂc\c\ u":"“"u?)l'e{/\ b)lo.w/J9I Jlu)/&-‘bwﬂl)lﬂb‘sw)m
m 32m 3m 360-0_0-0 JUUUIU“ g UUIU“ J"UUIUU JUUU‘U“
a b
= 3
a1 =+
e ®©
% “«
=3
g 2
%] DEM & | Aspect
] tM (m) %
“
o High : 2712 C3F o8S
o8 N @3 sw
B Low s 1613 | @ NESE W
s S| C3E o8 NW
< = oy
g1 © Flood 0 5 10 20 Km z| GSSE & Flood 0 5 10 20 Km
&| ¢ Non-lood “ ¢ Non-flood
300000 320000 340000 360000 300000 320000 340000 360000
300000 320000 340000 360000 300000 320000 390000 ]
C . d
=
g g
= x
% o
=
% | Distance from river (m) ol
®  Drainage density (Km/Km2)
. High : 6855.03 High : 0.96
Low:0 = Low:0
=
2] = Fleod =
21, N'"'ﬂ i 0 5 10 20 Km Z|® Flood 0 5 10 20 Km
“ o0 “| ¢« Non-flood
300000 320000 340000 360000 300000 320000 340000 360000
300000 320000 320000 360000 300000 320000 340000 360000 |
| e | f
=3 =3
2] g
% *
“ ~
= =
> =
21 271,
aQ Landuse Q | Lithology
| 3 Agriculture “| @2 Iph 88 OMq
®€ Bareland 02 Jss O Qftl
@€ Garden 8 Kic Qft2
o | &3 Rangeland = | @2 Kim ©2 QMql
21 02 Urban 21 02 Kisol 02 TRJs
% ® Flood 0 5 10 20 Km § % Ksm,J ® Flood 0 5 10 20 Km
¢ Non-flood ¢ Non-flood
300000 320000 340000 360000 300000 320000 340000 360000

(9 (ool S (F o)l (63,8 (B «iSaj 11,5 (d cailing, 3l alold (€ e (B gl (B : o Comslus y3 g0 Joloe aitids =Y JS5
Figure 2. Factors affecting flood susceptibility: a) altitude, b aspect, c) distance from river, d) drainage densit?/, e) land
use, f) lithology, g) plan curvature, h) profile curvature, 1) Slope, j) soil, k) stream power index, I) rainfall
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Table 3. Flood susceptibility classes of RF and GBM models
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Abstract

Flood is one of the most devastating natural disasters that annually causes financial and life
losses. Therefore, developing a susceptibility map for flood management and reducing its
harmful effects is essential. The present study was conducted to prepare a flood susceptibility
map using data mining models including Random Forest (RF) and Gradient Boosting Machine
(GBM). At first, 275 flooding locations flood and 275 non-flood locations were identified in the
Komijan watershed of Markazi province. Spatial locations were randomly divided to 70% (190
location) and 30% (82 location) for modeling and validation, respectively. Then, 12 factors
affecting the occurrence of flood including slope, aspect, altitude, rainfall, land use, distance
from river, drainage density, plan curvature, profile curvature, lithology, soil and stream power
index were determined. The ROC curve was used to evaluate the models used. The results
showed that in the validation stage, the under curve for RF and GBM models was 0.83 and
0.75%, respectively, which indicates that the RF model is more accurate in producing a flood
susceptibility map. The most important factors affecting the flood are rainfall, distance from
river and altitude.
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