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Abstract: Yunnan Province faces prominent landslide hazards, yet existing landslide susceptibility mapping (LSM) studies are
predominantly limited to local scales, lacking provincial-scale systematic assessment and interpretable analysis under unified
standards and regional differentiation perspectives. Based on the multi-level hierarchical zoning system of comprehensive
physical geography in Yunnan Province, this study subdivided the research area into 5 natural zones, 8 natural regions, and 22
natural subregions. Twenty evaluation factors were selected to construct natural subregion-scale Light GBM-SHAP landslide
susceptibility models, combined with SHAP method to analyze spatial differentiation characteristics of landslide influencing
factor contributions. The results indicate that all natural subregion models demonstrate strong predictive capability (AUC >
0.80 for test sets). At the provincial scale, landslide susceptibility presents a spatial pattern of "high in southwestern
mountainous margins and low in northeastern basins." SHAP analysis reveals that elevation, normalized difference vegetation
index (NDVI), annual average rainfall, seismic point kernel density, and POI kernel density serve as universal influencing
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factors, while land use, distance from rivers/roads, mining point kernel density, and slope exhibit significant regional
heterogeneity. This study demonstrates that multi-partition modeling incorporating natural regional differentiation combined
with interpretability analysis can effectively enhance the scientific validity and practical applicability of landslide susceptibility
assessment.

Keywords: landslide susceptibility; provincial-scale assessment; LightGBM-SHAP; regional differentiation perspective;
comprehensive natural zoning.
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LA 3 1 X L S R R MM T K 3 22— (Xing er al., 2021), %t NEth4r . SERHSEME & 4 7
PRI B2 BR M U Zhao et al., 2023) . 1 [ A BRSZ W 3 ¢ B2 5 45— 2 5 1 [E K (Li et al., 2016), {2022
TP EG RS didsk T A E 338813 FH o FHHE, HA AR EL L 71%, FECRE A R
5745 % (Zhang et al., 2023). TEAXZ SZIF BRI IIHLIX b, 25 R A8 R 22 1L TR 338 R 11 b o R i
TSR W 9 36 B R P B PR A8 2, A ) O b 5 R A W — 2 i ) 1 2 DX e XU, %o 22
J R A A W 77 22 A A R T 7 B BN (He er al., 2022) . T3 3 1 9 S A R AT T 1 AN A8 m T 5k 55 X
B, 34 2 PR T 5 R IX A R TR R (Fell er al., 2008). 1B NZGFARN KR IERIEG, =rE A
T 9 BT AR 52 (N G B R R R R PR A 33E— D I DRI, 41 5 A 288 P 8 5 o 4% S mes DAk 2D 45 K
CRSCON MR E S o, WS &M (Landslide Susceptibility Mapping, LSM)  #% U\ A 2& 1H 5
TERTE VI UG X 9/ A i A 72 45k DL R AT A i ) PR ) B 9 28 55 48 2806 T B (Cascini, 2008) o

AR, BP0 R E AT S R FEHE 2, S8 MR 2 [ R R IF TIRANIRY, X
T E TN S B a4t T BB . DA R R IR Mt e SRR TR, B
BRER E SR TS R N R, RS AR 2 R XK, 55— R LA = f A B AR T, AT
BRI B 5 RAE A . FE RN REER I, 2 AT SeAN [RS8 XIS J8 1 K& 7T, 4
un, Lan ZFRIHMEERF (CF) BUBIRIGCE 3 X 758, @ T SHmERZ MIERERR, &X
TN 3 5 R RS (Lan et al., 2004);  Ye S5 R FHRDRIE S A VP4l 1 Ak R E 28 2= 5 BT 3
5y RS ARHE(Ye et al., 2024); Zheng %5456 CF 5 BENIARMBIR G 2 1718 3 5 R MEREAT 7 00 4R 3009L
etal., 2020). FIRHFFIIAE RN R R AR B, IR R HBCR, E3Z0R
TAEFEAM G . DR SR AT S 5055 )7 T Z 48— AR HEAL IR RE 3 30X ) (R T 43 ) R PR X R
g8 M CLEAT A 1m) LU AN 254 8 B (Cascini, 2008); AN FEATE A7 15 1 22 S5 8t — 25 T B e Rz
R, BT B XISV R E A A, A AR BB R  se bR A . SRR
W WAER R R R N IR TS5 R EVER T 5. B, Wang S532H 7 —Fhl e Bk
B 5 RS (WCLSM) , X AT 18RI 3 5 RAYEVH (Wang et al., 2014) . JREZE 5T
EFEMRIE VPR T = BTG KR B Ak, AH 4 DX A SR e afE MR A [ B EE 1 5 R
PSR B R, S ECHAE RIS R RPAE S5 3 1) DX 3T TR e A 280G P 1 A2 BR A5 Pk, 1158 7 A L 4518 1
Rl 5 592 H P (Glinther er al., 2014).
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ZALRE 7. MR SCER, TEH G RAERALEE W VU BoE MR, B R EERL, Gt RIS
2B (Broeckx et al., 2018; Medina et al., 2021). Jert, Ja A sURR 32 ZAKA T 08 AT VR (4, BAE
5 (1) T WM (Cemiloglu et al., 2023); HfE PER R L T 3NLH], T EKES T TS % (Reichenbach et al.,
2018), B IEH T RE/NREEXE, ML RTE IR 7 HET (Aleotti ef al., 1999). Sril B RUFINLAS 2 )
B 2 A ok f i F I 75 1(Zhao et al., 2023), AR T 48 11158 (Huang ef al., 2020), FEHLARAR(RF)(Chen
et al.,2018). HthEHR T (XGBoost) (Zhang et al., 2023 )55 4% 27 SI A6 7Y 5 AR A b B Vi 3 S s Y g
L AR Iy 3 LR B R KDL B R A3 S B2, HE T ORI g 3 2y R v, AT 3
RV B T B AR (R DR IREE A, AR HAE A2 A R A I (Xing er al., 2021). IR, RN DIERH
THEMRRE T, Blln SHAP (Shapley INVZEM#ERE) A1 PDP GRE/MKHIED %5, IXUE75 ik REH5HE = ok
HIAP RN, SRAMILAR 22 IR AR R B /1A AR 1 1 A(Liu et al., 2024; Youssef et al., 2023). FHH
SHAP (SHapley Additive Explanations) 7772 K HBEM 24k & 2 A X 1 3 A A= I ok B, R 3R AL EDW
PIRTRRAG AR RS, ARSI & R VEVEAS (LSMD 733 1T 12 S (Al-Najjar et al., 2023; Sun et al.,
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Tab.1 Detailed classification of comprehensive physical geographical regions
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Fig.5 Thematic maps of selected conditioning factors for LSM:(a) elevation (ELE) ; (b) annual average rainfall
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kernel density (MPKD); (h) normalized difference vegetation index (NDVI); (i) POI kernel density (PKD); (j)
distance from rivers (DFW); (k) slope; (1) surface cutting depth (SCD)
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AR R A PR B 7 B, TR B e 20 81 s RO R FH T A AR S AR I 1 S, RO IR (5 S 4
TRER R S B RGO A, ik, LightGBM #FkN “3 84”7 GBDT 5ik. thiERN
XPIAGENS, LightGBM RIAE7E i 4ERFE AL A BOE 4R R 0 Tt BE S I ks BE RIS N A7 #E . b4k
GOSS 1 EFB /2 B Z (G181, 5T B RMIRAE (GOSS) SVETE KA ARt & 5 /NG B FE AUk



DTG, FEAR T TR R A TR I OR AR T BRI TR SRHIEIRSE (EFB) S H
ORFAE R T AR AE — R DLRRRAF AL AR, YIZRl W] R4 TF,  LightGBM HAARIRE WA 7 s .

£ LightGBM w1, JEASE 3] 882 3 T LU R AR ) R 5 (Sun er al., 2023):

Hy(x)=Y. H/(x).H, 9 (1

Hep H 22551, §2—H2o0%, T ARRIE RERN A,

BT R BRI . B, KO, AR NS5 2 A TR EVER, BB ok R

R P R AR BN S MR HAR ] . ASCEM] LightGBM IR oy R AR, S 1E

RENE A X2 SRR A 7 S R R 2 T AR 2 MU G R o BEAD, LightGBM fE M 4ERFE 241 F A
BORIZAEE ST, G T Z i RE S 7T XK
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Fig.7 LightGBM principle flowchart
2.2.3 SHAP ] fif e 5015
2017 4 Lundberg 1 Lee JF & i SHAP (SHapley Additive exPlanations) [ python £, L HAl#) 72
P fdRepL a7 2] FRARIE R (1 R SN« SHAP J& T4 A I BOR, RN Ema A 570 i — > SHAP
{E (Baptista et al., 2022), VRN HANFBOR AR TTRAERE . H AR P P

Y, = shap, + shap(X,;) + shap(X,;) + ...+ shap( X ) (2)

Y BUME | BTN, shap, = E(P) ZFTAMERISETN,  shap(X ) ZARWNE i )

55 J AVRHER) SHAP fH, 1208 S W T AZRHEXS B &5 R KL bR 5Tk . SHAP J5i2 B3R R Fe TR 4
W%k LightGBM Z5 Y J5 11 SN SEBI K SHAP {H, @i R A48 HAEANRRIE 1) 3 485 {E(Wang et al.,
2024). V5 SHAP fHZ/REEANRHEA BTN 1) SRS 4550 SHAP (HR/NFHMEM HEEN:, Mt
TR mAE R . FE T FI4axt SHAP (EORFERETHET, T LARGUR 78 0 3R A 1) B # R 7 K
SUMARESE o A EHE ] SHAP T7iE N2 R 0 B35 o R AR I IR BB . A0 T SHAP J7i4,



ML S35 ROUL 73 DX A R0 3 42 B S L SRR P AT 23 A, IRk — 22 0 W oG B [ 1) SHAP
H—AABAEA A E IR X A B 23 (B) 3 AR AIE - 455 4 BE i Ve S AR VE 7 AR IE . R G/ RN HL
1l ) 22 RURE 25 ) S o 1k
2.2.4 BEJTVE
(1) IRIFFERE

N T AR HAER RN SE R, 7 S B E B VE O TR AR A S0 I 5 AR R RS P . T
XA 2RI R, R R IE R TR R TR 15 . A S LA 0.5 J9IRAE, FAE KT 0.5 M4
KA, TNME N T 0.5 WAL AR AN . TR RE R A B AR R 7 SRR B2 (0 — Mo X007 1%, B DA RS
TR I SRR R G L . FETIRVERERE, IRATE MRS (ACC) | FE (PRE) . #
[B[ (SST) X HHEATHS IR -
(2) ROC Hhi# % AUC 15

ZARE TAERFE (Receiver Operating Characteristic) [ 22 J TR B H PRS- B, #l FH ke ffy BB 7Y
(A ek . REARFRF /R FLPH %2R TPR (True Positive Rate) 27~ IE A T VT 3 o B AT OME SR, ARbREE R
FPR (False Positive Rate) , F/RFFiRUMARR F R AOMER, BEEUT A b A 1m0 R RS FE B E . AUC
{E 4 ROC #h£E A7 a5 (1 X IR AR, K/ F[0,112 18, AUC {EBEET T 1, B FRS B bl ey
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Fig.8 Landslide susceptibility map of Yunnan Province
FT LightGBM BEAIX 22 A H AR X BEAT 0 X BRI SR, B 243 BITBIE 72 X R 3 2 R, AT
R A o AR R ELK LR AR 5 RS2 (<0.2) R 5 RMEZE47(0.2-0.4) « 1 5 B S5 2.(0.4-0.6)
5 2 RKAESE (0.6-0.8) « Wi &y RKIESFEHR HAEDR (>0.8) , FH1FH 2w A BRI 5 K X R,



T R S AR 8. WEIK BE, mMEEM s IR 2 Pir &, RAUIR; %, #it
% it XAR I W > ks R, BT B2 S A A T S 3oy SR ik, BAR it ie i 4.1,

3.1.2 WIS RAEE R 7 GE vt o3 A

B3 Ja W o KA SRS SRR T XA 5 e MRS 2 XA T B S % 2, 7931

H Oy RGN R DR (LD B, W3R 3. it — 50 5 35 S5 40 X I TH A
b E SR S L, DHERUERIEEAEI (B9
R 3 GRS R Gt EER

Tab.3 Statistics chart for vulnerability level classification

Wt RN AR TR TR TR
BookiE TR WRX  SREESR BokE TR
X 4 (km2) (AN/km?) (km2) (Mkm?)
Hfik 5229474 4706.5266 4 0.00085 A 2294370 2064.933 0 0
ik 8737565  7863.8085 32 0.00407 i 3187027  2868.3243 1 0.00035
1Al 5582892 5024.6028 49 0.00975 | MA4 2214518 1993.0662 1 0.00050
1 3602760 3242.484 109 0.03362 = 1553576 1398.2184 27 0.01931
Mot 643596 579.2364 65 0.11222 e 1337230 1203.507 148 0.12297
Hfik 1220544 1098.4896 1 0.00091 A 2406734  2166.0606 2 0.00092
ik 5986093  5387.4837 15 0.00278 ik 5122057  4609.8513 16 0.00347
A2 f 4695443 4225.8987 69 0.01633 | TIBI i 4110809  3699.7281 86 0.02324
i 1484636 1336.1724 117 0.08756 = 2288362  2059.5258 309 0.15003
W 137286 123.5574 74 0.59891 e 304474 274.0266 149 0.54374
Hafik 1148537 1033.6833 0 0.00000 AR 5721910 5149.719 6 0.00117
fi 1890177 1701.1593 4 0.00235 fik 15116328 13604.6952 87 0.00639
Bl f 1595826 1436.2434 34 0.02367 | mB2 10507464 9456.7176 356 0.03765
= 819179 737.2611 65 0.08816 = 6142023 5527.8207 654 0.11831
e 125710 113.139 34 0.30052 e 1175410 1057.869 440 0.41593
A 12551997 11296.7973 28 0.00248 AR 8179388 7361.4492 6 0.00082
fiK 16899323 15209.3907 179 0.01177 i 8693749 7824.3741 40 0.00511
Al 9826805  8844.1245 281 0.03177 | B3 6056245 5450.6205 110 0.02018
= 5921016 53289144 510 0.09570 = 4373444 3936.0996 258 0.06555
B 1653707 1488.3363 391 0.26271 e 1222753 1100.4777 217 0.19719
A 7518841 6766.9569 14 0.00207 AR 3649782 3284.8038 1 0.00030
1% 12106878 10896.1902 115 0.01055 i 7423058 6680.7522 34 0.00509
A2 7778621 7000.7589 241 0.03442 | B4 5299824 4769.8416 137 0.02872
= 4937010 4443.309 408 0.09182 =i 2990928 2691.8352 352 0.13077
e 850107 765.0963 129 0.16861 e 585323 526.7907 192 0.36447
FRAE 2123071 1910.7639 0 0 AR 939322 845.3898 0 0
1is 1409064 1268.1576 20 0.01577 ik 8161881 7345.6929 7 0.00095
A3+ 1301963 1171.7667 50 0.04267 | MBS 6383682 57453138 36 0.00627
= 1118135 1006.3215 129 0.12819 = 2531377 22782393 59 0.02590
e 297092 267.3828 90 0.33660 Wi 127561 114.8049 13 0.11324
Bl Ak 4282791 3854.5119 5 0.00130 | IIB6  #AIk 3073285 2796.68 5 0.00179




fi& 10258635 9232.7715 74 0.00801 fi& 5821824 5297.85 29 0.00547

th 7487487 67387383 155 0.02300 th 6765881 6156.93 60 0.00975

=1 4815578 4334.0202 299 0.06899 & 6090823 5542.63 161 0.02905

W 1314202 1182.7818 315 0.26632 Wi 2931714 2667.85 276 0.10345

Hf& 1391626 1252.4634 2 0.00160 S 2866491 2579.8419 1 0.00039

fi& 6391414 5752.2726 23 0.00400 fi& 6773600 6096.24 13 0.00213

B2 6558475 5902.6275 104 0.01762 | MB7  th 4362782 3926.5038 122 0.03107

[ 2551419  2296.2771 112 0.04877 [ 2376384  2138.7456 258 0.12063

G 108453 97.6077 23 0.23564 W 820705 738.6345 232 0.31409

Bf& 3601330 32772 8 0.00244 Ak 2641781 2377.6029 0 0

fi& 4764969 4336.11 66 0.01522 fi& 2859033  2573.1297 26 0.01010

mAl 4977551 4529.56 148 0.03267 | IVAI o 1740437 1566.3933 96 0.06129

[ 3999336 3639.39 341 0.09370 [ 1340365 1206.3285 237 0.19646

G 2030360 1847.62 411 0.22245 W 465772 419.1948 275 0.65602

AR 540642 486.5778 0 0 AR 682789 614.5101 3 0.00488

fi& 1903943 1713.5487 5 0.00292 fi& 2499688  2249.7192 43 0.01911

mA2 525397 472.8573 8 0.01692 | IVA2  # 1971436 1774.2924 105 0.05918

[ 1049949 944.9541 29 0.03069 = 947182 852.4638 93 0.10910

B 259826 233.8434 29 0.12401 s 44161 39.7449 14 0.35225

AR 5797230 5275.46 3 0.00057 AR 9695429 8725.8861 0 0

fi& 3610708 3285.74 2 0.00061 fi& 2109396 1898.4564 1 0.00053

mA3 2932145 2668.24 15 0.00562 | VAl o 1550079 1395.0711 4 0.00287

[ 2686274 2444.5 75 0.03068 =i 1712723 1541.4507 56 0.03633

e 2168824 1973.62 184 0.09323 e 687338 618.6042 47 0.07598
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Fig.9 Proportion of landslide count and area by grade: (a) landslide count distribution map; (b) area

distribution map
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HORE NG R WIASHIT FUIE I 2 K MRS SR B — 8 BT S S e . AR 9 Wl g, &7 X, i
Gy e DT ARAE FL i AR 14 3 LRSI AE 20% 7 A, T SRR BT 3 A b 1) o U A T 70%—80% 2 [1], 7T
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3.2 ALK EERL 3
3.2.1 IRVEREFE A L FR AR 0 T

ARICAFEFREHFE. Accuracy. Precision. Recall fll F1_score fEIGAAIARE L (£ 4. 5) o ¥
TRIEFEPEPEREFRPR G IR, W LUR I AR ORIELE 0.7 BL L, RZHNT 0.75-0.85 0], FLHIASL

T 5 KA PP 45 R BA B A TS P2 5 T Sk
4 HETVEVEAR R IEHE R
Tab.4 Accuracy assessment confusion matrix
TRV RS Tt
True False
SEFR True True Positive(TP) False Negative(FN)
False False Positive(FP) True Negative(TN)

R 5 b gtR

Tab.5 Statistical summary of assessment indicators for each natural zone

EI4R[X  Accuracy  Precision  Recall Fl-score FI4R[X  Accuracy  Precision  Recall Fl-score
1A1 0.8077 0.7969 0.8793 0.8361 1I1A4 0.9577 0.9524 0.9756 0.9639
1A2 0.7658 0.8298 0.6842 0.7500 1IB1 0.7611 0.7179 0.8000 0.7568
IB1 0.8393 0.7812 0.9259 0.8475 11IB2 0.7443 0.7500 0.7204 0.7349
IIA1 0.7824 0.7897 0.7698 0.7796 11IB3 0.7431 0.7353 0.7752 0.7547
1IA2 0.7686 0.8111 0.7449 0.7766 111B4 0.7631 0.7467 0.7887 0.7671
1IA3 0.7826 0.7931 0.8571 0.8182 11IB5 0.7234 0.7037 0.7917 0.7451
1IB1 0.7765 0.7459 0.8263 0.7841 11IB6 0.8122 0.7917 0.7917 0.7917
1IB2 0.7642 0.7547 0.7692 0.7619 1IB7 0.7649 0.7344 0.7899 0.7611

IIIA1 0.7385 0.7079 0.7688 0.7371 IVAL 0.7992 0.7761 0.8320 0.8031
1IIA2 0.9655 0.9375 1.0000 0.9677 IVA2 0.7596 0.8605 0.7607 0.7475
1IIA3 0.8393 0.8868 0.7966 0.8393 VAl 0.9773 0.9583 1.0000 0.9787




3.2.2 ROC £k} AUC 1HPEA

2 LightGBM S0 3 XM BEAT RS EE PO (B 100 o SR &R, P ARG ilit4e AUC
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BEKRE, 20 XEBSAE RERTT TR R IE N SAS LR, A% 1 X IR R R 0 7 70 Wi 2 [X 35 P
PRMBERRFAE (R 0, G g R AR Al RUR R R AL )
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Fig.10 Summary of ROC curves:(a) Northern margin of the tropical belt subregions (I);(b)
SouthwesternYunnan mid-mountain plateau subregions (IIA);(c) Southeastern Yunnan karst plateau—mountain
subregions (1IB);(d) Western Yunnan Hengduan Mountains subregions (IIIA);(e) Eastern Yunnan Plateau

subregions (IIIB);(f) Northeastern Yunnan mid-mountain plateau—valley subregions (IVA).
3.3 SHAP FJnfifFe4h
3.3.1 WA PR 7 AR Y R 2R AR
AICHT LightGBM Al SHAP 5%, Xz B 22 A HARX T X0 BT I3 2 R Ve vEAR, 453
SHAP A1 B 5 K 7 B EZ AR o @ISR G0 & R NHT 5 ALy /10 A2 BT 15 AZA9HUK, LR
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Tab.6 Frequency table of factor rankings

EFRE  REFEK WS BIKR W 108K R 15 B

ELE 10 18 21
Slope 2 9 15
H T M 35 SCD 1 7 13
Aspect 0 5 11
Kp 0 3 7
NDVI 8 17 21
R 5
ST 0 3 8
AAR 6 14 19
ativ ea DFW 3 10 15
TWI 1 7 12
SPKD 5 13 18
PKD 5 12 17
NKIEE])
Land use 4 10 15
DFR 3 11 16
DFF 1 8 14
T R i LI 0 6 13
MPKD 3 10 16

mifE (ELE) « fH#EGEE (NDVD | F¥ENE (AAR) | HifE A% (SPKD) . POI %%
J& (PKD) FAEMAR TRENFT FALARRT 5« #ENET 10 ALK T 10, BENFT 15 AR VCK
T 17, B REEEEmEF (R 6) o« FIARFIERZHF X h R Z W& TSR e
P, TR R T 2 B8V R B IS M IR Bh 56 at o o, T 03 1 5 i D)1k s S L <Ak 3L
RS MNKIENFLMER, R SR A RSO AR L EIMRRRG A NS R, X 512X
SR AR IA S SR VIM G — 7, = P A AL T R s R AR R 2, MU AR OK ot 3 s 22 35,
13 mFE SO X IR BN R OB RN 1. A—J7H, AR ER. 7T
R E SR KRR, RS A . TR B SR S (R SR i ReAE, TR A 4 7
MR B Y B AE A R XA AN R R fmIE R, JCHORAE T b 8 Gty 15 7y v s e o
WA IX o BEAL, PR PONIE R S XA 0 A A K ERY R, R A TR SO R, PRIt A%
T T s AR AR AN W] 2

LA ISR (Land use) « PEVIVEREERS (DFW) | FEIEHFERS (DFR) « KA s EE (MPKD) |
WP (Slope) B IR UIEIREE (SCD) S&FFHENHT+ HAARII KT 15, BENHT AL BT - L3 s
%, BVONRXIRIE R T (R 6) , RUILAEI > B IR o i3 o K A BA R e BB s, {7
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3.3.2 Py sTmR K A 8] 7 SRR Ak

11 &R 7T SHAP {EIH—A0ah Rl fdd 5 18], R ouiomais o B B2 T (RiEE
W, MR G KOO NFEEB BRI , W= 22 M AR T X, HPF
BT, RRMEHAEIAZ (1) DEEIER AR (V) W 4 5RO L s B A2
s BB IR AR A IR X T T STk 55598, Z (B8 SHAP {EIH—LEi R, (iR &R vt
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Fig.11 SHAP normalised value honeycomb plot

AR e 5L 1 5 — 1k SHAP (A 1 AT AL R AT ORI, AR FIE = R 22 A EARIX A DTk 2 0
H—E M (A 22 ek, IR I I O 2 52 2 M S5 R 2 G RS M MR R . =% (ELED | fE
W HRE (NDVD | FHERE (AAR) Ry EBCN 2, B H STRRoR B )7 £ — & i 2 ) 22
5, ELE 7EE PG b iR M3 OR ) 20 1 DX 3 b e 0 HE e P D ik A, G LA TTTA BTG A% BT LU fik b X
AVA GEPEAGE LS E#LIX D, ELE (9)H—14 SHAP (A i =ik £ 0.43, {7414 X F 7578k 2 s NDVI
M TTHRTE F B A AR S X IR B, G T (i bty ) RO (s pa s , Hop T AL (7
MRS L Z A XD ) NDVI H—4 SHAP {H &k 0.31; FEXIPERE (AAR) EHAR. HAWMEGH
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(a) annual mean rainfall (AAR); (b) normalised difference vegetation index (NDVI)
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