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F 4 ehig 4 (the capacity of a system to absorb disturbance and reorganize
while undergoing change so as to still retain essentially the same function,
structure, identity, and feedbacks) (Walker, Holling, Carpenter, & Kinzig,
2004) -




%:%%md¢P’_%&?ﬁﬁiw%ﬁMZFmﬁﬁiéoﬁma
I & R § gt B P& R € (Intergovermental Panel on Climate
Change, IPCC) #ir it @ & 5 @ TALE ~ 2 Bl AL -4 J5z Hies

MAGHEFE FAAW IR F S GRS GF S t%‘bmﬁ e
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® R /M i i 4 (capacity to prepar): Ak B F A Fdw o B A &k
Fowe B F A7FE (anticipation) > & w0 A S B (preparatlon) J
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