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- "I‘he name of fhe a|: ﬂon Is Aut ted Knowledge-centered Assess-
ment of Tourism Adequacy During the applicat.lon deﬁmion, questions
of aut ted infor extraction arose. | try to answer these questi-
ons clearly from both points of view: from the side of future user and from
the side of the developer. e
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The v&-lidation of the appllcauA is still in process. It alms
~ compare the reliability of the automated method to th&‘to
ness of the original method —the hand-made dlgltallzahgn,
and the personally counted V values. The validation proc
besides its quality controlling nature, also can emphasize thc
efficiency increasing effect of the appllcaﬂon.
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Category | Interval ' 3 During the verification we use DOPs'(digital orthophotos) to gain the same
. B (01Ol #1] = DNl ”» data with the same actuality level. We chose two times three random tllesﬁf
. 2 il U ] = U +l2] R the output of the application. Than \ie produced from each three 1 sqkm tﬂes L
i = : rates. Than we manually assessed the same tiles on a DOP and produced: f}‘
[ i m— " the same rates of the gained V valuies. The comparison takes place in these Uy
} ‘3 days, where we use statistic probes (two sample F and t-probes) to characv
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| ksot”fofmerly was written, we'put em-
ralk ’phasis on to use Vector-based data
. vpfdatg‘ our rasté‘ ~based application.

: 4 y _Atthe same timejl have to outline that
' 0l 17 ¢ 2 4 “we used trpsj% not duos of tiles
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” s -l ~ . detorsions ofithe model as we com-
Multidisciplinar decision-making is needed nowadays. Rural development is an i | | pute fhe value of scew  this way we
> > ; ~ B 3 A ik I~ can showthe goodness of the resam-

4 (Achilles-) heel point of national development. Economic diversification in rural areas " pling a|gcmrnm

must be stimulated. These facts are well-known. The only question is what will be the pro- = *a .

duction of diversificated rural development? How will be dead-burden eliminated, how 81
can economic nivellation work with better outputs?

An actual change in the future gives the apropos to steer our attention towards land- Mg
/ scape variability. In 2013-14 CAP (Common Agricultural Policy) turns into CARPE } = T T e o ¢

(Common Agricultural and Rural Policy). The forth pillar of the pelicy pay attention to the r 3 . ' <

multidiscipline field of rural development. Also agricultural support changes, and more

rural development programmes will start. This trend will cause changes in landuse and

landscape as well. It depends on us, how we utilize the chance for developing of our land-__.

scapes. | hope our AKATA application in KEO system will serve the better monitoring of

landscape variability.




