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FE MR B B R R E SRR FOGEVE SR BORZS 19 RAFHE /R0 o S PR HEA Al S22 0 i 2
i, AR GE RS R FoOGiE A R 3R S R G o0 BT D R O G R RO R G, B B 554,708
995 nm 3 g AR B AR EERE T UG G T BURGH BEAY 22 S0 0] ) ( multivariable linear regression,, i 7 MLR ) 4
HIFNFEHL AR AR (random forest, faj K RF) AR | 4 & & = Al I 5 4 0 AH 96 2 50468 SHE ( absolute value of correlation
coefficient, fijFK 171 ) Fl RF (45N (out of bag, fiTFK OOB ) HE LML/ | AR BEAE £ 5 43R & ik 1) R M EA T
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ARSI S SRR BN RE SR 0B LU bR 4 AL AR B o T IR 46 75 19 MLR BEBIAN RF B8 1)
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0.843 ,RMSE 451 8.297 14.455 11,242 11.034 pg/cm® . 3T JEUA G 1 MLR R0 -2 22 55t (i UK 162 25 T
FAth 3 ABERL, RRASRE B A5 IS AR B i, 3 Ah  BETREBR B MLR B0 RE BRI 3P R nt F 4R

B Ak B — 5 A Y T .
KR SERM B ot 4R K MLR; RF
RESHES: SI127  XERIRER: A

-2 R A b R A A A v S AR AL S X TR
ROEERET) BB B BB FRROUA H5 -V T, AL (R
SR 75 22 FR BTl SO R s R G R I
SRR 2R R R R O T IR B A AR DL A SR
WA TR E o TR, [ AN R 1
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25 B AT OL, M A S A IS SR o 2K A A
KWTEFHAZ I BB DA WETEH RE KR % U B
L5 GRS R S A AR TSRS
R H W B, R £ 504 1 (multivariable linear
regression,, fRJFK MLR) Al RF, 73 51 45 5 J5Uik ot 1 S0k O Be A
R R AL T U6 % 19 MLR BERUFT RF BERY,
e BETRIBAR R MLR BRI RF BERY, 53551 HL 45 4 AR
2R 2 S AR IORE BE , B e K RF BEBY R 730 SR i A i
LR ARG, IO 8 LAl DS SR R i AR R 0 e
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1 #RERE

1.1 HREHL

AR5 T 2012 2013 AT Ji 10 DX A0 T L1 A4 HE kT )
SRR AT, WF T XX DL 1o M BRA B 0 116°50722"E,
36°14'01"N, X5 XS Pd T 2001 4F 4 bl , 3 SRR 1) 2 B
ab FH N B IR AT S m BREE DN 3 m, BERZ9 0 3 m, 2R
MR R290 0.5 m ML N GTHEE o

km
0510 20 30 40

Bl ARRRA

1.2 vF 7 BARR S 2

W RORE IS, FEAR S 2R PG R AL 4 A4S 5 ] B Seb A ) e
ARG A R (Rl AR ) A B 1 3k e TG & i
ABELE 1R AE S ASFEAS, 2012 4R 2R 4R 39 5L 299
T (R s 1 220 B WEREE 79 #%) ,2013 AE R AN 180
MR CH s - 135 #k, WE0R 45 B .

M F i oK 26 [ ASD (analytical spectral devices ) 2\ )
IY) Fieldspec FR2500 BT SR GiG48 SHE XA H 3 (ASD leaf
clip) HATIE o SGIE A S S BUNTF : S6 35 A itk Bo i Ry
350 ~2 500 nm, [A]BF A 1 nm, Fp 3% 4 3 R 7E 350 ~
1 000 nm PNIEIFE A 3 nm, ZE 1 000 ~2 500 nm PN [ 8] F§ N
10 nm, £E 350 ~1 000 nm PN HRAEEIFGE A 1.4 nm, 7E£ 1 000 ~
2 500 nm PYRYRAERIIE Y 2 nm, B3R 750 AR AR U A2 4
AN B (P kR A5 2 A, DU v 2 O i ik, B AR 55
HERM R B4 A B AP AR S Z T e i R AR
RT3 B bR E ARG TR OE
1.3 ¥Rethetg o ome

TSI, FHEAZ N 0.6 cm FTFLAS XS5 5 1Y
4 BRI R HEATAT LA B, Rk it TR kAT 4 A FLL 5
DT I £ P A7 X N, R AR T R R IR R, R o B a4 I A

0.2 g Zifio SRIGHERES LA 95% Jo/K BRI, I 16 2
WEPRIE T 0 5 24 ~48 h, HEIM F A8 s &%, 55 R 2510
SRR SR A R R (pg/em’) P A
FEHVE R AR R AR B [B] L 3% 1, 005 15 B Ay 4 2K % B
BARGEHRAE L2 2, ABFFEA T 2012 43R R SR it R
SRR S R OGRS R S SRR (n =299 ) 4 AR fiff
2013 SRR ENE (n = 180) 1k MLR A1 RF BERIAREIE
1.4 Zi%

1.4.1 fHGAEEGER  MRIEETARBIR AR AR RIS
SRR G E R T 1Y 25 AR B0, A A A 4 3R B i i
FRIEAr i PEILZ 3,

1.4.2 FMHFEREAXE & R E(correlation coefficient,
TRIFR ©) J2& R IR 2 5 Z (71 5C R 2% V)R M S i Ar
el — R/ INF 1B, I BROR, 3R 2 ZH 0 =2 TR 06 R
Y, TEABEGE T LR SR 2 R U A
TREL, TP i SR Bl HVE oy MILR A ity A B i,

1.4.3 BFHPLFAEAR  RF 2 EEB %K Breiman T 2001 4F
PR —FHL AR > 53k . RF JEF bootstrap fHiRE J7 ¥,
AR R A oA ] bl B 22 AR AR, XA~ bootstrap FF A4
i FH USSR 5 25 Sk e SRR S0 7 T, AR 77
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w1 L e S
2012 =05 - 10 FRYIE R R HE K I 44 16 Vv VvV
2012 -07 -03 HREI H R 44 15 vV vV
2012 -08 - 10 LA LS AR 44 16 Vv vV
2012 =09 -20 A IH-725 6 44 16 Vv VvV
2012 -10 - 18 SRR 725 2, 44 16 Vv vV
2012 4 i 220 79
2013 —04 -20 FEAL R FEAL B 27 9 Vv Vv
2013 —05 -25 FRSIE KA FERIE K1) 27 9 Vv Vv
2013 -07 - 18 B IE K B IE 3] 27 9 Vv Vv
2013 —08 - 30 PN LS ] 27 9 Vv vV
2013 10 -25 S5 R I e 27 9 % 4
2013 4F fa i 135 45
S 355 124

VTR R BERTIE .
®2 ERMAMNMERSERITHE

o FEAL M4 E &R (pg/em’) ;
(M) BRMl BME B R
J iy 299 112.562 51.291 76.529 12.707
I 180 103.518 35.677 74.367 18.133
EREA 479 112.562 35.677 75.717 14.996

FOR P E IS5 Y B2 2R

Bagging J& RF #g i) — 8 70 i FEAR L A2
NN, U M) Bootstrap AEAK i n, 3k — 4>
R R A REAS B O A8 AN L B SR s R I AR AN
T TG RE A SRR DRSO 73 S0 L, /32K J OR, RF
NZ AR 2 SRR N, 23 28 VA 1 25 Ry, 00 48 Rt 25
HERR o TEASBRTE R A RF Hh (S8 SNl A e B
AR S R R K A T A M R A T HE
FF o MRUCHS S HT A AR RIS BV S RSN 20 5 B RF 847 g AL
G, 28 5 52 24l R R B B8 1000 Sy et
1.4.4  ZIuMEmIH 2508 mIH 2 24 B 28 5t
PRI AR B AT AR A0 [0 0 3 A [0 A i R [ 78
PRI A% i 22 [A) B 3 4 3 R G
1.5 sitotr

AT A IR E S TR 3 2 4 B ok i R AL (R ) 3y
MR 2% (RMSE) fE R IR bRl . — i &, RMSE /v, R i
K, 2R BIREHY RS R

HEREHH

AT E A E S e A ST
WA 2 fr7s, 7E 525 ~ 581 nm B 5 693 ~ 735 nm B
JEE P, R R R R i SRR O6IE 2 W UG L
745 ~ 1 350 nm JEEE N, it iR B R S RO 2
FAEAHK . A RIFESSE L006 GELTAME BRI S R &R
A OO AT i B, WA 43 B S 554,708,995 nm, #H G
RN -0.46 0. 66.0. 61, LU 3 >0 B 1 I 5T 26 4E R
MLR 7 RF SR A A8 4,
2.2 AT R4 HE MLR A f= RF AR
T JE 4R 5t 18 BRI B 554,708,995 nm Ay J 5 %

1=

S

2

2.1

Ry s Roos um Roos o FAFE MLR FEEHUFN RF ASEHY {1 ] 2013 4F
SeiE R G A AR I UF MLR 1 RF BEEUCKS RE . 2 R
431k 0.578 0. 527 , RMSE 4351y 8. 240 8. 728 pg/em’, i
W4,
2.3 HARIGHA TR

A1 F RF (4850 (out of bag, fiiFx 00B) B 2
F T 7 o B R B 1 S SR R R ) SR
TTVIEE . 25 FE B AT Y ] 45 4 P 0 17 SR, AR 9E 5 1R 2
T4 B HET G BORT 10 SRR SR, TELER 5, @At eI A
OOB Al i} 2 F oy P d A8 B THE Y , Fe & 3,2 Fhor ik
HIAT 10 A g Foh A 9 ANHTE, 4 52k NDVI2 \MMTCI,
MTCI . VOG2 .DCNI [ ,VOG .SR1 MSR2 I MNDVI2, 4} 1 4~
AFE AR 5, O0OB TZ AL 11194 ARL, 112 DI, UiBH |-
| 5 OOB S ZE AT T EAT B HE £ 5 i 7 4 2 B B e e 43
M7 T i —BCHEAR =, O0B EE B AL T T {5 BEAR &5
2.4 AALAE 49 MLR A w3 A

HRIEAHSCHE AT s R, BRI 10 AN 1 48 50, R Uk 3
FE B A8 B B A AR Sy B AR 2, 43 31) 2 37 S 3 A U
BB, M 6 0] LA H B 25 A8 0 OB B 8 i, RO
K, RMSE RN/, 24 10 A FE B 48 B0 /F > MLR [A] ) 55 72
f 19 A8 AT R K B KA, RMSE [7)  y f5e /ML, 56 B
U RS AR g A RS R AE (R R T 10 AR B 48 B 1 00 F S e
BRI,
2.5 MR RMAEA

FRAE OOB BB AL T IRUAT 10 AME B 48 £, #k v 3 m
FEBEAR B A KL, A3 S S R AR AR, iR
7 iR, S5 AR BOBCR N 1 AN E] 5 ASE R B A
WS IEIE KA, RUSE B8/ o A HE O8G0 5 A4
i, R KB K fH, M 0. 609, RMSE fiz/)N, 5 7. 930 pg/cm’,
MR O R 6 ~ 10 4NHF, R L 0.597 E 5 0. 606,
RMSE J\ 8.067 pg/cm’ F%]7.966 pg/em’ (HE R ¥/NTF
5 MHIBFEE) R RMSE ¥ KT 5 MBS E) RMSE .

PRI AT DL, ZE SR BEHT 10 M AE R B s 0L T, S BT 5
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*3 MEREXEEEH
(R LE YA S5 3CHk
T —A4k 4 Z 5 54 ( normalized pigment chlorophyll index, fij FX NPCI) (Rgso = Ruzp )/ (Rggg + Razg) [14]
a7 2R A {5, F5 % (simple ratio pigment index , faj #X SRPI) Ry30/Rego [15]
P Y M gt 2 W i i B R 48 % ( modified chlorophyll absorption [ (Rypo —Rg0) —0.2(Ry0 — Rssp) ] (Rygo/Rer0) [16]
reflectance index, f&j ik MCARI)
O I - R R SUSUR FR 5 2 (TR MCARI2) 1.2[2.5(Rgp0 = Rgzp) — 1. 3(Rggp — Rsgo) [17]
PSP -2 3R HE (B 9 %K ( transformed  chlorophyll absorption ratio 30 (Rago = Rezo) =0.2(Rapg = Rsso) (Ryop/Rezo ) ] [18]
index , f&j ik TCARI)
MERIS b, ] ' 4% % 45 % ( MERIS terrestrial chlorophyll index, f&] FK (Rys4 = Ryge )/ (Ryp9 — Regy ) [19]
MTCI)
B Y TR B B HE 8 2 (modiified simple ratio 2, f&j# MSR2) (Ryso = Rass )/ (Ryps = Russ) 20 ]
Pk B )T — fk 25 0 A 9% 45 %X 2 ( modified normalized difference (Rys9 = Rygs )/ (Rysp + Rygs —2Ryss) 20]
vegetation index 2, &/ MNDVI2)
I — 1k 4l Bk 45 2% 2 ( normalized difference vegetation index 2, fij FR (Rys9 = Ry5 )/ (Rys9 + Rygs ) [21]
NDVI2)
T 2 S #4858 (anthocyanin reflectance index, faj i ARI) (1/Rss50) = (1/Ry0) [22]
S — fk A 9% 78 % ( renormalized difference vegetation index, ] FK Reoo = Rero” +/Raoo + Reno [23]
RDVI)
a GOkl ( Cegetation | i
R+ 38 15 4% 45 £ (improved soil adjusted vegetation index, f&j FR 0.5[2Rgp + 1~ /(2R +1)* —8( Ry — Rery) | [24]
MSAVI)
LI AR EL (red — edge position, i FK REP) 700 +40 [ (Rezo + Rago) /2] = Rypg [25]
Ri40 = Rigo
FiE 22 h I M E 5 ( spectral polygon vegetation index , faj ik SPVI) 0.4[3.7(Rgpp —Rgz0) —1.21Rs39 — Rgzo | ] [26]
TR B LU AE 4 46 45 1 (simple ratio, AR SR1) R350/ Rago [27]
Vogelmann $§%% ( Vogelmann indices, fij# VOG) Ry40/ Ry [28]
Vogelmann $5 %% 2 (& FK VOG2) (Ryzg =Royr )/ (Ryis + Ryg) [29]
Pk f i 2 R AR 4 45 8% ( modified  chlorophyll absorptions k52 [30]
integral , {5 F MCAI) A- f f
Rs52
S A ( derivative index , fa]FR DI) D330/ D706 [31]
123 25 W Wi HE (B 45 %% ( chlorophyll absorption atio index, fij X CARI) la x Rgzo + Rezo + b1 Ry R0 — Rsso 32]
CARI = ,a = ;b =Rs5y xa
@ +1 X Rey 150 '
KU 568 2 R 8 8 ( double peak canopy nitrogen index, f&j# DCNI) (R720 = Ry00)/ (Ry00 = R70) / (Ryz9 = Rgzo +0.03) [33]
XU )Z A AR5 1 (fAjF% DCNIT ) [ (Ryso = Rgzo +0.09) (Rys0 = Ryg0) 1/ (Rago = Rez) [34]
Bk ) MERIS b 10 M 4% & 45 0 ( modified MERIS terrestrial [ (Rysp — Rggo +0.03) (Rysy —R719) 1/ (R719 — Rego) [34]
chlorophyll index , faj ik MMTCI)
A8 ( combined index 1) [ (Rsoo = Rass )/ (Rgoo = Rgo) 1/ (Rygoo/Rezo) [34
HAHEEV (combined index V) [ (Rssp = Ryso) /(Rsso + Ryso) J/[ (Rgoo = Reo )/ (Rggo + Rezo) ] [34]

TR FoR AR, FARRER BB (nm) o

bt NS PR E R TR ACOT T ELBEI ) R® 2458 T B

080, essAmm soe i SOROHCRE Y 1~ 10 /-0 MLR BRI R, [ RVSE £ 1 ~
06r /-/ 0.01 BEAE 10 MBS S MLR BB (9 RMSE, B8 5 M HIBESE 50 RF
o O //‘\ 0.05 BHAE FERORS FE R F 10 MBS S MLR B8,
e 024 i rﬂi ! \\ 2.6 rtgZeEfhns e
Iy 7 A AL e VR MLR il RF SOBANE43¢ fr it R 24 P 3. o
-0.2F d i DI 3T A6 6 MLR A5 RF ORI (0 50 3E 7~ 435
:2-21 | |, :\‘ 095 om MK FH ;Z f; ;;995\01\'41; 1, :MtSEwﬁl'i}IJ % 8.529? . l 4.{455 'ig‘/cmj ,/glﬁﬁ
: i i BHH B LA T RF B LA B B 3830~ 43 51 N
-0.8- P (nm) 0. 854.0. 843, RMSE 43 %]y 11.242 11. 034 pg/cm’, i B
H2 ERSTTR RS RioEXE B 0 3 19 MLR RS TE0 68 S0KS 5 25 T L a3 4 BB 38 F
x4 ETEBIILH MLR Z250 RF #ERIEE
TR AF ] )= 7 RMSE (pg/cm?) R?
MLR Rsss Rgs. Roos CHL =20. 176 +138. 149 X Rs, —572. 728 X Rypg +241. 580 X Rogs 8.240 0.578
RF Rssy \Rapg Roos 8.728 0.527
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£S5 Irlf0 OOB HHEHEMSHRESEXRKEINF

T ST RTIE 8 (S S v
NDVI2 0.733 " 1 NDVI2 6 494.599 1
MMTCI 0.732* 2 MMTCI 5 612.955 2
VOG2 0.727"* 3 MTCI 5191.305 3
VOG 0.718* 4 VOG2 2 805.643 4
MTCI 0.712* 5 ARI 2 773.980 5
DCNI [ 0.710* 6 DCNI | 2 277.633 6
MNDVI2 0.699 * 7 VoG 2 058.152 7
DI 0.694 * 8 SR 1 1611.043 8
MSR2 0.693* 9 MSR2 1 587.592 9
SR1 0.680 " 10 MNDVI2 1 562.748 10

T " FRAE 0,01 7K A

RBE B MLR B RF 576046 0 ELAT B 0 1 B o 1, 2
ABECIRURS HE AL , 22 W) 0] AR P8 T RLBR B0 RE SR pR
TR T SR P I 2 I A

HIE 3 —a WL, 3 T J50 AR 6 1 g MLR A7 14 £ 0]
SRR AF . B 3 - b WA, ST RGO i) RF
AR 22 , Y S EAE 60 pg/em” BRI, BRI f i
VUEL EE B A T 5 2 SEE R T 75 g/ em® I, 843044 00
HIRAE IS . I 3 - ATLIA SR i 4 5
S TGS, I 3 - d AT LA 0 AR
B SEAE 60 we/em’ AR B (FFAEIM 42 2 5 i) RF 4
0 0 1 B850 , T LA (A A It iz U A 48 i g
A MSTIE R T 80 pg/em® I, FRAMAE IR Y BUAR A DU o

3 itig

AW FE 53 590 P D06 O 1% R B HiE B4l 5 MLRASE 2 71

F6 FEEHEHNHENEN MLR EREE LK

R R B RMSE
MLR [5] )5 )7 72 R?
M) I (pg/cm?)

1 CHL = —124. 738 +323. 653 x NDVI2 8. 627 0.538

2 CHL = —56. 684 +167. 573 x NDVI2 +19. 997 x MMTCI 8. 507 0.550

3 CHL = -59. 637 +173. 966 x NDVI2 +22. 821 x MMTCI +38. 888 x VOG2 8.505 0.550

4 CHL =266. 362 +293. 148 x NDVI2 +37. 238 x MMTCI —900. 215 x VOG2 -322. 695 x VOG 8.226 0.580

5 CHL =242. 331 + 343. 985 x NDVI2 + 75. 006 x MMTCI - 937. 115 x VOG2 - 319. 778 x VOG - 8.072 0.595
21.194 x MTCI

6 CHL =303. 89 + 466. 533 x NDVI2 + 82. 521 x MMTCI — 1 028. 980 x VOG2 - 419. 570 x VOG - 8. 047 0.598
9.969 x MTCI —4. 775 x DCNI1

7 CHL =297. 886 + 471. 769 x NDVI2 + 85. 827 x MMTCI — 1 037. 060 x VOG2 - 432. 020 x VOG - 8. 045 0. 598
10. 734 x MTCI - 5. 516 x DCNI1 +33. 860 x MNDVI2

8 CHL =223.994 + 349. 047 x NDVI2 +96. 334 x MMTCI — 1 045. 110 x VOG2 - 334. 304 x VOG - 8.041 0.598
1.389 x MTCI - 8. 389 x DCNI1 +55. 556 x MNDVI2 —50. 834 x DI

9 CHL =229.919 +361. 790 x NDV2 +75. 616 x MMTCI — 1 106. 870 x VOG2 - 351. 628 x VOG - 8. 030 0.599
2.829 x MTCI —4.235 x DCNI | +85. 657 x MNDVI2 —26. 689 x DI 5. 346 x MSR2

10 CHL =64. 056 + 844. 557 x NDVI2 + 66. 343 x MMTCI — 1 044. 250 x VOG2 - 207. 144 x VOG - 8.004 0. 602

4.484 x MTCI -3. 461 x DCNII -235.757 x MNDVI2 -76.938 x DI +3. 417 x MSR2 —19. 139 x SR 1

®7 AEAHEBIEHEEN RF BEBELE
FE R B RMSE

) (pg/em®) K
1 10. 305 0.380
2 9.199 0.483
3 8.752 0.527
4 8.765 0.525
5 7.930 0.609
6 8.067 0.597
7 8.046 0.599
8 8.031 0. 600
9 8.008 0.602
10 7.966 0.606

RE SR AT 20 R 5 i IR . 25 SRR, 3k T st iR i
{1 MLR S0 4 -2 385 S A 0HE B2 o T LAt 3 LR, T LA
SR 20 3R R AT R AL

KT RE BRI R T, 2 T I A i i) RE B AL T AE
BARR RE HE7 (19 27 ~) BE J) AR5, (H R I TR 988 B0

RF RERY A IS BE AU, 25T IR AR 635 ) RE R Ak RS B2
Bz, BRI RERIE TR CIE i RF SR T IR0
B U 3 AU B B AR BRI R gl 40, R
AREL TR P T8 R 1A 800 4 L % T /N RO O 3 R
SETHEIBAR By RE U804l P AR A T 2 T SR R B vy
RF B 53 5 1 2 S5 0 45381 — 30, A0 T 30 B g
A RF BORIHEATAG I, SR I 2 00 BS80S RE A4S & 7 i
P ARG L o

ABEFER T 17| F1 OOB H S i 6 F¥) HiT 10 S4B B4 5L
LA 9 AL IR %0, R W] 00B B ENEAL 5 1r1 757k
HEFPATAEAR (1 — Bk, [ OOB B BG4 A8 1 19
HEFFIE AT, 3X 5 Verikas ZERIWFFELE R A — 2L, Verikas 45
BT, 00B TEMHIFIFAEE 2 fE .

AHFTEIEA —LEA L, BN, i TR, 2013 AR AR
B 2012 AR SE e —2L, T H 2012 4E55 1 YCR AR 1Y
IR AT A ], 2013 4F55 1 YR 82 2000 1 I R T 1R
B9, WOT AR MR S R A AR, S 2 2013 ARTFAERI M 2R Y
AR T 201248 R IS R i Y ARV
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TLIRARO R} 2
1207
3= 0.824 1x+7.281 2
100f  #=0.899
_ RMSE=8.297 pg/cm®
€ 8ot n=180
o *
) b, .
= 60f ’
o
=
40t
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