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Inversion of Leaf Area Index of Silage Corn Based on
PROSAIL Model

WANG Yanlong WANG Jun CUI Ting
( College of Information Science and Technology, Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract; Accurately and efficiently estimating corn LAI data within a region is of crucial importance for
field management decisions, predicting land yield, and implementing precision agriculture. In response
to the problems of scale effect, low accuracy, and poor universality in multi-scale and large-scale remote
sensing inversion, taking the silage corn experimental field in Minle County, Zhangye City as the research
area, silage corn was selected as the research object, based on Landsat — 8 hyperspectral and Modis
multispectral remote sensing images, combined with ground measured data. Through local and global
sensitivity analysis of the input parameters of the PROSAIL model,the lookup table of canopy reflectance —
LAT of silage corn in multiple growth periods and the inversion strategy of the minimum optimization cost
function were constructed, and the optimal LAI inversion model for the study area was determined. The
accuracy verification and linear fitting of the inversion results were completed by using the measured
values in different growth periods of silage corn. The results showed that the inversion results of LAI were
generally good, with high fitting accuracy and strong correlation with the measured values. The optimal
determination coefficients R’ for the jointing stage, tasseling stage, and maturity stage were 0. 85, 0. 91,
and 0. 90, respectively. The root mean square error (RMSE) were 0. 35, 0. 58, and 0. 51, respectively.
Therefore, the inversion strategy based on multi-source hyperspectral remote sensing data combined with
the PROSAIL model can provide scientific basis and methods for crop parameter inversion.

Key words: silage corn; LAI; PROSAIL model; inversion strategy; hyperspectral data

ks H . 2023 -11-13 &R H#Y: 2023 -12—-12

EEWE : il R FFAEDI R ST R4 B (GAU - QDFC —2022 —18) i & & T 7%l 32 #3-%1 55 5 (2022CYZC —41) Fil
b 5| 5 iy B R R L 0 (247YQA023)

TEER A [EE R (1998—) 55 Wi+ A: , 235 5@ 138 B BT 5T, E-mail ; longwyan@ 126. com

BlSEE: T8(1982—) B Bl , 1, BN K RS FEEA P A FFST, E-mail : julianwong82@ 163. com



206 o ML M % iR

2024 4

0 3]

FEARERERBEENREAEY Z —, B2
wREZMMHEEYZ —. FEEREN A
AL R U, A R T Ol K R b iy A
WA DR A AP B (R SR S
PEsR REK 5 TE RS R FRE  FH
Ol AR, K 1% 3 2 0 B B A9 AE Ao i i AL AR
(Leaf area index, LAT) & 5 +- 3 1 £ L A 4 nf
Froam B £ T B A R B SR PO E 4
WORZ R R ) Y = R (o2 B T B R
) R AR OL I SRR I ERR
D) A1 5%, J AR AR A R O BB AR B0 A0 e 2= 45 A 1Y
— DEEG IR bR, AN, LAT 76 W5 0 A 95 2 | 3 JROE
SN AR A S W 5T AR O T A AR T iz [ R R

= [2-3]

P38 o

FRT, LAT S 38 7 1 32 0 20 00 485 780 1 il gy 30
BRI g SR ) JBUAR O 1 B A
WIE B S R S B [ R O R A LR IR LR
P (8] U5 o A AR SE i A A DAL, %07 ik B R 5
A7 E T ERAE AR A, eIk (7 - 10 )5E W] T e 7
RSB A FE A SO ARZ T R R S 2 3
T AL R b R B W R A R A, g =
AR, BARE M R R M T AR Y
BTG v 5 TN I 2 | PR S ) F S,
BRI AL LAL 207t A UL 58 32 PR35
SR /N TR R R 5 v N M O . R
VPRI B A SR 2 RO R N A, v RE
FEAER 45 B )2 . PROSAIL 7 55 15 iy 455 750 22
YRR S i R I Tk — T B R T A
Yyt B JUARD IR A 25 1) 43 A, DA K i e 5 i i
FEPE A B UE YY) 2 R S AR s AR AT LA AT
MG LAL, JEA KM oEiE i Tz B e /E Y
SRR PR AT AT K B B2 F) A PROSALL
ST 285 6 T 1E 0 Ak 09 A A oA B L 3 T O 3 i) [ R
BSORIN o5 307 W 75 ) 52 38 SR I L S T X LAL it
(1) J52 36 5 k7 8 A U i M I R S R - LAL Y
AT, GG T WAL PR %L ( Geman and McClure
PR bR ER 2 05 AR R 22 A0 R B, 15 3 T AR I Y
S A I 2 B AH XT SR A 1Y S T O W 2 Band3 |
Band4 Band5 3% BE 25 & GM L4 ok g IR AR 461 %
FH 7R A] R 4% 52 ¢ R 1% J7 5 %60 PROSAIL #5228 3 17
SRR SE , A A 4R v A A B/ TR TR I R
W R TR E 2 LAT S JH0ORS BE 5 8 BT A
PROSAIL #i %1 3 i # 8 B 47 58 )2 LAL -6 )2 I 5
S A H 2 R IS T R Y U 4

il

Fe ) gk A Landsat TM [0 2 3% JECBC #, 3@ o
PROSAIL #5437 28 #6219 )7 L L T BAT bk LAT
S IR A 45Tl i PROSAIL 8 R 5 2 F it
5 8 43 7 B& %0 (TLS) 48 £k J5 PROSAIL £ % % it 4
X FKHEAT T LAT S i, 45 52 3¢ W1 W3 f oy X884 4%
GFBAR SN | FLIG & 0 S 0K A W AR . (B
M Z X I L 2 4k B | £ 50 R R 1
BT 5T, S B0 R A R f L M R A
YT, AR SCHE T £ U T OB 45 & PROSAIL 4
LIS Pu W N ol M =9 T
LAT () 5 $ 2 185/ T 004 f bR 50 3 5% e, 4 51
T A TR DX 4 e o S 38R R O X LG43 T O R
oK 3 A (B T AR L BN ) LAT % 3 45
S, DU R 22 5 R BSOS 45 & PROSAIL 70 76 5
T J S R T A3

1 HiEREUK 432

1.1 FFREER

IR (B 1) AL T H ol 4 KRR B L&, 6 T
38°26'50" ~38°48'30"N ,100°29'42" ~ 100°54'40"E
ZIE, 8 KRG P S R R RO, CF ¥ R ATE
2000 m Z2 47, 2 B RGE MR K . A B 2SR R
ML EERPOGE, XL TR, 2FLHEMNY
140 d 45 F-H S0 R 4. 10 ~5.30C , B K R Bi4E
TEE RN 2, AR 2B K i O 440 ~ 467 mm, H 18
IR , P TR e, P 3 H BRI 2y 2 318 h,
FRLFRIRAE 1 178,10 ~3 053.30°C Z ], %M IX £
-5 B AT, R KR IR R, A R T AR
WHERMET . Rl EiZ X EFELFREZ —,
ZIX IR R VEY) B ok NE DR
S PR A A B TR AR Y R, 1 R S
BB R L RS XE I B R — M E 4 H
ST RS I 17
1.2 ihmE St g

LAT $b 18 S 0 %5 95 A1) LAI2000 %156 )2 43 B 41X
N2 A5 1), S RS 4l R S AT 15 RN R A
FH IR, 76 SR AE X Bl L3 B 24 ASREAS 55 0F R L 3) 2
1L 3R GEXT AR S A AR I 5%, 8 0 RS B A, FE RS
FEAS g B BEALHEAT 3 Y &, O A AR AR
SURZAA SRS 24 A B0 LA S22
LAL SRAERS B0 B, 9/ I 3 5% 25, 78 S B 45 1 ok 7 o
JUA% HEAE LAI2000 AU 56k 2 43 B A1 o A, A0 4
RFEIREEVE B AEOE ] o R, KA LR A
R PH B A o AR A A X I ORI BR A K
ARDE K EEAEF RIS i (4 A M a—S5 A
10 H) A& WI(5 H 10 H—6 H 26 H) il if it 22



8 1

TEZ e 55 HET PROSATL A5 AL (1% 5 b7 = K 11 FR 48 B v

207

100°32"30"E

DEM/m
4965

&
r‘,‘
%
o

1578

A1
Fig. 1
W6 A 26 H—8 H 6 H) MM (8 A 6 H—
O H Ef), EHFEARELEAFH NS 3 K
SEHSRAE W TR B g H A R
B8, mK2022 46 H12 H.7 H30 H.8 A
28 H.
1.3 B REIERENR AL
K FH Y 28 SRS 0 D L B 1 28 & N USGS
Earth Explorer ‘B & 3% B f¥) Landsat 8 =9 OLI/TIRS
C2 L2 @6 sdi M. Landsat -8 TR F#EH 2 4
&A%, 2390 OLL A TIRS ; 11 A6 357, e Be 4

N

100°42"30"E 100°52'30"E

Bt

il

BIF 5 XA e A Al ) 2 Y o A

Location, elevation data, and distribution of land use types in study area

W Ak fh 4068 NIR SWIR — 1 SWIR —2 Fl 4 ¥F %
30 m WG = U B BURE I —IRB R ]
He bR Z S UTM — WGS84 #5¢ Ak b & , H IR A I K F
72 h {5 £ A 98. 20°, BLiE i FE 705 km, i A& =X
GIOTIFF . J& —Fp 4 4 i 1] FH F 18 J8% 52 A5 Ak 38 1) %
IR o H e 2 BE A 30 m Y BRI AT A B AR K
SRR BB B R 1 iR . Landsat 8 —
9 OLI/TIRS C2 L2 %4 i kb ¥ i if ENVI 5. 6 K fF
HEAT , B HE R O bR R ARE U 2] 1 DL

HAEREBE,

%1 Landsat 8-9 OLI/TIRS C2 L2 X EFHIEE
Tab.1 Landsat 8 —9 OLI/TIRS C2 L2 main band information

i B P/ pm Sy PERE/m F &

Coastal 0.43 ~0.45 30 b RE Y QR 1 by N W 723 =5
Blue 0.45 ~0.51 30 KA 35 43 BT+ BRI B

Green 0.53 ~0.59 30 43 HEAE Bk

Red 0.64 ~0.67 30 Aab T - g 2R R AT X LI T S g e
NIR 0.85~0.88 30 A B, 5 BRI 13

SWIR — 1 1.57 ~1.65 30 Sy PR B R L

SWIR -2 2.11~2.29 30 B VPR B s A i

52 KRB E Modis 2635 &2 & Bls &7 0l
IR 6] 73 B 8 d, 25 ] 23 B AR 500 m, $ER AL bR RO
WGS84 , #iy Hi W MHA% 25, Modis £ 38 2 i3 MRT T.
H AT At A 21 (fo 5 4t DR % B0 R U
) RS KU T A ArcGIS 10. 8 v BE 47 26 Xt R e
e, 5w R, Fi BRI I R T, R A5 B F 5
X 261 SR

2 REEFE

2.1 PROSAIL {E5HfE 5= 8
PROSAIL g5 §J 4% 4 £ #1 i PROSPECT M )%

SRS MR B e 2 1 1) SO R SAILL A5 RS 5 i
1, T AF SR B T2 TR R )2 S 8O
PROSPECT # A i 2 it F 45 0 /2 22 2 K HL 2% TR
(045, 2 T R AR AL S B (I 2 3 E €, i
Bk E €, W R SFEROKIERE C, it i 452
BN kA T 52 2% O RERDLIE AR i A [ ik B
R RS AR S R SATL B R B B 5 2
S, B R AR A AT ) AR AT R R R
TR T A A% B 7 2 B8, fF PROSPECT M
D2 A R fy Y B 53 A S A R AR Dy SATL BRI A
SR m T A 2 R e, 1 B OSSR 2 K



208 o ML M % iR

2024 4

IS5 RIS 4 A A A% it B . PROSAIL A U 25 &
T2 AT I D o o (1055 1 (TR 1 DS B T VA
Fiy A BE S JZE 5 7 A e R R B R R
R K AR SRS B RE S T VE A b A L
i BE 400 ~2 500 nm {4 BOE 2 R B R ORRES
DRI DM 2 R 700 P B A S 3B SR A A A b A
Bl AR WL A K Ak AR B AR Bk, fE s AT
PROSPECT HiAY I}, 75 2y AL S48, i N, . C,, .
C, .C, 55, X 26 S R0 25 o A5 7Y b B 5 50 vl 45 20 0 F
S RN S B AR B 2 TR A 2 0 S SR B R
S 53 I 1 AT AR D 0 AR K BE T2 O A LA
SSH NS N A S8, 38 1T SATL BEA
B RT A5 20 A B el )2 R T RO IS R . AR S
PROSAIL # %1 /0 3%
P(\) =PROSAIL(N,,C,,,C, .C,.C, .C,. .
Viwes Vi s H,0,,0,,,,p,) (1)
K P(A) Y e 22 1 S R
C,— e MR
VM0 £ 53 A1 RER
V,— T R S 5L
H——#1 5000 B8
6,—— K FH KT
6, — WL K T
&, — NI AR X 5 43 £
p,—— HHER A R HL
C K518 (0 R L
2.2 BRSNS
SHCIAE 23 Bir 2 — ol P T A0 A 750 i ) 4 SR ) By
A S0 A SRR B 0 T v o OB o B AR A VR
0 TR T 3 S 4 Jay SR 4 A7 A JR0 3 ARk 40 T, 4
Jr BB 43 AT B3 43 AT BR Z BROBC A A 0 R AL 25 2 1
S A [ s 2 5845 A 2 8500 A AR B AR, SR K
s A5 R0 v BT A i A X ) S R R, Y
AL 45 Sobol $§ %4 . Morris J7 3k Fll EFAST J7 3k 4%
R U BT BB R R E S S RN, S
B Al AR i 1 R R R R O LS B
BN R A — K — A~ 72E % (One-at-a-Time , OAT)
s EFAST Jyi: & SALTELLI %Y 254 7 Sobel 3
R L I R R A 0 9 A R R — 3
T4 R RN M o O R AL )5 24 4%
e i JEARL, AW AR Ay o 22 2 P AR R 45 i A S 8L
A K 2 B ) AR AR FH 72 2 DR O A R A oy 22 T LA
BN S B UM R . B EFAST ik HA
ERER TR AR T B AR D A 4 . EFAST
G SRy IR A3 BT 5 1 AR AU AT AT B4 2 85014 R
P02 BT SER RS A A 35 T 4B e 4R

LR R 1) 2 BRI

PROSAIL #7! tf Z 8085 %, Mo 30 22 53 PR K
AR S Bz 18] R 5 BE 237 AR R 22, R A BF 5
8 3 Jr AR AR T vk T Y OAT J7 1% A 4 Jr) B A
EFAST J7 35 P Bl J7 vk 2R 47 8¢ B g A\ 2 MO o
B , 58 WS B 2 S S8R Ak
2.3 WASHMESERREL

BT AR B RO AR R, i TN E S
F4 Bt L S P UL 2 i) B o 22 T AR R
A S B e RS R Z A AR RS 2 R B
TRASERLA7 A 25 S 7 ) AL T A 0 3 0k T AAR 4
fifp PR IX — )R, A 4 A R AR A 0 BRASE  A H ) eE
JE RS LAL Z Ja] 57 5 — — X B R 4, 8
WZEAN R T BRI RS ERERAE A G TN
e AT o R B, BRIV S 8 23 2R il A R B A
ZINERF JIT A5 81 5 S5 3 Bl o 7 TR AR B O T
LA A R AR AR R S AR RIRS B, PROSAIL
A5 TR ) i A 2 5 B JFG AL 9 AR A0l T 5 00 9
SRR 5 HT 1 5 SRS  LOPEX ™ 4 P e i
3o A, [ B2 — S BB R T A B
BORME IR 2 FoR .

%2 PROSAIL RBWBAANSH R HERETLEE
Tab.2 Input parameters and their value ranges
of PROSAIL model

A S B fE PN
N, 1~3.2 0.1
C,/(mol-L7") 10 ~ 100 5
PROSPECT €, /(mol-L™") 2~20 0.5
C,/(mol-L™")  0.002 ~0.020 0.000 5
C,/cm 0.001 ~0.045 0. 001
Viar 0.1~7.0 0.1
Vimr Bk 3 A17 R AL
0,/(°) 20 ~ 80 2
SAIL 0,/(°) 0
¢,/ (°) 0
Py 0.2
H 0.1~1.0 0.05

2.4 RERBEREAOEBIERE

HR A A () R 2 404 G a5 17 PROSAIL A58,
HEADLTE 2 R DG S A 3 O 13 e 1o o 5 (181 2)
HORAE 2 Landsat —8 S AR M O K Ak, 15 3 5 1T
TR JE 2001 A AR R RN S, 1R AL B 5E
G, % $E Landsat — 8 %1% Band3 ,Band4 ,Band5 #f
P W oK o AR s i, AN R TE L T
A P S - T AR R AR R 5 G TSR T 43 iR
PS5 22 70 ek Kk 7 S 50 AU e B E AT LAT
81 P BURONE T S R N G A /T E SONFR T LT



TEE e 55 HET PROSATL 455 1 95 I = K i 181 F1

R R 209

1500 2000

Pl 2  Landsat 8 =9 OLI/TIRS C2 L2 i w7 ok %%
Fig.2 Landsat 8 =9 OLI/TIRS C2 L2 spectral response

function

AR R ), fie 245 B AT 5T X Sk oA 5 T e 00 5 3 SR s T
(9 LAT R 228 o AU s B3 A 08

2 (p. =p,")’
Y () =p) Z (8 0 Pm)

(2)

2

(3)
A D —F I E MR
m——%%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ@ﬁ

—— R RUREALL () 575 ¢ AU B I

p(," — BB L EAMETE DB R
U

m——E A AN S

0_- e e - = 0. =
500 1000 1500 2000 2500 500 1000
K /mm

W /m
).002 mol/L,
04 mol/L
06 mol/L

B——%jAﬁAﬁﬁ%%ﬁé
AﬁA%ﬁm%ﬁ
J A SBUERE

x(”—ﬁﬁﬁé% JAKIAS S R

x) —HILEE A MASET R
2.5 FBEEN

PR E R B R 7 MR 2% (RMSE) E K

Wrdg 4R, % T PROSAIL B3 2 3 45 %1 1
LAT 45 53547 560 1F FORS B2 3E 4 . Rk, RMSE
N 2 B AEL A R R R G, R JORG JRERR

3 BZREHH

3.1 BEERESH

BT OAT Jmy s UM 73 Hr 75 vk, B3 aof o A B
— S8, HAth 2400 8 O R i . X PROSATL A5 Y
i A ST )R 0 U 43 BT, W65 )2 S S O T
TE i Bt 400 ~2 500 nm [ (¥ )i 42 Ak, , 43 B Uk
JE LR ANIE 3 R . AR A S 8T ) I B b
XoF T 5 S 8 0 BT R AR N S AR A . NV, A AT UL O
I Br 400 ~ 780 nm 2 [H] (25 LA K, 780 nm 2 J5 I
EIRZEEH S HCN, B¥G I, 63 S A N I AR
B C,, W3, C,, 76 nT W60k B v 5 )2 ) 5 %
3R B 780 nm 5, i J2 SO AR TC A AL ; Bl
%Cﬁ%ﬁﬂ??ﬁ%i&&?%OS@nmm%

12 mol/LL

C =2 mol/L

—7U mol/L mol/L.

mol/LL mol/L.

mol/L mol/L
=100 mol/L 0, =10 mol/L

1500 2000 2500 U 500 1000 1500 2000
W /mm
.012 mol/L.
14 mol/L
16 mol/LL

).008 mol/L

0.015 em
.020 cm

0 . - - . 0 -
L 500 1000 0 2000 2500 500 1000

H=0.6
H=0.7
H=0.8
H:

1000 1500 2000
B /mm

3 PROSAIL #5571 2 %5 1 Jay % 80U

Local sensitivity analysis results of PROSAIL model parameters

Fig. 3

2500

C =0.020 mol/L

0 o e — s
1500 2000 2500 500 0 00 2000 2500
Iz

2N/

== = — =
500 1000 1500 2000 2500
MK mm

0 AT 485



210 Vi3

o BB R

2024 4

AN HA Y B SR TEAR Ak LAT 7 42 0% Bt 4R
AR WA LAT R 380, 56 )2 B Ut 2 7 % Bt 400 ~
730 nm P .1 150 ~2 500 nm N 7 B B (08 /N, 78
RUEB AP A C, fREn, il 2 R R
#E 1300 nm 22 J5 47 B 9 0/, FE4x D B 9 AR B R
KbEE C, BIBGIN, 5 2 B 5 #87E I Be 780 ~ 1 300 nm
Z A B 0 B s/ A B N R AR A K Bl R 240
(S 0, H 7R 4% Br B IEARTEAR L, it OAT &
T 76 B B 400 ~ 780 nm B N, €, 1 LAIL %}
DT B 26 0 5 e AR BE K, C, BURREE B, LAT IR
2 s AE P BE 780 ~ 1300 nm 78 [l P AU iy oK B/
KA C, LAL.C, N ;7E# Bt 1 500 ~2 500 nm {5 [
PR R B /MR €, (LAT.C,, N ;C, .60, . H
FE A B b STk AR ARG U N
3.2 £2REBRESH

FLF EFAST 4 Ja) U8t 40 B 7 ik, X 450 &
B SRR SR ROK R T vk BE L 1 AR 4
BOHRGESE I N RG0S5 PROSAIL L
B A S8BT & REUEMN . EELE K.
DA HEAT LR A, R AE T 15, 13 B S HEA
ZHGEFIRE S RE 1, Qi@ A PROSAIL #i71
BETSHAGE L. OPATHIERE 40, @i
MR I B 13 8] 4 R BUR RS SR E 4 BT
AR RORR R A S8 S 800 A S R
NES B I B 400 ~2 500 nm [ RS . AETT
WG B 400 ~ 780 nm Z [H] , 3 7 K 5k J2 2 o
% C,, LAT By 5200 fe R, 2RI Y 3= EUR M S8,
hi U 1) 80% L) I, {H 800 nm J5 C,, i MU

100°32'0"E._ 100°40'0"E. 100°48'0"E

38°48'0"N

100°320"E  100°400"E  100°48'0"E
(a) 174

100°320"E_ 100°40'0"E

100°32'0"E  100°400"E
(b) ]

Sy 0, HFEFFE A BE N A C,, B W 0 7 1T L
T FEL P 5 3T 2T 41 B 800 ~ 1 300 nm Z i), €, Fl LAI
AT R R UR S, AN BRI
80% ; ESH I A AN EE 1 300 ~ 2 500 nm 2 [i] , LAT Fl
C, il TS, 840 S EURER
50% LA I,

4 PROSATL B iy A 2 8E AN [R5 Be 1 42 Je)
AR AT 45 2R
Fig.4 Results of global sensitivity analysis of input

parameters of PROSAIL model at different bands

3.3 REZERSW

FIHT PROSAIL 4 S A& R 780, i °F A5 4 3% vk o
I AR GG AR S B R85 G A RN s BT 7
Jor T oK LAT (8 St 9 38 aod A b 52 AL 56 1l 1 O T2
Ko, e A M T IS S B T X I OK Y dR A
LAT S i B8 7, 453 31 75 07 6K 5 28 A4 KB Be (419
7 Y] R ) (Y LAT 23 (6] 40 A 45 SR e S fr
o WAN, i T ACHT SR B AT B /ML VS A AR p T
REAF AL VLT LAT AN ME— B0 B0 , 5 B0 25 21 ) 3
ZAME, BT XX — [ R, 3 o A A A o B0 B Y 22

100°48'0"E 100°320"E_ 100°40'0"E_ 100°48'0"E

1=
N
e
o)
A

100°48'0"E

PS5 T foe Ot S T 5 s T A [ A 7 300 0 i 45 2R = ) 3 A

Fig.5 Spatial distributions of inversion results for different growth stages based on optimal inversion strategy



TEZ e 55 HET PROSATL A5 AL (1% 5 b7 = K 11 FR 48 B v 211

AT FRAE BOR OV S48 AR Sy de 28 B 45

S AT, A TR T I B I R OK LAT J i
G R FE AR 1,50 Bt (& Sa), HOR# 4> LAI
ST 25 B AT TS I 45 R, A BB 43 LAT 45 52 {8
PR (LAI >3.50) , 52 5 LAT $59{E 250 1. 74, % i
FUH A LA B{E 29K 1. 45, Sk b = % i B8 F
AN 5 Ak T4 B 01 0 75 0 oK LAT Jz 5 245 51 =2 %24y
A TE 4. 50 Bt (&1 Sb) , Af 9 2 o B2 v 9 X Bl LAT
FE R R KR | TE B S R B R A Y DX B
LAT /T 0. 10, Jz 8 235 5 4 S 0 B AR, 520 6 LAT
BIEZ) R 4. 50, %) B 3 o5 LAT ¥ {E 29 4.20, H
FHUHES LAT {75 75 I B K8 A2 5 101 N 3k 3 e {H
(LA >7.50) ; &b F G20 19 75 I 5 oK LAT ¢4l I
WA BT /b LAT [ S 3 45 B 32 22 43 A 48 3. 50 [t il
(JE 5¢) , S 25 R mg v T Bt 25 51, 52 i LAT 1y
H 22 3. 80, X I S i i LAT ¥9{H 249 2 3. 50, G fAk
AR R
3.4 REBEDHEEN

LTSI DA A K5 Al 0 X 07 S A AN ) ) Ol i
T R, 7E T O E AR (BRI L i
B ) | 3 A R e A A A [R) B ORI AT

[HLAL « FUHLAIL

5 -0.46
R?=0.66

RMSE40.50
) /

y=0.78x-0.20
R=0.70
RMSE_}0.65

NH S
K 6 3T Landsat — 8/Modis Y& i 5214 /2 1 LAT B985 BE PF 4

TR LAT 23, I 58 i T B v 45 1 1) 4t
PLESREEM . AR ME 6 s, B R i
LAL (g tadnic) xR D,  J i LAL (B bric) X
WL D, T Modis 56 1% % 48 U5 (Y iz 38 45 R 0L
Kl 6a ~6¢, 38 it X b D, # 5 SO NS S D, ) g
(18 S5z T8 S W TR, 00 ORI AR FE AR T
i 307 L S B v s R B R4 S 0.70,0. 80,
0.81 5 J5 H L2 4% 5% A% ;A7) B 35 77 # i5%
2 (RMSE) 1458 J5 % 4% 1 18 % 0. 15.0. 14.0. 15,
BT SRS R AT T R A L 200 RS A i A
IRHGEN R R IR ZEA PR . BT Landsat — 8
15 T 5 AR UM 11 T 5 SR DL &L 6d ~ 6f 3 3 X 1
D, Ko #E 0 SO A 5 D, e R 0 R SR e T A5, 4
B RUR 5 REORG B35 AN TR R B A s, 2R
Jh e 07 L S B Ve e R B R4 S 0.85.,0.91
0.90; 5 J5 H = 4 4% 5% 3% ; ¥ Ji i ik %
(RMSE) 433147 0. 35 0. 58 0. 51, %% J5 & F& 15 0. 20 .
0.07.0.22, M BRSO FEFH I E K AR A F 1
WALAROR A A 22 5 (B EK MR, & T
Landsat — 8 5 1% 5 8 B Hs 45 & D, 9 2 1 S i A5
TR AT, S HORG FE E

4 5
AT

() Landsat-85

Fig.6  Accuracy evaluation of LAI inversion based on Landsat —8/Modis spectral images
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