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Estimation of wetland vegetation aboveground biomass based on remote sensing data. A
review. ZHAO Tian-ge', YU Rui-hong'*, ZHANG Zhi-lei*, BAI Xue-song', ZENG Qing-ao'
('College of Environment and Resources, Inner Mongolia University, Hohhot 010021, China;
*Baotou City Environmental Protection Bureau, Baotou 014060, Inner Mongolia, China).

Abstract ; Wetland vegetation biomass is a key factor to measure the fitness of wetland ecosystem.
How to estimate biomass is one of the most hotspot topics in the wetland research. The general
methods of estimating the vegetation aboveground biomass mainly depended on quadrat, which is
limited when dealing with complicated wetland ecosystem. With the progress of remote sensing,
the observation of wetland vegetation biomass has turned into a long-lasting, dynamic and large-
scale manner. After analyzing a large amount of related references, we illustrated theoretical basis
and calculation principle of the estimation of wetland vegetation aboveground biomass, based on
optical remote sensing image, SAR data, Lidar data and multi-source, using remote sensing data
as data source. We summarized the research progress, analyzed the applicability and limitation of
the methods. Then, we described the developing trend in study on wetland vegetation biomass in
several aspects, such as expanding the monitoring type of wetland vegetation biomass, integrating
the multi-source remote sensing data, assimilating the remote sensing data and developing the re-
mote sensing mechanism models.
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LR IS/
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AR ) e, ol DA T (R ) sl T 3R
o MGG HAE B b A Wy A 5 L SR A
FLAlh, PEHCA AL A RE T3 2R FH S SR I 05 3%
TR AR 2 R GEME R S S 2R PR 2 A i (1
G AR A 7 OME L7 IR 1] A A5 R T ER A3
MR SO0, B TARRR B2 FEE AR
TEXR LI TE (41 o | 0 2t A 4 A ) o 0 S A B4
B TR, SRS SR KRR T IR L
T JEA T LABR I RS | JOREOR A R A i S
R A SRR S B, WAESRGIKE
R AR 22 R iR 3% . FET I, ARSON
TR IR A BRI 1O R A AL R Ik
DCH I I 2 I Db R S A e A S, O
M 7RI TE A SR R H, LU A i A A AN )
MBI [F) TR ) 5 BB R IR 2 2%

1 EMAEWEYE KRR

T A T2 R AR R AR R iR A K
AFEYIREE LR AR L B dE
Mo b MR KRR AR R = G BT IR M R Ry
SRR, SR AR B A P RS B AR T B AR
YriE ( Adam et al.,2010; 285 3% 55, 20135 2 E 04 |
2014) , i A B AR Dy vk AL S G TR T A
Py PR | G R R D (] S AR TR RN T A 2
IR 25 B RS FH e A 32 ( Prince et al. ;1995 ; F K AL
4 2008;Fu et al. ,2014) ,

S ARG L, B T IR KR A 2
e AR (R R M | (A5 L A ) o SR AR R S
FRAF S B A B 22 5, R EAREAE LT . (1) 32
A BT S S B AT A B e A 7 K R IR A, G
TEIT LT AN BE , S0 1) 385 b R 9l 2 5 SR — IR T il
AERE A, 2T AEAS T RS R T S ) A
F-PREL KA BT 7 A ) o S B A — R 25 57
(2RI 50 114 i ) P50 S 2R 25020 s B A 0 A [
B 2 58 5 K & A 3G R AR (2 AR A
2010) , £ S /K A = A I b M 2 | I 1) O ) A
IR 52 M 23 T B DG 1 b < R A
MG A RIVER 18 R 5 1) HU 2R 2500 - AH [H)
(14 DX 35 S DU A AN ] A R B A i, S L 2 & R
TG K 5 AR W i AR OC 3 AH B W K X

7

s B I8 R O A B AR W) 18 09 BB JJ ( Fransson,
2001 ; F PR ,2010) . (3) FH TR 2 DL B AR
RASPHH Ry | 7R K U8 & A e A IOE
SRR TTARR G | ROTE Y H] B A RS & 4
A Fz 3 3 4, b A N A A e At el A A
WA ISR | 2 s S5 0 12 RO I, 573
TR HOAR g A Wy ) B S AR R (4) HE e =
{18 53 A FH A2 SR AR T 128 B S o o LA S IS R
/INFIT Tl L e PR (1 R 55,2008) o SR
TR AR LU, HEBE 8 7K K h v B0 i AH B 1) el 2 A P
JE T AR AR R L B A AR, (A5 R 2 S
JCIE R A A B T ) 52 B A S SR e S O
SRR P88 DX i A B SR (AT 00, 2 T 5 e
A i TR B ERR I (RS ,2011)
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T AR b AR A e SR Y R A R T
A M ) B ) VAT A DA SRR AR I b 1) £ AR AR
T BE 7% (de Boer, 2000; 25 {d 25 2005 ; Kristin et
al.,2014) ARV N7 32 200 55 B0H SR A | AR vk
FERIVT A A AT B R AR A Ny Y R Al
Hrh a S R AR AR BT L SRR AR BT RS
25 i 1) SRS o 1 S ABE AR TR AR B
2.1 FEASRAERITHL

AN [F] PR b, S AR S Y UM BT 4 AN AR ]
SR AR M, Pk R AR (2009) R FEE 4
(2015) 43 5IFI FH 46 F1 50 NG ROREA BATT Y S A=
Yy | ST 0 PH I T b R Y AR A i SRR TR
AUt (2011) 4 25 DA T =10 R
AR Hb A B (B RIVE R ) AR ) SO A A 5 A
ZF(2011) BRI 42 ASHUREHLTT, HE 7 3 BRI R Ui
7125 ( Phragmites australis) 4= %) 1 78 JE Ak AR A,
BEF(2012) 44 20 A4~ HRURE BT N FH T 152 6 1 1 2
¥ ( Suaeda salsa ) 4= W) & 1 18 8% S T 5 1R VS M 45
(2013) FEHL 31 AMFFE Ty S0 H5 s 8 37 5 3ok v 1 0 b
AP b A= Wy A SRS TR B3 55 (2014 ) S Sz b yT
P Hb AR B b A W F AR R B B RE AR B 31 45
SEAF(2013) 0 H 45 A FE DXL TG, ST 1 TR b
TKAE Y A= i 2o SR B AR A 5 TR 4 (2015) 4% 23
ANFEAR BT R BT 13 % 3 A 4 e I T F
58, AMER ), FANE AR Py i ST ST HORE R
TCERAN T 20~50 4>, HZH & HHE 30 ~50 1,
SRR =, B2 545 (2006) | Simard 45 (2008) |
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P AEEE (2010) 43 R H 100 4,166 4~ 126 4N FE
AR BT T 10 21 bR A 4 3 R A B AR g
ST, BURERASTRGE H R T 100 4>, 5 ERNR, E A B
FEAE A TREA PR IC R AR | ZRARIE MR SR A K, B
ARV HARXS /0N, SEBRATFFE H ) 5 A 4 b B
RIS AHY ARG 2 e O A R Sk
TG, b b A A i W P R B R B iR
FAREAR 75 0, DI Ay A 40 8 2 TR 7R A 2 J VT 412
PN 0 1) B S
2.2 PEAREUE R A

BEXTASTR] 9 0 b 2 7 O w4 ) A AR B
(R RAEE TR R IA] X RAR T Ml | SRR YR 7
BAEIFRE e, BARP IR . (1) SRR
FPERRE R IR ERETT (1 mx1 m B{ 0.5 mx0.5 m)
B (2) 0 SRR DT BB AR B (3) BT iZkE Ty
ORI (BR - m ™) (R P S E BOKE
JEESH (4) FEFF bl B M 5 em 25 A7 Ab iC]
FEFERR I 384, FH 28 B 4B 43 i s L
B T 5 (S) Z3 R B — 43R Ay 1] 5256 %, 7 80
5{ 150 °C b Z 1 G AR, SR HE T Rk b
EES TR R (ERTIAE,2004)  AFSEZETXT LA
TBVPR R ) FEASE—AE AR 5 S AR

FRARIE Hi 119 A ) i B R A AR A X 2
% A SR 222K R 8 AR 1 D B S i A AR A 3k
(ARIEHESF,2014) o PR E o 5 7, I
JiA A v R e S 07 o A e i LA 3 ) O o 1
AL VAT m R KBt AT 4 2 DI E] I A 3
IS EEEE, L E M R R A Y R (T
J6,1999) % EETE FH T U TAE & (2T Aot B 1
S HLA /N S R R Y IE 3 4 AR AR S
(Ovington, 1956) , 53 A= < 455 740 o A 7 B0 HL 11
SORE R, R T S B K B A B i e A
THYARAYRET FEER R R AR, B
IndE A A=Yy BIAS AR B A e B R Z 0N TR

®1 RATEMEHREMEGENE RERIEL

HbZTAR AR LA KAV % E AR ol () A= ) B2 I 52 ( Ross
et al.,2001; Comley et al., 2005; Kauffman et al.,
2011),
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3.1 D IR S A Py e B S

I S AR o e e e 2 ) {5 IR —
N2 B A i o8 B, HERIS ks 2
ST AR AT, B B AE 20O 5 20 Mk
BOGIE R SR 0 B 25 5 il W B A i
PRAREL, 3 HrAt gl A it 5 Rl Rl AR B ] i GE T T AR A
KF, M 7 AT A A 552 Al S R (F IR 4
2010) . %Ik B EYS FOR AR BT T B A AR AR g
SEPS AT, AR
31,1 fEBEAEEL T 20 ARk, BE A AR ) 1R AR
R S5 0 R N Ah 2 B il T 2 R gt e 4R
BEA KBTI Y48 LUAE A B 1 2 3 — A D6 21
K ZEHAEREE (R 1) .

Wit 5 4 B R (1) 2 8, B AT LA R G
W BT PR MR B FE B A T O B T I 2 % 8
BNk B A DA TS 5ot i i 8 IEHE £ (4N SAVI,
MSAVI  TSAVI #il ARVI 55) | DA K 3t F 5 G ik 5 s
FIFHA A B AR & R i >k 115 E50AE B 48 %5 ( 40 FDND-
VI FDRVI 1 FDDVI 4§) , i TiX L4 e i Xt 4kt
HAE BT S AT R 4E , DT A 754k 0 79 2 4y 8 5
TR ol AR, H TRz N H TR A g A
WF5E 45 55, ( Huete, 1988; Qi et al., 1994; T ff & 25,
2007) .
3.1.2 AYESHEEEEBOCRERBA (1)SCRM &
R (—JCHIZR M4 ) . SCRM A LB ) B —
A RS Rl e — % B S R o A AR f SR FH 1 IE 48
BRI EAT B M S AR M R, BB FR Lk
PRI FRBOBIRT S OAE 7 T bR B Y | 22 T4
A HE B A B 8 R G AR B B R R A 22 1]

Table 1 Vegetation indexes for wetland vegetation biomass estimation

RIS VAN X Ve BARAR
LA AR KL (RVT) DNy PN LM B (NIR) 5l OGLOGIEBL(R) - Birth 4£(1968)
RVI=T L RVI== TR 24 O L
JA— LR B (NDVT) NDW:DNNIR —DNREJz Apyp I g%/ﬁg%g\%{)\ 'ﬁﬂn WICLIEBB(R)  Rouse % (1974)
DNyyq+DNy Pk R XA I BERUE 2 FN Y L

ZEFERAR B (DVI) DVI=DNyz —DNy

LT AN BE(NIR) 50T WIE 4B I BE (R) Richardson 55 (1977)
Bz 2

DNy NI LLAMY B A TR ORFEAE) , DNy W EDEH BB ORBE(E) Loy MIELLAM BRI R, pp WELGI BRI,
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IR (R AEIE 2014 ) , %% AT B 50 17 HLAE A
BB 38— DRSS FE R, Tz T A
BeA Y RO Y (4R 054 20115 R M55, 2013
HEFAE,2014) (B THCFRIEA SRR, Y
P B 7 5 N B A I, ST 45 R 2 B A KR 22
SCRM JEABAI N .

Y=a,+a, X+a,X>+--+a, X"+& (1)
Kb Y AR AE Y = X MR, ag,a,, 50,
FEERE e MEIATRE

(L) BB HR ER UK T R FH oA ERE I 1k
#E , N IR ZWATIF R, 52 2R R 1R 2T
T R/ INFREA 25 72 BAT BB 1k (R3S ,2013)

(2) MLRM #57 ( Z2 e R [ AR RY ) | A gk A
Pt A 32 2 A I R LRI s e, o T AR
A AR AT B A O AR |V 2 22
Z iR B BN B AR R AT R
VR PRAE E 8EST 20 PR 8 0 R 1 D B I S
BRI e A 2H G ot TIUI B A S5 2 ) i 9 MLRM
BRI (P, 2012) BRI 20 AN

Y, =by+b X, +b, X, ++-+b X, +e,

(i=1,2,3,-,n) (2)
K, Y AW &, X AT IR b, Ry A2
e, MBEPLIRZE
3.2 GEEEIER AR Y T

N2 SR 2 M A 2 A i S T ) T
SR B Y G 27 3 SR BUHR A0 45 . LANDSAT &R 9114k
P SPOT Z %Il B 4E . IKONOS #1#i& . GEOEYE-1 %%
i . QuickBird $¢#E . WORLDVIEW-1/2 ¥4 %5, 45 %1
PN IRAR G TR AF UL 3R 2, 1 263 SR i 117 3
PETE T HA (& R A F SRR E By - 2050
BOREZLG IR B, i3 S ORI K IXCR] A AR B 48 Bl A7
P AT B S (WA, 2013) . A
HheE B S T O i B PR U A e B

®2 ATEMEREVEMENEIEXFERRRITSHY

WA R ITETE R T I 205, S D AN
25 (8] 43 238 AN [ i 43 3 5 o TR S 1 T AR
A= SRR (Y AFF 9T S T,

3.2.1 ZHGIEEUE MR YRR e £
i e SRS S T A ) R AR A R A I Ry B
ik, HEET TM/ETM (SPOT 245 B & tEm L . 5
I Zy RhFRAERe o5, N RO ¥ . A T K2
FIFH TM/ETM ,SPOT 5215 14 B0k I B ) 2 A 1k 4
B, it SCRM \MLRM X 28 [ 245 A5 70 45 22 i 5t
THEEAR Bl DABT S0 SIESCHE | A8 A= P de A A DA
T T R DX S A B R R R E AR,
Landsat-5 TM3 Landsat-7 ETM4/ETM " 4 I BOOGi%
SHEE S AR EA BRI A M (R?>0.5)
ST LA SR 1 R A A SCRM AR A
FIRE R RPIRTF 0.5, 5l ik 0.802 (21 A4,
2001; 2% 3 4 2011 9 3% M5 25, 2013; & Fi 4,
2014) , A, NDVI 48805 £ ) it i 35 A0 O, Al
A 385 i 0 0 Hh L TR A Y A ) (Jensen et
al.,1991; Curran et al.,1992; 2 (@55 2005), AH b
SCRM HBY | DIAH PR G S S8 DL B 48 1oy
Gy BT RN 0 AR 5 A Ay i I R AR A G T T Y
MRLM I 25 [ £ A5 TR0 | A Y 1 A % A= ) e vl v
R B A )37, LA 4 S T A BEARL | A 0 A
Y LGRS B 1 M 5 80% (., 20125 2% 4iE I |
2014) ,BERIH E REL R B s vl ik 0.98 (R 22 4%,
2013) . Bl o HEROGE R IEGEAR 1) B, B
225 53HF T IKONOS |, Quickbird 25 0 5040 %t T4
AW RS DU A M | I B iz T S 7R b AR
B 2T B R 19 A= ¥ &= WF 58 (Kovacs et al., 2004 ;
Proisy et al.,2007) , Mutanga % (2004, 2012) 2%
FIFHAL S« 207 3 B ) Worldview-2 5214 84 P , L
JIR T A v 2 R DXl i ESCBCH R T R B B
PEIUAE U B A — T A B 48 B (NDVI) AT /3 25

Table 2 Optical sensor data for estimating wetland vegetation biomass

LIRS 5% 23 [H) 43 HE S B FYI(d)  BETE (km) s ) ¥ R
TM/ETM Landsat-5 30 m 7 Atk B 16 185 1984—
Landsat-7 (ETM 2358 R 15 m) @ @iiBi+7 26k B 185 1999—2003
VEGETATION SPOT-4,5 1.15 km 5 2otk B 2 2200 1998—
IKONOS IKONOS 4 m( 2B 1 m) A0 B +4 A ZOoGiE I B 1~3 11 1999—
QuickBird QuickBird 2.4 m(&WHB0.61 m)  EEEBI+4 NGB 1~3.5 16.5 2001—
Wordview-1 Worldview-1 0.5m Lok By 1.7 17.6 2007—
Wordview-2 Worldview-2 0.6 m L0 B+ 8 2otk B 1.1 16.4 2009—
Hyperion EO-1 30 m 242 ALk B — 7.5 2000—
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HiRE 5 A W A N, R T A A T ) 3 [ At
X, IF 308 TR BN R (R =0.76,
RMSE=0.441 kg - m™) . SR, 5 43 P 538 S A5 i
R AT LA Y7 BT 1l K0 43 Ak s ) 43 A A% SR ARLEE AR
YAk gy v AN B 43 B A . Koristin S5
(2014) 3 o X b 2 Fh O 2 i@ B B & B, R H
Landsat7 5% (R*=0.56,RMSE =0.557 kg + m™2) ftill
Tl (Typha orientalis ) =) ZE LB T World-
view-2 BdE (R*=0.45, RMSE=0.659 kg - m ™) ,
3.2.2 G B R S A A A g O

A Ay e SR A S ) T T AR, o G e A T
ST I B S — 5 B R B T 40 | AT
SR BTE G — 5 B, AT R 0 MR A 4 ) A
AL AR BT AR IR . T G R R AT &
BAE T PR G RHEHE ECS A W A SE 5 4)
B, 250555 (2008 ) £ X6 VL VAT b X4 384 b 13 47
£ 5 ( Carex meyeriana) , | ASD FieldSpec B A
5 mO TS GRS B ISR I3 T B oy
IS BE (350 ~ 1050 nm ) #4) BEAH #7464 ( FDNDVI
FDRVI F1 FDDVI) , % 57 A= ¥ i B el i iy 2%
TR UG A ' 1% A 4 75 £ FDRVI 1 FDNDVI #
ST R BRSO Y Sy R K A B
T W K FE 3 )3k 74.9% F1 74.1% , RMSE 4351
4 0.074 F10.026 kg + m™>, W & = T 4 ) BE S 0K
J& ; Chen %5 (2009) F1J ] MMS-1 i 48 =X 9 3% 1%
RIS | I B WO ik Bl e i B8 T4l
o0 PR DX I R A 0 B T T IR A A
B VR R ) R B ), BE A RO i A ) i I EOKG
J# (RMSE<0.039 kg - m™2) ; & 3 Jp. % (2013) ]/
ASD FieldSpec 2500 {5 $85 =X b 47 98 1% 430 52 [ VT 11
fie £ W P =5 U312 ( Cyperus malaccensis var. bre-
vifolius ) (388 )2 S G125 6 DU s 1) b I 2R )
ATl A Y 52— B I S A G
KF IEFETAHPAEECH T PRI bl L e A= ) i A
PRAR SRR 2550 ST mob i B $E U 9 —
= FEE(NDCT) LA KA 5 BURR b B 148 TR et A
F8%0 MGBNDVI 1 BNDVI, ZEAk 5507 25 Hy | ff A= 4
A8 B B kG B, HL e A A 7Y Sy 55T BNDVI
TR BRI (R* =0.77 ,RMSE=0.850 kg - m ™) ,

52 01550 A A, S AT o
R BENSAR L B A b5 8., DR 17 7 1 b 328 J
A5 T BA TR R B3 (0 i T A R U | 2
Pt K H AP A 5 2%, 76 5 B iy B o 2 rh i AR A

—E MR BRE
3.3 IR A Y RIS F

AN [R5 36 0 HOR ) B3 Y L, ) 2
T SRR A R A e AR i, R 2 S TR R AR R
PRI, 3264581500 P R 0% 8 50 B e ol Ay 4t v A 78
AN EZERN R,

A A B HE B ( RV R ORI 1 RS RS
B, AN Z R R R Gk, A R ORI
Landsat 1Y MSS TM F1 54 LA 1 AVHRR, RVI X}
FERE AR T B R S E X, 54
AR PR R A 5 H 2 R 4 25 /N T 50% B, Ho Ay
HEBE T W T e, A, RVI 38806 R AR+ 23
UK, R 2 KA A 1E B B 0K 0 B 1 K
{EL(DN) 5t U525 (o) S AT 2 B RV, 725
5 7 o 1) T M A e A e A0 R A )
P GBI 3E,2010)

IH— LA 15 K (NDVI) 7 A8 1 32 J8% 10 197 1
N Z AR B A KORAS T A 9k 55 3 ) S {4
TN SRR A 2 B AR DG R A A T
Xof K ARTS S RO BB SRR
T 15%F R NDVIAE & T 15 508, 48 R gk T
DI ok EL PR 36 BEARAIG, e T 2 2 TRk
AU I, NDVI B ARXEFS 7R DX Sk A 4 26 P i
MR T 25% 300 & 80% I, NDVI {f Fifi 55 )&
(ARG TN I 384000 5 > 4 4% 55 B2 K T 80% Fs, NDVI {EL )
HOINAELE | H 2 B FUR A, XA g W D R A T
R, DRI, 26 A0l B9 4 25 5 A T 25% ~ 80% 11 1 1l
X3 A= Pyt is), NDVI R R HA — o 8 T

FE{E B 48 £ (DVI) X 5 5% 14 28 A Ay FURR
Jt LATEFE Y A 4 A 00 o 8 R AS B2 RVE FINDVI,
MW T3 (=80% ) iF, DVI B X A 9 1Y 2 %
JE I T R, AT S P A B R Y U b A
W

5L 5 0 R O A e SO L T R
T 119 5 HUOE 4 45 %% (0 FDNDVI, FDRVI il
FDDVI4 ) RE 4R 5 M AN AR i IS 5 fi
S HEHE K A B e A A S, AT
2 1 YA 7K b R A A W A DR R PR T A A
B (ZERF54E,2008) , 78 KA 42 8 (010 ML 3R B3
T OGS 32 275 50K R A T L Bk i R A
)5 i B A5 HE R A o0k 5 m 4 A LS 0
A RS , PR X6 FH A= 40 A3t 00 %) A e
B R 2SR T I A
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4 ETAENFESIL(SAR) RERMEREDE

4.1 BN Ik T R ol AR ) i e
Lot 5 2

A ALIE 15 SAR (synthetic aperture radar) [
TAF R B A TR0 e B (0.1~ 100 em) , Ho I 3547 A
I H B R R IRAE S MO R 19 7R A {5 5 1Y
SR, HEA — 2 2B (Kasischke et al.,2003)
IHT SAR X4 1 A= ek ik A 14 i A 5t LR AR A A
PAER TR e i AV AR BLAR 22 [A) Y 22 5% 1
SAR J5 ) HUH R BRI AE Wit Z 8] OC 2R | i A Gk
W BO ) B R AT AR W Z A AR A,

B=a,0+a,

Xt SRR TR A R T

o’ =a,InB+a, 3 B=a,e"”"

TR AR

B=0,0" +a,0"+a, (5)
AP, B RN A W, O SAR U5 1] BT R AL,
a, ., NARKSE,

JE I R o 1115 2 R A Michigan Mi-
crowave Canopy Scattering ( MIMICS ) %Y ( Costa et
al. ,2002) , AR H AR FH 5 A )12 OB 52 ARk
FEWEHIUR ek ) BV ASE Y | J2 56 T Bl 4 2 1 A 7
FE—Bir i AR B RO, FOEnE

o= a'gql +0'ng +a'gq3 +0'Eq4 +0'2q5 (6)
o AR ETHEIR O B8 0, S 2
TR THT MR N T T b SR A B2 A EARRS R T Y
T B Ao 4y 48T M e T T M 52
FHERE A A B 5 ] U #8535 o, 2 22 HEBR
XU 3 U1 T 4 1T 3t 2% 1 B 5 1) B 405 0

(3)

(4)

pa4
pas

Je 28 LR 2 el PR AT T2 -3 R M 3R AT = —
. TR R L R R RA W T

JE AR A T, T LR R R A A Ak
AR 226 MIMICS JE 17 S0 | K 08 Mo A8 9% 1 )5
(] FBC A e 2 AR AT | et )25 - b 2 A B S A
FERUR 3 FA AL, RS AR AT R SR
o= a'gql +0'2q2 +a'g(14 (7)
T M AT B A ) 1 o TR TR A T S Hb ] A
Bff A0 ) AR B, I EL T X LA 45 S A7 [l
FER S AR DR 22 4 9, HOA mH 3 HR 25
AN AR T AR Al I
4.2 A RALAR R IR S R A A A ) A 0
FE it AR B AE Py ST b W] O S 21 b ik B
A5G W AKEA Y = AR AR T T A 2 ) o o
FE R ZE AU AE T R 3% B A A R
MRS PRI, ARS8 Bl 0 A= )
b2l BOE LA RE B (14 1R 22, 1 AL AR 7 Ik
MR BR , BA S = e, MU -
R R AER B RE S 2R £ AEVERL, 2 TR
MEHBAT L MRS R B, PR TR AR A A B Ak 0 Ty T
LA 1 R LR ¥, I AE ok, B % ERS . JERS-1,
Radarsat ENVISAT £ ALOS 4 T3 & 04 i 2h & 4%, LA
KR IREIRR G MR R X T A A )
At 00 A 5 R A 28 YT P ' 2 3 SR ) R 1R UK
PR Bt Ak T R 5 i) ke S T 2 R A G
HEHE, 23 AR THTRMES A RGN E
BRI B IR SRR R IE S 4L
4.2.1 PR AR HAE A Y AR T
TR 5 8 UL ) B A AR I BT C I B L I BN
P U B, AN TRk B2 A TR T8 5 e R Bl A 4 e 1 AR
PEARTA], Kasischke %5 (1997) 2% fi] ERS-1 L& SAR
PRI 25 FEL K VP i 0 YO Al 9 0B A S0, A
FEFR L B 1k, T DL L-HH 2 W I R AR
B OB B M C P B AR 1855 , ) C-HH 2
MR R o Y B AR B, PR TR HbAE 9% 22 D FEAS |
RAFHEY HAE SN BT LU % T 00 HA 4% A=

®3 ATEMEREVMEGENEEZTIAERSR(SAR) RITSH

Table 3 Radar sensor data (SAR) for wetland vegetation biomass

RS 1£:5% e etk =X Wi FE (km) ZEPERE(m)  EYEHBI() ARy
SAR ERS-1/2 C vV 100 30 35 1991/1995
ASAR ENVISAT C E\Vf HH, VH, 400,100,5 950,150,30 35 2002

SAR JERS-1 L HH 75 18 44 1992
PALSAR ALOS L e 30~350 7~100 46 2005

SAR Radarsat-2 C Ak 10~500 3~100 24 2007
AIRSAR HLEL C+L+P % - - - 1987
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W 5E K Z R C I B SAR $¥%; Moreau %
(2003 ) 7 22 55 37 Ll ik 10 11X 3R 1 w2 7 3 A 9 1 A
e A ERS T SAR BOE4RER T 18 B 141
C B VV AL S ASS ol 23° 2406 T BY )5 WL
WERK(o®) T o SAY R 0B Xt
Bl 75 FE W 5T 45 SR A O MR (R*>0.59) H A=
Yrig T Al DU 25 SROKS B 4R R ( RMSE = 0. 200
kg - m™) ;X 25 %5 (2012) F| H 4% 1k Radarsat-2C
W BRI AR TR T S A i P 1 A e )2
SRR ML T C ik BN AR R W A ) HO R
FEH B (0 FE 1 5 2 OB R R A A A o i A 3 7Y
J5 S R B BP 2 25 B3 | s T T PH 18
SRR HOAT ) B R AR R, KRR T AR R R
RS (R*=0.87,RMSE=0.099 kg - m™) ,
4.2.2 Ak Ty 2 A B A A A S i
WA ST FL R 0 E A [ i 1) 1) [R)— % B[]
WAk 7 2 B SR O X AR W i R AR 2 5
Pope %1997 ) 2R SIR-C ()9 Ff [a] 4 Ak 75 ik B
XU R 2 5 B9 LT 08 B (Juncus effusus ) | T
( Miscanthus ) FFFH 3 PR bR T 5T , 25 S 3%
Y, C-HH 75 K B0 4 252 I b 145 31 1 b 35
PN ARG RE T C-VV PG BE 4 - 1 AW 000 7 3
HiUFIAEG 25 J3 15 Ml 5 [A) 4F | Kasischke %5 (1997) BF 5% %
PR, BRI B B Ak B T 4 T SR R A 4 e ) R
PEAE A W IR B — e K 2 B A, Mk
A BERDE, — M HV B A0 X A= 4 1 o5 o BURR, VV
We Al BB AE % 2% . Crabbe %5 (2006) i JH Jeffries-
Matusita ( JM ) 25 75 7H 545 1, A0 He T R A fb i Bt
2RI TR IR RS, 28 S AR AN ) B A I8 B TR G 2
B IR A5 EL A O g 0 0 R BE T 5 T IR S
(2009 ) H 155 AURSTIUL F) M A1 SR A i 1 5 1o S 3R 2K
5 ENVISAT ASAR SRIWE#EF 755 LE, 43 A 75 4 HH
VV R AL 7 2T 19 5 ] R 2R BRI 5 0
BN EER Wk S B Ak (HH, VV) 58, 3L+
Tlip 76k J2 A AR ( MIMICS ) A48 #r , IR T
PRZE L5 (ANN ) T Js2 1 3605 BH 980 b X 1 36 b A
AW AR T ROEORS BE (R = 0.81, RMSE =
0.153 kg - m™*)
4.3 A RFLAR TR IR S T R A W 1 3
B AL BT IS (SAR) VRN B i A% IR Al Xk
A SN AU, X b ) 205 R ) 5k, S N B S ISR R
WL A B, FERT e IR R AR 52, 4K
F 4 TR A i B UL S | 1 A 2 i T A R b T

BolioR 2 2] TR T2 R s B
&, C DB A B 3 B T AR A
R AE A 2 Y A R SRR AR b (5 RAE
2012) ; il s e SR A A T X =, 225k IS X
WA 73, B HE e 5 X2 T vV e i, —
PR, 58 S AR H AR AR RUARURE, ol BEX A 17 HE
BRSCRAN IR ; T A A -5 ML B A T 25 A0 A7
TEAHEAE ] KPR AL X R 2 43 2 A T R 2
B 1 2T BB AW I T A [ T 2 A
JRBAE T H R TS R

(EL{OfE FH R 8T o 0 o T A R o 5 E— 2D TR
AW, I AT 78 1k 2 00 T A Wi i A FEE I
FRAZAE (Imhoff, 1995) , HE IR AR5 AWy A G
T REZ B TSR T [ 8O R RN
FI A B S AR MU R U5 05 R LA — | N
TIRARPEAT ALY R A0 64 2 A T e 7 14T
AERMIZR A 8], T Bt — P J 5P 7, [Fn,
H1 T SAR SEAGR BUSAS 55 v HL AT 45 ) J LA 22
FEFNBE M 75 7R3 A B 3 8 BT, A R BR
il TR AR A, R, SOREEE AL BEEOAR Y
FWLL KA IR SAR F 582 K05 I S i AL T
B, R A 1 A ) e S T R B AU
PR UL K & SAR Aok KSR EZ 71,

5 ETHAEEIRRRMERENE

5.1 BOGTE AR A Y) =S AL

WOL T IA (Lidar) R, A b4 — 4k 25 (8] 2544
PRI 55 AF 9 A ) WS B 2L 1307 % HL i 55 a0s
T8, T AR i UL 3 Ao 0 S SR A O 1T ik
AR T & SO 3 D 2 )B4 R T 8] B 15 3 4% I
o 2] b TR A 0 22 [B] B BE B8 (Wehr, 1999) | A i
A UK

R=ct/2 (8)
K, R AL A3 BAR YRR e MG, e Ry
WO K b B2 2090 FR i AT 3R AL et 1]

FHF ARG Lidar RS0 £ 2 10 R CHE I
T AR B ROEBEROE B I8 5 sk 4 Wl 1) /N
BEFOGTR IR PR, Fir o 52858 1m0 I R
FEIAEL B 1 e L 254 S A= i 55 280, 5 2 VR s
B BE O = AT I B AR KO B e BE B ST R
A A (B ,2013)
5.2 WOGTEIRREA Y RS I R

HH T AT AR RAOER A5 R 25 ) RUBE S 161 1 A 2254
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ZRE . O ER IR B 1 ] T o 2 A O 45
BT O BAR B B AL, fe B SR T AR
W bWy R A N5, IO T8 R 19 Y 4G 2R
( Lefsky et al. ,2001 ; Bortolot et al. ,2005; Hall et al.
2005) . FEA ST RY IR O R 1K By N 400 J802
AR G IR U, JE AR IR M LR AR A
75 T e B ELOR AR # . Simard 45 (2006 ) i 1]
WO TR IR AG I 1 5 RV 156 [ 52 2 el A 30
YIFP LA AR A B 1 A0 A2 4 Fe CHE 5 Simard 45 (2008)
AERE HEAE CGSM B XA FHOE T IR B AR B AT
PR R T TR w8 1 L, &5 & S A KO (R
)2 HAR CD SHE#m BE H g R ) F 1Ak A
P AR, EFRE R Lidar 20808 7647 10 4
TR b AR ) 0 Al SR AT Ak T RS A B B, i AR
DLAR ISR

H T Lidar 776 ¢ 3% 1 68 22 0 /5 2% B2 ek J2 A
ISR AR IR - Kk Y Y =N (17 S e
BAERMR, 2T Lidar £ 09 4= ¥ & S i 2 0 T
TR R A BRI L ZEAR AR, AT 1 X A 8 AV
AR, 2 N OGS R G AT
J R A 8 2 300 3k R o vy 32 T ) A A0 Y
FHOCHE ST Gt AsE Ry | e ARV SARPA BE M A4
T SR W) S S B AT B S AR E M T DA K
5O v RO Rl Oy A A i — 2R WS (R
IH5F,2013)

6 ETZHREBRHEHERETBEREDNE

i 25 B Q2 SRR AR ) 2 JR, 45 b Sk b O ) T3
R TR A W7 1t B (HEAR (] 1) 235 8] 43 3 256 I [i) 40 3 S 1
Witk o HER i R EE, g T R H AR A — A~
T4 AT TR O YRR 4 A, 22 VR e SRS A S T
AYrEREmig, 5@ BB L, 2R
G R TR AL 0 15 B B BAME RIS PR,
HU R S T 5 32 B vl 2 3 SRR R A 4 JK
(SAR) A E &5 6 205l Ase iR RS 2 B
TRUFITLA B 52 15 5 PR 2450 ) K 55— R 40 [ i, Ay 48 v
A Wy i ) SCEORS FE B AIE T T AT IR ik B AR
KK R TERE .

BT S5 (2006) X TR IATE BN TM 21845 G465
ZT AR MR A ) SRR B A TP, SR IR
Z I AR S B NDVI FIE 35 5 1) B 2R %0, 1
HEEL T I A 5Ol i R P W) i 1 A 4 Y 25 B A
R 3 3 [ 4 B A5 2 25 A R R 0 A oG R BCH

0.77 , BT MR 2 H K 0.738 kg - m™2, FEH] HAL #4485
AL T 4l 1) NDVI B Proisy 45 (2007) 45 &
IKONOS 515 54 | B 18 B4 B i 2B W k(9 BiF 9
B, A I A A A A ) AN T OIS RRAE
TR LSRR, T O B
F K% (2010) Lh Landsat TM A1 Envisat ASAR 38
WAL A LR, TEPERI B HE L DVI=0.45 1 HI{H,
V5T b A 53 0 A A 2 A A DX s o
R DX, 40590 07 FH 8 11 [ =045 750 R 2 22 06 ke ol 15
R St A DX el A 4 e A 7 S T, 5 A5 8
IFH T8 W5 b A Bl A W i, W gE 4 R AR I, AR Al DU
DVI<0.45 I 5 A4 4 o IX I, 2 3 IR BE 4 i
Mo R FEOLHY, RMSE {1 [l #E 0.015~0.033 kg + m™;
AEAR I DVI>0.45 1455 % B AR ) it X AT, F23))
TEE(SAR) A H =R RMSE i I 7E 0.039~0.106
kg« m”, B, 7EA Y S TR X, R
FHOGF N TR T T JRAR S A5 7T LA 200 Hb it o2 Y e A
Ay SO RS T

25 LR G A LR F A (SAR)
HeEIE (Lidar) AR 22 5 128 B P [R) sz 16 350 A
B Yy ARG RGOS S A AN AT, Hor
T BN A A W A T B, A AL T
IKAE R A e ik, —E BT TR
AWM K R b 1 AR ) R ST TR A A S
F1%) 22 5 1 B3 D) W A A3 v A ) e S TEORS 5 b
AN OGRS B = s S R, FEM T AR
AR A SO, AR R R AR ML T Ol
T8 SRS T ARG FE VAN b RPE R KT 0.5, feii il ks
0.98; & M ALFE FE AR R H K T 0.6, RMSE #%
Ikl % 0.039 kg - m ™ MiG2F 5 G AL T B Hh ]
S TR FEE U 4 Bl NDVIT B R SDURS B b v, R 3l
WRTF 0.75, T8 EIFTe M i R —
HiFE DY A i SR T ST, TR G TG ik TR 45 7
LRSS SEPRWEGE AT 255 25 eI b2 AY  HORE
FITE BRI S 2R R TR T B
AR A B,

7 ERRERMEREVEARRE

UTAF R, 18 AR IZ B TR DY
AT, P T AL e AP TR S0 5 il e A
SEPE, R I TRl AR S R S, N TR A S AR
Gt IS BOA M AR Yy i v TG £
BT B A, Al R RS PR R T AR
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H L T OU A o S 18 22 RSO 5 B i ) S8 i
SE N DR W AT — E R BR . e, 3R T8
AR A A2 Y | 4R v A S8 A 0 A DX A )
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