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Abstract; Dynamic variation of grassland growth is influenced and restricted by climatic conditions. However, it mainly
depends on moisture condition. To clarify preferably relations between grassland growth and drought, we adopted NDVI
(Normalized Difference Vegetation Index) representing variation of grassland growth and SPI ( Standardized Precipitation
Index) characterizing drought to study linear relations between desert, type, meadow steppe and drought. The results showed
that seasonal drought had great influence on dynamics of desert steppe growth, whereas, short-term , medium-term and long-
term drought had little influence. Dynamics of typical steppe growth showed a strong response to seasonal drought, a lower
response to short-term, medium-term and long-term drought. Dynamics of meadow steppe growth indicated clearly a strong
response to seasonal drought and long-term drought. It was found to have lag effects of precipitation on grassland, cumulative
effects of abundance and lack of moisture on grassland. Simulated response relation grassland NDVI to SPI by regression model
containing dummy variables and simple regression model respectively, goodness of fit occurred in regression model with dummy

variables. It was concluded that dynamic variation of grassland growth response to drought had seasonal effects.
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LR S REHAE R RS ( Global Change and Terrestrial Ecosystem ,GCTE) 2 Y4Fi 2R MAHNEE
WA, SEBTRHAES RGN EHEER M —EREEMA AR MEZ ", mYEREHIEIAN
FEEGRARIE YA EESRBRB B RN, B UK B B XA A N KR, | TS5
RUEHIR PHEGRRA R EM R EER R, B 2R B0 SA S REXRHPR D, E-HE g
AW ERE T HBRENEFEEL,

o BBk b BRI YRE Z —, TR 2400 )7 km® B35 T MR R L2 — R KR, 72 BRAE
BRI R B RN, ZRENMEENREREAD Y, PEITEREKSISNEEERZS
BRAFH R IR 2, e BRI S SRR R AR B R PE B B R B T E = K, FE R E
DR SRR A vl g Bt 48 H SRR AL B IR AR A R BB AR R R B R AR B W, EIRA B
THe, ZETRMX LI '™, E, o E B R T 5 S A5 W SRS E B A ot 43R A e B
HRWEZEIRD .

TFREEREMAXT HKHBX , KATREKEREKREEROOSETR T, KSR ™EA R —FHR
%0, BER—MEAERRE, SEREENERCENINE SR ER, BEET RN BRE,
HEFE" (1) BEBBEEE, FF RS R E B ; (2) Boa AR i 3 (3) BRI RN
RIFEGHHRIFEMRBERXEE, RETERAGEFES, B UHTREEORREILE, I Hix 307
LA RISk B SRF R RE SRt R R RS . RN TREEE A8 TRRIN T 285
( Palmer Drought Severity Index, PDSI) ") #e#E 438 B 5% ( Crop Moisture Index, SMI) ™™ i i /K 45 RE $5 %K
( Surface Water Supply Index, SWSI) ") #rvfE 4k BE TR $5%1 ( Standardized Precipitation Index, SPI) "' | K&
MAEFAAAFN T REREHAH T XERETERESEREEET TREN, PN TRERRESHESS
o114 16]

NOAA/AVHRR BAEEMHE 09 R, SRR F SR 1024, {5 F 53 $E 2 5 1°C, 3F H.wb1a] 43 FE 2 4%
&, U ERHERE T B R PO K TE R R R 8 3245 — R IFEERIR, 3¢ BA W RN (M AR B 5T Y X I 42
A KBNS E TR, 7K. REEE X6 RSABABRh EaRAER" . gl
A T WG 41 41 5% B 9 AS [ S 5 A o A 2 ) G I P g 4R 4L T BB Y 7 i . B — AL 2 E g 48 4K
( Normalized Difference Vegetation Index, NDVI) i 52 % % F F 1V I 4% B 9 B8 30", XFF NOAA-7 #n
NOAA9 5L D EHE B A e H B 0 ¥R 4B 5 (Advanced Very High Resolution Radiometer, AVHRR) ,
NDVI #5E R :

NDVI =(Ch2 - Chl)/(Chl +Ch2)

A, Chl 1 Ch2 A3 HIRK T W (0. 58 ~ 0. 68um ) EHEAITLLAH(0.725 ~ 1. 1pym) HE™ o Bk,
NOAA/AVHRR NDVI $t#iE (/375 K R E BB ST o S A5 T S ma i BCH 7T 6B

WEPRC &K, SPT I8 HUHEXTH ] B AR R = A — SN R EHE, Z B T AR REN KR
T, BT, SPI 454k Lt PDSI AL B ERMMH™ 2, RS BREAARNBIEE, FEE P
SEEUESEREKISTHRRSN, Mok DB EEH (T F) X B AL 7 5 5w 7 1 5 B
golt2 oSBT, AT SPLIS SR AR T RANBPBHS R, 4 T EKZAARRA G HEILY
FJE NDVI 5R[E A R E SPT R R, WRAEEMHEEETE, FIH BN SEITEERTS NDVI 5%
RN HFFIR X RS ERER SR HIl, b T B REMA ST HRN, AR E SRR TN,
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Hir. BEEFRRII M THRILVER L, —8000 THRBERORBAL%, 510 XEREKE R 350 ~
550mm, =10°CAEFRIRZY 1800 ~2500C , THRE 4 0.7 ~ 1.2 i F38 , O E A RS LR RS . 0
HIDLEFAR : DU ZREEZE (Stipa baicalensis) , V4 {0 F . 3L 3§ ( Tanacetum sibiricum) , AR R F Z 010 T 44k
FE,RUERERE TR LEER,ZRY, E R, 2B KETE 150 ~400mm , /K 73445 R IEH 24K
BEAMYER , EREYE KBS, EE NS . REH ( Stipa grandis) \FE( Leymus Chinensis
) SRS (Stipa krylovii ) , R T BROGIRTES -, HAVESBEEE1.5% ~2.5% 2], FEER
FESRIE B TR/REWTTE,FRKE 150 ~280mm, SFHEE 2.6 ~4.7C, RIAIRE 1, E#ER
3R B MR /N AR, DIXCBEST2F (S, gobica) ARSI (S, Kleinenzii) S5 R HHEY) , 4 7= K,
1.2 FiEkRBE S
1.2.1 E0EkE

SEBEENBR SIS RFBHE 1982 ~1999 41 727 MEAIRES S H A K BB . BEEK
#&>% NOAA/AVHRR NDVI {5 %1%, 3k B 35 [ NASA 1 NOAA [ EOS 1R fr & 57 i Hb BR % ¥R WL &R 4
(Earth Resources Observation System: EROS) %8550 EEE B8 E . BB 4332 % 8km x 8km , fit[&] 43 3
oA, EEIEE N 1982 41 H ~1999 4E 12 J . & AW NDVI 5 2 8 H brd W L — 2 HER =
KA KPR A SRR T O MVC (B AR ke ™, HBEmB 2% 2000 48 E + B % 40 2%
BrITER™
1.2.2 FuBEabs

(1) NDVI @R {H %4

FKIUE) NDVI AR IAE 3 ~253 Z 8], FIH T EHM A0K NDVL G EEEES] -1 ~1 Z 6.

NDVI, = (NDVI, - 128) x0.008 (1)

NDVI 45 Hdif) NDVI {6, NDVLE 64569 NDVI {5, —-0.2 ~0. 1 {4 i NDVI (& F EEIRE,
PIREZK B YD 135 ,0. 1 ~0.7 A1) NDVI (LA A m 4k ot B AR AR AL

(2) B JFAE A BT B S B 0l s Y R

7E GIS T BB KBS S0 15 405 I S F N 5] NDVI 45 0 K88 LB s 2k 1 B
fe M EME T 5K b, RS — b2 L ) 28 18] 4375 T8, AR H A 1) 207 ) 98 B AU ol U [E) o A
IE A A B R E M X I M SRR (& Do

£1 FTREREXENEHSKIER
Table 1 Meteorologic station corresponding to different steppe type

EF4 A Steppe type Stajt'i;f ffm%lber Wh B ¥R Station £ 8 Longtitude 25 B Latitude
E & f Meadow steppe 1 ¥8HI/R Hailaer 119°45’ 49°13’
2 PO 2R8I Xi Ujimgin County 117°36’ 44935’
BB R Typical steppe 3 B /R g A& Xinbaerhuzuo county 118°16 48°13’
4 WY B Manzhouli 117°26’ 49934"
5 fF L2k i Dong Ujimgin county 116°58" 45317
6 EL/R JB A i Xinbaerhuyou county 116°49’ 48°40’
7 %519[(‘?*4% Xilinhaote 116°04’ 43°57'
8 Pl L IR jit Abaga county 114°57’ 44°01’
FEE B Desert steppe 9 1= J1#& Narenbaolige 114°09’ 44°37'
10 4% B #1 Zhurihe 112054 42°24’
11 3% ¥&4% Erlanhaote 111°58" 43°39’
12 % ERHL Mandoula 110°08" 42°32’
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(3) K5 HE A NDVI 45 b3

o P B SRS X 7 ) BT i R A BT B SR P,
g RS S 1982 ~ 1999 4R B K BRI, 31 || s frgn|  DOBIERE
BRFTK R M 55 1982 ~ 1999 48 NovIatil |, [N
FP3) B , BRGNS BOE R 9 METTIEZE R T :>
(E 1) MR 5y A% R Ey NDVL{E, RRigxtafpEE [ 0 L
KA FTR i sUORRLE NDVI SRF-#, 45 3 B JRK AT 1982
~ 1999 4E1 NDVI a3 o E1 NDVIFFERERFYrEE

L3 A Fig. 1 Graph of spatial average for NDVI digital images
1.3.1 SPI3g¥fyst

McKee 2" 9 T 5 SR SR T S0 88LB 00, 38 T AR iR B PR TR A8 3 (SPT) , 7T LA RISk 4 52 1
RT3 X R B B R REFR 7 . AU Gamma 2075 B CF] LA AT B R R B TR] 7 571,
Gamma 377 HEZR % B BRAIE SLANF

() :Brta)x“'le'”ﬁ (x>0,a>0,8>0) (2)

X, o RRHET RSB BRI BB, RIETRE

I(e) = [ye7dy (3)

K1, (@) 1 Gamma S5 EH o .8 BEOELBA AT BRI
a=4i(1+ 1+43—A) (4)
S (5)

K, n AR EIERE AL, A BELAK(6) I, (5) K,z AR EE.
A=In(%) _ln(Tx) (6)

AR RE I ) R o T 2 DL (L Py R R g

I 1 [yamt -
6(a) = lg(x)dx =3&r(d)lx ey (7)

DL E R REm ) BRI R RN E KR TEN AR TIHER, WL 20 5 A R HREME, B

I, BBUREAT LIS —BFR N
H(x) =q+(1-q)G(x) (8)

K ,q BREMEAHHRTOME, 18 H(x) BHBBERN O FsEZE R 1 WAREIERTR

SPLIEBUAPREIER DR (Z) 5, —MIE SPI 4328 7 KR ERIE(Z222.0) , EHERIE(1.5<Z<
1.99) ,hEFEIH(1.0<Z2<1.49) ,IEH( -0.9<72<0.99) ,7FTER(-1.49<7<1.0) ,HETFERE(-1.99
<Z<-1.5) BEFR(<-2.0), SPLIBETT LA BA R e [8] R B PET 244, FIRITE § > B R RE
SPI fRETN 2 1T LIEE AR (9) B3,

P; = ipj (9)

K, i AREL P i N ARBRENERE, P AERKENMMERE, SANRERR,FEK

FZV AN REL S EENAEKERENE W, A F R E R X EFEA KR mEE R R Z
S E G, FRAE A B R e 2869 SPI, LABESE A i 1a] R b SPI 3425 | NDVI §80H, AR A
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AR R SPLRFELIFS X :1-8 SPI(fR#E 1 4~ H SPI) f12-8 SPI( X3 2 4 H SPI) KBt T 45 89 IR T R
W, BEE T R 3- A SPI(fRFE 3 AN A SPI) Bt T 35 ki B R ;6- B SPI(#& 6 A~ H SPI) #19-
A SPI(RFE 9 A SPI) Bt T K BA BE TR S fL#a %5 12- 7 SPI(RER 12 AN F SPI) KBt T K B FEm
wmR",

1.3.2 NDVI 5 SPI X &

FRi B JER | AN B R R BE SR LY 1982 ~ 1999 4F NDVI i [] 5 2375 1 A SPI.2 A SPL,---,12 A
SPI YRR AT . BOATEAE AR K ZE Py, BETR 58 B A 3 B A TR 4k, TR 2 4 R B0t A B A8 i 6 oz
B DU N FET SRR AL, B, FRATERAKEMN (4 ~9 4r)NDVI 5 SPL R R,

TRAEAE R DT B SE R, R R JR A KA G B o B2 1) NDVI 5 SPI iHR] 31 , #E47 S [B11H 4047 o
B4 K A R R NDVL 5 SPLIESCA B KRS Rt R, ZE et B AR RS | A T B 81, LA
B Z7 i 3 NDVI 5 SPT B2k R RO, LB, 5IAT 6 N EHIZER D, ,D,, -+, Dg, LRI
HREN ag,a,, a0 I, &b IR UZRR R

NDVI =a, +a,SPI +a,D, +a,;D, +a,D; +asD, +agDs +a,D,SPI + a;D,SPI +
ayD,SPI + a,,D,SPI + a,, DsSPI (10)

G BB B E X, 28 D B0, WAMESE T84k, Bk, D, ,D,, - . DBUEINER 2 i , ERAKZE
DA IR i IR R B 2 TR AR B T L AR R (1) R

4 B#y NDVI=a, +a,SPI 5 Bfy NDVI=(a, +a,) +(a, +a,;)SPI

6 Bfy NDVI={(a,+a;) +{a, +ag)SPI 7 B#y NDVI=(a,+a,) + (a, +a,)SPI (11)

8 Hfy NDVI=(a, +as) +(a, +a,)SPI 9 By NDVI=(a, +as) +(a, +a, )SPI

BT B IEEE TR L R FH AT R, AL A

3807 M R 0 47 28 LIRS 407 NDVI 5 SPT 4534 2 BERERE

Table2 Value of dummy variables
mﬁ‘ﬁ@yﬂ%go H 4 Month D1 D2 D3 D5
2 HGRISm

2.1 ZEJ§ NDVI 5 SPI R &Z4¥T
2.1.1 JREE )R NDVI 5 SPI mE]f¥315C Rt
iR R R NDVI 5 SPI i 8] ¥ 31 B B I A0 1) 2
B (B, AR R FBAAF A 48 =R
NDVI, B A8 4R 9 AN [F] A it T R R SPL, T [|]) o BT LA
&, B ER NDVI 5 SPI B9 5C R i 18] R AN [/ T A2 A2 28 4, 2 A Se 5 B S X A [ s ) RUBE B
BR MM ARKZESR . 4 A4 NDVI 5A[E SRR EE R SPI R 2 BEEMR, Bh 4 BHRREER
BT, TR T T RN REREER TR HE K. 5 A4y NDVI 5 2-7 SPLI 8 M X m, i 6 A4
NDVI 5 3-F \6-F SPL WA SR HIAR KM , BB AR A P S FE R B R B R AE R MBI K. TLNE,
M R T B 4% B R HH B B 3, R T B REE R AR SIS EWE oy 25, 8 AN AREE
JRAE R ERAF IS, Bert , NDVI S04 [ 6] RBE SPI 1830 2 BB BME K M. 9 Ay, TR NDVI 54 [F i [6]
REEHY SPTAHSCHBUR , FR B RAB R AR R th R B W e, A 2 R IR R, SR T R ERERRRB .
B4 5.6.7.9 A &R NDVI 5 1- 5 SPL3 %M SeHh, BT, o AR BRI SR T 2 X R EE R A
Ko BHER, REERNARSIRZETETEEERR, M. F AR TR REERERB D,
FEAE IS, SR B D A [ i 1) RUE By SPT 38 %R PR BUAF O A S, A3 — A IR RA T £ B A T ki i
TR BRI B 4 B T B Y Bl 2 5 L B S R IR, 20 A X B Sl o T 52, BT DA 3 2R AR B R 4
SRR A KR BUA B B3R X — 450

L'=TEN- BN B Y S

D4
0
0
0
0
1
0

O O = O O O
-0 0 O O O

0
0
1
0
0
0

o0 O O = O
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L
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B 030
z L B L B B
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= 0.10 E e SN Fp 03
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=) . ° L) o
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% ' 3 P . ‘ 0.- LN oo « u:. -
% 010 FR=0.309 FR=10336 FR=0.294 FR=0.115 LR =02439 LR =0.407
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B2 1982 ~1999 IR EE R NDVI 5 [R A A R SPL AR S 4
Fig.2 Correlation of NDVI for dessert steppe and SPI with different time scale from 1982 to 1999

2.1.2 R )R NDVI 5 SPI mE] ¥ 315 Rt

it i B E R NDVI 5 SPI 352500 [ FP 3| BEA TR S 04T , P BUR BT AN IR 3 B/ o ST B U e, S Y
F J NDVI 50 Rl TR] ROBE Y SPT 3880 S MR, 32 T ML R R S T R RN A IR IR R IR B, ST
JRPS, SR B AR K S U TR B R, T LR X S B R R A KGR R — B R PR . 7E ML BRI
A KWI,2-A .3-H .6-H .9-A \12- 5 SPI 5% & NDVI B8 X3 B3 , R B FOR F XX A F A i
8] R TRABRNR, ER R TARIN 5.6 Afr,5 A& R NDVI 52-7 SPL.6 A#r= )R NDVI 5
3-A SPL 2B E AR, I AIAET T R B R RARAR KW, A4 TEREKESR 7.8 A
i, BAKA R E R —E T B ERRAE, E RSOy A BABITUE, BEFENUETRRNEAR
FeAl B2, BT, B R NDVI 5T 24858, HA9 AlE, EFEITHEME, KK T 2X & R &0
AR BT R JA R A — e RN, 40 2- A SPL, MR 3 3B 7T LUA Y, AU 2 JRR 285 4 T 5L
LR , T X 45 AP IR T e DR o
2.1.3 FAE)R NDVI 5 SPI mHEfF35 Rt

)RR NDVI 5R[F A B[R] R E SPL 88U X R BN IE 4 TR, BR 3-A SPL 4k, 4 Ay A &R
NDVI 5 SPL {880+ 5A BB BE HAHSCH:, T 5 A EYE R NDVI 5T 2488 ts 4 AhEE, H
HREIR B 1982 ~ 1999 4F R4 R A E R S A¥NEE, Mo ERERE4 A TAERT, Bk, 4
ROrd =R R SR T RENARE, T 5 BHEFIFRAT , ERIEAE R, X TRmMET R, 6.
7 B ERER NDVI 5 2-H .3-5 .6-A SPI 8 ¥R B BGR M X 1, B R NDVI 3 T 285 8K, 8 AHK
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Fig.3 Correlation of NDVI for type steppe and SPI with different time scale from 1982 to 1999

R NDVI 5T 248808 A 2B M SR MH K, BN 8 A A EA R A KRN, S E A REE, H
I, TR EFRARKSSEEA K, 9 AMEaR R NDVI 5E8ARKHR T R1E%0(6-H .9-A SPI) lHx
MBS , R T R R BB, FET B R PR A R R A K R 2 MR B B A A, RIR X R B
R, BHEA 9 A, IRAEE R, MY AERPIER , FEE RS RERTR, FRURTEXE
AEJR NDVI BRI A B o AR AR SRk SPI ma B i [B) ROBESR R, B IR 45 A T B i B 3 o

MELE 3 FPEJRISE! NDVI i 2 R SPL S8 ma DL vT LAE i, EIRAE K FEAK 4 A NDVI 5 1-5 SPI
HERMERS, M5 3-A SPLAHRMEEER, WTIRM T M EXNE RN LA, R RN, X
ZHBOLT , TR B X RS R A K ShA R B/, T8 SR AR I ShAS R [ TR B W R IR AR , 5 LA B9
A G
2.2 FJR NDVI X5 B 2 i

AT R EIERE (A 10) 247 3 MR RIEE NDVI 5 3- 7 SPLIERRI SRR, O T AR EH
ATERB-EREMS , XA T R EERE A TR R NDVI 5 SPLISSRYC R, i BH R B RI R &
RN 3.4.5 P, BT il A 8 i E ISR B S0 BRI A R AR )R R ) R NDVI 5 SPI ik R B
Z (P <0.0001) 71 R*(0.606,0.619,0. 852) 4 15 Tt T 8] AR 2 4347 19 B E M (P =0. 002,0. 004,0. 044)

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn



13 EER % EI RN SET R A R 179
1-A 1-Month 2-H 2-Month 3-H 3-Month 6-H 6-Month 9-H 9-Month 12-H 12-Month
0.4
_ R=10.389 R=0420 R=0.492 R=0.427 R=10.185 R=0.438
B 03 p=o.110 | P=0.082 | P=0.038 | P=0.077 | P=0.462 | P=0.069
O APCI ye S S P L S prys X S | PPURRLILE | o8 3 o ol
< 0.1F te C e’ - e %o - o % ,’o,oﬁ_u_’*, LR
0 I 1 1 I 1 1 I 1 I 1 1
0.4
.
m 02 = ® ® 1L [ . o0 o "0 o * _/.//.:-.;—f/ - o
[P L ] * L] L] L] L]
0.1 FR=0.319 R=0.510 R=0.462 - R=0.452 I R=10.348 I R=0.738
o LP=0.197 P=0031 P=0054 P =0.060 P=015 P=0 | |
05 .. %' Y .. :. * o ® L] a
g 041 o o: L] L . o [ L L L) L . o _/.;:/, _./{}:/
E [ e o ted Y . . ® . 0 .
. 03 e * s = ..-‘ i .o‘ * s o® e | e * . I~ :..
) 02 - - - - . -
o1 LR=0328 | R=0.600 | R=0.556 | R=0622 | R=0.389 | R=0492
= '0 P:‘O.184 P:‘0.00‘S P:‘0.0l‘7 | PZIO.OOI6 P:‘O.ll(‘) P:O'O3|8
)
= 00 -, .3 TS .3 -,
Z I N o B I J R S [ P S
= 04 = °® q ¢ o o L . ® - L 0 P Fe e% %y o * o
* * L] * e ® *
=
02 - Rr=0353 ~ R=0.499 ™R =0.505 ~ R=0510 ~R=0.186 R=0.489
0 P:‘O.IS‘I P:‘0.03§ P:‘0.0I’? ) PT0.03|1 P:‘O.48‘5 P:|0.04|0 )
g 0.6 - e®e [ Se [ o * [ . [ [ L4 L] [ L
& | ot Rd— | et e et || ettt | o S| 4T
Q 04 F o o i {1 e s o F eo® hd » F % & Fe® .‘a . * LI
= 02 L R=0243 | R=0.347 L R=0.360 L R=0.395 L R=0.195 L R=0.471
P=0331 P=0.158 P=0.142 P=0.105 P=0439 P=0.048
O | | | | | | | 1 | | | 1 | |
2 .
g o ) K . . °
Z, 041 o° 1 L) : B L o 2 SO S S ) SN & 5
32 o ° [ A °® o . . LY 3 LY
oin 02 - R=0.466 L R=0.508 I R=10.459 - R=0.324 I R=0.186 I R=0.600
S P=0.051 P=0.031 P=0.056 P=0.190 P=0.460 P =10.008
| | | | | | | 1 | | | | 1 |
-2 -1 0 1 2-2 -1 0 1 2-2 -1 0 1 2-2 -1 0 2-2 -1 0 1 2-2 -1 0 1 2
SPI

Fig.4 Correlation of NDVI for meadow steppe and SPI with different time scalefrom 1982 to 1999
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