ISSN 1000-0933
CN 11-2031/Q

Acta Ecologica Si




L/ L E

®*®>
" (SHENGTAI XUEBAO)
PR S RN 335 F£3H 201328 (EAT)
5%

B RGEREINEEEIN S EIE
BIE A RTALE ARG, PEGBIFEHrH e Gretchen C. Daily, X £Z 4 12 % (669)
T RE A AAMENUE B BTG FE G eeerrnnnerrennae e MHEEE,H &5 F (686)
KR A SSAENE TR THER P AT R—— ARG FIMEA A B oo

.......................................................................................... BRKLK W, BEE,E (693)
ARGGIRL ST TSR o ooeeerrrmriee e B EE KEEE L (T02)
G ER AR AR S TR BT TAIE coveeee e G LA A EEE L (1)
FNMERR A S AR EH X AT oo B ORLEET AR L (718)
LA R AT AR REIRS 0 F R VASE Z K BRI A ] e HiLlgE BHA K % (726)
B B BT TE T G A A A T B B vvveeeeeeeeeee e B x| E B (737)
BE AR ARG LIBE RN T AL G AT E cveeererreennneeans BEW Y B MRS, % (746)
BB AT XALR AR RGBS A Zn G A5 e B ML MEEE A A2 (756)
EBBE IR A RBEP R AEZBREAMERRM rvvvrieeeeeeeeeeeiiiineeeee Zlgls B R H A% (T64)
HRRETEBIZER G R ZIMAEIEAE cooeeeereererereneenieninneinenneenna KOELY B MMEEE.Z (771)
HRASEY T2 R BAMK A EBIERIFAE e & W, E B F,% (780)
R A ) e B o 7 ) = S ok, W, EEFR,%E (789)
TNMEERRES RABAE G RE LG EBIRFE o ¥ B, EER,E O, E (798)
AR EIE 52 RER
R BB —— A A BTG IRIE A R B R R TR e ¥ 9.7 E (809)
R IRIE AR I G AB AL eeernrnetn e A EM LT (825)
M AR A BRI D L LRSS IAr S AEPEAE T AR D eeveerrerrmrmmnnenernnennnnnanns Tk, EEE, E80 (834)
MESEMES
CHE R AT ML B L HE K BGFEFT <o reeeeee e oL E KL GEE A (844)
NEERREREZZERHMRMALERAES o X FA, EEA, EEF,F (856)
T 6 3 F R GG HARAZT BAR TG T e B & AR A (867)
FeAtrt BB A6 E 5B 3 A B e YA XA HAY L (876)
WA 4 ¥ AF LIE RGBT R RS BT R R R Leeeenenee FHRE.HE LB %% (888)
BB K ITACH A Ko A S A PE BT T 98] wevvnneerrrniee et BOKHE A [T B % (898)
BRFERHEANER L L Z HZTARARE DI oo, T T AR BT E 2 (907)
A F B3Rt B SPAD AAE LN R RUBRFGEL coovvere Bk L EAHE X (916)

ThEr BEETNASERES
KA G TAY TLFPATARE L BB EAE T coreeeeeeeeererrriieneeeeeeeiinans TUE,FER, T %,% (925)



KA R SRR ) 2% 23 K AR B S BB oo eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeens R B Y A, % (934)

WL B AR M AR B AL R R A B A AR KLY, REZE,E (944)
ZRIRBLEREORRP REBELEENTRREFBEEE oo TARE KW, AEHE (957)
Z &l KB M R B M LA R ok BETE SR e B, E 17,5 4% (964)
=W RIEMEKRES

AT AR5 T FREN B FFARLE S50 F AT FHFIEDH ooeeeee KER,K #,EHE,%F (975)
A F CLUE-S AR 6972 /KRR LA 2 R 0 AT AREDL o vvvvmmnnnnnnennenens DA, H /N, 48,5 (985)
W ER

R AR TR IR Mt T TR A BTN ALK v errnrerrrrrn e FHRA A OME (998)
FTRE S B IRACK A T L B T F e EWF,HHEE (1011)

HAFIEARSE:CN 11-2031/Q * 1981 # m * 16 * 350 # zh % P * ¥90. 00 * 1510 * 36 % 2013-02

EEEEEEEEEEEEEE

HEEW: M QAR MR G ——0 1 Kb 2 37 v BT DA e U8 1 fe i | U8 2 91 1) i K 1 — YR ML 2, 4t 75 7 5
JE ZUEEARRRAE T 1976 AR IR, ZEIX AR | 52 DX B A1 AR 32 31 R A2 B2 (s i, B JE 1 4R R 47 X
FH ORI A KRBT RIR R RS L EAEE, b E B IR, S R e R S e kit — )
Ak [50 B— BE RS G , 2 5 RIS A BRI . dy T B F B B I 1L (A e, A B S I, B R H B
LEPN et AT

FERME: REfEER LMl K% E-mail: cites. chenjw@ 163. com



5533 B 3 W *$ = 2 e Vol. 33 ,No. 3
2013 4£2 A ACTA ECOLOGICA SINICA Feb. ,2013

DOI: 10. 5846/ stxb201206240889

SRR, BROCHR , FRFT8E , SRIE AR, MR I Ol (0 3R S DG A BB, AR 25412, 2013,33(3) :0876- 0887.
Zhang Y H,Chen W H,Guo Q Y,Zhang Q L. Hyperspectral estimation models for photosynthetic pigment contents in leaves of Eucalyptus. Acta Ecologica
Sinica,2013,33(3) :0876-0887.

BERITA SRR ER LI E&RE

KA RSB FRAF, KRFH
(A U 2 R 222 B AR 350007)

FEE . ORI A S R AR R E 2, A SR , ¥ 7 6 B S L RRAE I B S A (3 S i 1R 19 5 KA Bl
FHFOEA ORGSR R [R5 % 8 B AR P Te i A P o A R R TR R, A T
HMRAE AR I 5 REAS  FESE 50 5 PIE T I R 1) 8 Y63 B R B R 4 38 i N R ik, FILADGIE AT BR Fnge i
2O ESOERE BRI TAR B AT BRI T ORISR IE S R M R S N R AR SRS B R A AR A it
KR I DFIR 45 SR WA LA (SDr—SDb) / ( SDr+SDb ) 78 BT H 8 B Bk S 00O B A

KR AU A O RS R A

Hyperspectral estimation models for photosynthetic pigment contents in leaves

of Eucalyptus

ZHANG Yonghe ,CHEN Wenhui* ,GUO Qiaoying,ZHANG Qinglin
College of Geographical Science, Fujian Normal University , Fuzhou 350007, China

Abstract; Pigments are of great importance in physiological and ecological processes of plants. Revealing the relationships
between their characteristic bands in the spectral reflectance and the contents of photosynthetic pigments using hyperspectral
data will help to understand the spectral reflectance characteristics of photosynthetic pigments and provide the technical
supports for rapid non-destructive monitoring of plant photosynthetic pigments using hyperspectral remote sensing. In this
paper, eucalyptus leaf samples collected in field were used to measure the hyperspectral reflectance of the leaves and the
corresponding contents of chlorophyll, carotenoid in our laboratory. The spectral data were processed using spectral analysis
techniques and analyzed using statistical methods to extract spectral characteristic parameters and subsequently to establish
the estimation models of spectral characteristics and both chlorophyll and carotenoid contents. Precision tests proved that the
best model is the exponential model using (SDr—=SDb)/(SDr+SDb) as a variable, where SDr and SDb are red and blue

edge areas, respectively.
Key Words: eucalyptus; pigment contents; hyperspectral ; estimation model
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S SR E R bR W RS 25 o M i I RE R A 1 €6 28 TR U SRR, B AR e 4 R 0L AT
55 (EXHE Y HA IR SRR, i i B AR AR A ) A B AR S 5 v AR B OB Tz i g T LA S
B PR Te i I KO BEARIK T DA R 2 R G045 22 2 T S R ) 7 A5 P R B 25 14 T 1 2 B AR 25 AR
1657 E AN L2 F 38 e R b 8 Bk B B T UEAT T IR AR5, IS TR 22 i) Y 48 56 RN 5% A F
FEEER, Strachan % ST 3 AitE RUKF A TR L0 07 B A4 R 3T SPAD (A 2 4% B & A, R =0. 81,
AR ST KRS | T K AR 2 A M B B RURIE B — B S BOETE 762 nm b, BRZEE AED A
mSR s . mND,os Fl PRI ZEFEH0RT I FAG KRGO B REAY (6 38 & 2, VE 0 /KR8 R i Wl 48 A, R
ISR M S LU T BAR L, R T A B ST A AN SRR N LA AR A RO, S AR AR [
N T A 20 ) 245 R 2 kR B ) S 8 1, e — b R B A B i 3 i RS R R X T AT R
F/NZIR TR S T & /NZE N R i g R ORUK 4 & 8 5 RHHOG T  E  ar ATAR  ZE o Mg AR R
PROSPECT #A4FN FCR ARAY | ARAULHH 2 28 15 AR A X I e S S SR 0 5 ), [ B 24 300 P T LA 50198 532 i 41,
ANRBZE

AR SR AR SRR S R AR Y 20 i R S S R AH DGR T, $R i A iR A R
HRURIEL, FHEETOGIE O B A A e U B OISR E SRS A R & R T A S b, 4R
AR AR 2 i, FIRDGIES ST R & R AHCOC R BLG IF A BRI R 7 MR 22 17
BRI ARG FE A6
1 SEIGEHEIREN
1.1 FERMES

SEBGFE AR I B R AERF RIS 2011 4F 10 A 11 H 5250 S A7 TR #6100 A Mg, SEge x4
SRR 3a 9N T RME PIREREAR SRR S, SRAE M BE B b 1T 2 m Ab A 5% L i 4l o7 B 2he AP fif
A% FFAE 4 h N R SCI0 A T B I DK 2R V5 AL B EA TGS B R A 2 S R E
1.2 GG R ETRIE

I F 3 52 559 2% 1 I 22 % FH 35 8] Analytical Spectral Device ( ASD ) 2% ) AE 7 14 {5 465 =X BF 1 Hb 49 ' 185 4%
FieldSpec3 , G BEE I FE 350—2500 nm, HiH1,350—1000 nm S RAERIFE A 1.4 nm |, GHE/F 9% K
3 nm; 1000—2500 nm JEHERFEE A 2 nm GG HERN 10 nm, ZESGIE N BT, AXES F 2hb 78R (
SREEIRIRE A 1 nm) 651 2151 AN BEEEEL, ASZER B3RS 2= N BRDF Il R gt vy, S8 E W GIR
A RTGf 300 AT 00, IR T0 A 0°, 435 f1 hy 25°  BE B0 5 2R 18 13 em, (MR SEREZ1
5.7—6 em) ) G RAEN R RE B BB TR I BT ) TAE A L, Ll 2o T,
FERAARAE T T AN IR £ | R BB S AN o M LA TIE RS B8 | Wh BN AE TR ISR 4E 10 2003 il £k | BiUCF
PR VE iz AR GiE 2k . B8 10 min XHUEHK 1 IROLALALIE
1.3 OJLEEEEENE

R P A £ 2 2 BCIROGT T DG (A WA, A1) FH 43 Y B 7 e — o R T O s L O D (L, Hh B
A HR BRI A RGBT £ a R s ED

PRI 5 1 it R B A LI = N AT G R S I, XA RE S BGHT B e 3y, Ry
0.2 g S AIIMAMREE A 95% L1 Ko/ Vi A7 S Rb PR B 5 My K EL IS L 203, B LUk A, 8,25 mlL SEAE, 2R
J5 F UV2450-48 58] WA T 665 nm 649 nm 1470 nm KN BIDOGE D A, BRI A X155 0t
&K a,b I N R (mg/kg) 010"
2 HRAE
2.1 LR OREG RS RARICHE 2 6] A S T

SEOETE R T R b AR AR SR IS R B I AR T BB AR R ST I I N FERRIE . PR, PR
FI OGS S A A 5 5 OGRS Z B OC & AR S A B AR AL Al e B AR 2 |1
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Fig.1 The correlation coefficient between chlorophyll content and reflectance, reciprocal logarithm spectra. the first derivative spectra.the

second derivative spectra of eucalyptus leaf

M1 AIE 7R R WG P, i 2 B 5 ARG R SR 2 S OG  7EIT LTS ME B N R EA G,
ST LA MTEIE T R S i 52K D B R AR RSN RIS O R A R, T
T B PN A T S S SR AR, AT £ A0 N G IS R TE IR — B i & R SO TE, 7E 500—800
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F1 BREBEHESERIH
Table 1 The Hyperspectral characteristic parameters and description

JEIBFRIEAE SR

Spectral characteristic variables Parameter Description

Db( EJJJ.WE{E) The amplitude of the blue edge 490—530 nm P — B S EOGE i B R (E

Ab( Eﬂl_'fﬁﬁ) The location of the blue edge Db Xt E‘J{B{ﬁ{ﬁﬁ( nm)

Dy(EINIE{E) Yellow edge amplitude 560—640 nm H— - SHOGIE PR

Ay( ﬁfﬂiﬁiﬁ) Yellow edge position Dy XiF B Y (ﬁfiﬁiﬁ( nm)

Dr( ZL11 18 ) The amplitude of the red edge 680—760 nm P— W SHOLIE 0 A fE 1)

Ar( £ E ) Red edge position Dr YR AP A B (nm)

Rg( LRI T R) Green peak reflectance 510—560 nm W)il{f}iﬂ‘}%—iﬁ/ﬂ%j{{ﬁ[m]

Ag(ZRIENLE ) Green peak position Rg XF W A A7 B (nm)

Rr( A5 AT H) Red Valley reflectivity 650—690 nm PN YEIE R S 2/ ME L

Ab(LAIE) Red Valley location R X 17 A A A (nm)

SDb( #ETHFR) Blue edge area T 08 K 3 BB P9 — B S B A Y A

SDy(FEATHFL) Yellow edge area TR KT B 9 — B S 0 B Y A

SDr( LT F) Red edge area LT3 P T P — B S B0t BEAE )

SDg ( £RI&TI ) Green peak area TE 510—560 nm P 5 IE G1E i 2 Fr 4[] A% 1 AR

VI, =Rg/Rr LRUE A Rg AL U2 Re (1 LU AE

VI, =(Rg=Rr)/(Rg+Rr) LRGSO HE Rg FALA R Re (A —{0AE

VI; =SDr/SDb ZUh A SDr SR AL SDb Y H A1)

VI, =SDr/SDy ZUN TR SDr S5 # i m B SDy ) Huq e

VI5 = (SDr=SDb)/(SDr+SDb) LU A SDr SR AL SDb A A — L fE

VIg = (SDr=SDy)/ (SDr+SDy) LU SDr 5 EH TR SDy KA —bfE 1]

2.2.2 OUEORE R SCIERIEAS FAYHE S
FIHT spss GETHRAFTROLE GRS 75 ROGE L B Z B AR SC R B 4R R 2,
R2 AEBRAESHRIETEZEMNEXREE(n=35)
Table 2 Correlation coefficients between pigment contents and the hyperspectral variables

S AR T 4K a 2R b B ERER K bR

Spectral types of variables Chlorophyll a Chlorophyll b Total chlorophyll Carotenoids

ity AR Db -0.693 ** -0.688 ** -0.692** -0.667 **

Spectral position variables Ab 0.685 " 0.675"" 0.683 " 0.676 "
Dy 0.555*" 0.549 ** 0.554** 0.530 "
Ay -0.271 -0.291 -0.277 -0.291
Dr -0.035 -0.026 -0.033 -0.028
Ar 0.850 " 0.843 " 0.849 ** 0.819 "
Rg -0.533*" -0.549 " -0.538 " -0.519 "
Ag -0.114 -0.129 -0.118 -0.118
Rr 0.132 0.096 0.122 0.122
Ab -0.573*" -0.586 " -0.578 " -0.582*"

S i AR SDb -0.697 ** -0.696 ** -0.698 ** -0.674 "

Spectral area of variable SDy -0.669 " -0.663 " -0.668 ** -0.643 "
SDr 0.311 0.318 0.314 0.308
SDg -0.499 ** -0.518*" -0.505 " -0.487 "

MBS R VI, -0.640 ** -0.611"* -0.633** -0.616**

Vegetation index variable Vi]z -0.674"" -0.644 -0.667** -0.647 "
E 0.874*" 0.873 " 0.875"" 0.841 "
Vi, 0.859 ** 0.858** 0.860 " 0.825"*
Vi[s 0.840 " 0.842 " 0.842** 0.815**
Vi[ﬁ 0.840 " 0.838 " 0.840 " 0.812 "

* & RNt 0. 01 B KF-, T RILLFTRA R R B XA R T 0.6 A H#
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M2 IR, (RSB SR A B BRI R LD BRI RN R LA T AR
BT AR e TR K T A AR B R A T 22 [ AR DG R BRIk B 0. 01 8 3 R kP Horh R
BLLAE = R R RS B M AR SC R BOR 77 0.8, RS RS RS H s gk
WA I 2T A5 B A 3 K Jl B R I8 82 ] ) AR O R A (7 0. 6—0.7 Z 1
3 fEREEST

He TS AR (0 2R 3 B A SRR AR B i BE AL 2 S WA, e rp SRR AS 1Y 23 1 T SRR i 1/
3 TSRO UE , MR 1 B BE 512 .735m 711,737 nm BYBIBOGIEVE R A 25 &, X 26k B2 8] A4 56 &R
HOERiE L 0. 01 K8, ARG 2 BEHRZLIAIE EL AR L0 iR SDr S TR SDb B HUAE LU T AR SDr
SR SDb B IH—ALMH LU AR SDr 5 AR SDb #YIH—AKME, IXEEAH R REORT 0. 6 B HAE Ny
FhSRA T ST ) H AR
3.1 HUR R AR LA Y

AHFFEE ] 4 A AR BN S AR MR (045

] L AR T Y=a+bX (1)
X RS Y =a + bln(X) (2)
P LAY Y=a+bX +cX (3)
S ¢ R Y = ae” (4)

A, Y RIDEA GRS, X RN EDEEER IR A2, o (b | c FBIARECS "2, £ 3 25
KSR RS EISEER, K 4 BXNY PRE RSO E R GHISHGE, K2 2SR
B S R RS AU L K 3 R MRS E SRR R RIS AR UL

®3 BMHERSESHAETENEMSIFREMAERSER

Table 3 Parameter of linear and nonlinear models between chlorophyll content with the hyperspectral variables

IGRHEAR (n=23) BEHEAR (n=12)

Akt s " ) . Training samples Validation sample
Variable Model pe . e RVSE
Ar 56 -57.3665 0.0834 0.831 103.15 0.621 0.4319
XL -386.7846 59.2007 0.832 103.76 0.618 0.4451
RS -57.3665 0.0834 0. 0000 0.831 103.15 0.621 0. 4436
54k 6.6119 % 107'7 0.0533 0.721 54.37 0.725 0.3936
SDb ik 2.9437 -19. 5864 0. 686 45.80 0.341 0.6326
Xt -1.9524 -1.2982 0.713 52.06 0.536 0.5265
IR/ 3.4458 -34.3222 96. 8695 0.711 24.60 0. 486 0.5328
eI 3.939%4 -14.0677 0.753 63.91 0.518 0.5295
28 £ 0.4861 0.1724 0.742 60.26 0.884 0.3528
X4 -0.7473 1.3021 0.798 83.02 0.776 0.3639
Lk -0.5197 0.4551 -0.0172 0.802 40.50 0.63 0.4141
eI 0.7502 0.1080 0.619 34.17 0.894 0.6120
Vi, E29ds 0.2377 0.2220 0.692 47.26 0.852 0.3278
X4 -1.2583 1.6087 0.739 59.61 0.765 0.3583
Pk -1.3051 0.6725 -0.0298 0.748 29.72 0.649 0. 4082
AL 0. 6461 0.1381 0.570 27.85 0.887 0.3851
VI; £ -2.3055 5.5313 0.787 77.73 0.634 0.4283
PO 2.9167 3.6948 0.760 66.39 0.556 0. 4669
ML 0.1872 -1.7357 5.2137 0. 800 39.90 0.724 0.3827
ik 0.0996 3.8429 0. 809 88.77 0.797 0.3612
145 2 -3.3505 7.0290 0.750 63.03 0.671 0.4049
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et — IZFFEAR (n=23) SUFFEAR (n=12)
Sent s a b ¢ Training samples Validation sample

Variable Model

R? F R? RMSE
PO 3.3681 4.9840 0.747 62.12 0.621 0.4320
ML -3.2450 6.7321 0.2069 0.750 30.02 0.673 0.4039
EiER 1 0.0556 4.6839 0.709 51.11 0.801 0.3534
p'siz £ 2.5919 -543.5051 0.717 53.10 0.345 0. 6003
PO —4.2449 -0.9100 0.776 72.89 0.602 0.4314
ElILY 2 2.9822 -975.9297  97454.7619 0.771 33.71 0.540 0.4636
EiEE1 3.0728 -392. 8395 0.797 82.27 0.532 0.4689
p'7s &tk 0.2068 365. 4898 0.674 43.43 0.769 0.3419
ROEAe 9.1300 1.3397 0.671 42.76 0.656 0.3975
ek -0.0695 510.0911  -17319.9335 0.679 21.11 0.731 0.3595
EIEE 1 0.5969 2425647 0.632 36.04 0.850 0.2849
P Ltk 1.8613 3383. 8042 0.713 52.20 0.683 0.3943
ML 1.8402 3549.8846  1472344.1167 0.718 25.42 0.750 0.3576
R 1.7899 2247.9471 0.670 42.59 0.824 0.3356
P £ -0.2350  —6575.5390 0.650 39.08 0.770 0.3303
IR -0.2840  —6935.4562 —627187.4050 0.651 18.61 0.766 0.3327
EiER 1 0.4321  -4467.8955 0.639 37.18 0.858 0.2622
F4 XPEINREES/RITTENLESFEUERGRESER
Table 4 Parameter of linear and nonlinear models between carotenoids content with the hyperspectral variables
Variable Vodel a b ¢ raining samples alidation sample
R? F R? RMSE
Ar £ -6.4188 0.0094 0.748 62.16 0.623 0.0568
ROEAe -43.5183 6.6671 0.749 62.49 0.62 0.0559
ML -6.4188 0.0094 0. 0000 0.748 62.16 0.623 0.0557
B 1.3207x107 0.0430 0.682 45.10 0.703 0.0489
SDb 2 0.3721 -2.2040 0.616 33.69 0.337 0.0759
POEAe -0.1748 -0. 1446 0.627 35.36 0.531 0.0637
ML 0.4170 -3.5235 8.6736 0.630 17.06 0.458 0. 0666
EiER 1 0.4524 ~11.1155 0.682 45.05 0.486 0. 0650
VI, E29da 0.0979 0.0190 0.642 37.62 0.858 0.0441
POEAe -0.0410 0.1453 0.705 50. 19 0.764 0. 0459
ML -0.0336 0.0560 -0.0022 0.715 25.10 0.546 0.0570
EiER 1 0.1213 0.0862 0.573 28.17 0.862 0.0588
Vi, E29da 0.0716 0.0243 0.590 30.28 0.84 0.0429
POEAe -0.0942 0.1774 0.638 36.99 0.765 0.0454
ML -0.1196 0.0802 -0.0037 0.651 18.68 0.62 0.0532
EiEp 1 0.1081 0.1096 0.521 22.86 0.865 0.0424
VI £ -0.2182 0.6218 0.706 50.43 0.632 0.0530
POEAe 0.3695 0.4171 0.687 46.09 0.556 0.0575
ElILY 2 -0.0284 0. 0686 0.3969 0.711 24.61 0.691 0. 0495
R 0.0246 3.0468 0.738 59. 10 0.76 0.0453
Vi Ltk -0.3272 0.7782 0.652 39.42 0.679 0.0498
XTEL 0.4171 0.5530 0.653 39.49 0.633 0.0525
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o - LJlTIZ}H‘iZF( n=23) ﬁiﬂ%?ﬁ( n=12)
Vasiable Model a b c raining samples Validation sample
R F R RMSE
ElIRYER -0.4703 1. 1807 -0.2805 0.653 18.83 0.656 0.0511
EiEE 1 0.0157 3.6926 0.639 37.23 0.777 0.0435
p'sia Lk 0.3335 -61.7784 0.657 40.21 0.339 0.0728
POEA -0.4370 -0.1024 0.698 48.47 0.595 0.0545
ML 0.3732 -105.7135 9901. 5749 0.697 23.00 0.522 0.0588
EiER 1 0.3730 -312.2954 0.731 56.99 0.496 0.0601
P75 E29da 0.0652 40. 8420 0.597 31.14 0.767 0.0453
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Table 5 Multivariate regression models for pigment estimation of eucalyptus leaf based on hyperspectral transformation variables

eI EY= Yy N
JLHIP TR AR BMR o
Spectrum in Regression o T I5IE RMSE
. Fitting  Prediction
the form equation
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The original spectrum Cars=0.221+1.805x Pss -2.879x P03 +0.574x P1aos +0.533%x Pi874 0.77 0.527 0.0598
o Chlt=0.794-8.211x lg( 1/psgy ) +13.362x lg(1/pr3 ) —6.953% lg(1/prigs) +
FEIHOAL Derivative B P B P B Praos 0.851  0.605 0.4936
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— S E Chlt=1.515+178.313 X p’;35-483.112x p'5, =337. 872X p'4 5 0.793 0.562 0.4614
First derivative spectrum Cars=0.203+16.245% p';35=94. 588X p's5,, =52. 874X p’( 13 +11.396X p’ o6 0.726 0.504 0.06
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Second derivative spectrum 1849. 146X p" gy
Cars=0. 14-673.09% p" 3, =149. 652X p";;, =492. 981X p"g3; =250. 47X p"eq 0.711 0.62 0.0518
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Fig.2 Comparison between linear and nonlinear models of chlorophyll content estimation using the hyperspectral variables
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Fig.3 Comparison between linear and nonlinear models of carotenoids content estimation using the hyperspectral variables
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