5537 B 15 W) E &~ £ Eild Vol.37,No.15
2017 4F- 8 A ACTA ECOLOGICA SINICA Aug.,2017

DOI: 10.5846/stxb201605090890

R, T, B S, AR, ERTEE. FE T Landsat 5 515 1045 7018 BORA B 00 1 338 B2 AR S P A i 107 53— AHT 98K 1L R b it
RULEPN A 1) A 25242, 2017, 37 (15) :5007-5022.

Wang F, Ding J L, Wei Y, Zhou Q Q, Yang X D, Wang Q F.Sensitivity analysis of soil salinity and vegetation indices to detect soil salinity variation by
using Landsat series images: applications in different oases in Xinjiang, China.Acta Ecologica Sinica,2017,37(15) :5007-5022.

E T Landsat & 5 # 5 0 £ 5 15 AN E A5 B0 L 82

B T 51 B e B 5 T
—— LT R L g L S TR 1

RV TEW A MU ORAFED BRA, TS
| SRR IR S IR B, B ERSE 830046

2 G ERH B WESLRE, BEAKRF 830046

3 WM KA 50U 4 350116

FE TN RIMEL X S, 1 B B AT E A 308 dE8T 1 $h 20 I e 0E Sty AE PR IX A Ee AR R . (B2 8RB0 R AR
W AE R ™ T ) R DR R X AT R L AT, BRI, DUB R B M DX CRAEEL =37) |, BB AN % 1 (CRAEEL = 68) FITE T
1] JAE AR e (CRAER = 38) S WIFSE X, LAE DX AR FH IR 158 L SRAF 50405 il Landsat TM/ETM+/ OLL S8l I8, A1l FHZ PERE R Fl %2
A AELAERTY (10 ) TR IR HEE (14 4850 FR LRI BO THFFEIX L3 B f Ukt . 2551 o, B b dth DX 0 3 Jg 3k
AP i A 3655 TR A 9% F5 40 Extented Enhanced Vegetation Index (EEVI) FEEFEAR B FEA (ERTALAEAR , IR FE>0.3% )
AT (0—10em) , BEHAFE BRI B 5 BN UK, AE 2R LR A A A (R AT B R <2ds/m) AP R, 5
TR I A% 2 R B R S BB R band 2, B3R AR - AR AR S B S R R A K T AR Rl 30em, TH THAT- R
TN A REART | ek 3k R S 1 2 HRIIIR S R 40em ,0—10em T 10—20cm TR 13 38 3 fe  B5URR ) 52 1 546 43
FEEL SI-T, 20—40cm TRy 4% 15 50 TGDVLy 43 E A T (1 AR RN W HEL 3 8 > 2ds/m ) , 0—10cm VR BE fie Ry U1 hy
band5, 10—20cm ¥R EE F A EUR A TGDVI,20—40cm FREENIA EEVI, HAbFRS 5 A b B R BT (1) 22 S Pk (R0, R8sk /2 +
SE  SRALITIE] ) | 5 A EER B 2 18] I AR B M (sig=0.05 BLH 0.01) /K, LI ESERE B Ry 450 A dm s b iy
FACFRBTEA X B — & TSR B RIRBNE TT s A, T AR B0 A Tt T SR AR TE AR LUR A 43 B AN [ 6 B 45 2
T LR FR BN BAR R,

KR IS EL ; EhREG M S T 21X Landsat

Sensitivity analysis of soil salinity and vegetation indices to detect soil salinity
variation by using Landsat series images: applications in different oases in
Xinjiang, China

WANG Fei'*, DING Jianli'*, WEI Yang'*, ZHOU Qiangian"*, YANG Xiaodong'*>, WANG Qianfeng’

1 College of Research and Environmental Science, Xinjiang University , Urumqi 830046, China

2 Laboratory of Oasis Ecosystems, Ministry of Education, Urumqi 830046, China
3 College Environment and Resources of Fuzhou University, Fuzhou 350116, China

Abstract ; Several indices of vegetation and soil salinity have been developed to quantitatively evaluate soil salinization. This

EEWA B ARG R4 54 (U1603241) 5 Hisddi 5 /R F YA XA 883 3 (201591101 ) 5 B K A AR FF 2= 4 (41661046) ; 1]
TR 5 B4 (2016M602909) 5 B AR 21 423 S Ak 43 ( BS150248) 5 Bigiiaf /K F VA X 5 S50 % L Wik 42 (2014K1005)

Y5 B #A:2016-05-09; f&iT B3 :2016-09-07

# W IHAEH Corresponding author. E-mail ; watarid@ xju.edu.cn

http ://www.ecologica.cn



5008 A E = 378

study was conducted to assess the soil salinity levels in the Fubei region (FG) , Manas River Basin (MRB) , and Werigan—
Kuga River Delta Oasis ( WKRDO) , which are distributed in the northern and southern Tianshan Mountains in Xinjiang,
China. Ground measurements and remote sensing data were used to evaluate the sensitivity of vegetation and soil salinity
indices to soil salinity variation in farmland and salt-affected land. A random sampling approach was used to collect soil
samples from FG (n=37, only at 0—10-cm depth) , MRB (n=58), and WKRDO (n=38). A total of 14 broadband
indices encompassing vegetation and soil salinity indices were extracted from Landsat images. The correlation coefficient
based on linear and non—linear models ( 10 models) between these indices, Landsat bands, and soil salinity was examined.
The results showed that the extended enhanced vegetation index ( EEVI) was the most effective for explaining the soil
salinity variation at depths of 0—10 c¢m in two modes ( all samples and partial samples with soil salinity (soil salt content )
>0.3%) in FG. With the mode of all samples and partial samples (soil electric conductivity <2 dS/m) in/MRB, band 2
yielded the best results for assessing the soil salinity of cultivated lands at the early stage of crop growthiin April. The
maximum depth of the significance test by using indices for detecting variation of soil salinity in/this area was 30 cm. For all
samples in WKRDO), the salinity index ( SI-T) interpreted more variation of soil salinity than that by other indices at depths
of 0—10 and 10—20 cm, and the three—band maximal gradient difference index (TGDVI). exhibited the highest significant
correlation with salinity at 20—40 c¢m. In the mode of partial samples (soil salinity/>2 dS/m)", the most sensitive index for
variation of soil salinity at 0—10, 10—20, and 20—40 c¢m were band 5, TGDVI, and EEVI. In addition, the correlation of
other indices ( excluding those mentioned above) and soil salinity was highly. dependent on land cover heterogeneity and
sample period, and showed no significant relationships (p > 0.05 or p >'0.01) . These results are preliminary conclusions,
but in general, the soil salinity in Xinjiang dominated by different salt types was successfully assessed by broadband
vegetation and soil salinity indices extracted from the Landsat images: However, relationships between remote sensing
indices and soil salinity within fields are highly complex and require further investigation with additional samples and by

using various soil salinity classifications.

Key Words: soil salinization; salinity index; vegetation index; dryland; Landsat
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A5 N FH B9 318 B B 195 Landsat TM , Landsat-7 ETM+£1 Landsat-8 OLI images 3 FP&(E (£ 1) , &/
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Table 1 Data acquired in Day (DOY) format for study regions

FRIX R IRGR AT 17514 ARBLE 7]

Location Sensor Type Path/Row Date acquired

HANHTREEPH Manas oasis Landsat-7 ETM+ 144,29 April 29, 2010

BEJLHIX Fubei region Landsat TM 143/29 May 29, 2009

B T -2 45T 4 U Werigan-Kuga River Delta Oasis Landsat-8 OLI 145/31 August 26, 2013
222 RAKIE
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2P (Linear) . E(Y) =8, + B, (1)
X ( Logarithmic ) E(Y,) =8, +B,In(1) (2)
WAL (Tnverse,) ; E(Y,) =B, + B/t (3)
TR PREL( Quadratic) ; E(Yt) =8, + Bt + Bt (4)
N2 J7 B (Gubic ): E(Y,) =B, + Bt +B,i" + Bt (5)
52 A PREL(Compound ) E(Yt) =08, (6)
R B (Power) : E(Yt) =Byt (7)
S PR E(Yt) = exp(B, +B:1/t) (8)
B PR (Growth) E(Yt) = exp(B, + Bit) (9)
K 4% PR %L ( Exponential ) : E(Y,) =B, (10)
R PRAL(Logistic) E(Y)=(1/u+B8,")" (11)
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Table 2 Summary of some widely used vegetation and soil salinity indices for soil salinity assessments

S Hk References

A3 Formulation WFFE X Study area
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COSRI=( G+B) /( R+NIR) xNDVI Y e AU E Y | [16]
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SAVI=(NIR-R)/(NIR+R+L) x(1+L) YRR A ) Al-Hassa £ [12]

NIR-R SWIR,-NIR R . .
TGDVI= JER AT LR BTN [20]

AniR=AR Aswiri ~ANR
(NIR+SWIR,-RED)
ENDVI=-— i
(NIR+SWIR,+RED)
(NIR+SWIR, -RED)

EEVI=2.5% T = f
(NIR+SWIR, +6XRED—7.5xb+1) = A [17]

] i = A Y [17]

SI-T= (R/NIR) x 100

S2=(B-R)/(B+R)

SI2= +/G*+R*+NIR?

NDSI=(R-NIR)/(R+NIR)

SI3= +/G*+R?

B T ] S BT Y Kanpur

B I3 (1) Faisalabad

Lower Chéliff 5 | Algeria

L HEHTIH T Punjab 48

Lower Chéliff F-J5, Algeria

[4]

(7]

[6]

[5]

(6]

B: WIBL, G: St Bk red band, NIR. ¥EZT4h; SWIRL: % £1 4k 550—1750nm in Landsat ETM+/TM; 1570—1650nm in Landsat 8 OLI) ;
SWIR2: 2T 4M (7E Landsat ETM+/TM %K }y—2350nm; 7E andsat 8 OLI %1 4 2100—2290nm) ; n %F 2, 3, 4; Ais #%K; L=1 fly =0.9 &
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X153 5 BORE SR 1 25 BARIE B AT X LU S A TS T T

T PER R R ARS B ST 5 PR E R R AL PERG I (Sig. ) (2-tailed) , 5 B PFAN AN [R] s
XA RS AR R B ek B 2 [l iUt . Horb Sig.<0.05 b i &k, Sig. <0.01 ¥ B2 s/ ir
HVKG 36 Y9 7E SPSS16.0 H5E i,
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31 bEEhERIRST
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Table 3 Descriptive statistics of the actual soil salinity ( soil salt content% used in Fubei and Electrical conductivity used in Manas oasis/ Werigan-

Kuga River Delta Oasis)

B FG/% AT MRB/ (ECe ds/m)
0—10 0—10 10—20 20—30 30—50 50—70
/M Min 0.91 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.08 0.09
Fe R A{E Max 4.65 3.66 3.80 4.59 5.53 4.47
-4 Mean 1.00 0.70 0.83 1.00 1.23 1.38
brifE2: SD 1.06 0.75 0.89 1.10 1.28 1.24
SRR CV 1.06 1.07 1.07 1.1 1.04 0.89
Q25 0.32 0.15 0.14 0.15 0.17 0.32
Q50 0.56 0.30 0.37 0.46 0.73 0.94
Q75 1.36 1.18 1.45 1.71 1.96 2.02
TE - 2 5 WKRDO/ (ECe ds/m)
0—10 10—20 20—40 40—60 60—80 80—100

fe/IME Min 0.27 0.260 0.31 0.24 0.72 0.87
FARAH Max 92.10 30.60 45.80 14.80 12.84 9.88
SEXMH Mean 22.23 8.40 7.34 5.85 5.12 5.13
brifii2: SD 23.41 6.93 8.14 3.65 2.87 2.53
5 R CV 1.05 0.825 1.11 0.62 0.56 0.49
025 4.08 3.74 2.42 3.01 2.99 3.09
Q50 18.02 7.38 4.35 5.43 4.89 5.86
075 27.50 11.59 11.08 8.39 6.88 6.34
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EH0.99 % % W] 4 B P SO I Na' 2 £ B 45 & B B AL(2%—2%)
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AN ST R |5 AR R AT
1ZI§S|Zi//ij]:]|; E,Z {I\ :F‘ 0.3—1.38 dS/m ZI\E—IJ E ﬂ:fﬂgfﬁ 5% ’Hﬁﬁi Fig.2 The percentage of the samples under different level of soil
’ ) linization (soil salt, g/kg) in FG
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Fig.3 The percentage of the samples under different level of soil

salinization in MRB
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Fig.4 The percentage of the samples under different level of soil

salinization in WKRDO

T - i SN AN [RGB SR B e i 45 R o, 38858 5 0 B8 (R R LY [l 4330l o 5.13—22.23 dS/
m,5.86—18.02 dS/m, 35 AN ER BB, Hd | 0—10cm A1 20—40cm 4t J& T8 oK, HoAh iR & T
AR SRR, R R AT TR Z B RIS )L B TR R 3En, Eh o S ot e (B I
0.24—92.10 dS/m WF/RIZ X H A B Gaiz B9 ERIE 73 A Y ol SSIECR A5 (B Rk WoR ), G B35
HI W T S0T Ml COT WEE, R TESE MRS Hirid i, ey R B R, BB ER IR 2, IR
55, MG HEHZ SR E RS EE L E kY oh E | FIRHA A D B R R R - AL
3.2 WSS IX MR B SR B E] A A S T (2 REAR)

FIF SPSS 16 # A4 ) R4S T ( Curve Estimation ) B LA 0 58 X AE b5, - 1838 B 5 48 K0 M2 B 2 8] Y
FERKR, £ 4—F£ 8N 3 MFRIELHEAR T HGITEE R,

R4 BLMREHFATEEERSTHEREZ ARSI HE

Table 4. Relationships between soil salinity and vegetation indices with all samples in FG

FE4L Index

SR i) EEVI ENDVI TGDVI

R? Sig. R? Sig. R? Sig.
LAMA Linear 0.43 0.00 0.22 0.00 0.15 0.02
XL Logarithmic 0.28 0.00 0.19 0.01 0.22 0.00
Wi Taverse 0.13 0.03 0.13 0.03 0.19 0.01
TR Quadratic 0.48 0.00 0.24 0.01 0.22 0.01
SEJT AL Cubic 0.59 0.00 0.31 0.01 0.23 0.04
A HR %I Compound 0.47 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.17 0.01
T REL Power 0.25 0.00 0.23 0.00 0.27 0.00
S BREL(S) 0.09 0.06 0.13 0.03 0.22 0.00
B KRB Growth 0.47 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.17 0.01
TR B PR %L Exponential 0.47 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.17 0.01
R AL Logistic 0.47 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.17 0.01
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LT LM AR I AT T35 3R 2048 50, A Bk 48 BB B 0 [ 6 g B 5 R At b X 3R 43 2 a] 1Y
AEME Gt B R (6 4) ,EEVI, ENDVI 1 TGDVI =AM 8% 5 KO %t HoAh 5 B Bami 5, 5% X 4%
R 2 (BRI R A ek, Horp, 26T Cubic B EEVI F88CRBUER AP (R =0.59) , i3 3%, Hokoh
Quadratic F7 | Growth #i%  Compound &7 | Logistic AR FIZE AR | 5 + HEEh BE A 5URFR B2 A 24 | R*E 5L
FEI7E 0.43—0.48 Z[1], ENDVI #8454 Cubic SLAI R I (R*=0.31) , Growth 55 | Compound FE ! | Logistic
B 2 RIAH 2 (R*=0.30) . TGDVI 550+ Power £ F I (R* =0.27) , Logarithmic 2%, Quadratic

FEHY | Cubic FRAUFD S AR ARIGURCIEA S, R* =0.20 24,
R5 HMHMFNEHATHEEEHRS TEZ ANINEXER

Table 5 Relationships between soil salinity and salinity index, bands with all samples in MRB

+-HEERBE Soil depth

0—10cm 10—20¢m
FEHL Index SI3 Band2 Band3 SI3 Band2 Band3
57 Model R? Sig. R? Sig. R? Sig. R? Sig. R? Sig. R? Sig.
Linear 0.30 0.00 0.34 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.28 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.28 0.00
Logarithmic 0.24 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.22 0.00 0.22 0.00 0.28 0:00 0.22 0.00
Inverse 0.17 0.00 0.18 0.00 0.15 0.00 0.15 0.00 0.18 0.00 0.15 0.00
Quadratic 0.31 0.00 0.35 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.29 0.00
Cubic 0.31 0.00 0.36 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.41 0.00 0.30 0.00
Compound 0.29 0.00 0.33 0.00 0.25 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.35 0.00 0.26 0.00
Power 0.24 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.21 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.21 0.00
S 0.16 0.00 0.18 0.00 0.15 0.00 0.15 0.00 0.18 0.00 0.15 0.00
Growth 0.29 0.00 0.33 0.00 0.25 000 0.26 0.00 0.35 0.00 0.26 0.00
Exponential 0.29 0.00 0.33 0.00 0.25 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.35 0.00 0.26 0.00
Logistic 0.29 0.00 0.33 0.00 0.25 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.35 0.00 0.26 0.00

TR Soil depth

20—30cm 30—50cm
FEEL Index S13 Band2 Band3 SI3 Band2 Band3
157 Model R? Sig. R? Sig. R* Sig. R? Sig. R? Sig. R? Sig.
Linear 0.32 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.28 0.00 0.34 0.00 0.39 0.00 0.30 0.00
Logarithmic 0.25 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.22 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.23 0.00
Inverse 0.14 0.00 0.15 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.13 0.01 0.14 0.00 0.11 0.01
Quadratic 0.32 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.28 0.00 0.34 0.00 0.39 0.00 0.30 0.00
Cubic 0.33 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.28 0.00 0.35 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.31 0.00
Compound 0.30 0.00 0.36 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.32 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.28 0.00
Power 0.24 0.00 0.27 0.00 0.22 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.23 0.00
S 0.14 0.00 0.15 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.13 0.01 0.14 0.00 0.12 0.01
Growth 0.30 0.00 0.36 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.32 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.28 0.00
Exponential 0.30 0.00 0.36 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.32 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.28 0.00
Logistic 0.30 0.00 0.36 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.32 0.00 0.38 0.00 0.28 0.00

R Soil depth

50—70cm
FEEL Index SI3 Band2 Band3
P Model R? Sig. R? Sig. R? Sig.
Linear 0.19 0.00 0.22 0.00 0.17 0.00
Logarithmic 0.15 0.00 0.16 0.00 0.14 0.01
Inverse 0.10 0.02 0.11 0.02 0.10 0.02
Quadratic 0.22 0.00 0.25 0.00 0.19 0.00
Cubic 0.23 0.00 0.26 0.00 0.20 0.01
Compound 0.19 0.00 0.22 0.00 0.17 0.00
Power 0.15 0.00 0.17 0.00 0.13 0.01
S 0.11 0.02 0.11 0.01 0.10 0.02
Growth 0.19 0.00 0.22 0.00 0.17 0.00
Exponential 0.19 0.00 0.22 0.00 0.17 0.00
Logistic 0.19 0.00 0.22 0.00 0.17 0.00
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FLO TSRS T 45 R R (2 5 M 5—E 7)) i DXCRFERF R, 5 AN [R5 E0 B 0 3 A G I8 550
+5eEE 5346855 SI3, Band2 Fl Band3 , FoAFE BRI BOF AR R WM, MO, DF5E 0 R BRER 5 EUE 51
I —E R 1) SAFGRE 8RB A HE 2034 R SI3, Band2 il Band3; 2) iR 3 ANHEEAY L MR AL
AR ARG LT 25 AT, F o AR e MR R e 25 R RP(E IR 5 3) R 75, Bl TR A 19, L 1 3
TR TSR 4348 BRI BN T 18 v 1 6 B flUaR R B S 3 N e 955 4) SI3, Band2 Fll Band3 =% 5
NI - 390 B AR X e A UK [R) A Band2 , HEZRPERBCAI Y R, Bl TR BE 38 I YK A 0.34, 0.37, 0.37,0.39
F10.22, AR AR P R IEAE A Cubic £AL HIKA Quadratic £ RRIREE R (EIGEF 0.22—041, B
T SAREIRN Tnverse FBEIAR ST B — M 2 b (R (EIGE FE 0.10—0.15) , HAARLR AR R BT, RYE I
il 0.27—0.39,

& 6—8 NI TV -FE LT SR PN I oY X IR A 0 R I Ge A5 3 2 T B, I SRR I 2%
KASHANPBE R 5 40em LA b +3EER ) (0—10em, 10—20em, 20—40cm ) H4G i 251 | 111 55 A % 2 )
sig fEARTF 0.05, i AR B Ge it 25 AT H

F6 BTHU-EFAFZMEHERATERS 0—10cm L TEHEZ BHUEXE
Table 6 Relationship between soil salinity at depth of 0—10cm and vegetation indices with all samples in WKRDO

FE4 index
EEVI ENDVI NDSI SAVI SIT TGDVI EVI
1R Model R* Sig. R* Sig. R*  Sig.  R* Sig. R>. Sig. R* Sig. R Sig.
Linear 0.20 000 0.5 002 016 00l 0.6 [ 00l 015 0.02 017 00l 0.7 0.0l
Logarithmic 0.56 0.00 053 0.00 051 000 053 000/ 046 0.00 055 000 054 0.00
Inverse 0.58 0.00 0.63 000 060 000 062 1000 050 000 065 000 0.62 0.00
Quadratic 037 0.0 033 0.00 034 000 035 000 032 000 036 000 036 0.00
Cubic 047 000 042 000 040 000 042 000 036 000 043 000 043  0.00
Compound 021 000 0.14 0.2 0.15  0.02
Power 0.49  0.00 048  0.00 0.55  0.00
S 047 0.00 056 000 0.66  0.00
Growth 021  0.00 0.14  0.02 0.15  0.02
Exponential 021 000 0714 2002 0.15  0.02
Logistic 021 0.00< 0.14- 0.02 0.15  0.02

* 7 BT EU-EFEAFZMNEHEARATIERS 10—20cm & HIELEZ BHBEXR
Table 7 Relationship between soil salinity at depth of 10—20cm and vegetation indices with all samples in WKRDO

F84L Index

EEVI ENDVI NDSI SAVI SIT TGDVI
LAY Model R Sig. R Sig. R Sig. R? Sig. R Sig. R? Sig.
Linear 030 0.0 026 000 024 000 025 000 023 000 025 0.00
Logarithinic 060 000 066 000 062 000 063 000 055 000 0.64 0.00
Invérse 059 0.0 068 000 064 000 065 000 055 000 0.64 0.00
Quadratic 046 000 050 000 049 000 050 000 045 000  0.50 0.00
Cubie 056 000 061 000 058 000 060 000 052 000 0.6l 0.00
Compound 031 000 027 0.0 024 0.00
Power 053 000 061  0.00 0.66  0.00
s 049  0.00 060  0.00 072 0.00
Growth 031 000 027  0.00 024 0.00
Exponential 031 000 027  0.00 024 0.00
Logistic 031 000 027  0.00 024 0.00
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®8 BTH-EEAZMNEHATIEHSRE 20—40cm L TEREZ BHBEXR
Table 8 Relationship between soil salinity at depth of 20—40cm and vegetation indices with all samples in WKRDO

FE%L Index
EEVI ENDVI NDSI SAVI SIT TGDVI EVI
B Model R* Sig. R* Sig. R Sig. R®  Sig. R Sigg R*  Sig. R Sig.
Linear 0.13 003 041 000 013 004 013 003 013 003 013 003 0.13 0.03
Logarithmic 0.43 0.00 048 000 039 000 041 000 036 000 042 000 041  0.00
Inverse 045 0.00 026 00l 046 000 048 000 041 000 050 000 048 0.0
Quadratic 032 000 034 000 025 00l 026 001 024 001 027 00l 026 001
Cubic 037 0.00 012 005 032 00l 033 001 029 00l 035 000 033 0.0l
Compound 0.13  0.03 038 0.00 012 0.04
Power 039 0.00 044 0.0 041  0.00
S 039 0.0 0.2 0.5 048  0.00
Growth 0.13 003 0.12 0.05 0.12  0.04
Exponential 0.13 0.03 012 0.5 0.12  0.04
Logistic 0.13  0.03 0.12  0.04

AR, B MR BORAE B P8 205 10—20em R 1) e Eh 7 | %5 HoAb IR )% 38 0 SR, 0—10em 5
B R FE B IAE LR YE Invers A I M B5URK ) Logarithmic AEFIYR 27 | W ER70 P80 A S R AUAH SC P e i, HOk
M Inverse AR L PEARRILE BEURRSERAR | Horp | SI-T F8 800 S R0 5552 22 - 3k B A e M dee i, R* = 0.66 , H:
K TGDVI 84U Inverse 7 (R*=0.65) . 1l EVI $84 SAVI $54i NDSL #5454 \ENDVI #5450 F1 EEVI #5411
Inverse B R*$UAFIMEN 0.61, 10—20em WL, 04 B i B R Ehor #8454 SI-T, S B R =0.72, Hk
HFEHFEEC ENDVI, Inverse #5 F R* = 0.68, HoAth 5 %4 TGDVISAVI NDSI 1 EEVI /i Logarithmic 1% % I
Invser BERUALLA 45 540 2, RA(EIGE Bl 0.60-0.65, £ DIEELPERI A R 3 — %, R H 2} 0.25-0.30, 20—
40cm Ab , B BFEEL LA Logarithmic AU Inverse FRHLFULA B AH X435 55, Eh 4048 40 SI-T DL S A7 AH 5 P
&, NDSI 88500 LA RS Inverse 05 E T o TGDVI B9 Inverse T8 Ay IR B + 398 £h B B 508k E/‘J*IE/T%((RQ =
0.50) , oAl 48 B A i B S e i A R e BT S RPN 0.48 A7,
3.3 WS IX R B S AR B ] B S R GRS A REAR )

iz B R B S Ry, B AL X AR R B AL 2 1A 9 A, b B AR S (Fh B RE R R >0.3%)
Sy 28 A, Frhax B R E TR i A R R (R 9) , T S 5 R EORE B, 1
EEVI A1 ENDVI 5iZ %29 3850 9 B ¢ R . EEVI AUHLLE85 BB KE T ENDVI, B M et i i
Cubic #EI(R*=0.64 ) ;I Z:HN Quadratic #AY ( R* =0.53) , Compound # %!  Growth FE%! Exponential £ % Al
Logistic BRSS9 —B(R?=0.47) , MBS RE T R*=0.43,

x99 ERMRXHAAEARTIEHS 0—10cm RETEEEZ BRMEX R

Table 9  Relationship between soil salinity at depth of 0—10cm and vegetation indices with part samples in FG

SH Index
EEVI ENDVI
B Model R*(n=28) Sig. R*(n=28) Sig.
Linear 0.43 0.00 0.17 0.03
Logarithmic 0.30 0.00 0.10 0.10
Inverse 0.18 0.02 0.06 0.23
Quadratic 0.53 0.00 0.24 0.03
Cubic 0.64 0.00 0.27 0.05
Compound 0.47 0.00 0.24 0.01
Power 0.29 0.00 0.14 0.05
S 0.16 0.03 0.08 0.15
Growth 0.47 0.00 0.24 0.01
Exponential 0.47 0.00 0.24 0.01
Logistic 0.47 0.00 0.24 0.01
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R10 BHHFEMBAEARATRERELIEEEZ HEMEXHE
Table 10 Relationships between bands with part samples in MRB
REE Depth

JRHL Index 0—10cm(n=>55) Band2 10—20cm(n=50) Band2 20—30cm(n=48) Band2
f55 Model R Sig. R Sig. R Sig.
Linear 0.19 0.00 0.16 0.00 0.14 0.01
Logarithmic 0.18 0.00 0.14 0.01 0.1 0.02
Inverse 0.13 0.01 0.10 0.02 0.06 0.09
Quadratic 0.19 0.00 0.16 0.01 0.14 0.03
Cubic 0.21 0.01 0.16 0.04 0.15 0.07
Compound 0.19 0.00 0.17 0.00 0.14 0.01
Power 0.18 0.00 0.14 0.01 0.1 0:02
s 0.13 0.01 0.10 0.02 0.06 0.08
Growth 0.19 0.00 0.17 0.00 0.14 0.01
Exponential 0.19 0.00 0.17 0.00 0.14 0.01
Logistic 0.19 0.00 0.17 0.00 0.14 0.01

FL AT DX R AL A R B DU AR SR Ao 3 DRI, e BRSS9kl oA e | 3% FELASO6F 38R B /N T 2ds/m
FIRE S BT ARG M (6 10) . 45 B, 0—10em R JE L Band2 5% )2 + 330 i 52 B & A 56
(n=55) UK B E R Cubic BRI (R*=0.21) , S ANE N Inyerse BIRIAL S FHY (R =0.21) , H AWM AIZE
TR R AR R*=0.19, 5 10—20cm IR +IEELE G K B 5 5% 4 Compound A5 | Growth 15
%), Exponential BEHAN Logistic BA(R?=0.17) (n=50) , S&MBIULELHRANIE (R*=0.16) . 20—30cm
FER) + 3R 5 band2 1) Cubic BIRIHLE 45 R4 (RP=0115) (n=48) MBI R*=0.14,

£ 11 ETA-EEARMBHHE TRRIERIESS HRREY ANME %R

Table 11 Relationships between bands with part samples in WKRDO
RBE Depth

0—10cm(n=33) 10—20cm(n=29) 20—40cm(n=28)
FEEL Index EEVI Band5 EEVI TGDVI EEVI
AL Model R? Sig. R Sig. R Sig. R Sig. R Sig.
Linear 0.16 0.02 0.18 0.01 0.23 0.01 0.13 0.05 0.09 0.13
Logarithmic 0.31 0.00 0.32 0.00 0.35 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.18 0.02
Inverse 0.31 0.00 0.33 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.42 0.00 0.17 0.03
Quadratic 0.24 0.02 0.23 0.02 0.31 0.01 0.29 0.01 0.24 0.03
Cubic 0.32 0.01 0.32 0.01 0.40 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.24 0.08
Compound 0.17 0.02 0.19 0.01 0.27 0.00 0.13 0.05 0.09 0.12
Power 0.30 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.37 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.21 0.01
S 0.30 0.00 0.29 0.00 0.39 0.00 0.42 0.00 0.20 0.02
Growth 0.17 0.02 0.19 0.01 0.27 0.00 0.29 0.01 0.09 0.12
Exponential 0.17 0.02 0.19 0.01 0.27 0.00 0.37 0.01 0.09 0.12
Logistie 0.17 0.02 0.19 0.01 0.27 0.00 0.13 0.05 0.09 0.12

T 0 - P 2 Yo s P SR o, R A 1) TR Ak, e R B AR R bt AR R B KT 2ds/m 1)
FESIAT AT MG 0 (2 11) . 458 5oR,0—10em B L SR E 5L EEVI A1 bandS & W21,
HIG BB TS, HP )& AR S N Inverse 81 (R =0.33, sig.=0.00) (n=33) , 2k PAx A
J(R*=0.18, sig.=0.01) . HEHIEE EEVI 1 TGDVI 5 10—20cm Ab + ek 5 2 5 A0 56 Hoh J5 Z g i T
Hi#& . TGDVI [ Inverse HiHIF S BRI S 45 B fe i3 (R* = 0.42, sig. =0.00) (n=29) , PRI K E A
(R*=0.13, sig.=0.05) (n=29), 20—40cm V¥ 3L S BEFEE EEVI 2 B E MG, BIAAE E
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A Cubic FEAIFI Quadratic BRI (R*=0.24, sig.=0.00) (n=28) , H:¥K A Power I (R*=0.21, sig.=0.01) ,2&
PRI TG i 2

3 e

3.1 HIEIREEH

FERILHLIX, B A I & 75 20 Z2 R K, 20 R KO R BT T 2 A s SR RHIE 2 = 725 R FE
P, B BE G R Y | IS  BE AN A A Al SRR

PUARTE AR T2 B, A5 30 4 S T S Al R AL X A Eh B A Ak Tl RS 70 R T I Rk
WIVER R FAEER B KY . AEXT I 25 0 3 3RZ T 5 R AR £h o3 (HUJR) 3 b X b A 8 B
FALI G L, BRI HE RO B S0t , 5 A8 PR 2 R0 B it St iy IR [ v, BT B b SSUREAIE R IS A
TR Z5 AL, E TR /K R 25 I RE th 2 S8R R AR SR B 2 A BB R Y

VB AT - P 2T S PN R0 A AT LA AT 58 1 DX 75, A% 08 ™ X 2 B 5 A b 39 5l A=tk
FASE) ) SR PR Y IR A 2 E I R 8 RNl R K B A SR YN R Ui (SR - S sC g ) |, IR AL SR AR
[N, A b, A= S SRR DA YD 5T+ A 4 O 3 s BRI TR R 22 R T VE I R bR E R R R)E, Iz
Z X TCER Sy HEM i 18 , £5951 1k 3 H AR b T2 ARl X
3.2 RECS L IEER EE 2 Al A AU S B
321 RALHHLIX

Z DX BURAE AL R (RREAR RIS A ) MR EUERVI R . A (n=37) BUREE R I,
Z5HER 14 NMEEH 6 MR D, R MBS EEVI,ENDVI A TGDVI £ 3 B 24k, =# v EEVI 1A
HREIR v B v 2 (777 SRR TT DU RS FLREAR (n=37) .59% 1Y 145858 B2 AR S Pk (AT 1), IR AR PRIy
47% ,EAERIIN g 43% o FRITFEASI T (ERE40) (n=28) 5 REAR I ZE SRR AR I, Al 1 0F R
Ak,

EEVI/ENDVI 5 H B A B B 5 H& 0 Z 1 i Bere 1, R al 87 T, Br 7 NIR 1 RED J Btz
Hb 5 =T IR BRSO BN T R R B AR S AL RE . B, R LA B ASE N T AR R4 B 4
3 R AT DO I B o ) R e g 208 s =2 ) 252 vy BE AR OGP 5 S5, IR 55 AT DL S AR D 210 A =2 ) A DG M A
ik . 5341,2100—2300nm X BAT = 5 ARLBEAR 8., vT LA B I (%) S v 49 78 26 B A AR RO 0 L R,
BT LRBFFTas I e n] WO, UPLr A NH RN % 21 AN H A5 R o — AN B4 S BT A B AR 5, BRI T
EEVI/ENDVI X} 358 B i UK, e HOR M8 4L EEVI,

3.2.2 YR

A R A P, AR (n=58) G o, EANFIRE T, £ 1EER 704551 SI3, band2 1 band3
P 5 - ekl SR S HR RO IR B B RRATT T AR B TR R 0 2 AR B A s IR AR AT 0 R
41% (ALt ,10—-20cm ) Fil 39% (ZtE ,30—50cm) , Fe/IMEDT I BUAENR)Z ,23% (ARGt ) BT 19% (4tE) .

oA (R L) W PER S A band2 BEAE, H 30em REE LU I Mk, R B AR M AT
JTHER)ZM 21% (ARGl ) B 19% () ,10—20em VRALHY 17% (AEZPE) R 16% (k) | % % 20—30em ¥R
AN 149 72 A7 (ARERMERIZE PERA)) |

IAR, J T IR 8 B S AR I 32 X TR )2 R B AR S i DRLE T X 4 498 )23 =2 ) 6 3 vy A O AT G
(%£12),

FEVEME AR DX, 38 TR AR K A B0 o s i X A R Ak 3 2 A7 — 2 G 22 2 D)) RE
% B G R T, Xt S T SR A T R S A R R B AKIE 2 — . FE Csillag 45 PURESE AR
HE AT LU TR0 B B iEk BN AT UG (550—770 nm) |, IEZT40 (900—1030 nm, 1270—1520 nm ) Fl%5 %
£TAMNX (1940—2150 nm, 2150—2310 nm, 2330—2400 nm), Melendez-Pastor 25" #F 5% i & BB X 6] g
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433—627nm ) 91 R 5 L3 i PR KM ME, TEARX, 4558 B R Eh 7038 4 SI3 Fl band2 ( £R% B .
520—600nm) , 5 il M A, AR T B4 A2, AR X, D 4 g R 43 280 ESRR SRR A
6], ARSI AR (1 2 57 A2 W B IX 8] 28 ASTR] A i AR BRAE B S, 78 AR R F I N % 8 BRI R 14
%%UO

F12 BHEFTAZRMNRERTEREZBERHEXXER
Table 12 Correlation matrix among different soil depth in MRB
TR Soil depth

0—10cm 10—20cm 20—30cm 30—50cm 50—70cm

IR Soil depth 0—10cm 1 0.956"" 0.9227" 0.869 " 0.720""
10—20cm 1 0.972" 0.895 " 0.747%
20—30cm 1 0.951* 0.799 **
30—50cm 1 0.845°*

50—70cm 1
w o GLEMEN 0.01 KE (2-tailed) 5 = BEMEHN 0.05 KFE (2-tailed)

3.3.3 AT AT A YN

SREANNA T (n=38) , W AR5 B K TR A 40em,0—10em F110—20cm R EUE AT # 0 1 545 5k
SI-T, 11 20—40cm TR B2 W A A% 4% 415 %% TGDVI, Fif 2 4 18 £ B2 A8 S5 % ( SI-T) i b7 71 R 66% (Inverse 571 ) Fil
72% (S FEALY | J5F (TGDVI) 4 50% ( Inverse &7 |

T REAS (R ) BRI v I8 S P A 30 i SR DU R B2 RV Ry 40, 48 A 3 I B A0 5 D A e 4 8K
EEVI, )2 1388 AR SvE e KRt 11 8 BREAS Y 33% (bandS, Inverse B9 | n=33)  HI#FEH TGDVI B
A BE 10—20cm TREE 429% 1Y + 3830 FF 28 FME (Inverse 8L | n=29) ,20—40cm IR FERUMENT T 2 24%, 2
PEBLA (RS E EEVT) 78 AR AR P 5 KR H BE7E 10—20em &b (23%) ,20—40cm Ah I TG i 35 1

TSR TGDVI B RN H T 4 8 £ B AR S MR i, SV T, TGDVI B4 — 7 H80 - Sk B vk g
Zhang %" FEHAF ST Fp R H R TCDVI FREH V3 57 I X A R Bk 2 35 1, 55 NDVI R EVI AH E, TGDVI
Sy B I ARSEE . Ak, Zhang 260 FE AT T 48 Y ZE TR O I S 80 R | AR 10 R 0 il 4%
(EVI-SD) BP2R AW & 28 596 EREE AP AN ss —~rEE 7= J1 (net primary production ) #12%) , 5
3R B A OG . HF IS B 2R B = M N IX EVI-ST 51R G % X (A ] 3 AR A B BE TS ) i L4
FARAH MR 0.565 , MAEAW 5T, TGDVI 5 - 58 F R A AH O fe KA A 0.504 AR TRTE . S8 H R K AT GE
A (1) EVI-SE J& Z W5 vH 5B mi A5, i A6 58 BT A T 5 ; (2) LR RS AR 2 5 T Moderate
Resolution Imaging Spectrometer( MODIS) 500m R AEHR IR , SASHF 57 H 30m B, RUBE %) 25 1) J& 15 J& 1 il
TR AR I B R, 8 TR 25IE 5 (3) IR A5 N b T 52 X M R PR B 11 25 S M (08 Rl 2R, S %6 )
A RERUBE 22 REH Z — T LU ST, TGDVI R A frilk— 424

UL A, T BEEEAR A2 , M R B T (1S 0 T B8 2 (AR A S ER I 1 R B A AL e AR I, 3R 13 O 3 MR IX
NDVIWGE TR, 255 ik 3 RS X AT RS A0, SE R R 5% XA JORE 8% , A Bl 148 v 48 2500 1z
4 &t

PRIRE DX IESARY E  FE RS AY | M SSURRAIE S 55 R 3R R S ), AN [R5 DX 8 500) T 4 49 60 3 s
PRI —E 225 XA 3 MR, 125 A DU N 458

(1) BILHLIX , RFEAR (n=37) FMERAAEAS (FhFik, 1L >0.3%, n=28) T , X L HEER B AR S e

U B RS S EEVI, T2 (26 ) M 110 59% , SRR N 43% | 5 3 (T REA) fi#t b 1M 64%
L PERSAIN 43%
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£ 13 #EEX NDVI H{ESIHH#E
Table 13 Descriptive statistics of NDVI in FG, MRB and WKRDO

BiH-Z%U Descriptive statistics T 449 WKRDO BEitibX FG AT 4 MRB

RAEE( Number of samples) 38 37 58

2441 ( Mean) 0.205 0.196 0.123

FF{H ( Median) 0.088 0.132 0.106

FrifE2 (SD) 0.261 0.141 0.080

A5 5 ( Variance ) 0.068 0.020 0.001

FARAH (Maximum) 0.853 0.541 0.508

T 43 LA BI{E ( Percentiles ) 25% 0.047 0.091 0.085
50% 0.088 0.132 0.106
75% 0.234 0.265 0.123

(2) BRI, A (n=68) T, AHXHEURAYFEECH SI3,band2 1 band3 , H ¥ band 2 55 0 12 3, + 1
Eh AR S 5 A ARNR B 40em, 0—10em, 10—20em IR JE T 11 30%—<41% , T 20—40cm A i Hr 11
B2 19%—23% . #REAS (n=48—55) , 1845 B AR S 8 3 i KRN TR B [RIRE S 40em , band 2 F 3R i
SN I 15% K4,

(3) TR -FE G L, S REARTR (n=38) , - HEER B 5 AR M IREE 7 40em , I & K SI-T (0—
10cm S5 KA T30 66% ,10—20cm I KAEHT 120 72%) ,20—40cm 2RI Ay 4 4% 45 %0 TGDVI (5 KA 710
50%) ,#BIFEA (n=28—33) ,0—10cm PR H band 5(LANEENT I8 18% , AL M Fe KAgMT 110 33% ) , 10—
20cm AL AL BEFEEL TGDVI(Invers BERY | e KT 118 42% 420 13% ) ,20—40em Ab M HIBE 84 EEVI( %
KIFENT I8 24%)

T FRBF ST X MR EREE (1 25 5 WS I B0 510 ARG K AT 48 B VA, TR st B DR A T 4
PIZETE . RSO B P AU SRAE Sy DX 358 R - 498 46 e s D 1 R 7 2 — B, 7 25 ELAAR I T 4R T ek
VEIUE G MR 2, IERR RO 5T XA 48R . O T B 0 19 TP 8 B507E 2 DX 3 P, A R T 22 adF —
B E—T LRSS, T — BBy TAE AT LA IR XA B st A i, AT S XN [ el 2
SN T A R B A U, LVRG TR DR I S B P AR S B AR TR (R RE A TR B —
SERAERREE T LA T AN 4Y , AR [ R B SR T B8 A R AT 850 R R 2 [ A A O, 1
IR AIR AL Ge AR B e3R8 iy ek, , @ U Se AR5 AT LI SR ] EM38 (Rl i S 4%0) #R B IBE , it Jr s0R
ACERAETRT B HACRE R, AN TR 1358, B OBUA , REAS AU 2 M RE o, JUHGE F T RO HLIX
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