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Overview and outlook of remote sensing inversion of vegetation nitrogen content

CHEN Yongzhe', FU Bojie'*, FENG Xiaoming'* "
1 State Key of Urban and Regional Ecology, Research Center for Eco*Environmental Sciences, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100085, China
2 University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Betjing 100049, China

Abstract. Vegetation nitrogen content is an important indicator of vegetation growth, which plays an important role in fields
of ecosystem monitoring including ecosystem health, net primary ecosystem, the disturbance of ecosystem, as well as in the
precision agriculture management. Remoteéy sensing inversion of vegetation nitrogen content currently relies on the
hyperspectral/multispectral data.<The inversion methods can be categorized into that based onvegetation indices, regression
analysis (e.g. partial least squares regression) and radiation transfer models separately. Current satellite-based inversion of
vegetation nitrogen content 1s limited to a small area, uniformed in species of vegetation and the environmental condition (e.
g. climatecondition,_topography et al). As a result, the inversion works poor for complex ecosystems. In order to meet the
requirements of increasingly meaningful research projects such as global nitrogen deposition and the response of ecosystems
to human activities, current methods of vegetation nitrogen content inversion need further development. It may be a potential
solution 'to carry out research on the standardization of vegetation spectrum of different types of plants, as well as under
different environmental conditions to generate more general or even universal inversion methods of vegetation nitrogen
content. On the other hand, comprehensive utilization of multiple data from various sources ( e.g. microwave remote sensing
and unmanned aerial vehicle remote sensing data) will be an alternative solution to multi-scale simultaneous monitoring,

which helps to improve remote sensing’s routine monitoring capability of regional and worldwide vegetation nitrogen content.
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EEWH : ERKARP G ERIH (41390464)
Y Fs A #A:2017-07-13; 1&1T B #3:2017-09- 11
# W IRAER Corresponding author.E-mail ; fengxm@ rcees.ac.cn

http ://www.ecologica.cn



18 1 Broklil 45 IR R BT R T R 6241

ROTR MY ERKEEER TR, RS DOLEHEHNEANEZEHAROTR, MILEHYC e EH 54K
KBRS E SR o FY A ZE MR ] F4H 2R 5 A B (tissue nitrogen content, TNC) AP A R
(plant nitrogen accumulation, PNA) RAE, A A BHEMIRSHA R &R, Bl THEYEE ELHH A
KRS, B DL — DR AR %5 U (leaf nitrogen content, LNC)/E ML E Fim, M & A& RR MY
P BT S AR s MY AR R SO AL AR e EAE g AR B, A S A 5
TR A e (T R, — T T R AR AR A KR B s sz Tt 1 0 o e E B R R v A 2 U
SR ARTAE , FLIE IR R A A Mt B AR R i ) PR AR SO % ) B 5 ST 5 25 R I
E AT AE A e A

KRAELFSE 2B A B A RO R VR 1 = IS RO & VR PSR R B A DDA G ki 2R S R 52
A=Wy e BB AR KA PR AR DR AR 23 R 28 A s DU 0l AR 2 R 8T 5 A B T4 THE ) 7
SR AR AR R GE, MRS AR I T TR AR S R G R ROR DL 2 S T IREE  Ee E
PR A RIS R G B S, T LAT, B AT — 4 BRI ST A TR AR /U B A
AERARA RIS T Bl A A 285 R G LT T FPeofg o 8 Ok B E 2 p A

W5 TR SR AR AN W A 7E PP RORUBE il ok 328 J8 S T Bl 2 00 R Ml S 2 i o > 4 R 25
JrE 18R AE RS EOT L) S RO B BB | A T AP e g i S UL P R I A Sk
LI 5], 4 1) T R BB i 2B E Bkl PR JER R A B R S B U L ER R GRS A
AHELNMERERI; . AHFHTER, X TIE 243 R AT A | 8 BT BOE T SR HOE 2 S 3, Bl
SEPR I P R R T AR RN A EOE R M R S AR SR R S AR ASCT R EAE
&R SR R & A G RR R A A

I SOREET R B 75 0 e R M T Y A R R b Ak S5 A G SCHIR , 2 A J B T e o SRR Y A S
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DISRHK , FEAIR 0 A A 3 e 00 AR 5 SR A A 2 AR e A 7= J RO, Il el e A 7= A St — 2P i A A 2
RGeS A S R GRS I A0 Smith 5 Ollinger 5508 HI GO IEAX 53 G iS5 A5 S e 2 & Al i
I o b AR PO S R SRR AR b v ) A 7 A DG O R A T T b e G e
Wythers S5 AU Bl 5 U] A= 25 R GE [ 2 (52 ) 5 Waring 35K 38 BT B 4 & AR AR M A B R G 72
R TSR — Pl A 25 FR e BB 55 T R B AR B A A A R v (K e DR P 2

FH B R0 28 MR EE 1 308 35 A8 A T SR A 25 R e 2 S S D sl Wi O R BE |, 7 A 25 R G A s I b A 45 5+
SrE AR S MoNeil 5545 H 2825 0 i A1) 55 i 1 0 -5 e JERUT A 8 75 S 1) il A A B AT A Ik A R
HEH Deel %R LT TM AR FRAREE A THLH B0 HIBOE 2 & AU B A B R AR SRR 1L
AL 2214 U R T AR s ZE W i 2L 10X DX AP T 349 25 R S M B R At X, A 2% 2 43
SR, T T AR 2 R R T P A AR S T R AR R A, D DA TR R TR R S R S D i B B EE A R Asner
AR AR R R A IR AT T R AR AR

BEAN VR0 AR A EE BER AT A B F AT AR I RKIR SR AR S R G 7 I ROCFAR DL VI A
Ko PR B R M PR A R DT I — A BR AL T R B T FT , LA B - R A ST 3R AR A s v
HEEZNEN, AREIES R G R E 2 H AL SEBIR R B RTEIR A, R By e
BRI FE ALY A 7 rh S AR AT T 5 1 762 A R AR DR o WF 58 3 W RV R 2 AN [ R 2 Wi L 4 )
AR R BRRE S RO 2% 2 U T BBURR R 5, Aber S AN IIRIFTE TR | FRMRGEE 22 0 5 AR MO
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KA DU ECR RE ARG | R I TS 7 R 2 R AR S R R AR Sl 2 1k Al A
7 S RACAEAR 2 A A A 5 IR Ak THRT 2 0T 280 3R B WM RE O R e e A R R e D A A
TN AN B R B e S R R AL R RE L TR A 5 S Sk L LA
O, AR DGHESZ A i K TR BE (¥ 5 7 ok 2 WY W A o JRUssE T T T 9 - U DG AL 2 i B 5 3% 40 4
A4 5 FRITFEAS A AN 7 Ol Hh L 28 S B SR S I DR T AR P 2 Rk, I s W e 0 B i e i
fih L 7 AR A, SR 7 4 T s SR 2 R R B e N

2 ERREENESRENFRESHERR

YRR ECR REAAE TEA R, DA T EER T, Hismt i ih & ZA 5 e — 2 s B
TEERA T A RR BT R R G B B WS S S, TG S B i S Al e B ) S R IR OG . e
Hb, AR TR AU A (3R (2R A5 ) 200 R I RO 3 5 ZN W (R LG T 7504 1 A D' i R AU P A
22) o PR AU 28 Al 2o R S BB R B . Curran B 58 K T 045 T SRR W ISCHH SC 1Y
B, fU4% 640,660,1020,1690,2060,2130,2180,2240,2300nm %5 Kokaly “5:485 My YAk & & H 14 I, it
LLAMPE B (DK 24 21000m Ab) K2 4 F 00 JE IR T 20550m S 2172nm b £ FEFRAS B T B
Mutanga TAF£L371 680nm AR B U (AR DG MR A T 2 Wl 2, A, 29 500nm b S5 % 5 R 8 2
A ARG S A A R B-#1 R b B O B R R U SRR DG B BE Ay =
2 BRITLLAMI B (1200nm 7647 ) A 387 21301 5% BE (680—780nm ) 55 Jelip 1 At 2 5 2 1oy Jof 2 SO A S 11 95 B
(1680, 2050, 2170nm) ">,

e G TR A A% St B e B OGS 73 R R o | b L BE AR BSOS A DG (5 8, 2 AR 45 b
FEARZE MO L2 DR e G 2 UL I B AR A 1AL TEAR R 3 s SRR S AR 1 R 1 R
J& o dwc TR R G R SRR T ML R 3 e I A B SR A AL A S 1983 4E S EAIF ] 1A A USROG IS AR
Airborne Imaging Spectrometers 1( AIS-1) Jf 3R BT 55 — i &5 6 3% 15 . 1988 4F Wessman 5 Peterson 43 %1
AIS BRI m G AR B AR AE(C SR bRk 2 i i i 18 TR B AL S B s 1 e B
W2 HAERE T A AL G A ikt )t L rP SE (R Y AVIRIS A% s 2 iy T AE 5 2R 9 o e 1Y) e o 42
AL RS R (4 Martin S5 R FIRZEE ) HAh, FEABML A i e 5 5 o vl 3 Ui B, A R Y.
HyMAP J 2K Compact Airborne Spectrographic Imager( CASI) , it % B -5 B MEAE 1997 4-F) FH CASI %
9 S T S AR bR GeE 22 A Ui R T R O S AR . R LA T E AN A B ARR LR
LI RSE

®1 ERMAEBRNEERLLERRESH
Table 1 Characteristics of representative airborne hyperspectral sensors home and abroad

BErS L7 1/107 rad FARSIBIT LRI A]

AR R G

Imaging system Ax KR o BB Instantaneous field of Earliest image
name Country Spectral coverage/nm Band number view, IFOV/ 1073 rad acquisition time
AIS 1 F[H 1200—2400 128 1.91 1983
AlS-2 EH 1200—2400 128 2.05 1985
AVIRIS EgE| 400—2400 224 1.0 1987
CASI JIEPN 380—1050 288 0.49 1989
MAIS hE 440 ;gﬁgﬁ?ﬁoomo' 71 3 1991
AISA o5 970—2450 254 0.94/1.3 1993
HyMAP HRFE 400—2500 128 2.5 1998
PHI S| 450—850 244 1.5 1997
OMIS ] 400—1250 128 3.0 2000
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2000 4F 11 A SEE BRI &S EO-1 TR T =ik (L 84% Hyperion, bk B2 HGIERHCIERFE
Hyperion 45t sk 240 FH ) 12 1) 2R 4k s G iE £dis . {2 Hyperion S BURATEATE A SALERL AVIRIS 158k
R0 EEF A S Hyperion 45 [0] 43 HERECHURE H. 5 1 L ( signal-noise ratio, SNR) #24K , 59 4 KR K5 JE th
A, FERARPEER B2 2 B4 ETE (L AR 40 HISUT, EnMAP , PRISMA J% HyspIRI #2448 £ &l 1%
s (R 2) , A REBE A R S B AR IR, R BI SGIE TR A X IR BRI AT 5 R
LRGBS S T AW R Z R, Ollinger 25 AYHTFST th MODIS $24% 44 I B 5 R 5 7d 2
TR AR R 88% Y AR AE T4 A4 HEREAR (500m ) .

R2 ENIMHBEHERBERRESH

Table 2 Characteristics of representative spaceborne hyperspectral sensors home and abroad

- > s N = N EIPAS

name Country coverage/nm Band number at nadir point/m Year of launch
SISEX 5 HIRIS B 400—2500 192 30 AR
Hyperion [ 400—2500 220 30 2000
CHRIS R 411—1019 34/62 17/34 2001
HJ-1A CHES! 450—950 115 100 2008
GF-5 r 400—2500 320 30 2017 ( Tiit)
HysplRI M 380—2500 210 60 i
EnMAP T[] 420—2450 218 30 e
PRISMA FEwN 400—2505 249 30 i
HISUI H < 400—2500 185 30 i
HERO PN 430—2450 202 30 (e
RESOURCESAT-3 EE 400—2400 21 200 25 e

AR I AS B ) B2 IS 28 M 230 A R M P IR 5 (5 T A D822 | A Rk 20 % BT 2L g I i 52
M, PR IE 3 5 PR T O T A 40 AR MR TR FHIE(5 80T 20 B AR B R S R WROSCRR IR, 80 SR T B2 Kokaly 15
Clark [ 2245 2% (continuum removal) Jrk . %7 B AT A ROH BRI R oK 43 8 50 A% B It s 45 5 hl 1Y
BT, IR E JEXT SUR R R B % 228 (ALK 4 ) B AR AR ISR 3R R, AT HI T B OT 41l B 5 0 5%
bR 5 (R 1 R0 ) JE G W i B, 2 5 AT iR o 3 — 46 A AR E S 5 LR 1 U R AE CR H
AR

CR=(1-R/R,)/(1-R./R..) (1)

AR A2 RAETRICR OB AN R R AT WM OAME IR F R R 1-R/R, Y WFFEUE IR T4
B EA S AL (40% LA ) | Qi T 541X, 280t i A8 46 P A5 '35 ith 4 0 M 0 3 R A 1 S 1) S T AN
SRS H RS R R — L5 4 R B U KRR R A

BLAN, FRESE BT (standard derivative analysis, SDR) , BEXS I 35 24 7 XTECF# [ Log,o( 1/R) JJE K —IK
SACATHR S B /K 435 T RS AR 5 o, S0 mT 48 o RO T 5 — IR T 0 S Golay W& I AT R 3
SR I S 5 SR K A W T I 190 B 1t A AN W SR ik B TR AR A — bt T R g R RORE B
T e R 6 LA AR T T B N A AR AR 7 A AR S I B g2

3 ERRFRENSAENER

3.1 iR EeE
T JR S T A R P U TS HE B Rouse $5 IR B 48 i A= hioke , — e WA . 15— fk 35 B0E X
(NDSI) FHAEIEZU(RSI) , Km N
NDSI(x,y)= (y=x)/(x+y) (2)
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RSI(x,y)=x/y (3)
o,y AT LU R BT T LU 2id — R IV H S BUARXT ROR R BAA DT 122 %08 Bir A i Be (Bt J
W B ) BEAT L G, THE AR R IEE 18 BOT 5SS A i S AR B AT IS . I LG BCR R AL,
HIEYREXNERTIVES 6 IS
HETCA 30 A Fh FE PGB R, £ 3 FIH T8 IR oS A DG 1e 8, # e R e Ao K
TS 3 — L 2 $5 %50 NDNI( normalized difference nitrogen index) , IANE TR G H 2% 28 1 B 5 5 o Z [l 1Y
RGNS R Pl e 2R WSO KA B P I 3R B R OR TR B T U, P I SR A R
MCARI #8 %4 ( Modified Chlorophyll Absorption in Reflectance Index), TCARI #§ %X ( Transformed Chlorophyll
Absorption in Reflectance Index) " ** K PRHF A5 A0t i #5119 MTCART $540%, el 2 went 4 R B A — 1k
213148 % NDRE ( normalized difference red-edge index ) 75 £} CCCI $5 %% ( Canopy Chlorophyll Content Index) .
Horh CCCI 488U iz i) iz R HCS B OLIE RS 4L, Tilling B YO 48 BOMA T AL 0= B 47
NG B R R

®3 EHSREMLNERKEEY
Table 3 Typical spectral indices of vegetation nitrogen content
FEEUAZ FR Index name 1152 Calculation formula
NDNI: 5 —fL 5 5
Normalized difference nitrogen index

TCARI: H4f Y43 2 W ISU S R 48 5

Transformed chlorophyll absorption in reflectance Index

MTCARI: BCHE A e 45 R 2 3R W M S 5 4 1

Modified transformed chlorophyll absorption in reflectance index

MCARI A TE 2 -2 3 W WS S 23 5 5 4

Modified chlorophyll absorption in reflectance index
NDRE: A — kL1455

Normalized difference red-edge index

CCCI: it J= M 3 FE 1R 4K

Canopy chlorophyll content index

s Hirf p, 287K i nm AR (R IETE ISR (NDRE) |, FL(NDRE) ,, 7Mill 3 /R NDRE 945 K5/ ME

[logo( 1/p1510) =loglO(1/pys0) 1/ [ogio(1/pys510) +loglO(1/p 650 ) ]
3[ (P70 260 ) 70-2(P700 =550 ) P70/ P70 ]

3.30(pump=pur ) ~(Pusy ~Puus ) Xty /Pursy ]

[ (Pr00Pe70) ~0-2(P100 550 ) 1 X (Pr00/Pe70)

(P790=P720) 7 (P190+P720)

nnnnn

WFFE BT X AS [ AL IR 0 e s e TR A R 9 3 SR G 8 40, A0 Li SR XT 22 B = e ik BB | 15
HE ORI 3 118 00 X SR P 53 APT R 30 s A e 2R 8 P AR e st i, FR) LM X AN R ) A e i
AIVI( Angular Insensitivity Vegetation Index) , 7 UEWA A8 805 &/ N2 0T B R E A BRAEE . 5o LT
MERIS ¥ , 57 % #2 Hh—Fh 2058 D 3% 5 % MTCI( MERIS terrestrial chlorophyll index) , %38 500) F T M- 4% %
SRR JEIERA ] T RO AR B A AR L Cho %2R TR 45 18] 40 B 2R ( RapidEye ) 3B 1%, F MTCI
BBOER SRR AR S R R IR RO 2 s AN,

BRI ARSI XSS A S0 2 AN ], AR S 358 50 e B A IR AR, DTG & J T A
] (AELBE R EL . W Inoue SEWFFE & W — K FHOLTE 740nm ( D740) Fl1 552nm ( D552) 4 #4311 RSI #5500
BORFE R & ZUE SO e fE:, IFHED D740 5 AR 48 LAL BCIE L ifil D552 5 i Fr 5457 AR A 1% A0 U
FEsc 210 1B B AR DA A Z0 K Y T P — B st 3 B BB (B R S, 45 5 20 108 4 91 1B P — 9 st e D B AL
SD, [ IE —ARAB X /KA U 3R B BRI LA ST KRR AR R R i@ B Wi SR 0 I AMA 1 245 R
FA T e SRR B R B0 )y v, Herh SO XARVEY) B U 1 i T e i sl ol i O T Y HL SR 4
OB AL T e ik s 25 58, ULRH B 4R BOA RIS & RO R VED & Al &
3.2 [lESHrE

FEAE B R B ek 3 R W U e LT R 1 B v T R R R AP R E . BR Wessman 55 Peterson 4b, Z 5
Kokaly'** | Curran"* St 5 R T 3 R (a1 A9 019 3 o (HOZ RA 7 i A AE 2o BE40LA A ) A3, L ir 7508 B
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TEAE 5 B W B T O [ o RS 2 Py o 2 235 2R 2 S AR R ¥ LA AR o T B4 e i P )2 D e /N —
Fe[m] I ( partialleast squares regression, PLSR) , K53 % FH % 7 15 9145 SR = 9 [l SRS B2 . PLSR 7 ik i
PRI 3 143 [ ( principle component regression, PCR) , B[R] 77 15346 340k G 1 225 X [m] )5 o 22 8 4k
PR R) R, PR ik e B 22 I Y, BIVRR 303 T i DG . i fie /D — e Il T3R5k

i =By + 2By +e(i=1,n)
o (4)
T, = 2 cijij(k =1,--,r)

K,y e AR v R RPR (AR ) ,m B n RAEAEL e J2 1822, B2 Ty y, WIRIHREL T, 2
A i BB ZE D) o, 2 x, X1 T, RO AL

PLSR — R Z4L T PCR,iXJ& i T PCR M iy [ 28 48 77 25 2 17 PLSR.HP A 70742 Bk 1 728 5 A1
RIS B 22 [y 22 3R R e o RHORT 8 63 S SR 3805 E#E AT 1A 23 A iy — 8 PLSR & PCR., {H PLSR
P BB K AT RE B BOTUAY, 45 th i e A A5 R h AR AT RE AL 5 — 46 5 W S WIS TC G Y T B, 3 2B 38 B
PR T T4 ARG R T 5 > PG i 7 2 7 PLS [ U i MR 416 28 U0 TR 45 2R, 42 B X35 7 AR
%2 (rootmean square error, RMSE ) BTk K /INH i BEJEF 708 28 , S5 X+ RMSE Tk 45 R 1l 15 B, A (0] B Y
Wi, SR AR M 18] B 5/ — 3 8] (interval PLSR, iPLSR) "0 iPLSR A 15 242 PLSR H & A9 [l 3 4%
JEE | TERA 5 R ST T LA ARG PV 0 S LA R e R B R S, SR < — 38 Xk
HEAT AT 53 DX 00 IX R I B B 5 AN A B B B, A 7 35 (T ) & AUt S T e A M B B Ol 550(555)
580 .715nm, 348 tH AU Be T A AL S8 BE AR R

AN A S B LA 28 R 265 [ U9 5 5, 20 Axelsson XFZER AR F 8 &0 S ko S 45 1 2 HL el e
BORPET PLSR, HiH >R A least squares SVR (LS-SVR) Fiifs: RS 5 7 E ] Huang %5 FOBF 5T i 25 0 4%
BIHAH L PLSR Jeig 20 Z2 el A A L4005 B2 B iy Ui AR o it R 2B A6 B 5 062 RO 38 AT BB A7 TR AR et ¢
F7 . Wang S5 (B F8 I 1l A5 1 28 I 4% ( BPIN) ST 715 7 ZURBCR I T8 AF etk 1A . Mutanga 55
38 3 A 2 X 4% [ 1 30 o b S R A AR A I R 4 R

WFFE QAR RL 23 BT A 28 36 SO s, 2 75 A K B ML AR AR SRk i T T /K R el 2 R & S B, 7R 5K
6 DX TR B 58 g ) T I0DKS B (R =0.83).% b 4h, Ollinger 55 #& H 37 21 40 I B X 1m) [z 5 A 7 ( bidirectional
reflectance factor, BRF) 58 A A7 7F I 35 M0 Ok, DRI AT S A U (H B S A I T R I 4
BB, 45 Y BRF 5 & @& Al A G 2T BRE 550 [A] R A w7 4548 22 1] R R DGk D) R A e i 2
5E R Z R AHOGME . Y IH BRI SR 28 (454) FURLN ) , BREF S #E & R i Z [ RH G PR 55 | £ B A7 —
SE AR
3.3 FRSHMEREAS

LR R A2 A TR 2 KR Ah R R (R PO ) 8 UM MAT | 1SS I B0k b T, et R AR B S - SRS i
SR HICH W0 5 PR e AR i )35 A% SR 28 1 o 8 7 A 57 14 i S 238 (A% A R WA S 3 o 55 K BH Y S 3B
) 53R () SR RIS Z A R Y FARY , Horh — SERR S AR R A ] L] T B T

A=
R,

LIBERTY AL ME——ANG I & R AE 0 A B 7 R g R 4 S A% A A0 DR T AT DA 4 s 3
RARRS &, (B TSR A 2y, 7E 30 bR S s AR AR T . H AR 7 0 S T o 225k FH 2 I X
AT L) PROSPECT #5284 | BIXT PROSPECT A5 7Y rf (AE 4 S BG4 T S, R I R PR A 2 B0k [ 4 3 B
A, PROSPECT B HIRE N FIAERE & A AR & NS EUE M e & . Mg b k2 R i 2 ek
AL, MRS R (R, T AR & R S 4 R e — AP /e AE PG R Y 3 o i A% i A 7
PEAT 2R R 5 10 S — IR T 15 DG TS i, X At g i 2 2R S i — AR A B Ty, Malenovsk' ' 5 Zarco-
Tejada 25 AORIFFT . UTAF A IR 5 (0 FF 388 22 50603 28 S5 o e M 4 AT T e i i o
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Bk PROSPECT 41, % F 4R ST (2 Hrt A A7 DU 53 &5k (4-scale) #6471 SATL #A PROSAIL RIS phAhA
AP U AR A PROSPECT #ERIZH 4, 4 Zhang, Chen 2571 Ff PROSPECT #2371 - A: b S8 4 k3, Of:
FH 4-Scale HEN7 — 45 2SS I A S R A R e AT A0 R A B TR A R ( leaf
mass per unit area, LMA) 5%%0/KJEJF ( equivalent water thickness, EWT) WAl {E S8k 47 5 i ) | Fam i
LMA 5&RE AN I AR ZERE, N, ) EWT 5& &8 (At m M e Z i, N, %
PELT R A R, Wang S5 A28 PROSPECT #5050 ST A5 4 25 50K 5 B S 8 R e v Y
3.4 [E NIRRT AR AT A

HiE RS E M5, E AT E A AR TT & T B S AR B & R ARG 98 TAE . P RS S50t
PROSPECT #5704 S i F 1 2 38 35 i Sl — 20 PO & R AR 1 T B BTk & A — 2 p e 5 O
D7 IR G A0 RIS XT TCART FRBGHEA T R 2608 LA SOt 1 i /> 3T Il iy S e 0 B e ik 3
WA S SR 14 20 56 1 1o TR A RO B e SO R AR A U 4 22k, 0 T DR AR FH R A%
TR 46 [0 U9 )5 7R 2R T S5 R F T ML 2 T P BERLAR MR 45

i FEl PN 32 2% B AR 2 U VAT A T 2P B B, 2 ARSI  H . EA J
THEFE A R S U AR e A b TGS ASGHEA T Jmy b RUBE AR AR B 2 it iy T 3R R R0l K
KA = i 5 T e R T RAE OGS, M ET S, SRRk S B S T A X R
AR B E AT SE TAEIR D PR R AT 5 b R AN s ik J7 T ) A, R 2 B 0 22 5 ph s i N6
TP s X B 5 AR AR S R G B AR AR A RS I A A o ST B R A ) A B R O PR
B e T A B 1 R o3 TS B IR DR PO T 44 9 H T A A AR KRR 2 b 43 1] P Sl A DG A Y
MK JE

4 ERREENSREMIEEEFH

e J25 SO el A DX SR e L S e 9l 2 W M e 2R TR RTRE, E TA9 00  EA T ve Ol i e RN |, R
FEBEEHERGE | 81 70 Bk MR S S R Mk 25 8 77 A R R, DR IMORE 4 5 S0 S T A7 FE AR K AN
TETE

P TEAR ROk F AT, i B R 4L D B, A A D 8 RS R B SRR B O T At O i
(EL A RO0E T S A AR HL R 0 it A B T RE S B A 8 ROC R WML B oo, 7E AL B 1 wf
fiEp e, T EA B A S P R IRROR A T LR S RS AR, (HTTE R B, 2 e B el Ui A
e A BT AU BRI AN S 2 1 A 25 AR G AR AR I R A R R I AN A AR e
TEIX LIS T 4R & RIS BURE B RICS B 2 AR BORUR2E . TR F 4B T, 34 Rlok — e
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Fig.1 Remote sensing inversion methods of vegetation nitrogen content ( Grey areas indicate the main research points in near future)
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