G125 WORORA AR LB

FAPAR RAE T HEI O R RCRE 1 S b A B 4 1 LA K 5 Z e i o 5
RER S e e 19 B AR A P St AR S A il 3t 2 25 R G B B — 1R A 7 g (NPP)
MEESH AREE M 121 WHE S BE R E L. 12. 2 R AN 49 FA-
PAR WYEFANIU T . 12. 3 Toffilad MC BT kAT 2 ke g FAPAR (9 2R
Oh RE SRR S 3 B AR . A R ORI 5 FAPAR #0735 AT DLy A 2. i
12.4 Wi e — 2Kk @R S . 12,5 1R 12. 6 715 ke A 43R T 4 S A% i Ao
Tl AP B R AT FAPAR FGE RS T5 1% - £ 24 MODIS By LAI/FPAR 7= 55895
I JRC_FPAR S8k LI FE TIRA PO YA FAPAR SEBTY, 12.7 496
25 H LA SRI O T 72 XY S BT 9

12.1 FAPAR KAHRM &

GGG sk & 51 Ee ) (Fraction of Absorbed Photosynthetically Active Radiation,
FAPAR) 288 9% W Wi 1554 3504& 5 (Photosynthetically Active Radiation, PAR) 5 A
SR BRGR T  Le il VR A ) B AS A W) W) B2 880, FAPAR ] A THE B W 94
72 A AR AR s S AR A AR ) ) A 7 BB e | A SR KR B
PRI TG B TR 455 1) B o b R AIE 2/ (Liu et al. , 1997, Reich et al. , 1999, Cramer
et al. , 1999, Scurlock et al. , 1999, Liang, 2004, 4 74E,2004), FAPAR Hi 0] FE4E
A4 A ROIR B RN A A, T EL BRI B PRI 32 He NDVT S5 A 96 B0E ) 547 19 16 75
TEM. BaTEPREST 2NN T FAPAR (HEZ . FAPAR B UG 4Bk
W 2 G2 (GCOS) AN SUESEL. 18 IR BELE BRI AR IO 2R 19 TR 23 A 15 8 RE A $ {1t
T2 12 (] DRI 3 I AR Y FAPAR B8 S A 0 S 4. B L s . At
11848 (VEGETATION, VGT) , £ 5 43 ¥ K 48 4 71 (Advanced very High Resolution
Radiometer, AVHRR) FllHf 43 B2 1% 6% (Moderate-Resolution Imaging Spectrora-
diometer. MODIS) & 28 i Af it Bk A1 DR Y TAT/FPAR $odli ™ i«

PAR 245 kA 86 S AT BRI B AL 400~700 nm B R BHYGIERE SR . 4% PAR
(Green PAR) S48 L BRA BT R By S Bl i) PAR, 7E PAR IX[A] 4% 3R a. b FIZEHH
B MR ARIBCEALE RS RN 12,1 PR,

APAR. FHIE 2 W 1) 2 5 06 & A W) i 2R OG G A AR R 73 . FAPAR, L 4F
FPAR ¢ fAPAR. WRISOGEA RS B 28R S 8 56 G A 380 i (PAR) ZE AR
BHARST BT Y LS. FAPAR 55 PAR Fl APAR Z ]I 3 APAR=FAPARXPAR,

o AR SERISE. JLAURHIE T MU R R G IRT s B RR. 3 [ T HL 22 SRR ml AR R
o 349 -
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Bl 12.1 7& PAR X[H]4r3E ab FIZEHTE bR I9CRALE e & 1 iR

FAPAR W SUREFXTRE AR 1 5 & AN G035 B Bl S5 049 A Sk A B 4 Sk R e 3 5%
CELAE 38 M TR Al A v it )22 W AT 1 A BH i 559 {H 00 2006 45 H 87 5t S S O HL A
PRI S3 . BEAE B (Vegetation) 5 KX, (Atmosphere) 1 4- 3 (SoiD 43 5 B & . A
St 2 1 K PR AR S35 - A ST K BH %8 5 (Incoming Solar Flux) I » 21 3 H T8 4 48 5 (Flux
to the Ground) I » NHBTHT S I (1 %8 5 (Flux From the Ground) I A K H 55 K BH #5
5f (Outgoing Solar Flux) I (Gobron et al,2006) , W& 12. 2 ffrn. K, FAPAR (i}
RN W

FAPAR — (THoe =1 émundi Ioums — Thoc)

M PR BT 0 BF s AR BHERST oo 55T S5 I A58 ST 1 douwa - A HBTAT
SRS o ST SR PBRAR S Toc - 3012, DHI FAPAR %5F 0, 4 Bt UEH
T2 - SEAAAEAR R ) FAPAR, 5 FAPAR (18 SCAHAT

(12. D

S PNEE )

S A B I l
4 {
Itoc Itoc

&}&
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}
T SR siismmias |
T

Ly Ly

12,2 HASEZ K B AE R AR
i FAPAR (Instantaneous FAPAR) , 45— K Hr 3 —BF 2 (1) FAPAR, 32 J& Wil )
FARAR #J2WE0; FAPAR, H FAPAR JEXTBERT FAPAR LI FHR T0UA A9 4% 5% AN R R

SH1 I,
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12.2 FAPAR BFoN& )5k

TEEFANE T B APAR Al FAPAR A — @ XERE . (H AT DUAR 4 1% 22 00 & 1) el
2 RGEZ T PAR {EREIHEAEI APAR, X#f, FAPAR A DL XHE Y52 o7 A
S i 6 SR S S B 3 S 0 R ] A

FIR AL PAR Bda#timad 13RS . H3 20 Ihad 70~80 A, A2 E TR
FH ARG XS AT ) &, iR s fE o 26 Ol LSS . (BRI 2 WO & A AR
SEPRRI R 2 AL AR ME CRAE WA 5 8 A S AR R YR AL T 7K PR S M 3 25
WIMRZERTI . W JG » T 25 J] fo A 26 D B2 3 T 48 0K 6 Sk 2 0 38 Sk A ) 0k 2 N 1Y)
PAR.[HERFINRE B IS BA SO RBUEARE A — & MR 1R 2 (Xiang,
1989),

H AT s I & FAPAR {882 LR SIE AR . in ACCUPAR HE ¥ RE(A
BT (Kiniry, 1995), SUNSCAN & J2 73 R e 4. Horb B2 A A LT
JUFP

PAR/Sunflerk Y& E S, 5 E Decagon & 44/~ w472, 7E 12mm X 0. 8 m
X A 100 A& AT AR IS MO e 2 1 T BRI OGS A R S i . AN
BUF A Tk 1 IR S 2R 0 BOG R R, H 5 DR 4K v 1 LIRS 1 SR, B T
PATENGH I FAPAR WLIMMEL , — s 2 pest s I 5t )22 B F 05 2 i . SR 57
PR K, 2G0T B T RBHRE AR 28 BRI R 2%

SUNSCAN & 253 #1 £ 4t (SUNSCAN Canopy Analysis System) , % [F Delta /3 #] 4=
7 AT TR SR A S PARCELIE ELAT PAR FIEUN PAR) A TPAR LA 25 Z 1 A4 2545 45 »
AT T 5 )22 b LI %) [R) 25 T R, 348 T L 8 Bl Syounim £l , & — R AR (i FH T
A A ZSHE PRI T B, o2 BHHTH T FAPAR & /9 i % AL ES . SUNSCAN i
J2 53 M 2 50 S 2L el DU 3 2H il - SUNSCAN #5800 25, 18 5 22 5 1% /Al (Beam Fraction Sen-

=t |

& 12.3 SUNSCAN HF4h & &
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sor, BFS) ,DCT1 %% | B i ( The Work-about) Fl—A~ = 21, SUNSCAN £ %8 =
BRI e 2GS A PAR, B BT R PI B 4L RIUATS 1 m, ik
64 4~ PAR {5845 IS HRIFF ¥ 51 40 A . R4 (12, D, #547 FAPAR BFAMIU & B L 507
FEME H THoc s Towd s Tdrowa LA Thoc PUFR A3 14 55 DA 115575 31 i 1] FAPAR i (]
12.3),

12.3 )2 FAPAR 1) Monte Carlo £4)

A3 (12, DAL FAPAR ] DIAR R A G5 I BF 8 55 210305 b 8 1) 6 S i T 52 S5 70 %
SR S R PR ST AR 2] A A A St 3 2 22 K BH S 7 1) R A R i 31
S HlL RS U 3 A e R AE R T AT, LAD FIH SR SO B IR SR 820 . b 1T B S
A A2 B AR . X SR Z )2 FAPAR 952 i HLA 45 A AR R L 1 H
HAHL . AT RE S A YUEE FAPAR R, AEG i FAPAR, 47 2 %58 1 11
MU BT BIE 75 25 F B R X FAPAR B2 AL . A6 76 E 8 B o8 2L hik F, A28
FAPAR i) MC #4850 A2 I Z X FAPAR RUS2H . 5 FAPAR fY i 42 HEFE 16
WA .

12.3.1 MC # #l & #

5FF R 2 71 (Monte Carlo, MO J&—FiE TR e ge it i il ad 842
PEH B HLRAEAR BT L5 IR, 7T ARG 1166 2 T s & fnd 72 AR Z E A IR ER
MC A TF- 475682 S AR ST BRDF B198. Govaerts 88 (1998) ik T 11552 P 8
SHERR R VAL IR 77 LR SR OB (o SR IR AL 280 (350 A 2R AV RN
PR 7 1) IR B A FP AR BB OCAE B (FE3 ) o BR R & FIAR A £ (20000 (1) MC B4R H]
MR 2 ) S50 288 A G M T ARTEE B 3 Al L G R T 2 LB, Rk 7O b
PL AL L5506 B b PR R SRS AR AL ek R, o i R 55 (2006) B 40L T ZR AR e 2
BRDF ., 2z 7 BEHL AR B JF TR R 1 OCHEEOR, i/ . G sR %k O+ B H %
FE DG HUR 7 1080 5E AR A IE D FREE e . T MC ALREXT 2 ot 1 1)
TR AR AT WA AR Z A A A MC BT T FAPAR #0815 [, o
WAE(2008) % FAPAR #4757 T Monte Carlo B4, 4341 T 520 FAPAR AR 2, {1 K BHK
TUAA AN DAL AB AR 53 B 33885 SRR 53 A1 BRI 5200 o

F#E)Z FAPAR (1) MC #5480 A JUREUE | 52 PR R 17 D% 76 56l /2 A% i i B B Aot
B IFRTEERIATG. XTOGTAE 2 AR R AL, 25 0D T

(D JGUE B8 ASTRTUA 0, AT ¢

(2) Y5 e J2 0 A7 4 A 28 B0 L i T BR AR B i B IR o 3 Kt I
S,

(3) VEFIZEAVRESN J5 ] - 0 78 D1 R W ST IR 23 53 o A= UM I I AR 4
BRDF B A U 77 1]

WGt REROG T B8R, Goit 328 280, o )2 W L U 32 35 4o %8 BRDF
FAPARGRUOE A A SR ST HLBD 45
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P, THEDET I E R ARL

TR T21777 M7EE)Z H okl s
FTHERS Liaxt, HF-5 H HBRRL R

- ST TR A
[t a 1, BERHIS
— fe RN WIE
P
¥
BB, W
AT B
i )
g AR 7 40 1
i : 250 ~2 1 2 A7 L
{BEEF AT " I i
VIR 77 0 F B B T A7 I 7
Ly, BRI BRI 1B B F T A
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TR
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¥
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Kl 12.4 gz FAPAR MC Bl K
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12.3.2 % & ¥ %

SRR B RLALL S A0 255 B B A S B BB T

HF AS KT :0°~90°%;

T AT T i ff:0°~180%5

AR 3 A A B B R A L 24 5 JBR T

s )2 i AR £ 0~10;

HeFZAbERERLH /N T 0. 001 E, AT HL 0. 0015

HEFHRT 10° A AT 1 X105

400~700nm i Be 5[ 21 3K S5t AR BRA% 2ok 48 N 3RO 3R

B b (s P A B 5 28 s 1o 238 e 38 R 3R H R B T LOPEX93 (Leaf Optical
Properties Experiment 93) 4% . 7 0. 4~0. 7pum P B % OGS IR ER1E B 5 R
REEE 18 4>, HOGIG I Ze A 12. 5 i,

0.16
—— AT R
0.14 | o gt 8 —
+ Pt g * ]
0.12 "
aQ
4 ©
&
" 0.1 #
e}
608 /
¥ o
P |/ X
= f
X 0.06 ¢ \ |
{ * 1
0.04] . - + ] ok +
(o]
0.02 g o
o}
o
0 1 1
0.4 0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6 0.65 0.7 0.75
B H/um

Bl 12.5 LSRR AR R R R Mg R 0. 4~0. 7pm PEBCRAE IS A6 5 2%

A MC FEFFRRAU B35 BE O & A RO ST L B FAPAR, , FEXS I BEAT 18 i -F
Y. 13582 FAPARL LA (12.2) ],

> IFAPAR,

12.3.3 MC W% F o

ook s MC RRADRR 1w i o B 280, A BH K T Ay e A #f 20 A 2L 25 A S 5
(6L, 74 356 2 B B & A RUR AT L B AN /2 FAPAR, 23 B A [l A S Eou il J2 FA-
PAR R0 .
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1. ARIKBEEERSE R RERREUAERZIMEER

9L 2 1SS SR RIS 3 A8 A S s FAPAR B (L1 £ R 3 DR MG 1o e RS D043
SEEJZ R R B B 25 FE R . YR IR IR 80 43 A 2T 45 K B A 7
0 380 R MDA LA A8 B2 E 400~ 700nm (S FORHEHIZR  JIE] 12. 6 TR

0.1
—LAI=0.5
—LAI=1
0.09 —o—LAI=2
—a—LAI=3
0.081 ——LAI=4
0.07L ——LAI=5
0.06}
&= 0.05}
1
N 0.04}
e

0.03

0.02

0.4 0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6 0.65
P K/um

Kl 12.6  LATASAGIITE)R SR A 1E #2518 3 S

T B LT, O K 0. 65m) FTEE €5 CFRuL K 0. 45pm) 6, TESR (4,
(UL 0. 55 pum) 87 B 1) B S 3R 5058 e )2 W SO o3 B g < 1) 28 Ak 2 I 58 TR B s BT+
A M AE LT B AR A5 RS RGeS WSO 42T 0. 7 porn B T4 2 5 968 J2 IR A
FAE 0. 4~0. Tpm 3 B SR LIRS TR LA TR

AU s Qi SR 20w - B8 S 238 WUIAR Y e )23 S i R B AT s - B M SO o e 22 R i
FTRREE 12,7 X T 0 B IRMBR I R G 20 T O 78 A B e 2 Z [h)
Y 2R R, TSRS Ry 1 WA S SR SCR I 0, 5 2O H AR TR

T EFE A SR A R TS o 307, LAI=1, MC RE4045 2] i + 3 iR | e
J2 BB R AN Z SR th 2 an &l 12. 7 () fs .

PREFRBAAS KI5 Ry 307, LAD 8124, g 2s i AR R 40Ch 0.5.3.5, 6 J2 ik
FOGIEHh L& 12. 8Ca) s . Pl T AR £ 1S 0 o el J2 W W50 i 388 {EL 0 o v e
8% UM R B B, W E Rt th 2 an & 12. 8(h) iR » B TR BH R T A
BN B H A 6 2= W SR S T B B ) e J 2 R

2. FAPAR 58 LAL M 5% i 8 X &

X AL B el 2 SR A T I B AR 15 252 FAPAR, 4 ASSRTA A 30°, %) F &
SRR, A TSR ELN 0. 2.0, 5.1~9 484k, FAPAR Fifi LAT B84 &l 12. 9 Ca) iy
o WIEATIL FAPAR fifi LATSE KM R HERALS 78 LAI=5 [FETimm., dthdm
TR BRI XS LA & 12. 9(b) 7R , A 0 38 )z 3365 i FAPAR 19 7+ B4 g B 7
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—o FAPAR
—e— IR LB
0.6 —— EE AT LI -
0.4::———%
E
g
0.3}
0.2 |
0.1+ e
0 1 1 1 1 1
04 0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6 0.65
P /um
(a)
0.7 T
—e—FAPAR
0.6 —a— LRI LBl
e —— i JE R

0.4k

value

0.3F
0.2 F

0.1}

0 . e

04 045 0.5 0.55 0.6 0.65
P/ um
(b)

Bl 12,7 IR e SO A AR B e 2 W BCR S Hh 2k
@)% 8 H 3R s (b B £ 3O BAKLAD P8 LAT = 1)

LA B /NFIB KA AS B &, 78 LAT{EFE 1 ~5 B, BT B fe ok, e LAT=1 i,
FAPAR FF+7T 0.04,

3. F"EAFBAXTAE,FAPAR 5 LAI FJX &

AR B R T ff B FAPAR %) LAT B¢, qnl&l 12. 10 fros. Al WL7E [FAE R LAT
T R PR TR AR . FAPAR K, 43477 FEA47 33 i R 2 K BH R T A K, S e 5t J2
FTHE A BB AR, 5 i il e e IR SO AR B R FAPAR K, 55 4h, K FH R T
FARK, FAPAR X} LA EZ5 G AT, 2 K FH R T A A 10°,30°.50°, 2] 70°H}, FAPAR X
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FAPAR

FAPAR

0.6}

0.4}

021

—o—LAI=0.5
f-8-LAI=1L g
——LAI=2 e

0
0.4

05 055 065
P /um
(a) ASFRTA30°, - TR

0.45 0.6

& 12.8  AR[RIM- A,

FAP AR

0.4F

—e—LAI=0.5
-&--LAI=1
——LAI=2

0.2

1

FAPAR

055
K /um
(b) AT RTA30°, HE A

0.45 0.5 0.6

ek J2 6 2 WA 3R Hh 2

091
0.8}
0.7}
0.6}
0.5}
0.41
0.3}
0.2}
0.1}

LAI N
(a) I8 SRS FAPARFELAIAZ 1Y, (b) -5 B 5 1 L B AT L
B 12.9 52 FAPAR b LAT 254k
: .I_. [ A O =" T . :
09 ]
- | —— 10° |
N ——30°
o1 —+—50° |
—+—70°
0.6/ |
: |
& 05 H |
- |
0.4 |
*
03f |
02f |
0.1 |
0() 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 P 9

LAI
Kl 12.10  AFEKPHRTSA ) FAPAR 5 LATHER



LAT AT LAT{EAHRAE R 6.5.3.2,

s LAT, FAPAR Bl K FHR IO 0284k an &l 12. 11 i . NI a] DU S AS Rt
HFFEEC T s FAPAR Fifi oK BH K T00 A1 38 i i) s A — 35, 2B LAT K FAPAR %%
oy Wi K B R T0L AR A B4 R TARL R o 3 ANAE Hh A TR AR S00E 0. 5~3 B, FAPAR Fifi K FH K
TOff A R RO (A £, Fein 24 LAI=1 i, FAPAR M #1514 0° K BH R T £ T 14
0. 39 253 70° K BAFK TS T Y 0. 95, 341 T 0. 56, 771 A i AR HE Hioaad A 3% 3 5k v& ek 34 i i
JEWPARBIE . OEE . 2 LA & FAPAR B GG E LT 0. 9, 25715 I i) 3 Fil A<
KA Z s LA IG, i AR WsfE 55 . FAPAR 938550/ AR W RERS AR 2 .

1 T T T T T T
=

| e g e A= —+—LAI=0.1] ]
—+—LAI=0.2

09 r —+—LAI=0.5| |
—+—LAI=I
——LAI=3

08 LAI=S ||
——LAI=7

0 1‘0 2‘0 3‘0 4‘0 5‘0 6|O 70
PR T £8/(°)
B 12.11 AJA] LAL FAPAR A FH R T Al A8 Ak [

MELERUEE R AT LI L d)Z FAPAR 2 5)5d )2 LALLAD ORFHASER T | 45
B ARAE N R B IE R L 1 LAT BR2Ma i 35 . MG LAT 5 FAPAR FEAN A 40
AR 22565 2 o (E AT 5B 22 96 S 3 1l PR AT B E— RS DT - A A BE XS
FAPAR HYFZIRAE R 75K BH i BE A ORI i A 528 G116 2 Hh 1 22 B A

12. 4 FAPAR 2L e J# )5 1k

ML MC B85535 0T DLE 1 FAPAR 5 LAT 254k i S22 45 #4285 YRR 56 .52 3]
DR BAFIWLI M BE RS0 . 3S 4 1k CEFRRZAE R 1 & Fh & e AR RIS 2 1 T1%
ZHAESE . T FAPAR 5 LAT Z A HAREF AN DGO R L 16— S8 AE My BR Ak 2 1 2
BRI FAPAR 245 LAT M6 2500 B0 H 19 (Ruimy et al. . 1999), Ti7EAR
ZRE WS R WA PAR G # i i 5 NDVT 2 84k 2k 1 ¢ R 1153 (Prince
and Goward, 1995; Tucker, 1979), LAI-FAPAR ) 2 NDVI-FAPAR [ & =& a3
& Fhas (8] ROEE R GPP AT NPP 4 STk b P /9 2207 %5 (Field et al. , 19955 Run-
ning et al. , 2004) , AT FEEA LI RBHE L
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12.4.1 EFLAIWZ B E %

FAPAR #] DL g 5 M- A8 UL 45 56 R AE B A 5], Wiegand £F(1992) 15 3|
FAPAR 5 LAI g8 84564 200
FPAR = 1 — ¢ " ,R? = 0. 952,RMSE = 0. 054 (12.3)

Casanova 2£(1998) 325 . 1 513768 2 1 PAR Xt AST PAR [ L] 2505 LAT 24551
I E ZR BT AR RA A PAR B EL AT LS
FPAR = 1— e A K IR EL (12. 4
B2 T3k 28 i T B e A5 38 I e AR R 8 T LA T B 5 e 2 ) T O R B T LUE
TR P AN E .

12.4.2 ETHBEENEZRE®

FAPAR & ] L3 o SAE AR ECE 3 2850 0¢ 2 S A5 3, ] I o R AR e A5 Uit 32
AR RAMIE G AR T3 B 1 NDVT S g5 505 M i Sl FAPAR 57 1215 5 2 .
PLOR S FAPAR, 67 BUAR O (8 33 o (HUJ2 B T AR % 6 18 WS B AT 4 % D' S
(I ZE A AR AT AR AL, o 5 S MR A R i B L 7 M PR 5 25 22 o [R5 i o R 4 17 ) A 6
KA JR R

IR W] 78— 8 551 7, FAPAR 5 NDVI f£7E £k 1 ¢ & (Hatfield et al. , 1984;
Sellers 1985 ; Goward and Huemmrich, 1992), Myneni ££(1994) & 5H& 4 B8 T
NDVI #l FAPAR Pisit)z . + 58 X KISE RSO, 81T T FAPAR 5 NDVI ¢
K FAPAR 5 NDVI {9 5¢ &% 5t KSR 2 A 0] S5 4P bR sk, iR mF ot
JRIBR T B, AR R a] S R A S A R L 220 A 3R P AR R R A 1
T SRS A] DL 28 . R Myneni 889008, FAPAR 5 NDVI Z [A] 26 3¢ R BiAr
() 552 « RBAR T /N T 60°, BT A /T 30700, 5845 5o rh 4 52 B (NDVI K2
> 0.12) £ 550nm b KREDEHE R /NT 0. 65,

Roujean 1 Breon(1995) {ff F] SATL #5501 568 J22 P70 1) i S A% i LA S 3 1T 19 SR 59
WFIE T A PR T A1y ORISR T A1y ARG 5 0 1 F FAPAR A NDVT (56 3 455 & 91
PR 1 5 2R A K FH IR T A sl LI K T A 484 T k2 7 Bl 35 5 20 W G DR 2 AR P 16 48 %
FRIEIN B SOL R AFJE R RE Z 5 ok NDVI X R LAT (il i,

Myneni Z57E NASA f) FAPAR 7=/ 581 (1999) H R FH A 4 F O St 23 F NDVI
A E: . VPM A i) FAPAR 2 MODIS B iR 4t $5 %8 EVI(Enhanced Vegeta-
tion Index) (Huete and Liu, 1996) HJe&%, EVIFI NDVI i) X2/ NDVI 5L -
BT WG B RS

CASA #4471 (Potter,1993) 1t FAPAR B3t % T IH— b9 #5 % NDVI(Normal-
ized Difference Vegetation Index) [ £& 4 i i 45 =X, BV Eb (B A8 8% 45 2. (1 -+ NDVI)/
(1—NDVD (Sellers,1985,1994) , FAPAR ({8 F R s :

FAPAR= min((SR-SRmin)/( SRmax-SRmin) ,0. 95)
Hor, SR K A B HE %50, SR= (1-+-NDVD /(1-NDVD, Glo-PEM #i#l ) FAPAR &
+ 359 -



SR £k %L (Prince and Goward,1995) :
FAPAR= (SR-SRmin) (FPARmax- FPARmin)/( SRmax-SRmin)

FHEE NDVI AT SR M0 & » 2 (EA 9 £ DVILA (2. 5) Jfg s KB EE I ER L3 55
W], AFLABCRR S 8 RUCR ) S 5% L A B 52 063 0 7 ) M el 2 R R S e AR A s BRI 2 1T LS
AT LLAM RS LATRIRE F 5 iy, NDVI RS B DVT 252028 s DV 3 08w i 1 15
& NDVI & ] A % 15 TE . MEE T4 8 i &2 —fb s w4 20 RDVILL(12. 6) ]
IWFEAEAT R BT G RIL T, #5 FAPAR HA TR R . (HIX R R ALK
BAG R T B[] T W, 52 385 5 SUR S AR AR ZWFFEE 7 b 1 L3 nT R AR A
B (12. 8) J(Soil-adjusted Vegetation Index s SAVI) (Huete, 1988) 5 NDVI.DVI Fi
RDVI 5 &, 24 C B /ME (<C0. 15) B, SAVI 5 NDVI &UR L C BUR K AE (>

0. 85 B}, SAVI 5 DVI #5818, 2% C=/NIR+ VISH}, 5 RDVI 5% .

DVI = NIR — VIS (12.5)
1 NIR — VIS
RDVI = (NDVI.«DVD)? = ——r— (12.6)
v NIR+ VIS
___NIR—VIS
SAVI = —NIR+VIS+C(] +O (12.7)

Hrb,C Ry 0~1 Z a8 Ak i 8 B T 1, 352 0 /0N, (EL5Z T 1ol P4 114 52 00 1
NIR S £ AMNBE B SO 3R  VIS Sy n] DG Be i B

FHHESE (2003) I/ R KNG LAT #l FAPAR $0d . W58 FAPAR 5k w45
BVD Z AR, B & B RDVI 5 FAPAR Ml LAT 2 [A] B AH S VE Bt NDVI 1, 4%
P43 315K )] 0. 9752 F1 0. 9784,

NDVI ZAE g O R 0 FAPAR fH . FAPAR i 52 1 - B 413 » ¢ 51 2 i
SRS, HA R E58 I AR —B Dawson 45 (2003) % B, 1R #
NDVT AR T OC T AR - 385 B X IR FAPAR SEIRAR K . 294 NDVIH
FRIFIR S 2 28 iy BRI 3 FAPAR (E 2508/ 200, oy 20 S AR R
FEAE 3 N2 T 80E K= il FAPAR, i3 48 FAPAR BFAMM 45 R W, M2 5 5 &
LA FAPAR BURZI A e, i 45 28 5 B A 4 ) 22 57 3R B NDVI il 55 FA-
PAR &4 5K IIR2% . PITEREE FAPAR B 450 A LA B 25 4 50, 2 oA FH R T
f1 LAD, 3T 545, 3F Has 20 X 43 FAPAR # FIPAR G )2 Y6REEIRACR) .

2 12. 1 % HATEEFROBEFE S LAT i) FAPAR RIS T T 545,

F12.1 ETHEFEEHE LALK FAPAR REHE % (5= €. 2007)

Bk R? TS 2 58 7 LEE e EZPUN
FAPAR=1. 2XNDVI—0. 18 0.974  PAR jll4 NG AR BB Hatfield et al. ,1984
FAPAR=0.6— (2.2 X NDVD) + .
, — PAR & EoK L AERKB B Gallo et al. ,1985
(2. 9XNDVI?)
FAPAR=1. 408 X NDVI—0. 396 0.92  PAR jlj& Alfalal Pinter, 1993
FAPAR=1. 25X NDVI—0. 025 — Max/Min P FIAR/ Vi Ruimy et al. ,1994
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Bk R? S 2 B0l 7 liEie 3 EZ PN
& 7% Alaska/H 18 fix Heimann and Kee-
FAPAR=0. 279X SR—0. 201 — Max/Min - . )
PN ling, 1989
FAPAR=0. 171 XSR—0. 186 — Max/Min EE Y/ VbR Sellers et al. ,1994
FAPAR=0. 248 XSR—0. 268 — Max/Min SRR U Sellers et al. ,1994
FAPAR=1. 24 X NDVI—0. 23 1D 5 54 7 Bret et al. ,1989
B Myneni and Williams.
FAPAR=1. 164 X NDVI—0. 143 0.92 1D RS fE 5 7 1994
9t /)
FAPAR=1. 21 X NDVI—0. 04 0.99 1D %muttEir — Goward et al. ,1994
- R Prince and Goward,
FAPAR=1. 67X NDVI—0. 08 — 1D 4R S 7 i — 1995
FAPAR = 0. 105 — (0. 323 X ND- B
) 0. 85 1D 55 5H& 75 74 — Moreau and Li, 1996
VD -+ (1. 168 X NDV1?)
FAPAR=3. 257 X SAVI—0. 07 0.86 1D fESHER T — Moreau and Li, 1996
FAPAR=0. 846 X NDVI—0. 08 0.92  3D#E4HEH TR i A B Myneni et al. ,1992
FAPAR = 1.723 X MSAVI _ N e B Begue and Myneni,
. 0.968 3D H i &4 )y e HRHT L s A B
—0.137 1996
) o o Begue and Myneni,
FAPAR=2. 213 X (AMSAVD ** 0.931 3D R SHE R T PG T S A 1996
X . o Begue and Myneni,
FAPAR=1. 71 X (ANDVTI) ** 0. 931 3D R SHE i T P R 0 o R Y 1996
FAPAR=1—eAIC=K) — LUK BAE — Gower et al. ,1999
. SR—SRuin >
FAPAR*I’DH’I( SR SR... .0.95
— CASA 7Y — Potter et al. ,1993

Hrf,SR=1+NDVD/
(1—NDVD

xx 1 RIR R AR R R 2%

12.5 T A ER FAPAR ™ A B i s Bk @4

H Al & 72 1 FAPAR 7 o2 1km 20 #E%£H) AVHRR #1 MODIS 43k LAT #
FAPAR j7 8. BRULZ AN N a8 Brft R G ik Al w45 £ 37, FAPAR iR,
FIFH AVHRR AT B 1993 4RIk 4 [H FAPAR [, 44— K, 1km 4338 (Chen,
1996) , BRZFLBEAE W7 T 0 (European Commission Joint Research Center) JT & T 41X}
KR B R BCIR B A JRC_FPAR 72 . JRC_FPAR 41 %} 4Bk ) FAPAR 7= i 43 HE R
10km, X BRI 43 HE2% 8 2km, A, MODIS LAINFPAR #1 JRC_FPAR = G A 7= 2 4
o2 FE T AR F AT R RS TR S B R0 A A O R R R i A TG
TR SR AR T 2 AT B ) T 3 2 S e R TR ) R B S A A TR 1) 5 1
# FAPAR HA 8 4 Z W FRRIEN FAPAR [, T IR R 224 45 MODIS
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LAI\FPAR Fl JRC_FPAR ;= ji i 52 53, 8t ml DU b T ik F 4 S A S A A 44
FAPAR [ 2 22 B AR 5 i .

12.5.1 MODIS FAPAR R & & %

I G i 08 450 o 73 BB (MODIS) 2 #53 EOS-AM1 41 LAY
FEMERAS 2 — B BRI R 73 B, B 1~2 AR — IR B BRI £55 15 B s MODIS
HA 36 MG B 25 [ 7 B4 250 m, 500 m f 1000 m =Ff, 5K B4R 4390
185 . MODIS S ft 4 508 1 00 I 5048 A7 B e 00 b R 2 1) 4 BR Sl 28 A 7 L I mf
PAHRZRANER . MODIS 23R8 5 . 225 (8] 3 BE L 20638 DL 5 2% 7 i IR 55 18
T A B R AT ST A Bk RUBE T KAV A0 il e 2 A o e 1) A LU

MODIS LAINFPAR F 575 B BAS [ B . 1] =4 D) fa &4 (RTO AL A el )2
G RNy T ARp I o SR 5 I 465 7 A W) 2 78 1) e = 5 A P - SR ik A 7 A R LR
() BRF Fl#r 3% P A 8R! BRE, 0000 ) BRE FI#E A BRE AH 22 54> B {E I, 15
#Fy LA A1 FAPAR 5 & /& 0] 68 19 fi# (Myneni et al. , 1997, Knyazikhin et al. ,
1998),

SR A 3D FRSHE R E A e 2 Hh e E S R AR i O R AE B e R 2
SRR PRI o A B85 2 A S I 5 BN L5 0 = A D 1T - O/ AR A B AR SRV el J2 114
S5H s QFEBITER (M~ 25) K HITE 5 G R0 B3 MO T AR B 1 7K o S K 5 i
S5 @QRAMRDL X K BABRHT RS s K . Fefl ) MODIS () LAT/FPAR S35, #id 45
TR S5 B R Rl R 5 R 6 28GR 12.2),

*®12.2 EHMEWRE R E SIREAE R AR R 5495 (Knyazikhin et al. ,1998)
AR

W H Kl AR AR FJR I i B
KA — 5 2 e P P I
HTh 7 T 100% 20%~60%  10%~100%  20%~40% >70% >70%
I —
/M 7 A ) QLI 2 I
= 7w % % H I =
TR R BEHL g LY 5 Eil: 3 Cill: 3
5t 2 5 x iy pH 7 H H
GE %04 o 5 i i I i

MODIS S3E I 3D 48 55 i (R ARt R 5 12 09 6385 0 7 1o e » 25 i S AR
JELJZ PR R A PR AR R o = A S A SR AR R O3t Ry A A5 - D% 1852 N i S
R SRAATHE SN R S R S DD , @ B % FE R 2 R A5 17 57 1 A SR AR 4 55 (S TRED
1111 76 2% S A A R AN 2 P BRI 33 o dig it FAPAR ARSI A AR5~ X
RN
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@, (Q0) = an, () +as, 1—7%:},&.} Q) (12.8)
e S.A

Horbrsa, (Q0) Jie JZAEP A AL BRI, 20 S IR BH A J57 18] 5 anen (Q0) F 21 (00 Ry %
IR SR T 1) PER AR AN TT [ VI 5 285 qs T s o R T2 SIS AR 4% 1) S 1 4 S5 D T 114
T2 SR AT S SR 285 o () A HBERAEPAS A AL HIA RS 8.

HIE 2 B Y PAR A H ] U R A5

700nm

FPAR(bio, p) = J a; " (2 eV dA = Q. (bio, LAL Q) + Q' (bio, p. ()

400nm

=

700nm

Q.. (bio, LAL Q) — J ab™ () e dA

400nm
700nm (;t)
i — _(()‘*5'— hem., g
Q (bio, po (20> = J i () 7 £ % (O dA
400nm " Og.cif M7y,
700nm

= | IR ) — im0 Je(dA
l‘q,/\ (QO)

Forp, QI A LA T AR 2 A IS B0 s Q1 O ol Tl J= A5 Ml ThT (S B
MR ZED BR AR B MR, o p € P s bio AURAEY IR s e iR S T
R RO R PARGE BB EE B R SR

eQQ) = 7oonfode;mm((20)

Eqei™ () da

400nm

Horf Eo b A P BER BHA S8 6 1 A58 S (s o) M bR AL R DR R A o R
T R RS E o EL B T M p € Puo it (p) h K56, BB 8 AT LAAE R Al 5
FAPAR {H.

1
N
Hr Ny LSRN p € PuBH . %07 B BCA RIS (AN Fyo =00, R 1 18 42 2]
) NDVI-FAPAR [A]15 ¢ £ 5k 45 %] FAPAR 5% {4 (Myneni et al. , 1997, Knyazikhin et
al. » 1998),

MODIS {J LAI/FPAR 4k £8 g7 i 12. 12,

Tian 2 (2000) ZEAS [F] HUBFIAS [RAE TE T - 3580 1 = 4 5 S A5 S B8 SR s i I &
IR YAQTT IS (5 V5 7625 3R 22 Ir 7 (e A0 A B X TRD S S 38 Y AT Fl FA-
PAR A2 %A ; v LA 7 A1 4% & (Saturation Frequency) F17% 2% 22 % (Coefficient of
Variation) (bRifE 225 DAY i 2 T80 45 5% 04 Jo o ARRIAT R R AR 22 R B0B/IN 25 3R
SR s B ANARARR A AR R (AR 22 BB & PR SO o i ] A R K

BT RT MEESRINZER Y LAISS i), i1 LAT R 13RS Fext LAT/
FPAR RS st HBE RS . 240 A ST R B ) AN B e 2 R a8y A5 7 4y o
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LAUFPARZ 4 H 3435

PURIE Y= HRAEE
FRpTa] LA WA, 8
WEREH — e 5
PN YIRS, ARJ4E
PURIIVZ)ES TS MISR K JFE VL i
TR T —— — AR EEA T T

| W

o > '
B PAAUE S W (E A VUL
LAI/FPAR
ik

_— T Emin /(¥
F— I

=) — szk

L BSOS, <>jks P39 (E

i=n — ank

#HE, LAUFPAR

ic BEILAME . SGIERE kb MR

Kl 12.12 MODIS LAI/FPAR B3k & R R B i FE (Myneni et al. ,1992)

R PECN IE 8 9 RE 8 BRE B, = 2§ S % S A58 700 48 30 2 &, >R 4% 10 3807 (LAT/
FPAR-NDVI &% % 2) .

Fofi Colletion 5 LAI/FPAR = o6 ik AT 44k » LSkt LAI/FPAR S ) 5
i, FHN (C4,C5) 8 Pl i 25 70 R BR 4 JEk 11 (C3) 77 iy 6 Ff LAI/FPAR A ISR
C3 1 i iR B I Bl 43 SR B I RS S N2, RIS 8 A AL Y LAT/
FPAR i) LUT B353047 T 41k . FIFHTRENL RT B8, AT LUTE 47 b 32 K 8RR el |2 45
A A B AR ARG 5 28 700 A 1) 2 [ S o v

A 4R RN S B E AR AR BT, 5 52 /) MODIS #1328 2 28— 2, DUR i
I/ LAY S 58 (LA il A v 45 s 2 il e X R e B30 R WO, DA K LAT Fil FA-
PAR S A —E (FER SR B IX . LAL SO IER{H FAPAR &4t .

12.5.2 JRC FPAR R & 7 &

JRC _FPAR BFKZF2EG 09T ¥ .0 (European Commission Joint Research Center)

TR BT XS B A BOIR DL ) FAPAR 77 k. JRC_FPAR Bt xf 43Ry FAPAR 7~
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S AT HEZ R 10km, XF RN 23 3% f 2km, JRC FPAR 803k th & 5L T4 3345 750 ok i 3
FAPAR(J 12.13).

[%| A
I

| U THBRE W KB

FAPARB M

IR 1R B 7 ¥ ST K R B A
R, I A B

K 12.13 FAPAR & iR i K
(http: //fapar. jrc. ec. europa. eu/ WWW /Data/Pages/FAPAR_Algorithms/FAPAR_Algorithms_Fapar. php. 2012)

FAPAR {H A48 32 B X6 A A R ST (4100 ~700nm) [X 38, R 1 FH 3% 224
ot 2L/ (Gobron et al. , 1997), 35| A 6S L B AR 3 Fili #b 22 1 FF-iF ( Vermote et al. ,
1997 i41l FAPAR ff.,

FAPAR 8355y 0B -

S AT AR IE LAGRAIE AT LATH B A8 B 118 5200 5

L 5EUr kg S 1A FAPAR {H.,

JRC_FPAR BIESE TIIE G A B BOGIE T FAPAR. AN

Lo1 Praie — 101 Preea — Lo
20 = (OReed »Oruir) = (L —prj)Z T (l(i — Do 2+ Lo

Horp, 200K g0 WAL Lo, R 5 ATE L — 1S5 0B T g0 Conrea » onair ) TR AT
RE 4 A FHVIZREE D0 A5 2 A 0 It — R L A IS 1) /2 FAPAR fH. SR .
K WG B L0 T LT A g B B A ) WU S 1) 57 T 458 A DAy L o sz S 246 PR i A\ R T B
.

12. 6 FETIRSMHPOCER AN FAPAR [ ik

M T AT LB B RTIE RS 1 FAPAR [ 35 B 7 3k 2 2 06 2 30 1 0 36 T4 5
TR R  A Hk Rk . T AR X RMAIAE B Z 5 NDVILLAL 4 %
&I ENTS FAPAR Z R4 5 X R K. (H FAPAR 632 24356 K PHA R R 152
i) CRIME 55 2008) PR L 2850 56 3R I R AR 42 00 6 3R 1) R L 28 5 Bl R AG L A o) () T A2

ST AR AL R T R ST ) A 4R R FAPAR (1975 75t 22 11 i 2R 280000 XU » A5 1 4 20T
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255 R AN I ELETESL A A 4R 3R UL L B WO A MZ 1o 3R 46 I B Il ) e ik
P 3R 08 i R AN W] S i R 72

S TRA AT B S AL R L, B T 25 ) L] e A5 TR R S A2 i o 2 0 A Py 9
BRI AT WAl S FAPAR (AR, (525 18T 5 2 R - 3 17 ' et s &% B 5%
7> W I8 T G T 1 )2 N AR )= -5 e8] 1 22 T » RERVER T R OS2 (1 FA-
PAR,

12.6.1 W % F #

HRAE FAPAR A58 L B A LTRGBS R A R FH AR S5 0 el 7 5t CRLAG 0%
ACHIUBKR W J2) WAL PR A BHR 3 » (ELA 201255 R ol 7 55 B S I AR R 30 0 o i A
AP Z ) FAPAR s 2855 18K FHA S 7 0] S IR 45 A 3 e 20l

BERBIAST KT 0. - AL IR BRI N 0, » FIESI AN o, 0 AEKBHE T EEAR
b RTRE EAR TR 2 Bk g s R T A AR R D AR MR B e A
Mo SZEFEL RN Tos BPETT WM Z T o, , Fn. ERE WA 12. 14
IR .

R G i) \
0 o, S YO
\ ></ i
\/Topg N 5 pous

Pz

B 12. 14 SF55u2 K 3o

o H g )2 258 - R n A 2o el )2 1 i 2

T, = e AO'/%'”“ (12.9)
For LAT gl i i B AR B A0 S 25 SRR DI AE R 500 1) JE KR ik (Nilson) S50 G, B
A7 TR F7E 5 R BHA G T BP0 34558 s e HRFHR T AR 5% . AST SR )2

TR R R RIA A (A EAR A, 2007)
[Oﬁv./\ — B . Pc.A [eﬂl()%-l“(%-LAl . e*/\()%~1‘AI :|+ (OM (1 _ ef/lo%-l“(@-LAl) (12 ]O)
Hors o, AT IEHPBT ) SR 3 8 R R ZS WU HL s oo N T2 BRI B U 365 G,
R A T AR N BT A S WL ] 2 P T AP R A e SRR AR R AR A AR
5. 0(P) ART K- H b -1 A5 A B ¢ MEUE N 1~ 0 A 597 356 3 oR 550 T (6) =

exp(— L) L0 TSRS 0, AT 2 BT R FA— U 2
AT A

+ 366 -



B SR AR R4S T R AT AR e 2 RSy
FAPAR, ., =1—T,—2p, , (12.11)
TSR R AR BRI
FAPAR, ., = Top. — Top, Ty, — 2Topuon,n = Tope (1 — Ty, — 20, )
SRl - L TR AR BRI
FAPAR, ., = Tugp, . (1—Ts, — 20, )
JE J2 BT 1) B BRI

FAPAR, , = (1— T, —2p, )+ (1— T, — 29, )7t

I*Pg‘oo\,.a
1—T), —2p, ,
s o T e
X a 1_T0_2{00V’A ’ “ﬂ’f’tj‘j
FAPAR), = FAPAR, (1 +q+ 100 (12.12)
’ v 1= pepy,.;

PL O, K] AR SR X 0, AT 2n 25 () R4 B2 R E I — RN AE 20 25 (8] 1)
400~700nm [ 27 25 [a] WAt I 0 Ay

FAPAR = | i FAPAR; da. (12.13)

0.4~0.7

H FAPAR &%t el FAPAR DK BHR T B4 5% A E FR 4153 .

d JFAPAR' .« cosgdg
FAPAR! —

(12.14)
Jcos@d@

12.6.2 5555 Z RS R b7

J T HREZ FAPAR J RS, 2% [EOR ] + 38 U R, 517 FAPAR [ MC #4, H
BT i FAPAR BORBLLE5 5 F MC SR 45 5, 3T 408 1745 2852 [ 2 XF FAPAR
oA

R T BRI B o [ R R AR TR T MIC AR AT A A ) i RS L
1 A BH IR T00£7 - 438 S S 00 T 19 FAPAR, 44545 K BH K 15 # 24 30° . LAD .5
R IR RN 0. 1181 B, FAPAR Rl 1 AU £ A8 L an &1 12. 15 fros. B[ am
PUF S BEIBURT MC B H W) A . BRI MC B 4 e 2 — 30 81
22 SEAE TR BOR I RS K — 28 B3/ 3%,

B 12.16 Jy LAT = 3. 5. LAD & P8 - HE R 5550 0. 1181 i, AL F MC
Bl FAPAR K FHOR O A AR A Ol . DI R LATE o B DR THUA R34 R o B TR ASE SR
MC B Rk AW F  — 3 308 3, R iE /N T 10260, X T AR
F RIS Y2 F AR K G 15 M A Rl DL SO ORI R R . T2 T 2R
BRI A RS R /N — 28 R R R BH R T A AR ARG (R IR ZE A 300,
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[l A0 Afr T 3R 5t SR e 2 FAPAR ATk . Bl 38 S5 3R 38 in, AL
b S R R O i AR L AR R SR R B 2 T DRI S RO R e e SR
W FAPAR {8, 5 3 5T 68838 0. 6 I, BB AR T MC {15 44 1 1 38 /2 597
PAR [X[H] (400~700nm) i /T 0. 4, SEBRE DB R R 22 HSLAR/ N . BUIET RAL ERH
H 5 A ) e R IR MSCAS T 22 (B 12,17

Kb AN [E) AR A 20 A7 AR MIC 25 3R 0036 12, 3(LAT=3. 5) M1 12. 4(LAI=D fli/R .
TR BE T — /NIRRT CNF 457 B B B FAPAR fE 5K B
TR B AN . BORERS/INT MCAE IR22 K20 206 GREB IS . 2428 I\ 13
TSSO R AT AR L R R RO AR FAPAR {EBAERES =51 A 1R 2251
TEfR G —4 s AKX T BI85 50K, 2 LAT SR S = ad 700, 55— Jr
HY T8 Ry 25 8 T N S S SO R G B AR B R E R k25 MC
B RAN LA KL 204

F12.3 % LAI KR, 4E%0 MC fJ FAPAR 5 LAD X &

i B MC FAPAR Hi% FAPAR %] FAPAR" B/ % WE /N
B 0. 9080 0. 8940 0. 8822 1. 547 2. 837
Bk Y 0. 8511 0. 8321 0. 8191 2.239 3. 764
HHM 0. 8297 0. 8157 0. 8011 1. 685 3. 445

IR E B E LAT = 3.5, 0s = 307, pg = 0. 1181,
* 7N G 20 A LSRR S R A T AR b A e 2 IR A B R

F£12.4 % LAIL /MR, $EEF0 MC B FAPAR 5 LAD X &

T MC FAPAR MR FAPAR  fi% FAPAR® B2/ % WE/ N
B 0. 5517 0. 5416 0.5212 1. 834 5.526
BT Y 0. 4495 0. 4458 0. 4175 0. 819 7.123
HHM 0. 4440 0. 4242 0.3961 4. 448 10. 780

L ZERBESH LAL = 1, 6s = 30°, pg = 0.1181,
* RN G20 L STETT S AU R A T AR b A 2 IR SO B R

12.6.3 M7 L3 3 3E

Hb AN SEBFE LA T 38° 517 26" N, 100° 24" 38"E, & A s it (PARD fy i iR
FH SunScan probe v1. 01, J#EFE 2008 4F 6 H 16 H, K 8 fiFIM 8 fi, F L& AL
IR PR S Troc » b 167 56 59 38 i Teoua « 30 38 S5 4 S 38 00 1 ouna A1 S 5 5 J2 260 S5 308
& IHoco
FIH 2. 15 AT LA APAR F1 FAPAR,
APAR = H‘oc — Iéround + Iémund - I'f‘oc (12.15)
Sl APAR B H AR AL Gn P 12,18 ifRk. APAR 78 FF — sk 8 de K. Sl
FAPARA H LN & 12. 19 iR, AL E# 5 FAPAR #4fAH R . 520 FAPAR 54
AU AN MC B SR —30 3R 22 B0/ 2P B0 T 8 it FAPAR BRI a] FE4%
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B 12.19 FAPAR Jl {8 . MC BRI E H 4

12.6.4 FAPAR R E & &+

H1 12. 6. 1 99% FAPAR & T5 R 970 rl K. FAPAR S 4 iy A S B0 136 - T AR

SH(LAD | Je /R b (Nilson) Z2H0.G BR%(G.» GO I FUEFR (o) 3

(po) R FHRTIUA (0. K BH- HARAL I M B () . R BOE B
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Hor  LAT R ied 2 EEAR S50 DT AR A% 5 A0 .G Gy B T AE B IS T, 1y FH b
TR S0 P9 30 TR AR o, ~ 0 PABRUE DTS P Bt TR S0 P9 D' 335 v i B o v 38 s 14
Y AALTT AR 0. A ST (8] 0 b o565 AR SO 53 38 B A Sk SO A 4
it ¢ BRHETF R BHARIRLR T [ 14 £y LA B e 2 B4 I £y o AR A S T8 P kA

FAPAR W2t 8 8

FAPAR' = | di| FAPAR; .0,

0.4~0.7 21

XS ERT 200 25 TAIRR ST S 3 53 B R TGURI T (57 A1 ) —F AR Y 4598 2 23 1] FA-
PAR B4 1

FAPAR,, , — iJFAPARg cos0dn
- !

2% ((n/2
= LI FAPAR, , cospsingdadg (12.16)
TJO JO v
N EF]
FAPAR, , = FPAR, ., (1+a - JP—)
§ 3 1— 0,011
= A=T—2p.0 (e &)
Y 006, .
1—T, *2(09 2 0,

H: = v w7 — e Ao LA
-+ EF' [Y04 1*T0 72‘00\#’/1 > Lo.g, € 20, ’

S LG &
05,0 = P (1 — ¢ o TH-LAI ) B pes (e Aoy D LAT LAy |

e

XA HEAT AT, 2 400 ~ 700nm i K X 8] (1 B35 Bt FAPAR i 45 £ i, >R
LEY
) FAPAR, , +FAPAR,
FAPAR — ] > s Ci = A
~700—400|
+FAPAR, (4 —400)+ FAPAR, (700 —2,)
Horrn 3 BESG FAPAR g 400~700nm FAPAR AR s FAPAR, 55 i Nk
Bty FAPARfH. A= 1, 24 =0 n— 1D HLAGKR A BRALIERS « DB LI, Jr
55 5 T A SR R I 2% B8ORS 1k BP0 B K AN A T 400nm AT 700nm 17 A 149 15
R,
SR 22 G B AR— A = OB R TR A
FAPAR'’
FAPAR,,
HorAt, FAPAR'y 400~700nm FUMF##) FAPAR 2% {f; FAPAR', 45 ¢ A HEBLAY
FAPAR %1,
MEAE A A3 B2 FAPAR S A A B W P 12. 20 B

(12.17)

FAPAR — L > FAPAR, (12.18)
i=1
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LAl

p'=pgie
FAPAR' = j dxz[ ..dQ,
m [0) 04~0.7 |

[+1ms

P 41uv,u0

LAI

[ e—— o) C—— > FAPMAR

K 12.20 FAPAR 7 f7 J LA

AN VG R FHAGT T ) SRS R LT 5t U 18 T TAOE R W AE =
5L Z BN S Z PR EOUT - A TR A BT 13T FAPAR A Ay,
AT T RUE RIS NS i Sr 1 AT T FAPAR B EEA R

12.7 % Bl #F 5%

12.7.1 #RERKX 5 %3

VE R B TAE AR G R S i FAPAR BYZE G K 12. 6 55 FrR Skt — 22 i T 56 bR
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