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EEIIESHE BRI S WIE /7 =R R

THE, FR', KEM', #5z?, XA, TR

L 2R BRI 2= B, 22 730000,
2. BJERHE R AnBlef2E B, ORI Z&J2 2007

B O RSN, MR A A R G B AL AR N Y BRI, H g s B B . AR
WO g 2 R R B J2 W eI g S6A, 10T 7R) P TS 2 e T BOAR MR A ) e 242 2 1 il
ABRGUENI TR EEAEAR . BB RS AR AR ARG AR SRR
A 285 2R G0 A A Ay ] S5 U R HE A BRI o TECT SR, A EEA5 G G B R R 5 o 2 400K
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ARRBGERE TR AR (3) DIRERECSCMER S B E N SRR, S8 Em B I S E T A R R s (4)
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TR F AR AR ) 2 154G DR 2R 5 ] Bl B 5
(R, 3 NG SRS ™ Az i 4
PR E Y G, RRIEA S RGNS SRS
gAY AR R G S (AT
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S5, 2011) . TEWEUURE LA (R GE,
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K (Westerling 55, 2006) . A= 75 Z8 Gi bk T iy LA S
JK 4y M fg i 22 . (Running Al Hunt, 1993; Xiao
45 2009; Wang %5, 2021) ZEHFsesiis b, Aok
Yt R E B &, SRR L, JUHR IR AR
b, XFHEgY i BAT B s . A, R AR g
A REIE A B K78 & SO KA B B R R, 8L
RO &5 171 ) 11 1 I &7 S S € e RN [T A L
Pfo . AHRAE R R IBILiE— T AR R
giohne, A ATRESAE M T RS (Shen 5%,

EE&WMA: MK ARBIEHES (Fi'5:42171305) s Hl & HIRBERS (45 :21JRTRA499) ; 1 e R A RN 55 2% £ 5 4 1 (4 5«

1zujbky-2021-ct11)

F—EFR N THGER, WF5 7 mON T R DR RIRE Y %12 R . E-mail: wangminyu2021@163.com
WISEEE N D5, WF5 5 10 Atk SR & E-mail : xlma@lzu.edu.cn



432 National Remote Sensing Bulletin i & 54k 2022, 26(3)

2015) . AEWIE AR AL I P T, X AR B
P Ao 391 B4 A SOTOL0 R A A, RS B AR A
BRIl b AE AR RIS Bk . K L BE SR P A4 5L 4D R
KSR (White il Nemani, 2006; Zhang %5, 2003;
Richardson %5, 2012) . #0545 B8 ] LIVE K
4 Bk 8 & A B AL B DGVMs  (Dynamic Global
Vegetation Models) F14BRIGFFFA GCMs (Global
Circulation Models) T % )% A S %L (Running Fl
Hunt, 1993; H#HIFIAFESEK, 2000).

15 58 B AR B ) e IF 9 3 205 T 5 A S b O
PROCAE AR B A ROEE B A= K I a2 T
. e 5 R 5% (Verhegghen 55, 2014) ., H74b
S HOULI 5 B AR FE R W, ELTR] I A A UL
SR RE FAESE . 532 Wil #H F WA
S A5 [R) R, 7 R R RE R I 11 4 A R )
s 4 25 07 HAF R 2 PR (B A 4%, 2010;
WRBGRFIE AR, 2009; BUKIE 55, 2008). BEH
RN R E, B2 0L B S £ i
AR S TR]ESE WL, BB 88 TR A0 & SEAR B o WL i
SR FRYE, SR Rk B E AR AE B o O S
AR N T Bl 22 8] Y OC FR L T RE . 1 K
PEB MR S H, BT I e AR
] T RAs R, R RO A B
S AE AR N L A ERER K8 BR AR AN T B
IEAR T B (5K~ 8 45, 2004; Piao 7, 2008;
2z 2x 4, 2013; Piao %%, 2019; Fud%, 2015;
Shen 4§, 2015; I 2%, 2018),

TR SEARARME LGS 3 B R AR 1 ) Mg R
Z, PR 2 — P RE A% Ak 180T R A ) e 1
mJra, B @M R Y % LSP (Land Surface
Phenology) (Henebry fll de Beurs, 2013). AS[A]F
1 250 b T i M U 2 B TSR R, 8 Rk 3R
P G m) 2R T RE (HORBNI B AR BT
HL 0 DR T A T A5 30 11 22 WU b 6 A 3 AR 4k
FIERFAE (Reed %, 2009) ., T ZHEME, &
JC R 1Y 3 J8th 2 W) g AN 25 TR OT N BT A R AR
Wy i ST ) ] BB R SR X, gl o R SRR ) e HL AT i
Wiy “RBERON” (Lin %, 2019). GOCREMRE
S W e AR T e e A R BT BE S R I 1) Y
FAAMGTT T AR N BT AR S AR B A oy (BTS2
T )RR IS A B B AR AR I ] A A A
A GBS Ny RIS E & (1]
WAH) (Hanes%§, 2014),

T SEAESR , B HOLIE S s R 9O SIF
(Sun/Solar-Induced chlorophyll Fluorescence) . il
FE % 6~ BE VOD  (Vegetation Optical Depth) F1
L AMERERE R (NIRY) S %4e B ke, &
S Ao M 0 0 B R H . R, i S
J& 43T SSA (Singular Spectrum Analysis) . Z8fk f5
Kzl (change—point detection) ZF502% 7 LRI 51A
WA T 2 S e B A R R ) 1 2 B Y &
o WAL, 3 0 28 ) A AH AL A5 AN [w] ) b T 0
I, W R R T R ) e S ) B R B
P T NP & SR R A5 52 - IR 32 I ) M
B UERY AT RO A g I AR TR Y i e
R BR T RTBAE . BT AR BRI AR Z A
FE TR T A I 1R ) 5 S R
FE A B0 E 1, A A5 A8 S BRI /Y IR
(Reed 55, 1994) . di bk 5EAE A (Moulin
A, 1997) . RBITREHE (Zeng 45, 2020) |
YA LR M (Zhou, 2019) . IR AR ITTHUNM
(Chen %, 2018) . KFH—LEAR LTS (Ma
G5, 2020), RAgE— B4 T Bl ) ok i R A SR
AR e Besh, ERM R L R R E ST,
] A AR OC & R d AN W & A, 1531 1T AR AT
WP BTz . FERT ST, A A E X T s
A B ) o i BT 5 UL K EAT — S R Gt Il
JEFIRR R . A SCNER IR . Ab By SREUGR
B Uk Ty A i R R A EEHOR BT AT, XA
FEATI AR . A7 04 [0 R LA R oA SR 1Y) & Ji i 3 g
TTIRATIE

2 MR R K R

2.1 HHER

g b, BT REZOCIEL RGOt A
BFEECSVI (Spectral Vegetation Indices) SZAH#EY)
i 1B SR F BRI (R 1D, BARH L 2= {A M
# 758 % NDVI (Normalized Difference Vegetation
Index) J2& H FiAE #4H) M 18 2% b i JH e oy iz AR
YA, HR HAE R R AR S bR W) R i 3
Dot I AN S, e AR A i o B I 5 32 1
By S (RIES 45, 2018), XS EALE
S NDVI B PSR 0%, 7Y i 2 40
B B gl A —E A EME (Maeda F1 Galvao,
2015) . EFXFLL RS, MODIS A #4550 i A1 BA
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JF & T o 39 5 A A gk 38 2 EVI (Enhanced
Vegetation Index) , 15| A W6 Bt &R I %)
TR X FATHCE A, W T KA L
SR H B SR A 520 (Huete 55, 2002) , [
Af E AR KRR B R AR T NDVI a4 R 5 ok 114 n)
M EEEAE R, EVI SR B R EVI2 B 48
I 37 0 FH 2 R ) i 3 S A B 5T R . B 4D MODIS
FVIIRS 4= Bk 4 9% 9 5t 2 %0 i (MCD12Q2,
VNP12Q2) ¥R H EVI B X0 BERRAR (EVI2) fE

J HEYE IR (Zhang %, 2004, 2018a). {HEVI
TEAE X 5 b S5 A A 9 et DX el 0l K AR TR AN s 4
BRI IRE Ak, AT & B0 EVIZE S A
DX R BH— e e J L] 5 2 (1 A2 46 9T 52 35 1) BRDF
RS AR U, VW] T AR EVIRFFE AR 2 15 A8
ARSI e IR [R] 77 s R vh 2% 18 BRDF 2500 - %)
HHEATEBOTIEM L ENE (Galvio %, 2013; Petri
Ml Galvao %5, 2019).

R1 EEMERERTFNERELY

Table 1 Indices commonly used in remote sensing of vegetation phenology

oy EiER 3 2R A A EZPUIN
NDVI E%E%Ei&ﬁ (P ) Pty g}%ﬁ%ﬁgggg}i&gﬁg R‘Tgf ’
pi I openspen FSPRASCHERMAA.
EVD2 g‘gi‘iﬁ 25000 (24 p+1) igiuga:;tﬂin}:v?;;ﬁ?ﬁfﬁ;;gizﬁj J“‘z‘fj

CEd

DGR (b, pos) Doy tPess) 1Pon Fpoys ST AESBRES AN MR S AL LA BRI Wong %,

el EEC WIE 31 o 1645 o (9B et bR ) 2019
N/
:Eﬁ; . AL Doy Pss4Psrs) Doy Flpsry AMBLEAE FI T BB & W RO RERIIROR AL, Yin%s,
e S WITE 531 nm 1570 nm Y G R {R.5) %% + HET5 5B )2 4546 52 1) 2020
H
IR AL AME B DV 5 SIF R MG, TTHIFHRIE &R AR I EARIERITK
18 P IR 7K,2020
e OEREAT MRBGICGERIA R KA T ATRORS S
PPI S50 % DVI,DVI=py,—p,., DVIs 2+ 8 DVI THERHE I R, & A TR A NS Eklundh,
8 PPI = —K-In((M = DVI)/(M - DVIs)) 4 s b B Al Il e K s X 2014
(oo Chne 6 b HWATHERMOL T RE S S
OO reen Ch - ST DN /(DN #DN+DN, ) ST HEE B DN R
et oordimate . % CEEANIRE A BELATRR) ’
VCI(Vegetation FEBEXT L DN_/(DN.4DN. ) AT ML Y, GCC W AELEA IR Zhang 5%,
Contrast Index) Bl S HET R Ay Sh A 2018b
R A5 I R B R 2 A K B RE S i, R % p
voo  PEHE e ) KR AR RN BT SR e
SR . 2019
A b X
Hofth
vk HOLA S B 5B B R GBS IRE Jeong S,
i SIF st o ORI RS P ELA B X 2017
Al by TRV, T B TERHUR S S8 e R
PR mE) PoRA ML IS5 E 2014

VT — SIS R B, X T SR AR R Y
HERG, FIACEEMMZEAREZEdhEZ
A PREER 1SR IK S Y, R S BI SR R
Z18%0CCI (Chlorophyll/Carotenoid Index) . ik
J2 5t F5 %5 PRI (Photochemical Reflectance Index)

S PRAEEL (physiological indices) XJ T B 5% 48 #%
A W A% ok U L A% G2 1Y 45 7 45 £ (structural
indices) BUM&E A (Yin %, 2020). NIRvZH K
JER)—FRLgAE B, AT 208 NDVEFTZL4k
B AR (BhRse i) Mg, BEFE R, NIRv7E
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R R E 5 R 7" 71 GPP (Gross Primary
Production) #9 AH 3¢ ¥ fIL T NDVI (Badgley 5% ,
2017) . MAh, 5 NDVIAHLEE, NIRv A RLAE @& 2R
Py B, A RO T R — RIEIR SR
JCHSZ IR, Jf 5 EVI S % A 5C (Hinojo—Hinojo £l
Goulden, 2020) . NDVIXfHuJE A fUgk, {HJE EVI
I NIRv 175 ZEAR 45 1 4 3 JE &40 E 47 IE (Chen
&%, 2020a).

WAk, LR B G —Se s Bl 7EAE Bt
Y2 B Boh s8] T . AL 22 E R
+6 %0 NDSI  (Normalized Difference Snow Index) #l
H— 1k 2= (W) 5 +6 U NDP1 (Normalized Difference
Phenology Index) , 38 iz P51 H R S5 FT K (9 47 AE 1)
6], 9/ TR T SRR YR =Y 4 b i
B AHENE (Zhang %, 2003; Wang %5, 2017a;
Xu%%, 2021). JinFlEklundh (2014) JF& Y
Y38 % PPT (Plant Phenology Index), H.i@ )™
TR BT R, AR T R EA
W R, $2 5 7 B U gt i Ak
BERRE B L o Tian 5% (2021a) FERRYHE PN A9 A
Feitt—2 KRB, i F Sentinel-2 PP HT L4
o 351, 55 b TED A A O 00 22 T 18 AH OGP A T A
NDVIFIEVI A HCE Y255

B TG0 G M R A, — S8 ) 18 R
L A5 07 FH AR Bl ) v R I v, Le A LR
PERIE HOGIE SR 9O0 (SIF) I EOE
“EEJE (VOD) . BRI, SIF SHYOEAEERT
W ERAE EENKR, 1RSSR s B
Py A s 00 b B AR 4 B9 HAM o Dannenberg 4
(2020) M58 & B, FEHh [ A= P AR 1 1% O
&, E s SIF AR B YRS B R oT RO BAR LR
By NDVI 8 2/ (IR B4R O oh 241K, (H
SIF 7 4 3 4F N A A K 2= 3 285 7 T A BE ) B0
A 1Y TR SIF B )5t hh 2 6] 73 HESsATSR L, i
PEHLAR A 2] 7 v ST SIF 5 HA 38 Jes A =[] 1) ¢
&, ATRUA B B A SIF Ba gk, B0 CSIF
(Contiguous SIF) (Zhang %5, 2018c) Fl SIF, ., s
(Yu?, 2019) %, BUATAY SIF = iR 2k TR L
1B A R AR A, AROR BN 25 18] JRy 4] & 4
(144 1] R S SIF ) FLEX R 8 ks, 7 n]
PLURWFFEA 3 R GOLG Yo S i as (8] 73 PR3 e iy
B A SRR 1Y SIF B 7 (De Grave
4, 2020),

TlCiB 18 2% S T 1% VOD RE % S A B R 2 75 7K
AP R, AR e B I B A —E
BN T F1 (Tong %5, 2019; Alemu il Henebry,
2017; Jones%¥, 2011). MHILEALGLAHEK, T
B VOD B/ Z RGN Y50, FEFHT T AR
il DK B 2w IR, RRAB SR A s i Sk
AP AW (Fan %5, 2019). TLA& VOD fir 4t
R AR BOE 2 S K AR B, TE R B
P fige 1 6 25 Bl 2507 T B A — € BN fE (Tian 55
2018). HATILE VOD ™ fi Y £ 2 Jm FRAE T3 0] 7
PrRam B, JoTk O WORS A0 R L R A )
T2k

FrULE R EGE R A, WOt Is (LIDAR) 7]
DA A 55 AR AR g B2 . B A R W T P ) A 25 A
ZH0, WL HDROIS AR Y o e HoE T R (.
PARED) . AW (SIF) 5554 9 2 n] (14 Bk
Z o NASA T 245 5 T GEDI (Global Ecosystem
Dynamics Investigation) B #IHOGTH L, HAEHRM
Wy e F 58 vh i N W ) © 245 B G TE (Sala,
2021). HBARBOCEHIXREG T &, H5H
B R SS & BA — &R 2 0y, BTl
FHE DL B BA B ) (CEEn i e g b ), Bl i
S B Al A AE — 52 9 IR (Grabska 45, 2019) .
BeAh, HATAER R b s EE S R 2 45 LiIDAR 41
PEASR B = (Qi Ml Dubayah, 2016). %3 fl &4
AR B RO T IR B T T AR ) e i 5 A —
A BB AR EAE, WK GEDI 5 TanDEM-X
InSAR A AT Rl LA AR U 25 TCAE 19 4 BRAR AR 5
FERE (Qi%%, 2019).

SRS, AR B a S B4R
K, TR T EFF 5] B9 BdE , 7558
S WIF 5 AR R A R A 72 A o 17 Y T A R
H A Bl 48 B 25 18] 2 PR RSB, BE A% S 4 i G
FRAR N S U S R N 5 5K o OB 0 1R SRR R,
nsIF, fE+ SR AEERG R M A S RGP IR I
WrbC Wl T —E N eE, EHE R E
FRFE 2 . A L BOL AR 8, B T i )
VOD 53k 5 x5 M7 Ry BT 22 2 i DX Bl ) Mok
AO W, (EL AT 20 B SR R e 1 24 2 1o A
FERNER, RRLEE ] 2 U5 18 B8 Ho ¥y e A2
ACIHEAT A3 HT L B AT BEAS 21 SN AT & R0 0 25
W8, I A BUAS TR 6 RO i 3k 0 AR Bl A2 A ad 7 22 1]
INTEER R .
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2.2 EBEREFEIERAESE

BB R E M B 22 Bk B KA
PERERCE BRI, mifs . ORE . KH—
(EE S URIIDIN N (Rt E AL S E b €L s
KR E]_F A BT BEALE R TR AR B AL
I e s h oA —E B RS (CTHE D5 FUE R
T, 2006) . HTEUREME S AR, MR
I 2 v A A SRR B R (B S5 (PR,
$ I e 0 T ) 3 i 1 R X A
AR BN P A1 T (reconstruction) Fl1%S {H
ith (gap—filling), LLABIEIEHE ELLME  Fi
REMR | o8 I A o 2 AR AR 5 DLR T 9 e 2 84
By B Ao

P 530 AL i B BT DL P ——
4 (fiting) FIEDE (filtering) o PhA i i ek —
AN FbR s, A R/ 30k Xk ik ] P 41 3 A
REEEEE R H A W RS bR ek B 4
AEXTFR W e %L (asymmetric gaussian) (Jonsson Al
Eklundh, 2002). XGEHHKEL (double—logistic)
(Beck %5, 2006) . JaiiftEZ5pR%L (local spline) (Cai
4, 2017) . A [E By 2 5 2 pR L (different order
polynomial functions) (Zhu%g, 2012; Piao%E, 2006)
S TR R A R P AR B TP O Nk
W, A UE PO AL S S-G R AR (Savitzky—
Golay filter) (Chen 5%, 2004) . H{ %8 5w 8 % 4%
(Whitakker filter) . {HEM254 (Fourier transformation)
(Ibrahim %, 2018; SBELFZ 4%, 2017) . /NEAEH
(Wavelet transformation) (Sakamoto 55, 2006) . ¥
S EAEIENAY (Moving median/mean) (Ganguly
&5, 2010) FH#F 5 3% 73 B SSA (Singular Spectrum
Analysis) (Ma%%, 2013) %,

I o 5 4 A S T ) e 2 BB IR T )
TALHL B, O TR EZI TAERRORE,, IR
T SR AT ST A TR, S RIS AR % B Ty 45 i
A JF U AR A 48 BT S ok o BR T TIMESAT
(Jonsson #l Eklundh, 2002) % [ JE fb 5t 11 41 2
Gb, JmEEAESk, BT IFIE R 80 Python TR HLIE
H . VEZ TS HI R P45 2 B U A, s i T
KK BT R iEF 1Y phenology #4401 52
IR AR Ak BEORD P A i T) S R 4 SR T g
(Filippa 55, 2020) . AR EET RIEF, H
3 [ [ A 5 00 X 2% NEON - (National Ecological

Observatory Network ) & 1ii (] phenor X F41, 7] H
K XS PhenoCam 5 3 At foe 0L I 50475 1747 4k 4L
F53HT o FETF Python P32 OIS LA PhenoPy
(https: //github.com/JavierLopatin/PhenoPY [ 2021-09—
10]) . F Phenology (https: //github.com/lewistrotter/
Phenolopy[2021—09—10] )

SR, A R O AL Y O vk
BZ, AR H AR DT 5T DR R A R A
B D5 R Rl IR O ik o R R LA T L
B 32 ) B B s A Ok 2 J5 ., Atkinson 4§
(2012) i 3 2L 5 8 BRI Sy 22 4650 T I 4 4K
P 0P T ROR B, H 2 U 58 307 45 o BIOR 57
I 258 8 ) R v Y e R BT T A R BRAICR .
[ F, X 54l XY v AL B, R[] 5 Al 3R
A AR R 2 T IR ) () e ORI AH 22 3—4 ], T 7 &
fEwE B2 RN, BAWAE 174 (Atkinson 55,
2012) o XoF T R SR R FE R, ST A B
S0 T AL S5 AR T AR A T A I ) A R I A
AEJGEERZN (Li%E, 2020). HEAIEG
HHITY:, LisE (2020) 13 HBYBTFEEE L2 NDVI
A 8] 5 371 18 % 53 BT 1 HANTS  (Harmonic Analysis
of NDVI Time—Series) 42U 194 K I 4a I ] 5
Ho T I 25 2R 2Z Al R 22 e/ (RMSEFE 11—12.d)
1E4 R 1k, AE W A S P AT SRS A A 3k R
AR e B s E A O vk, Hk 8Ty ikl 2 s Al 4
FIA—ER EUME G- 5 1R/ g e
BB BE ) o 5 IR e s FAL 7
EXT RS BAR IS R BAT B, Rk S
TR PRIV, BUCE RRAR E AT 5 12
A ERPEFIBE I, LAEH A [R) W52 45 2R 2Z 1]
] etk

23 YIRS IR A EARIARE

231 EKEHXS

1% 552 1 R B 0 Ak 00 s AF 8 N D AT HIR R
D, 3 3o A R AR S AR B — A VR N 2 A
MR CBRan it | GhdE . ThAESE) KA
IFR] Y . 2R F, 18 ) i 3 AR 4 A o i
=54k (seasonal profile) Y JE A AIE K i 43
AFER AR . PR TEX R, A A K
F8 S SCINS 7 4 e 191 2 B w482 05 V6 B AN IS
Al (%2).
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Table 2 Correspondence between remote sensing phenological parameters and traditional phenological observational time

nodes ( Taking crops for example)

R U i EX SR EX Pa—
R N PengZ,2017b;
YN L 4 g7, ;
o L IRt S T At O IR R AR 2020,
" ’ &% %2017
. St SRR TR . (I B S R A
2 20 =YY
A Mk |- THEG et U A SEUREETI RN J5, 2013
- St SRR R I BB U2 AR IE AN Zhang 5, 2003;
= B A 0 IR o NSO T o IS 4 2020
AN AR R
NN 37 43 VAR A =& = .
e HAEVEMBEE T 080 E AN/ ORI HEA ) R4/ FHEHI0°C A fr A 2 Ko/ ZEHEFRPEAL,2020;

TRIRAR 2 e/ IMELBY IR0

N

W

fE MODIS 23K g 7 it 1, Zhang %5 (2003)
TESCT ARt H Y, RIZRdY] (greenup)
ﬁigj@,ﬂﬁ (maturity)\ Efﬁk,ﬁ;ﬁ (senescence) ﬂlﬁ?ﬁ%
' (dormancy) . T EF X K AR HAEY), Zhang
S5 (2004) ) r TR L RS RO A AR
K. b, Wi e SO R s Both £ F TR
A ERARAAAL , AR o MR 2 K T N AR AR 2L
B RABAL L T WA K300 Ay A RO 2 1 T B R R
B RABAL o BF X FE B M AE B S A, Hh IR Y 4F
(2016) BEE 1R 7T WA s A A K. % 0E
) B i B R SR — ROBUZ 254, HW 285
LR, 2N AR RR, MadE (2013)
WAy 2 BOUL I A 45 0 RORE WA £ R, 32 8 S e ) 2
F =R o8 G i R L T AR TR S S U R - K 4
T EERARA,

232 YIRS EBERHER X

28 SR A B B PR ) ) AR T U2 A
B P i 2 AR R IR A, i —
S 1) 58] {1 B8 3 o 2 A 3 ) I (B A R A
B HA BIEY . W8 PR ik 3 K

(1) BIMEE: B F 2R 5 s
BB 22 5 (R 9 o R B A K BT LR s R H
W1, Ao AT IETE (White %5, 2009; Wei %%,
2019; Shen4%, 2012) . MIXSEMEE (DB 55,
2016; il 5, 2020) . fRRPREEE (U
Fr A, 2016) . RBUBCREIETL  (BREGK FIMG 2%
2007) FF. ZXTEELER S AT, R
i 32 B i FH G 7k o SR B R R ] 4= 3 S AR

L 295 4 28 TR A R i 80P 246 o 50 7y T A A
RS, X8 (R Y B ME B F2 W AFDRT 5 {2
WS TER TR b 3 28 B0E e T A w4 A
VAR B R, — o R EE bR T 40
EBRIE . BEAN SR ARE RS I R AT
38 3o IR e 5 AU 1T 1) ARk 8 B DRI X6 7 1Y
B8 KOCBUE AR D BAE 4 B UK 332 1 {0
ISR N RS =S A [T A
2016) . HEAh,  FRAIR B ik 5 T M e UL 00 KBl
77 AN P B DA S JR ) B S A, R 0 A 4 3 A A
5, A b T A 00 ORI 5040 A 45 BURE XoF 7 7 32 Je
Yot W B, 2 T - o T 40 A e A IRE T 17 7D A
BB BOBUE T WOZ A M, R F o
RN e, TR L U K5 A BILAS & SR It 1 R R B (I
B 4%, 20185 EALAH 2%, 2013),

(2) W NFRVESER ¥ 37 4 5
DMA (Delayed Moving Average) . I /7 7% 3 T #H #%
FRECN 7 M4 5 HE 3 P E B 2 28 SR i E W)
15 301 56 B F A] 1 (Reed 45, 19945 fR2¢ 4 4
2017) o %I HE M I N FH T 5, (H Bt X B
Parhpgmgers | Kol AR | W PR R
/NP LI SRR, Rl e e AR I
B T 2 B i A DR 2R A VLN 1 8 Bk i B
SR EE R E K (Zeng %5, 2020) ., TEHEHL
TS24 1 R/IN 025 A [RI AR B S AL A A K 2
TS, SRR T A IR

(3) SRS Jyek: SR T30 X1 J5 09 AE B
i Hi P FiHE ok S B0 2 il %2 AR fk % CCR
(Curvature Change Rate), #1848 CCR a9



TR 45 M RS HGR BE IS SUE T IE T 437

{8 K i 2 Py i 191 OG89 A5 (Zhang 55, 2003) . #H
Bl A8 £ b T R A R e KA A K R IR
], T B AR A S dR KA A 4 ZR A5 A ]
KFBMRBIREATEEN I BEE B, HEI0H
B BIE B A — YR X, T LU B LAY
e 9 AR B A AR AR R R 2 AR AT . SR SR
R R T G SR A R A ORI EEAAR
PP AT 30 R ) A M A B, AN T 3k B M A7 A 5
SR RS o TR B RO, R WIRA N
MCD12Q2 MODIS A3k fe = it v, SRS 04N
YIS BB 7 (https: //www.bu.edu/lcsc/files/
2012/08/MCD1202_UserGuide.pdf [2021-09-10).
BHMA (c006) AYMCD12Q2 7, #feZ 503 i
D7 AT B A AR (B (Gray 5%, 2019b).

(4) HAbIrk: BT LA E3FE M T IEZ
Ab, ITEEARA R T — S8 1 W S B Uy
o Xie Al Wilson (2020) % J& T —Fp 3 A8k 5
R0 F) e 300 0 5 s, R B vk A ) S Y
FRMRA A 2T B R 25 S ) 7 1R e 0645 5 L 2T
oy B RIS R B SR A AR L L
Hb, AR AR ) — AR SRR L AR A AR L A A
Wy i 0T T 9 A RN R o 1, (T I
AT SR T b A R B B 2 A B R
WEFS 5200, Verbesselt % (2010) &JET —F 4
BB SR =y I 2278 ;R 5 vk (BFAST) o 1%
TEN— B RETHTH AN B BE, LHEA
TR R P Z1 UL £ 4 i $ A AR AGE I

SR, 5 A kb e S A0 18 SR — A
BEXT 05 2 B B e i T A [R) 1 R B 2
Bk, XA AT T B[R] A O i A
HHEM R, FEBIFEEMMEARZGT, B
EEWIATS SR ME UL 2 SEAR DI i 4, LIRTRIR
P T O DS SRl B, R A A o BRI
Dy ek BIE, T PR Y SR 2 5 A
M A S, AR M2 1 i 5 —A~ 43
S BEZ R ARAT R ) e 28 2 T i R 1) T R

3 SR I UL TS A R

3.1 fEg i N E iR

) A% G2 b T8 47 fige W00 250 B o 32 R ) gk e ik
2 AT B0 2 B w A i o A% 4 b T L £
PRz, Wk BAT BT I K . S

THESE . AR A BE (AW HiC) %, &
AN A AT RS AR A 1963 A48 S A 7 1 v 1 ) 4 WL
MR (cpon.ac.cn[2021-09-10]), &4 M1kidsk T
A [E 4B I 150 R ARAAE Y P IE R, AU
AL oA 36 0k 18 B e S i 45 2R, i T LAk
HIF 5 I TR] R8T B0 A fie 722 Ak %) o iz AL 7]
(B4 5, 2010). BRrPE 5L, 56 A National
Phenology Network . 7¥ % ) MetINFO Phenology in
Finland, KX P /) Pan European Phenology Project,
o I S0 B ROBE BRI T R & 24 AR B 1o
b T O 00 RSB, AT L ke e U S 8 2 R R AT
Cvanle

ST b T i LT 3. S5 s SRR A DX N T A A
YA i W e 0 1) ¢ AR IFIR] 545800 RUBE Y 18 Jk
Pofoe 25 /A B ELERO P etk DRk, b T ) e
WL B Hf i B 2 ad —E WAL B (RO e ) A n]
DU T 50 0E 12 B 45 S 1 25 S (Liang F1 Schwartz,
2009; Tian 55, 2021h) o % 55 4 1 49 Ao LI A 4
FRARMET L, (HJRAE AR Wl 2 1 vk B 1] AR
SRGZ SR RE R, T itk ROE e 4
(A, Liang 55 (2011) SRAFOWAREE, @
ok R T O A7 LI A, DA K S UL
SRR = VYL P4 SR G NIER S0 MER-SURIIEAE S
PEATERIE
3.2 W IRAAYLV R 2

i Hb T [ B AE £ F A AL (automatic time—
lapse digital camera, 7 R[4 % #H#HL PhenoCam) W]
DAARIBORE b RUBE (1) ] WO AT 2T A 22 AR, i
TR AT RS BOT e M SO e 18]35 5, W
O 1 ) e I Bk ) — A E 279 (Richardson
45, 2019) . YA AL AT AR 4 H A 1 G R 43 S R]
Wt (RGB). ZJtif GEFERRGBZAL, SN
LLAMM B R TS AHAL, AFSE A AT AR A5
s 11 S5 e S ) B AR AR P o e AR L
WL, AT RATE A A AR AR AR TR A (GCC) L &%
O —2L A AR R B (GRVI) 42 U B ) i
W28 (Richardson 5%, 2018). ¥ 15 HH AL AY WL
FUBEAS T8 43 5 T 2 R T R = 1]
AR T RAFRAGITHZ R, g m 1
B PIBOmA, (45 R R S AR T RE T A
[ A B R e R e (Rl B 45, 2016)

AH BE T A% 295 PR HIR O8I0 R 102 e U],y
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AHPLREIC SR T2 . B Rl B RUE A A B 14
AR R, e A RE U 2= R W e i) E 2
T.H (Ahrends 5%, 2009) ., Ji £F (2018) X*f
MOD13Q1 A 4% 45 £ ™ it Ay i A HL A £ 1 AH 7]
B SEER ORI T 2R Y iS58, 1w
T YRR AILRE B A b e e TR AR T RUE R
ZIEMARZ B Byt 2E 5 (IR RIS ) 5 Btk ) o

H Al B 0 A ATLUE I 0 2 e e o Ui
L3 44 WA S5 E A AE DLV 1 2% (PhenoCam
Network) (Richardson%%, 2018) . RHAEAHHLULIN

4% (European Phenology Camera network) (Wingate
4, 2015) . HARYMEAHPLIIM P4 (Phenological
Eyes Network ) (Nasahara £l Nagai, 2015; Nagai &
2016) . K FI N g AHHLUL I X 2% (Australian
Phenocam Network) (BrownZ%§, 2016) FIEKIM Bl /K
T AGEAHLII 2% (PhenoAlps) (Cremonese,
2009) (%3)o MATHEP MBI, 7561 E E
BEAE B2 AL 1% W A RE BILUL I o9 £ o, T A fin B i
ZH

&3 ESEZWRBVN R %

Table 3 Summary of the main PhenoCam networks around the world

WL [0 26 24 Bk P ik [ 5 /4 X PO RS B R ] 4
EEH LR K. M
PhenoCam Network  https://phenocam.sr.unh.edu/webcam/ [ . R 718 20004F =4~
S A Dkl i

European Phenology

http : //european—webcam—network .net WM
Camera Network
Phenological Eyes
http://pen.envr.tsukuba.ac.jp HA

Network

Australian Phenocam
http : //phenocam.org.au/
Network

KA

LI 32k A5 2 LA A VY R RKCAS )
EBRG, KREZ WM ICOS L5 66
30k L0 R 266 355 i

TR HA, HE A E R

PO I 55 b th A /3 0

AHAIL 32 AR B AR R AR 2 2R
GiWFIE M 2% (TERN ) B8 2 LI il 20+
1. (OzFlux) FIHE 3 (SuperSites )

2008 4E =4

40+ 1997 4E 54>

2011 4F 24

DL R 5 1) 3 T A AL I 285 S 161, 22 9
25 (1) R Z2 B0k 5500 9 K 1 5 B[] 22 9 4 30 min -
e — R T RS A By, O 203 A 58 B A (K
H & ZE K 45 76 9 19 4= 07 6 b B8 DL ORIE 500 ot i
(Richardson 2%, 2018) . 7£{fi /3£ [E PhenoCam [
25 B0 4 55 E VIIRS 28 B W) 5 77 i i), Zhang 4%
(2018b) F2H T —FBr AUAR BN LLEHE SR (VCD),
ZARBUE GCC ARt e 4, IRt T Ik cec
KBTI, 38 A FH R B O e ST e 18] 5
Zhang 5% (2018a) M58 &P, M VIIRS NDVI Al
EVI2 18 # 48 £ 48 i 9 6 1 9 46 B R 5O
PhenoCam GCC Fll VCI 45 £ 4 B i) i 8] BA7 AL 414
At (RZEAET—11d), H 2 AE Y5 45 o it
] J5 A T B 2E (R2E7E10—13 d) . Hill %
(2021) A9BSR, 2T PhenoCam RJ W% Bt
PR R (BN GCC A VCD) 5 10 2 50 15 2 1Y i
AR G4 7= 1 NEP (Net Ecosystem Productivity )
A NP8 T NG AR A= F S E =R
(NDVIFIEVI) 38 5 23 Al A= 4 = a9 FF IR I [R] 9T
i A= K Z= R S5 R E] . Filippa 25 (2018) AYAFSE

W &3, YA pLAS 2] GCC A ND VIS Z0A Wil
A B RGBS MYE S BRI T B A —E 1
L AR I R A 2 2R G W E T
DIVE R MODIS 6 7 it i B2 S0 ik A B . 4k
Filippa % (2018) &K, W SHEMEL RS,
AHAIL T UL A5 1) 1) 40 408 F [] 15 85 22 [B) A7 AR 55
K25, sl 7 EIEA B RS L H YA
MU 30 IF 12 B o B B 2 7 TR XE S . Bornez
& (2020) i FH 4 AH ML BCHE B0 E T 1999 4F —
2017 4E SPOT-VEGETATION 1 PROBA-V /> TL /2
R, AR R S TR RO A K
2 ¥ G B () EL AT B A AE G (R°>0.7, RMSE=
9d), AR ZREE AT a] A A OC M B my Hw 22 50N
(R>0.5, RMSE=12d),

Bk T MODIS 5% VIIRS %5 1 43 9% T2 EE 41,
PO RUEE AR R, W s AR LA 8 B T ik
OrHE R TR R R B IS S . BN, Descals 55
(2020) M Sentinel-2 4 Hh $2 B T A= 4 Z2IF 4 Al
25 A 8] 9 5 A AR AL AR IO 45 R AT T A,
BWZETE 3—6 do Moon 5§ (2021) FRGuHbIbiL 1
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#5 PlanetScope. HLS (Harmonized Landsat 8 and
Sentinel~2) 1 MODIS 1 P 4/~ [ 25 [ 73 5 1) 1L
J 3 W) A 55 1 T ) e AR BIL O 2% LI, B
PlanetScope (3 m 73 #F#) 5 HLS (30 m 73 HE %)
55 Wy AR AL 22 R) f 36 I 45 L 22 I 3 R T MODIS
(250 m 73 BF32) , BEBI T ol 50 ) S o M e 2 S
BB E I 5 275 ) — D A 3R

N TN RS AR e, R BRAER S
N A A AL IE B X R BH B 5 ) R AT
(L H A () DX A R 0 A1 22 5, T R AR ME IS 3
AR, I AR P 2 e — A e
(A I 1] BOR R OGRS 5 BRDF 19 T4, L
RS2 = 6 IR BN B BEE (Gatis 55,
2017),

FURT ) AR B T A AR A, HLRE I D
G Wy g WL v & B N AR, iR
AR 2R R RS R G . HEY AL
WAFTE— S r] i, B0 AR LV A AL AN ] B BH 2%
PSR A AR e e ey 7 5 B AR A B R L (L
e 2021) . BEAS ) B S0 LI KR A e
(AnFEE IR 2R ARk = DX, (K FH BB A A ok
AAAILH 8 A TE R SRR R A [P ) | A [i] il A )
AHBIL B B B 10 22 S (T AH AL AR AN 8 77 A S5 ] 2L
20 5 A IR A 0 A 1) A B AL DL R A TR o i 2
(] B e 23 A i 1 — € Y M (Macfarlane 5%
2014) . Ak, REYIRAHLEREE, RAR
A RE BRI 1 I8 BB MBI A7Aif . TilAh B
Ti g, ROUIoTEE S AT RETEA I R, RS
AEARDLALI 72 7 A — > H 2R

3.3 BEE WL

AN & EC (Eddy Covariance) % R BEWS E
AR RGENE FRiAES ARG S KR ZN
BBk . K FRE B A e R, HAT I A] A3 AR
ML R 5 v oy R T3 RS o0 RO K/INH I S5 5
&5 (Baldocchi, 2014) . i 1d D\ 5 B AH SC Ao 1 4
i v $E PO YOG & WA I 2880, AT LI ik T 1 Jk
27 R 1 48 BB SIF A5 $i B 3] 1) Wy e 2 B0 A 7 5
UE . Ma %5 (2013) 75 R KA 4 H i B 2L 5L 1
3/l kAT GPP AR IR IE T MODIS EVI4E
BAS B P S5, R IIE Z 18) A 38 BRI 58
B R AR OGP R, R WA A R G 22
XA % (2018) 38 & X b 1AL R GIR BRI

NDVI, EVI., SIF i & 5 5 1) GPP &l 2 4] (1
FHOCHRERE, SiE T T2 W AT % GPP 2= 15 A2 4k 1y
ATEEYE ., JRIREAE (2020) TR AT B ST AR
W I, AH LR I 25 5L, SIF A4 38 1 B Bk
T W 1% s I I ] 2 06 T A% G AR w45 B ) il 4
S, UL SIF BB T 4 HbaB BR S MO S AE R 2=y
Bk . Wang 55 (2019) 7 b8 R A M0 R4 B 7
NATT (North Australian Tropical Transect) i [X 3
i 5 TR 38 SRR A B BB ) ST i 2 57 AR 45 ) 10k 2
SAEACHIRETT, KIUAHXS T MODIS EVI, SIF 21
B I SRR 32 LIS Fg ), B O e R
I R R 0 A /KOBR FE Y 2 A2 A 3

T foff 30 55000 50 TE S A ), A AL
JiE% 3 e S L L 3 N ) A S TR A AL, DA TE
Bl 3R fopp 5 i A T A R 3 e LI 22 ) ) 2
B QA s e D LA LR A — R — )2
ShE, TE T 2G5 R BLRE b AR 7 )R B Y TR 2y
PERER AR (R F) A BT,
BLEVI A GPP P~ A A LI B4 (Restrepo—Coupe
85, 2016) . HENZWAEEAHOCH IS, [P0
A B LA N A B n) W A2 A, AR T B
i R B ) SO0 B 1R T AE T T OC R
(Wang %5, 2017b).

34 HEAFRIWIEER

BT AW A AE 2 Ak, 6 A HL UAVs
(Unmanned Aerial Vehicles) 7E 3% 8% # W /b (49
N, AR AR ROEE b AR BIAS | o 1 ik A
DUAE B 2 25 I % 38 B i = i R AT B TE SR AL T
7 58 o UAV 35 2011 1% 25 RE A% 3 IUREK 90 4y HF
R E . £ () SR uotE A b =,
A DL R B A i X 43 S G o D 3 =, JRR
B ERLASRE AR . ) S5O0 S5 R [ RUBE 1 A B
GERY AT ASAAERIE (Taylor 28, 2021), JH 3@t
WIS S=g U N o CE RN =S¥ Y SN
JEERR T I, 2 I 3 S A A S A A ) R
IR (Klosterman %5, 2018). Berra% (2017) #E
FRAREE T R EXFEE T H UAV Fl Landsat 8 JRECH) b
FRGPRAINDVI, I3 1o i 0 B A7 30 E
KRR RRIRASARIX B, UAV Sz Al 36 Sz 556 1l
NDVI HE43 51 i B 84%—90% 1) Landsat 8 b3 52 5t
K 5 959,—96% H) Landsat 8 NDVI 48 {1k, % 3 1
UAV TEHRS 2025 [8) RUBE T W I AR MO B 0 10 9 0
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TAALE ZWH T WS B T R EARAR
T JZE 4 A AR W) i B 5 Ak (Zahawi 4F
2015) . K, FEERZCEMIL. BOLHE
FIE A% X A0 b, RURE 19 £ 285 28 498 00 M S5 30 v ALK K14
M (Hilker %, 2011), MG # R ES RS
Y sh 257284k, A BT AALBR)Z w3 AR S R S8
R R IR L] (SRPAE 45, 2020).

BR LA 528 A SRR T ik 2 Ah 25 I B AE B0
IBE R B U, A PR 85 PR R AT R A
it e FURS B UE R O 1k . AR S T GRTTH)
W TE0—5 "CRYBREE R, T AR i [) 15 SO0 1 Y
WEME (5Hh) SR (RM) T & =Y
WA, KA [6] T A% G ek Ty ik 1T Y 4R ik
RPE, sRIE 1 e 5 A T 2 ) OC &R 2
WF9E i B0 S, T SR M s A Y A
ARG E Lo XFOGEY R, ARk
Wy e = A1 T 5 JEL B AT B8 T S S b B AR A 0 B A
B AL N (Chen 45, 2020b)

WAL, R o b 2 G U B,
A DL S A A O R X TR 18 SR e 4 B
SR IEAT IR (TR0 OR ol AR 1 S Joi P I ) i
P ) o X771 E PR A SpecNet 4= BR 6 1% WL
[ 2% (https: /Ispecnet.info [2021-09-10]), HE W
A7 ChinaSpec ™1 [E £ 25 £ 486 135 WL I A 53 9 2%
(https: //chinaspec. nju.edu.cn[2021-09-10]) . LA
X BEAE PR & B %) ChinaSpec 2% R ], H4% A0k
s B AT A S G I A R Gl [
WG T AEARBIL) , AT LI 5 23 RURE 1 Sz S 5 gk
AT iR AR UL, F5UHA T LR AR Bl ) M 228 SRR ik
JIHRAEEEAE (Zhang 55, 2021).

Br 7 LA B SRR AR A, At — £ 1l T A fik
B e g s AR O WA AIR R W B
i AR R BT RS 5 R e
PhenoNet 112442 | Z00W DL SOl 4% 5 43 DLAF 0 o
ALV L € YA Dy, REAC S AR 1) A=
KEWEMGEE, IHEFa LR dts. &
n, JZ[E ) National Phenology Network %% il i J& &
I B4R % C 4 (Nature’s Notebook ) 1 SEAH #%
AR BOFBE T3S XS E S SRR
Y E B, Wik A FEE Y
A LI 32ty 5118 DX I35 A0 £ 408 R I e WL 0 540, DA
M 1 3@ A o S ik A Y TE B I . 58K,
friff P SeE A% g8 J7 2CER 19 W e A I o e

p s —EehESs, SRR H AT — AN EE EE ST 1) o

BZ, TSRARSK, B IR AR BOR Y HE AL A
B e T Bepy K i, R R AR ) o 2 8
T 23 [B] AN 6] 70 5 A BOR B3R TE, N TEkS
A2 N ERTUAE S R G ah 8 KL 5 TR e
ZIE] A e A AR AR H A B s . (B, 1
SELIN TCAE 7 B AR AR, i T AN 4 X
MR, AR ZHE LURIAE S F i b T 4 i 30
AT L, T LG AR Y i L B 2 5
RPN 0 S 4R BB ) 0 A ST I 1) 4 A WA f 114 2
Yyog i S AR S UE T BT T, B T AkSE i i
A B e DL 19 2% 22 A, 0 0 12 FE 43 R e B
Yy A AH AL JIE B A5 357 2R 0 s T JEOUL I B A
PAIX S8 50 0 R B (R SO SR E, 255 B
TR R AR AR IO e I S R TR LI R, K
JBATZ AR i Gk —i (Boo) 7 RUER

BetiR AR
Li L RTiA, b Uk Y S B AR TR Y =S (]
I EACERNE, UK AAFRESRGEIAMA

P2 B N (733 L B N OB SUN DS 7/ 7 VRIS €1 it
23 1 35 BT WO RS R RS B, R T 4 A O
7 A AT S o AR ] — ol B AR IO [ 26
UENOEY/ N EUIRITE 4 € IR DR i SO LA L S VIR /K S
FAAIL . 3 A0 AT AL A5, AT LA S IE
TR, DA TR J8E 0 0 A2 3 R I 14 00 Mk 45
PEATIRUE

4 TR i 0K R A

B 25 AW ) ok 2 AT B Y S IRE R R, Bk
7 22 1 38 SR AT B ) A B A O R A R T IR ARE
O BR N T (6 4) . B NJE T AVHRR
I I I ) 4 B3R RUBE 1 km RSP (Remote Sensing
Phenology) ™ ity , ERF 9 42 BRAE B 4 458 XA A2
A 13 v Y A #EE EELAE ] (Ji A Brown, 2017).
MODIS Hy T HA 5 (14 1% e Pk BE R K 19 1% k4
BRI, H TR EB 43 18 ) 5 1 FH 2 LA MODIS
A i ORI AR R O™ R B R . B
MODIS 4= Bk #) 1% 7= i MLCD (MODIS Global Land
Cover Dynamics Product) , H H &M LIk E &4
B TR, JETE NASA B Y B F AS W) 77
PEAT VR R T, ARE T 4 = A B o R
HEEVE (Moon %%, 2019; Wang%:, 2017¢; Zhang
G5, 2006) . BTN (R 53 PR A B ) R SR i
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K H £5 HN, Zhang 5% (2018a) K 4T HLS  JGPHR™FIF &M T —FAE 7™ 30 m 43 P58 )
(Harmonized Landsat and Sentinel-2) #1 VIIRS 3% [ fige = S BT A
®4 HEPBEEBRTEESING

Table 4 Summary of main remote sensing phenology products

AR TR PR 2= [lyu i i) v 2RISR A IR EZ PN
s AVHRR NO7,.N09,N11 F1
B F8 K0 W) e VIP . - ) _
1981-01-01— 0.05 N14 % 48 4 (1981 4 — Didan £l
(Vegetation Index and ~ VIPPHEN_EVI2 v004 ABR .
T — 2014-12-31 (5600 m)  19994F) MODO9 #iZ5Z5F  Barreto,2016
e S (2000 4F—20144F )
VIIRS/NPP b % #9) {5 VNP22Q2v001/ 2013-01-01— 500 m.0.05° VIIRS NBAR K Jit [z 4 % .
" AER N . Zhang % ,2020
oG/ TS VNP22C2v001 2018-12-31 (5600 m)  HEEK EVIEHRE
2001-01-01— MODIS NBAR KJiE J2 5 .
RSB EIEE  MCDI12Q2 v006(MLCD) 4Bk 500 m L - Gray 55,2019a
2018-12-31 A EVIEE
A AVHRR Hb 2 [ 5F #6504
FE T4 Bk il 1 T .
B GLP(GLASS-LAI-based ) 2001-01-01— 1km.0.05° £ (2000 4F LA R ) . MODO09 ”
LI T RS B0 W e 4k [ B 45,2014
A phenology product ) 2012-12-31 (5600 m) Al fl CYCLOPES LAI
(2000 4F- LA )
Harmonized Landsat Senti-
Z i b £ (MUSLLD) 2016-01-01— nel-2 (HLS) # 4% H I3k B
N MSLSP30NAv001 d63e 30m Friedl, 2020
2R A 2018-12-31 Landsat 8 (OLI) 45 Sentinel
2A F12B(MSI)
B 1989-01-01— Ji F Brown,
| kmBEAEEGRE 1 km AVHRRRSP  S£[EA L lkm  AVHRR L Brown
2014-12-31 2017
KR 5de 2000-01-01— Jin #1 Eklundh,
R HS BOs R PPI 500m  MODIS MCD43 NBAR R
e[S 2016-12-31 2014
i B . 2000-01-01— 0.05° Broich %,
BRI i 7 i TERN AusCover AH I MOD13C1 EVI
2015-12-31 (5600 m) 2015
O 3R EEAREY
_ 2000-01-01—
(EK /NEZFIKFE)  ChinaCropPhenlkm i 015-12-31 1 km GLASS-LAI Luo %% ,2020
1 km P i e
Fp ) 32 A 2 ) 2001-01-01— B ERN
. N i 225km  MODI3Q1 )
TEWE AR AR 2016-12-31 XIHESC, 2017
2000 4E—2010 4F- 75 jik HREEE 2000-01-01— -
N . N 500 m MODO9A 1 FlIMCD43A4 sk 45,2017
T S A Dy A B A 4 X 2010-12-31
=TI E A 250 m SYLIEE 2001-01-01— Wang %,
~ ; 250 m MOD13Q1
T B T AR A PUNT| 2020-12-31 2017¢
B T Bk RO W Y r= s 2 o, £ GLASS-LAI 7= i GLASS (Global Land Surface

FAH XA H O it o] (N 2
. € [E B9 MSLSP  (Multi-Source Land Imaging
(MuSLD) & B i (Gao %, 2021) AH
WY TERN AusCover 1% B % 72 5 (Broich 4,
2015) . BK ¥ B9 PP (Plant Phenology Index time
series) =& (Jin fl Eklundh, 2014) . [ 324
AS WL 2t T2 A B e R A () ERPRIN A S,
2017) o

Satellite product) & H1 b 5T K27 4 RS AL £ 4in
Aab T 3 A v 2R A ) e B T AR RORE AR
() BH %, 2014) . LI GLASS-LAI ;= & A 3L Al
Luo %% (2020) $2i 1 —Fhk T i L UE I A9 P e s
775 OFP (optimal filter—based phenology detection)
FE T 3R 3 AR A S ik B . Wang
4 (2017¢) fd ] GLASS-LAT = i L il FH 2 J 1]
W% 2 18 J5 5 UMPM (Universal Multi-Life—Cycle
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Phenology Monitoring Method ), 4= T —& 4 [F R
JEE 0 1 S A 7 o o T A R 7 A L
Arastt (AR RAT, RES), 7EF)
b, TR ORI 5040 4 7 45 S 30 TE B R i B 13 A - 1
— 2k, R, ZEERSE (2017) T LATEUE AN
UMPM 53 A2 77 7 i [ — K B b IX 1 km 43 98 %
2013 4F iy 4E 1% AR K K EOE 42 (MuSyQ-GSL-
1 km-2013).

h T BEAR R — Bk AN P, R
XA SC (2017) MHPE F2 20 A 25 R G 5E M)
PRI 6 L A X (FEBE . BOJE L ARAR. Ak
. TAEE . ) ol R B AN B,
FH 3 FfJ5 9 (D-L. Spline, SSA) X} 2001 4F —
2016 4F MODIS EVI £ AT B P S Y, If RIS
B A A BB 10 P 4 P 1 s E S R,
M SR A T i 5T 9 3 i RE 3o S A B
WiEls 2o

T B A 7 i RS S SR o AR 7 T A
A, B sy HEE (Zhang %, 2009) . =15
v (Tian 5F, 2021b) . B H L RN (Jin
Al Eklundh, 2014) 5%, [R] AL FTEAARGT 5 19 1 2
P ARG A L, K AH Ao 56 E £ i T
PRRIRI A OC . AERBEARAESRS L,
Peng 5§ (2017a) i A Hb iy s U8 (s 1) %
P RGPS T 4245 MODIS ¥ 7 (MCD12Q2) .
VIP ¥y i (VIPPHENEVI2) 1 AVHRR ¥
i (AVHRRP) S5 726453 A2 K 28 I 46 B[] 5f A0
FE & B S S e 7 i 1A 1% 2538 R 7E 20 d A2
o Xiao 5§ (2013) FEFEVEA B J5 T b 1 UL DU
XF MODIS 4= 3k W) fi 7= i ORG24 T T 99k, &80
A& I FIVEL K 04 W Ao 393 A 83015 2 43 i) J2: 8.8 d il
9.5 d /o Zheng Fll Zhu (2017) 7£ 75 i o J5t 2 9&
) U _ERE T CS A C6 RRAS ) MODIS 4 ER )
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Table 5 Summary of commonly used filtering and fitting methods in remote sensing of vegetation phenology
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Recent advances in remote sensing of vegetation phenology : Retrieval
algorithm and validation strategy
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Abstract: In the context of climate change, vegetation phenology, as a direct manifestation of the ecosystem’s response to environmental
changes, has attracted increasing attention from the academic community. Obtaining long-term, continuous, multi-scale vegetation
phenology data is the basis of phenological research, and the phenological parameters obtained by satellite remote sensing have become an
important indicator of terrestrial ecosystem change. Remote sensing phenological parameters play an important role in the fields of
agricultural production management, ecosystem monitoring, land use type mapping, human health, and ecosystem climate change response.
In this context, key scientific issues and application fields must be combined to systematically sort out the progress in remote sensing
phenological parameter extraction, verification, and product development and to predict to future development trends. First, this article
discussed the development of emerging sunlight-induced chlorophyll fluorescence and vegetation optical thickness in addition to the
traditional vegetation indices in phenological monitoring. Second, this paper discusses the advantages, disadvantages, and applicability of
different time series data preprocessing and phenological metrics retrieval algorithms. Then, this article sorts out the development context of
multi-source and -scale verification methods from the development of traditional phenological observations, phenological cameras, flux
observations, and unmanned aerial vehicles. Meanwhile, this article introduces the development status of domestic and foreign phenology
remote sensing products in recent years, with emphasis on product accuracy. Finally, this article systematically discusses the propagation of
errors to the retrieved phenological metrics resulting from different aspects of data preprocessing, parameter extraction methods, and remote
sensing data sources. On this basis, this article points out that future research in the field of vegetation phenology remote sensing should
focus on the following: (1) better comparability between different research results should be targeted by improving the quality of remote
sensing data sources and spatial and temporal consistency; (2) the subjectivity in the phenological retrieval algorithms should be reduced by
developing universal algorithms; (3) the complete ground validation scheme should be established by leveraging the development in theory
and method of quantitative remote sensing validation field; (4) the experience of using Chinese satellite data for monitoring vegetation
phenology should be accumulated by actively extending the application of different Chinese spaceborne sensors. Through the above
development, the overarching aim is to meet the demand for high-quality vegetation phenology remote sensing products in various scientific
and practical applications.
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