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Abstract

As the increasing pressure caused by climatic changes and human activities, the structure and function of terres-
trial ecosystems are undergoing dramatic changes. Understanding how ecosystem processes change at large
spatial-temporal scales is crucial for dealing with the threats and challenges posed by global climate change. Tra-
ditional field survey method can obtain accurate plot-level ecosystem observations, but it is difficult to be used to
address large-scale ecosystem patterns and processes because of spatial and temporal discontinuities. Compared to
traditional field survey methods, remote sensing has the advantages of real-time acquisition, repeated monitoring
and multi spatial-temporal scales, which can compensate for the shortcomings of traditional field observation
methods. Remote sensing can be used to identify the type and characteristic of ground objects, and extract key
ecosystem parameters, energy flow and material circulation through retrieving the information contained by elec-
tromagnetic signals. Remote sensing data have become an indispensable data source in ecological studies, espe-
cially at the ecosystem, landscape, regional or global scales. With the emergence of new remote sensing sensors
(e.g., light detection and ranging, and solar-induced chlorophyll fluorescence) and near-surface remote sensing
platforms (e.g., unmanned aerial vehicle and backpack), remote sensing is entering the three-dimensional era and
the observation platform become more diverse. These three-dimensional, multi-source and time-series remote
sensing data bring new opportunities to fully understand ecosystem processes across different spatial scales. This
paper reviews the advances of the application of remote sensing in terrestrial ecosystem studies. Specifically, this
study focuses on the derivation of biological factors from remote sensing data, including vegetation types, struc-
tures, functions and biodiversity of terrestrial ecosystems. We also summarize the current status of the remote
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sensing technology in ecosystem studies and suggest the future opportunities of ecosystem monitoring in China.
Key words near-surface remote sensing; lidar; unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV); hyperspectral; solar-induced

chlorophyll fluorescence
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B RGBT HAR T P RE R A A, il
Y. AR, LRGN B S ) R
AN RS AR A ) — D ahas . BRK
IhfiE .0 (Chapin I et al., 2011). E MTansley (1935)
RHASRGEME LK, EEEHFNERL—Y)
Tolt 5 B 110 9 22 320 [vi) 2B 47 B 7 5 A 55 TR 7 B O
R, ERRGERF IO AN BEAFEES
RGUANAEIE. HAEH SR, ASIESHE
RS (T B H, 2009), I8 IREUAE A IR F AR
7 HIAHOAE B, HEmiE e S5E R 3R 5 AR M i A
ER. AR RG R AY IR S M. b
FHAFEARAN IS S INE, SERAES R AR
FUAR AT AT A 25 2 5K T T K I 2 R 2 B
ARG RS, AT XS 4 BRAR A 7T K
R APRER . (L RAES RAERENIFHE kR
SRBERE SRR HE R IIME, F2 B TR EE A BR,
ol R A BRAR A 5 B R ) RUE B 5 A ]
FUZERIM TR . dhabh, ERF ARG WAL EE KR
U % & (Dumbrell et al., 2016; TR K%, 2017),
WA A RERAERS ., EWESSE, WUH
AT BB T A B AR F B

B R SE — PR AR AR PRI R, i AR SR AR R
£ H AR GO H B G I HURERAS S, T B
S EBHTE . AR, e, € RIS
TRMPIAR T RARAS o S [ A2 DR LA E 4 i
R S, BITRC  WRSCRT S ) R R A5 2.
ANIR], B8 S A A 43 AT LR A SR T VR 1 4
JEPERVRRAE, A7 R G2 A LA I R 2 i Bl Al
VIR PEIAR S R G R . AH L T AR Si kb T A 2
T3k, EEAOR FAT S BRI, B A I DL K 22
25 ROBE RS 55, RN T A G0 b T U8 25 77 32 1) W
REARKES, NESREMTGERZRE. £
WA 2R 2R NE T OB INER k2
& 2017).

BE S TENL B RR SRR
KR, B IERAL AR RIZ H P & Wk A 5 B, A3
EIREARG BTN RE. TANL. YL

PEEVE, BEMEE. BotHEk, Z/mti
SR PR RIS (BN, SEIU AR RS RS A FIER
Rl B . IR B KR BRI s A
KEFP . 2RISR, AES RGESFEIT
JE A AT AR i e ) S B A ST M % e
(Pettorelli et al., 2014). AXMER RGUERFME
R, SRR R A AR AE Rl A 7S R G SRR
YR TFE RN, EBSEAESRGERAL. 451,
DiREFIEM Z REVESE DT, AR RE RS R
GUER R RIRE IR, FFER I IRE S RS RE I
M WU TS ) e 7 ) B AR AR R 1 1) R

1 ERBAREESRAEMRINLRAE

Mg R R RN TS RGM T EOR,
B F20tH 304X, EEA T RINA S KRG
B HARA, . TR B RE R LR B E K E. B.
YEVRRE L 20 AR AL TR I e R R SR R N T
PAERS RGBT AR NI, AR 2 R 12 J%
FEAR L T 50 2 B DR 1) 48 7= PR 7 (R
B, 1986). 19724, 3 [H 5 i J§ (National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration, NASA) & 4 | 55—
Wilandsat DA, HIREA6E(E B8 H T AEY
VISR S A AR TR . 8 W A LA
KR 0 4 W5 00l (Chen & Cihlar, 1996; Gao, 1996;
Cohen & Goward, 2004; Hansen €t al., 2013). H
Landsat & %] T2 & fIMODIS (Moderate Resolution
Imaging Spectroradiometer) T2 3 =55 Lok, T
BRI HES) TS KRG FRAAETM., X
. RS RE R E(Kerr & Ostrovsky, 2003;
Chambers et al., 2007). B T2 &I &,
A )28 JE UL U et B = it I T AR S R G X
AR Ak P e B B AL T B B S HF (Pettorelli
etal., 2005).
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Fig. 1 Illustration of ecosystem monitoring with different sensors aboard various remote sensing platforms. UAV, unmanned

aerial vehicle.
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Tablel Summary of advantages and applications of five major remote sensing sensors

i35 PR R 45

Sensor Advantage Application

RGB FH#L SR e 2 10 73 F A K U SR A5 R EBRGRA HPOIROL. Wl

RGB camera Capturing color and texture at high spatial resolution Ecosystem type, vegetation monitoring, phenology
LR SR B L AR R R B BERGRE. I, ALE . IR,
Multi-spectral/ High spectral resolution; obtaining of several or hundreds Wi

hyperspectral scanner spectral bands’ reflectance

Microwave radar
ground information

LIRS WS/ak i IR H ST I 2R O S

Solar-induced chlorophyll Collecting solar-induced chlorophyll fluorescence

fluorescence scanner

WO AR
Lidar scanner
vegetation information

SRR, XML AT —E I EE, SER PRI R (5 B

All-weather; limited penetrating vegetation canopy; capturing below- Topographic information, stand volume, tree height,

SMOE A BN, REOSAILIE . £ =4 E S

Penetrating vegetation canopy; obtaining fine terrain and 3D

Ecosystem type, species classification, biochemical
composition, vegetation health, phenology

WK, ERE. W, EYE

biomass

WIRAJ1. Wl st i
Gross primary production, phenology, stress monitor-
ing

WIB. MtE. Wm. MBS B
Topographic information, diameter at breast height,
tree height, leaf area index, biomass

WO BRI 751555 E 3B R E AR I B, R
XY EAEERT), FBRCEBNIRIAES
ARG TEELEME B EEEARFRERD, ¥z M
P TR FEREATE 7+ 48 v ity B R A 47 B 0 <52 7
A3 (Lefsky et al., 2002; Lim et al., 2003; Houghton,
2005; A%, 2005; FRKHESE, 2014, 2018). T iE
] DOREGH 7 AR AR B B, ERERMNE
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AR AN A W B B S RN ) R R A, (E R BRI R Ik
RS 77 7 1T, BB 8 18 TEVE SR B T R AR
e W) J 43 A (Hruska et al., 1999; Butnor et al.,
2001).

AR, PAIE AN & AR 130 1 228 J
FORDEALTFIZ W A, A4 S A H XS 1 08 0 o 5
HORWF LI H A G ia F A RGO, 15
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W AR A NI F ARt B B4 R o i Hb T e
RER RS it moRs LD . SR MBOG TR R £
P, F Hor DLogeh TR 2 I 5 A% G 2 2 ) (1) R
23 o il JU(BR PR AESE, 2016). [FIR, BT 248 AR
L I T AR S R G AR SR AL 1R B e
¥, o HOBE T Mgt R %t FOR (solar-induced
Chlorophyll fluorescence, SIF), FiZ ¥ al A il A
B RGLAIRA T 710 ¥1 77 1 (Frankenberg et al.,
2011; Guanter et al., 2014), BRI AN K JERNES
R 72U, 2 RE K R i,
A5 38 B RSN T AR S R G R AT B AR ELA
FE.

2 EREAEESRAGESENRIPHN
iR
21 &SR KE

A RGUTY 2 B R 8 B AR A 3
RGE R —, WRIFRAFREASK R,
B UM PR B UL DL B A 25 R G R 25 VP Ak S5 00T 7 1 2
fite MBEHIAS RG RIERKE, MBNES
RGRA LR RET LB GE S, RIEERKR
TR b 7 2 B A A S MR S S AL o A
MEE ] T A B ARG A S RG KA. HH
{10 b 1 78 0 A5 BRI R R T, ARAE A R Hh 4
EGE M2 R REEZES, RAKEB &K
SR MZEM L SCREmERAL. DI s, thik
W25 BEHLAR PRS0 BRI B (WISODATA
K-means%5 535 10 0578, SLBLRAAG P B AR
VEM . HOHLL WIE. RS BRI, B TR
ERBEARM KR, EERGRAUE BB H
RSO0 R 320 1) DX RN A R R R JE o 7 [ Bt
P8l 2E ¥ B8 1T &I (International Geosphere-Biosphere
Programme, IGBP)HJ 3 #f T, Loveland Al Belward
(1997) 2 T~ 1992 #11993 4F AVHRR ) 1 B Fi H %5 48
MRIFIGBP ) L H A 1 73 I 77 %, il 17 &R E AN
kmP) LG S HE AR . B PR TREMEE . K
T3 EAR LA Rt T B (AR R, A ek i 7 A AR
H & 386 2217 .25 (8] 43 A Mok oS 4 .- GLC200055
H T SPOT4RE A TR 11 kA 3R - Hu75 75 44
4R, MODIS T2 &R 4F RS B3 — I A BR T b7 5
4 77 (Bartholomé & Belward, 2005); Chen%%
(2015)#& HiPOK 73 2R HEZE, F|HI Landsat 2 H: 2R LK
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TEBEEUE M E T AER30 mir)ih 2 E v B
GongZ5(2019)F] FH20154E4E30 m4yr #f2 (1) T £ dfs
SREVHIFEAR, RSB 7201744 3K10 mffTHy
RIEEHARE .

AR, 19 28 THLEATE AN UYL 2 18 B A
(IR JE, A5 SR RS 40 1) A 48 R RBUE B HCN
AIRE. &g TR R T 23 W 7 PR ROk o Pk
AR, HAeTERE A B b WA ) R IR AR TS
ARG KA. WUECRE EANTE N HLIE B AR REX 1) 7 1]
Oy HEREAT R K R WK 2, 454 v e i A5 A%
RERS SCILBE RGN AR S R G285 E3R L. Coch-
rane (2000)F] FH =y Gk 41 F G E FHy RAR 9 114>
VIR G ST 2, 43T SO e B A RV RFAEAS B
PGS RGeS IR G s B TR R A . oL
EHARR B, R =485 B B RSREUR AN
ATRE, LhAR Guot 2 B b IR HE MR R 23 X st
JIMMifi#. SankeyA1Bond (201 1)) 80 & 1A B 44
£ M T VR 7 B TE 5208 faf M 2 1) 7 SR E AT VA 2K
R A K. Bia =465 BADGIE B, 12
BB ARBEW N ESEFIT R IRMEEE TS
R YRS B . NaidooZ5(2012)F) AL AR B 6 e Ak
D ISR S T AR R R SRS A R RS B4
HY . Su%(2016a)7E 3 B 04 JE WM Py A Ll ik A
FA ML R B I8 B0 A 25 A e, 38 1 D 7 A
K-means 5 28 1) 45 W B 3 K5 155200 1 AR R SR AL 1)
i, AR, RNBOLE BEIRN 2%
BT E807 FnkEh, TRy 2 2K87,

bR T AR RERM R kg R, AE
RO ST 2 T R ARTEZ 7 ) b (1 4 55 1)
e HTAER . NESMEIERZE, SRR
FE AR A 2R G 28 Y RS JR TE A8 R AR R B I AR
(Turner et al., 2007). KB 7. JEHAME R T ARERA
AR EERAES RGBT AR TR R4
P, I AR R AR S RGBS R
R REM L, SEREE T KA E
PR NGB SR T, PSSR AT RS
ARG DT, R4S R R 7SR BhHL
#il. Hansen% (2010, 2013)%3 % F F 2000-2005 4
MODIS 4 A12000-20124F Landsat 545 £ 45, 21
T AIRBMRD AN, Hn T A A XS AR T
ABAHI XS] . DongZ5(2013) ) K B 18] 77 1 1)
26T S A S, AR 0% 25 S N T 52
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T RMEBIRETARIIIX 730 Tao%5(2015)F
197720104312 20018 ¥ Landsat 52 1%, 4 1HvFAL T
5T e R E R 22 304E A AR Ak, RIS R
WIYATE L 23046 0] 2R, HAE NS
55580 [ v T IR R B R LIRS AL B B
WangZ5(2017, 2018)F]H PALSAR #1Landsati¥ 1% 5>
B 7 404 (Juniperus formosana) e 198420104 [7]
W RANF AR RS

22 HEBERGINEE

EBEREURERIGET RGN NI 540
W Z MM R SEH, FERIANGERERS). ¥
JRAEI RIS BAL 1, BE TAS KRGS T
JREAEE(Odum & Barrett, 1971). 3B AR
WU R NAERS R Re 7 TH IR T R T 8 IS,
FL3E 3k 2 v LR AT U2 AT VR A H A S M R ARRALE,
FOEAERS R AR &R A TGS AR o 1) oo p 22
K, WIS A tbdH 7y £ 7155 (Chen & Cihlar,
1996; Kokaly et al., 2009; Skidmore et al., 2010).

TR R BUR X M BOIR G IR e T 5 B A
28, HHTHRRSRAES RGIIERRRIL L 52
TIAEE . B M — L AE 558 L (Normalized Dif-
ference Vegetation Index, NDV)#i$2 H f5, NDVI{E K
—ANEBEERYZHTESRAMA, WESR
i (Viedma et al., 1997). 474 R 40iB K (Wessels
et al., 2004)5% . T B I RESREL 48 1HI 1)
5 5., NDVITEFE AR 55 8 X 3l Bl i A ) [X 4l A7
TEAAERBEAN R PR, K& T 5 ifox 2e i
1 (10 At AR A i b B2 o, a0 P AR 7 6 P X3k
) = 3 A R 9 FE #(Soil-Adjusted Vegetation Index,
SAVI(Qi et al., 1994), BEfS S Al — & VAT RN 1 3
o AE % 520 (Enhance Vegetation Index, EVI). K [A]
J7 B IR B T8 BRI 78 XIBUR B T B AR R AR S
R R AL T HE T EE SCHF (Pettorelli et al.,
2005). 434N IE] 7 51 NDVIEHE 7T DURBUAE &S R 456
KGR, WiRE. EKBEM. £KFARY
55, GG AR T T DR R A FAE S R G AR
AL B B (Zhang et al., 2003; Wieneke et al., 2016;
Piao et al., 2019). SR, Y6208 G 52 W 24
= FEMA SRS, HARRU s L
3 HA IR KA E P (Tucker et al., 2005; White et
al., 2009).

AL AR INE S RGE I EAES RS
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FRAE (R B B G b, e AR PR RE T IRBEIE M T
LR E YRR, B TR BB AE
BT RERRER A Sy, 2200 HER A
T Or HER R REAS OB AE LA A MR AR, T
Rt g ERE R A s, SRR
(Daughtry et al., 2000)FIZEHH % | 2 (Datt, 1998). =i
TR IR AR R A A 8 BRI SO AR S R
Bl et J2 o () & Bl AR A S O T RE, BRI SRR
TR, KK, 4R S E(Kokaly et al., 2009),
R W 1L BR $555 03 & 8 (Mutanga & Skidmore,
2004; Ramoelo €t al., 2013), ¥ /K& (Cheng et al.,
2006) % % 5y 2 & B (Skidmore et al., 2010)25: 15 fE 4
PEHL, AR, RG EDGHE S OGR4
Y5y SO A H as 4, — U7 A T LR EL
MK B A AL 23 (Feret & Asner, 2012), 5 —7J7
TH] e 88 M\ S 38 07 1 I BRI = G R AR A2 ) B i
()4 (Knyazikhin et al., 2013). MR A1 4H 53
Bt T L N 50 5 e S e v ) A A 2L 4 ) S
HLEATE AHLEL =t 1 5 06 7 IS B0 iRl & 15
AR RGREE SO REEA DX R B (1 AR A 20 43 3R
WU T AT fE

AT A 7= 73 (Gross Primarily Productivity, GPP)
FE RIS R G5 A7 MIRE R B (R R B R 7
BT 1B A S AT oy R R, — SRR
IR R R ST, 5 — R R T 2 MOk RE
F| F #4558 (Landsberg et al., 1997; Running et al.,
2000; Zhao et al., 2005). Potters (1993)#2 T
Carnegie-Ames-Stanford Approach (CASA)FAY, iiF
B 7Ot IR B RS KRG EF RS, IF
TEGPPIIE RS2 T T iZ S A . KT, (EME w7
P R IX, J Tl 2 B S e AR R TR 2 5 2
TR AR () s, ELREER SR s 77 51 S 1) 6 & ) B3R
WA, AREEEME MY RIS 1E R
ar(Li etal., 2018b). TSR, SIFRLA B 44
GPPI S N AT SE 1 —Fp 5 1%, B 7 RILE 1L S 1E
Wi Fa AR b, STFHE 8 B3 M 38 s i A (0 S PR e S 1
FHOIR G, 55 5l 00 s £t TR V90 A2 e DA S IR 555
JBFI5ZM(Guanter et al., 2014; Frydenvang et al., 2015;
Sun etal., 2017).
23 EBRGHEN

TE BB AR Be 8 IR HUAE S RA MRS S5 14,
T B S B AV R B TR R AKCTSH  E ELAS
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R RIIN; 2 I AT SRy o 2 8 S B B N FH TR A
BRJEMSHEART B, T H i 5%
YA, FESRBUKJ7 18 ERAES RR WG L,
WA T HIIARTE 2. MR 2455 (Chen & Cihlar,
1996; Gao, 1996; Hansen et al., 2010; Chen €t al.,
2015). KA B A TS 2 2738 BE 0 0 B AT
TG IEIE BRI B, SRR BT ERAES RS
SEMEERCH T RTRE, BRI IX AR B
TWE. Wi, EYEES IR (Lefsky et al.,
2002; Lim et al., 2003; F[RESE, 2014).

G SR AT A R E =R AT A
HH R, 2EH TS ES RE RN KES
Ko ORI 7 B HCR I T ik, B
MG ITCHE W] 43 il 9 AR A RN 20 L S Oy, R ME
TG HINDVI EH 20 A At A0 25 - 398 FIND VI 28 M A 45 1),
fin NS A RN 40 - 4 (FND VI R R ik S 78 26 1 1%
EAT SR T B, (HER SRR R, SR E
35 Dy MR, s e PRV F 8 5 52 3 956 1) A A A A 400
TIRFINDVIFZ IR o WO TR 1A BRSOk
78 75 & (Morsdorf et al., 2006; Vepakomma et al.,
2008). HIGFREIEAR], WL T IS SR 15 R IR
S 0 e TN, BRSO SR T A A R e
fR LA, R 5 = (Smith et al., 2009). =% A7)
eI A2 A5 B AT DU TR — /K F U7 ) B
LNEMER—E . WEEZEHEZ AR5
TR BR AR R G, AW ES RGBT
INANE] /b B 25 (Watt, 1947; Yamamoto, 1992). 14t
ME A R R TR TR, HHR LR %
PERA A SRR R, BRI AR T 2 B HE ) B 2L
FALT, ML EES RERERARE ST
(Tanaka & Nakashizuka, 1997; Koukoulas & Black-
burn, 2004). o AHUZRFIHOGE AR B, fEAFHR
BRI E S SO T RE, AR E R FEVTAL |
ARG B ARSI TR TR S B SR
(Weishampel et al., 2000; Drake et al., 2002; Vepa-
komma et al., 2008).

I T AR A H (LA 2 Fif B A7 T AR B ALK I B
] & TH A (Chen & Cihlar, 1996), ‘& AME & i /2
e HER S SH, T AR SRR, K
SORRARY [l R D AR AR R A AR o B L AR YY)
Hi 2% (Morsdorf et al., 2009). - HH- [ AR H5 HUx i
2 R FND VI i 1] 5 40 g 3 5 A 2 S B S
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LIRS AR IR A%« RE B RAY . IR A M3
SER R, T HA AL E A M A 38 (Carlson & Rip-
ley, 1997). 3 8% S AR f AR TR BOB 0 Kk Fe
NAZI G AR TR SR AR A . 2ok
JRER G, MLAUK T-38040T, 8% 1% S o8 2 L B
A, BURME T BRE, S ELAIBE S P S (Spanner
et al., 1990; Baret & Guyot, 1991). O IAFRELH
S RE BT U B LR, 456 bR -BIA
SERRE . KA I RN AT S LA B RO S . O
EEARK B, IO E A, 15 MHLEE
R RIELASN T ATRE, oy A J7 6 A
REZH(Li et al., 2016, 2017)%%, 17 H.AE L1
It AL e S TR AR AT 23 2 LA, S BEAS AH  AE 2S
Z 4 ik FE W AT $E 4 ¢ # 2 20 (Richardson et al.,
2009b; Zhao & Popescu, 2009). L4k, AS[EFEGH X
- SR EX ) A 2 B BE 0 S T R A - SO R
FRILAL, AT i e BT RUBE 22 5 3 BLALHE LLESIE 1)
i

T RS AR TE By ) b %
W—N8, EUTEEE LR ER T AES RS
HHEYBE N EILE, BT A FEAE YIS F)
FFRRE . FEA S R R AR, It
MRS R, A0 AR AR Y SR ) A R . KR
K, T B R R AR S S
ToB A K F M T A 2 sl s B vk . R s,
FELH v P 2 R R FH G 2% 8 BRI 1 R A AR B A
[ B I A 245 5., 45 G R S5l B A T i 5
TR Sk )2 3K (Hall et al., 1995). 2R, T4
AR RN MO R I S BB A R, TR AR
PRI IS AT SR Z IR RS, X A 450 v il T 78 i
T A 52 M (McCombs et al., 2003; Donoghue &
Watt, 2006). A AN G & R4
R R BRSO B, 454 TR 1K P M s
P A 51 £ (Montesano et al., 2017), {H&1% 51208
MMEAR, REsEH TRARE AKX . BT, @&
SE P BRI T AL T A LA TR IA RO
Wik, HA T E AL AT A R ILE TR
FEAR AT I K T AR AR AR 5 5 M 2 (K ellndorfer et al.,
2004; BRI/REFEE, 2007), {EABEAE T IS i
Uy % s IR AR T, RIE S R EARKM
AN e Mo WO TR IS BRI SRR I B AR bR = B A R
(Nilsson, 1996; Naesset & Okland, 2002), FH1EHN
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I EAB AL H, A2 O 7 1A ME— AR SR BE 2 X LLER
I A BRIC A BZE 22 00, 30 5 A B L Ath 2 R
I A R (A S R 55 20 A1 (Lefisky, 2010; Simard et
al., 2011; Su et al.,, 2017). IT4EK, BEAE T AN Hh
T8 R 1) K, M Jo AL S 0 & 5 AR R
TR BT DU B = 4 E A, SEELA R ()L
(Zarco-Tejada et al., 2014; Wachholz de Souza et al.,
2017; Nuijten et al., 2019).

AW AR RS R G A KR D RER I f B4

K8, 5RERGEWME=E. Er- 15 VMK
(Luyssaert et al., 2008), 1 &L R E ST

{5 f) L B 3L Rl (Fang et al., 2001). Hb_EAY)E IR
VB 7 1 NS T B ASCARE 1 T B [ UH 77 R (Gooel, 1988),
FE TR0 B AL BEAR Y 1) [ 78 /5% (Sun & Ranson,
1995), &k e 22T 2 R A A 1 E 28Uk
BT FE(N A% SCRE R EALATBEHLAR R
4)(Letoan et al., 1992; Tan et al., 2007). X} FAE Y &
JE AR R — AR AR S R G, RIS
BRI RS, il RS RS E B
5 S R B ) A e T S AR Y, T DU A MR

A 5KV Bl b _E 205873 Afi (Tucker et al., 1985;

Piao et al., 2007; Jia et al., 2016). {Hj&, X T IEEHLE
IR (A By ) MR AR S R4, o=
AT AR, J6AE R BAR MRS T SO AR B . T
BT DUREGE o Ak A S R, WA A
HUR RECS W . IARFR A9 B B A MR
AV E (Letoan et al., 1992; Ranson & Sun, 1994;
Thurner et al., 2014), {H2TE AV E X I 2
PRI R R PE . WOGERIAREEL. 8 & S AR AR
HEVR B, JRREUM & AR, el SRR
WZH, 5900 A ) AR B B IR R AR )
SEPURYEFE AR AR B A R AR AN S, H ATk
DL LA M AR (R0 (Lefsky et al., 1999; Hy-
yppa et al., 2001; Popescu €t al., 2003). T4k, &
B ZIEEBEIRNEE, aob¥ B, ukER
AEOL B B 2R, DA R 5 i =2 I £ s i AR R
LA 2% S 7R I, A 15 A A e i [ 5 R 4
BRORE b A28 N AT fE (Saatchi et al., 2011; Hu
et al., 2016; Su et al., 2016b; Huang €t al., 2019). 5
M EAIEAR L, AL SRR A R TGV 2 7 i 1 o DA
SR I E R, H R RERI A AR bRl S R AR
V. PR IA 1) H I AR S R S B R

www.plant-ecology.com

AIRE, PRHLE A Kt B0 RE A8 TR E T, R TR
PRI 1) 5 170 2 S5 9 P £ 5 B ey b AR 179
LW J 3 Al (Hruska et al., 1999; Butnor et al.,
2001), {HARZZFEEMAH FAA —2 I RRE, =
EA R HRIE AR ARG, HRJE S A
K 5 5y 5% 33 FURN 35 5 /K B AR

24 EYBiEMH

A 2 FE I S 22 RE AL AR A SE AR R B H IR AE,
BIEFTEHEY. . WEMUKTENES RS
JILTE RS A AE SRR (S 58, 1993). 24T
PG 22 /0BT DL B2 e Wizt X ) A 25 R 45 Th RE A4
JR A RS R, AT RGN — TE E R
Bro AR, JEIRAE AW 2 FEVER 70 A 6 B FH 2
42 SRR 175 300 8 A [R] i 25 1) R~
BT EBIEK. FIS BT R, S B
FHAF AL WAL moeis . ST ALl o
Wik, WIS aREEM, k. BhEES RS
S AR AEAR B -

PR JRREAEW) 22 R A B A P R 7
LR IS DA S v . L IR BN A R
FEE R R F oA 218, IR0 18 B 1)
A R AN 4 HE 26 A = ) R . Nagen-
dra%(2010)# IKONOS Al Quickbird T 5 3R B (1) £ i1
BRI 15 2% ) 73 1% 22 RALEA FH T W R R 73
K, DA =5 FE S o3 A IR L - Zhao%5(2018)
PR BOGTE B &k B, SRBURA R EE B2
FE BRAEMA NG, BEAMHUMER AR
FEMAE AR, AR LI B A 2 R 4R
PR AR A AR IR E A R = A KA
NIRRT R, AR B AR AR X B R
Sl A SRR B A A AT LA R M o T4 e i 2
I IR AR AT A SRR B &, AR5 5
INECHE 45 6 M R TN AR ) 2 R o IX AR FRER
AR B AN BAIE SE 5 A 2 FE T V)M O,
NDVI. EVIZ%. St-Louis:(2006)#F 5 1 kT 2 X IE
SR RISEEE S SRR R, RIS
HE R T 20 2R 5, I SRR
BT H. Carlson%$(2007)3 T G il 5245 7] PLIREL
HREZERREER. HEER. Ko, B4
Gy R, SN ARAR Z FE 1 . Hobi%s (2017)
FTMODISTR 2| 15 FE# R 2L, WIEVI. NDVI4,
T T R B 48 B nT DATE G M FR AR R A AR 7 T,
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T T 2 A . AR5 2 Rt B T 3RAE
YRhZ R, UM Z RN, AR R S EL
s W) 25 B A5 A 1 3 2 K] & (Hernandez-Stefanoni,
2006) . WO TR IE A W AR BEIRES S AR AR At 1
B s, JCHARIRAE 1AL G006 #RE RIO R R I
W AN B 45 #4045 JE.(Davies & Asner, 2014). Bergen
£5(2009) ) FHO' T A FHG0RE 28 R I = 4k 45 1)
MAY Z RS2 . LesakS#(2011)3E L 4>
LB TR B SR 5 B, RIS & 1Y)
P EESHRMREEMCR, KIEZESE. &=
B AN R R AR R EH . GuotE
(2017)F FH Je NHLIHOL 7 38 SR ARbk 45 74 2 450k
oI5 A ) 22 A B D RH O () A B2 A2 Ak

3 EREESRGESEMRMIESHK

31 EREESREMRPHIREEDR
RERAESFHAF OB —, &R
SIS R DhRe A FEAEAS A ROBE 45 O 72 25
WA Z R K (Levin, 1992). $REUAS [B] I 25 REZ 1)
EBRGE R, REMAS R T R RN 1)
B, AR ERESTRE, WEE R
A AR FIRT IR (Chave, 2013). PEEK. FissiE
RT3 T T J R A% B2 (AN [ B 2 FRUBE D3 S W )
R, NESREHFE AT ERREIME.
R KRB I AR 25 2 1) BRI (S BB R i@ 45
(Turner et al., 2003), TREBKEAEERE ., K
¥ 2R BRI H - XA R ORBE
AR RAGEWFTIREM GG R IEFkR, KEF
) 228 B 1 T 9T A BRI AL R XOE- 2 3R R
FE A R G % AR 1K (Stoeckli et al., 2008). A4S
F G5 RN B (Frank et al., 2015)F01%3 8] 4% 5 848
(Gillanders et al., 2008). {H &, T/ B L) B B3k
BF SRR H RS E R TESRARER
Wt 5 TERBALL, iz Esa E e I HuE
M SR, B —e MR, 7T LLE T & e
V) ARV DX 3 H 5 U - ey b 0 R 1 3 R AR
TR EIEBR) Z IR, A7 18 B R B
BN 2 YRR R AR, WO A AT E e, 3R
WY Z) 1 A2 25 R GL T 75 R A — 4 A2 58 (Hyde et al.,
2006; Vierling et al., 2008; Davies & Asner, 2014), 4
V)W) 2 B (Koetz et al., 2006), LWtk 5 &
(Stagakis et al., 2010; Casas et al., 2014), CLEEY)
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HH(Clark et al., 2011 R, HAESRBHL. 4
FRI T BE(Getzin et al., 2014; Lausch et al., 2016), ¥
A RGUIRBUAN T & (Ayanu et al., 2012). T Hb T
SR N (1% R S A G b TRDULI, — 7 T D AR
B RGN ET AR B R S, iR
FRAESE RN RESMESR L E TR . B4,
JBE 1) R AFAE T AN [R) B I 2 1), 02 BT W
M5 TEBIREE . BAR T EHEE T DR R E
AR RGUE S, (B = ] UTRC 9 5o A
FIRUEAR e, B KREW A BB AT RN
s B0 E TR 8 U, A=, LAISE,
WA FEEERAEBRRRE . N T A R 3
A7 RO e 4 ) e 22, 0 Aol P o D) FRLPE PR 090 A
G2 A5 a9 2 e SR 3 b D 308 B SARE
32 IAHEEREESRARFGESEMNRHPAETR
AR RGAESFH AT ERBEMAHEEY S
2 77 TH DI B804k, AN BT 5 3 R A R IR R IR Ry
AT KR, KIAHTT RAES KRGS TRt
T BIEFERE R AR A 5o T R BT LA R 2
EIEREA, FERRF AT ITREANL. &
FHE VA R i b [ e iR B 4R, g G, AL,
RZE. N, SRIRBUEREIR (S8 RS, 2016). 5
FE 28 1) T2 38 SR 2 e B L, 30 e T 328 B U
RN, ATSREAR 25 R 8- 5 00 R 1) v i 25 0
RIS B (E2), AT 12 28 B TR
TR A BHEG  TSEM R (R
B, 2014), NSEIAER R R -2 - 1 4 TH W
PROLE IR & AN RIS . BANNLB) R, %2
HARM R LI 0N AR, G454, fEREE 451
()2 (8] o3 A ik Jm S KA B (Jung et al., 2012;
Palminteri et al., 2012), #1115 (Vermeulen et al.,
2013; Husson et al., 2014), A i (Pimm et al.,
2015; Hamylton, 2017), =42 4 U5 ll(Tews et al.,
2004; Getzin €t al., 2012; Zhang et al., 2016)F14 35
A 4% # (Richardson et al., 2009a; Otero et al., 2018)
SETFHARE] T T2 N o MRFE T REH I T 1,
A ML BOLTEIE. ARV R e
BN REHL RE RS KRGk, EESWA 7
S W (Hilker et al., 2011), MHTHIAR
RS RGN SRR D BRIE] ) B AR
1k, EIRZI AR A S RGO RE I L. i
I 5 B A% 2 28 JOU I R 5 4% S b T A A — 35,

DOI: 10.17521/cjpe.2019.0206

©U 00000 Chinese Journal of Plant Ecology



426 MY 2ER Chinese Journal of Plant Ecology 2020, 44 (4): 418-435

A TAPLESE A

* -
RN

W4 B EANLBOER A

E BAMBOLE B S = H

e o AR A

F T IFY ] h o
CHEMCEER T FHUHBOLHEES=HIm

FEFTIY I *

D #iEBOCHEBA S G #ABOLE R =R

B2 bR S R AES KRGS EEE R B . BOGEREEE PR SRS, EERERMI, LR,
Fig. 2 Image and lidar data of ecosystem monitoring with near-surface remote sensing. A, Aerial image obtained by drone. B,
Lidar data acquired by drone. C, Lidar data acquired by backpack. D, Lidar data acquired by terrestrial laser scanner. E, F, G,
Profile of pervious three lidar data. The color of lidar data represent the information of elevation, blue is low and red is high.

BRI PR SR RS foe e, T4 BB A B A%
LR A, 0 CUAN S PO B AR SREX I A R
=15 E.(Dassot et al., 2011; Srinivasan et al., 2015;
Brede et al., 2017). Ak, PRHBFRIA ., HIFEFITE AL
HGE A BE N JC A0 R Y — L@ I B A MR AE A e S
BIRIZE, WA AR FUAEY . WARS iR 145
)58 o 3 TR SRR 1 5P S A AL 45 S SE B 407 6
ZRE. ERAMNES RGN, ERZ g
I RB AT FEFR A S S RF
3.3 HEAESRGIERMNE TIRIE . R EL
AR ENET ZHTASRG A
B S5 5 DR SETT I I AL, (H2 AR R
HRE OB AR S A )z, IR TR 51
POk I B, A B AR 2 R G A M 4% (Chinese
Ecosystem Research Network, CERN) L4 il A TH 57
FRRK—AEES RGN (Fu et al.,
2010), F& 7 FH € s s A DL R A 15 A5 S Ak,
HoAth 77 2 A2 25 28 G0 08 B U 5 A AE A X 288 W8 0
BERAGH A THRZEN B R TES, REE
IR LS WL ) 26 8 ST 2 W12 B T R P LA ~F
A WL AZ 0 5 2 (Kampe et al., 2010), $REUGEOL
WIEL EOGIE G 7 PR AR S B, Tt
FLEHRI A SRS AR AN R S S 5
AR RGN . ZH BB, b EAEYZE
P I X 2 (Sino BON)FE S eIt 15 37 17 3 T 28 /¢
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T, EEFMHENUTRES RGN . T4k,
HFE T AU M B & A, AN 21
RSV TP HRZREVERER W, anf
A B EVE A I TE AHLEE K SIIRE ST e 3 25 M i 1
FANE R R . Bhoh, ZEHE N 2R
WOSAR IR, 725 R A A 25 22 4038 I T 7L
, BE SR T B K EE [ AR O S B LR RE
RS CTR

4 FEEFRGHERMELELZRTE

HHl, A& KRG IEE MR — S 2 2
HRERETI, MEHERR R EERIE, NRGH
PR A TRIE A K (T B8, 2009). REEHAAE
AR RGN EZEROR TB, Hr A s
(P 2S5 U BE 71, NAES RGBSR
RIBTAL T F 5 IR (Kerr & Ostrovsky, 2003;
Chambers et al., 2007). HAj, PAREEE A NSZHEM
EERRGHTZHETEUT AT (DVESRS
(3 B RAAL IS I, QES RGBS
B, G)ER RS T PR 2= AR B I
CVA 7T 2 A v 1 B B — 8 R U A ke i — R
FERIAEAS G0 I, fne] R 22 5 B e o AR A
RGAT LA S H AR S AR T 1)
5 b RIS, B3 R B EOR (O 7 IS A 43K 5
HO)V AR AL B35 R SR T EE ) B S
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P DR, S5 H AT AR S RG0E RS B 7T IR
R ks UL R 30 E O B Fu ikl @itk
JiE DLR Ak

(DU K70 A 75 2R G0 B A
W

e R SN E S A (R & T E A AN
o M ORI BE A R A Je, P T 200 AR 2 R 40 11 38
PR K. AR, SeBl 2 VR B L A K T
T SR R BRI AFAE — 58 IR S TE)F & B0 1
B 25 FRURE 2 55 0 B, A [ A J 8 R L P 040 45 1)
R, TF) Z 5 TR SR B AR AR AR A i R . oA
REVEMR 2 IRHAR RS 0 R, 7850 R AR & s K
AR SS, 280 Kh 7B B AR S, SCIAES
R LW ZREMNISEN, 2RKRESRS
TSR R T S s R . SRR, B K
REAEEHAR IR G, HpTH ki & EuE i &
TR b, R SO A FER S AR M DA
AR, WA S B TR KB b Tk, SEE
A A BB O R RE AL RN K R R A 7 RS R ML
M2 9, A2 RIE B ARTE RS RS0 7R
HERETT . B, 584 74 H 1Google Earth
Enginez T1 57 & 54 17 A BRORUEE 1 1 2T 2% 8] 43 By
Jik %% (Gorelick et al., 2017), 4 F T KR AR %
AR 70 (Hansen et al., 2013), 11 HAEEA T =F
SR AL RICB e By i B U CEENR (5 WA RS

Q)BT AR HESN A A R G HE HFTA K

WOEE B H S S5 K 00500 8
AREIHIURR R, NASRGHE TS T B 5
. WOLTHEIENES RGEBEH IR THRETF

Bk LAIRE ) MK 2 B 22 K 0 (RS 40 = 4ES5 R M5 R,

AE SR A N RS M AR, kT K
fE. Kfa. BEES, Eoth. BIFCHERS
B, AT EARAR P B A A R, SOk
AR HAR AN Ay A e SR A S B s = 4
YysciR it 7R Re, (RE T A% 8 4 A% (] e A
B 1) = 4 LAk o I PO B 18RI B S 5,
BT )\ XA R SRR P ORLIE R 1) = 4E5R 5
B AT DARADL B 1) = 4k e 7 A (Li et al., 2018a),
SO MM AR R B, R LB
O3 A QAT S R A K AN S 4 o i R OB R
BB RGN BRI T YRS
D5 vk, T L fE AL Gt i Bl 48 B0 R b 4 O AR B
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e BRI A A DL B PR 5 Bl A8 1) S o 4] 78 43 ) FH
BOLHEIBRERBN =45 B EEE ST SR
WHIRMI AR, 456 =448 L s A D)
SOBT AL AT R AE S RGIIR L g &R sh i
T, WANESRAETF NGRS E M E &t
BEAWIRE.

(3) i N\ AT b T 328 SR P A 25 R G ik 2R

BEESGIAE . WM (ToT) ToLRAL AR |
TN RGEHHARN K E, £ RGN
MR T —RH B K. AT, AT 7T R
285 T 170 2 DI AR () 1 Sl W il e R
T BOULIN ) 22 OB ) A e, an 55 ] ) 5 AR 2
XA 4% IR I 26 25 W RIE 72 IR 2845 . 1 19884E T
g, HEES RGNS 24 OB 44
MU G 5 2R, 16 56 AN [F) AR 25 2R GE 238 1 W I 285,
WE S FH WA IR TR, e WL, TA
B~ LT 38 ST — A (R ST AR L s N BB BA A
Ak, B E A S U, 6 2]
FREEANTE AN B IE AT F (BN F4E, 2016),
TN BN ERE T ANZERTEARGESF A ik
MM Bt B, Refsseal e il AR, B
EREEIII, 3R AR A I AT 00 W N PRl (ke Ak
2019). A0 BLA: 25 WA 52 356 8 oD AE BI5G L W)
BRI AR SEUAE L M, RN TE N R gl 2
JURE IR B, FE 3R -2 - AT L AR AR S R
GERIAA 2R, SRS R GE I &8 BT T I Fr) — AN
Kk -

(4) R HHE 0 2 A A S 7T

Bt S5 R BE BRI K, B s SR AR
W& BCNRHE RILRENE R, HZWE %A R
L. R B AR ORI 70 B T i R 1 SR,
BB S HARME Az, 18BN A
FOEE N BT 5, 18 BRI 4G
AN NEE” . B BETFHE A N JE B A
HE L, BT TEEE S S APPIA IR IR A
SREUCE R AR (S S, o A R BodE 425
HE HEL oW, B RS ENT iRt
5 [ E i (Teacher et al., 2013). EAbZFEFF A A
FH AR 57 Hh -39 B8 FEAL (WU X35 P (1) B
AL EAF B 70 B AR 25 4 1 BT K G X 38 (Ferster &
Coops, 2014, 2016), [ P 2E#H WAE 2R H 4%
T 15 S5 R A2 70 i APPISCEE RIVRE B IR F 504, $2 X
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IR RS AR R AN B S R, T2t
R XRAPP A RE i AR I 4 (i
TH A, BB A Y TR, FE
AR F IR AR . 55— 07T H 28 5838 1) Bk
HOWLI F 4, i R GBSl ik RDU, SEIRT
2 TR il (0 STAROULI AN B A I, A A BRI
RIANE FeHR A B R SO, 45 A RERROR
M AR BIZHE T G B, SRR AES RFL A
AR, PRSI A . BN YE
I R O TR R SR A BR b AR = 2 A S
B N R T A BRI R, ORI s S
Al K ERAEAE S B FRERAEIGRR, T 21
IKEX AR K B —EMsIER, 21E 7 HAh
22 0B i 5 K 4 AT G R N A (Tao et al.,
2016).
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