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[ 45&3% ] BigFootit %|.Z 4 MODLand#y + B & . » &7
14 (LAL), fapar> PAKNPP= 5 3244 M 5k 5690 T 527 # 11X .
% FPEEKHA SN (USLTER) WA A3 540 72t %1.
B 1999 4 | 2003 4F % [ 52 #y BigFootit X 4 MODIS i 35k {f&
AR By R IR T EE R Sk, KE I E K E
R& PR AT A 2 8 T 89 2 3K, BigFootit % 4 #x [E % 2 fn 5L e AE <
TRIPRA T AR B k18 T, XT3 20 R E TR B o E AL
ERRBMELNHE X TEEAELEZEN, CERNGAFNEEE
W+95 T2 R 4R, HCERNS A X ALE 5.
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BigFootit %I & 4 MODLand#y + 41 /8 % . #4520 LAI), fapar:
DA B NPP 7= 5 32 {3 3% 36 U 1 S B 1H ). ORI K E S E T A
FE R DA 2 & Gt A2 4 A xd 3 & 45 footprint 5 B vy iy 0L N 4% 9 2
T REY . “BigFoot”—1a il A& K12 1+ K| 24T & 3 G Fir R R 19 %
MNRE, A Ffootprint A E (E 1),

[E 1 BigFoot #iEIRENMZ BIREREE

B 4h & o2 L IR R\ R I e B A ARF &, BigFootR A1 R A

4 3k, H AP ASE S 1999 FtAAE T B ANIE THE. X AN 3E
PARNRESAE N2 EEELSZ L. NOBS (Northern Old Black
Spuce) 35 B T 77 & 4t AR AE A £ % . HARV (the Harvard Forest
LTER site ) 3 J& T 5 4 41 I R XA A & % 40 AGRO (a.k.a. Bondville)
BT REALSZ S, TEMAEEKF A E. KONZ(the Konza Prairie
LTER site) 35 B TEH ¥ ¥ E A S £ 4. BigFootit | & ¥ £ E 1 i
MODISH) - #i B . LAl DLXNPP/™ . [ /5 BigFootit % X 3 fn
T A fapar I IE, HEMT 5 NETARAERZGWNI A, 15
MODIS/ &3 2| B Z Ik, 3k BB AS R ACITFT D EEH &
A %% (SEVI, the Sevilleta LTER) , F#dbiiigE-FEMNE FEA+



EAX %% (TUND, AK) , DLURAL TP B 3 2 Hh i #3874 b vk A
A %% (TAPA, the Tapajos Primary Forest site of LBA) . Jh4h, & H
BAE B, 2B TRERTHEBIMESZS (CHEQ) frig W ¥
AT AR ZSL (METL) . 5 HAtAE X1 XI48 b, BigFoott & &
ZNESFAERA,

T BigFoot 2B T 8 MNAEX RAE XA 9 ok &, AU MLt
T MODIS 7= & 8 303, 36 7] DLk 2 & K NPP #4T7 8 & 4047 K AL B
EEAMDHT, M NPP 5EAZSHMAMAKRZ. BH R, THA
BZGLHNPP ZR R BT & Y93 2 RE% EEI%XJI NPP &y 3 ,
DA% i 86 5 v TR F e AR AL A A AU R R Y By ORI . BigFoot By
P o A0 U B AR A A R DL B B AR B ot Ak A A R AR T R A A
AR, REETTATEN. ZHROTURS T AES RS EE
WM SR WA

7 BigFoot 1+X|, %A JLANFAth B4 K 4 BR B i 0 Fo 30 4E 1
X, HAEE2IRAW KL S8 E 1% (GPPDI, Global Primary
Production Data Initiative ) , [E 7 & JL#F 5 W % (FLUXNET) ,
MODLand 4 X 3 iE 1%, /A S ZAE NS HTITX] (VEMAP,
Vegetation/Ecosystem Modeling and Analysis Project) 4%, [ ix b
TR, FEANTARE| 22RkEE N R AWK kT EZ LK
WEER: FAAEMIMNE. BEROHIUN. ETERNEHE EHRRE,
URASZARIBEA, AW, XLt A Ag8 — W RERE
(fl4m FLUXNET) , S fUEET Lk —RAAMREE R (fl 4o
GPPDI, VEMAP) . ifi BigFoot 4 7 LRty 2 x B H &, X T4

&R B R RS T KRS mEAREN ™ R it (F2) .



H A

A

VEMAF

EOS-MODIS
‘ BigFoot
FLUXNET ’
LME | GPPDI

1

4

102 103 10 10°

SFRIE (m)
2 BigFoot 7£ R E #5#F0 7= It ik P B9 X 821EF
— . BigFoot itXIBYEAY
BigFootit %] # £ % E # & 4 MODLand ( MODIS Land Science

Team) # /= BB AINE, BFELHEE. TEBHEH (LAD. H4

BB E TR (fapar )» VAENPPE B 303E. X 26 7= 5 0 A 303

i, FEAEZREAE XA AS RGO S RN EHIRE. 2 RAE,

UK R EZFZRTEEA ., BigFootsh & 3 CO,1 & # footprint

(=1 km?) Jy F 0 g 5x5 kméy 2 [8] 56 . 2 F & sk 25 B 0 3R AE X
B AR R AT B 24T 2 F LN, % 400 & 404 ¥ DL#A
fRMODLand/™ i B 3o iE, (#4537 b 09 4 I A0 45 5 7T 10

BigFoot 1+ %1 ¥ Xy B4R Py 26 45

1. #F BigFoot 3t &, XPBR 3R AH < B £ & R S AT £ B4 5
MM . BigFoot R A¥ m By 1% 11 b 46 7 40/ R b 7% 28 7Ry 3 sk
AR RGNS, T HEETENLNFEMRREE footprint J&E A &
S RGP T 2 F 0 WAk 4 vE 7 1F i MODLand 7= ¥ 8 35 &
AR AE .

2. RJH MMM 5 Landsat ETM+3{E 2 &89 F X, £ R LW
A REN LB . LAL DU K fapar® E3KHE, FEPRMNax iE b
B IEE.

3. AT HMEZHE. LAIBFEURALFLE NARNMESRA
WA LA A 5x5  km BigFoot footprint 3 F A £ 4F
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NPP, @It b4l NPP 5 52l NPP & k3T fi3x 7 AN AL B )

NPP W45 .

4. BHIEMODLand+ 3B % . LAL. fapars WLENPPEIE, Hotis &
B 5800 R 2% B 3fMODLand #1 BigFootil - #1 4 = 8] £ 5 1
¥ . ¥ T 164 3 MODLand %% # 5 BigFoot B #h I & #1 3 X
BigFoot i _E # 4 el th E 4 th &, RE MM oAt sty Bl T B3 £
WEEXAMRET BOEA. 28R KNNT A, VUEK A
AR () REFAHMNEHIE F XA,

5. BA# MODLand ™ & & & ft 45 i h A & 6 4 5 2 b A 7R 3
LAIL. fapar, PARNPPHEY RS, [& B B34 A~ [ 3 o i), DAKCAS AR
WRA EL R = B R b

=. BigFoot 4R35 17& 1t
BigFoot#F AN 3t s A0 1% 1T 100 ANRAE B WL R B 3 K AL, LALL

fapars DARNPP (E 3) . HAMEEMA/N N 25x25m, KK EMH LT

ETM+E4E 1% n A/ . SBEEFTER 1x 1 km X 389 #1181 & 60-80

NRAE R, HR 20-40 N RAE IR B AR E 3 1 x 1 kmia B 4h, 5 x 5 km

BigFoot footprint /Ayt X 4. i & 4& footprint3h Bl 1 el AE 4 55 £ = DL#4

PRiZ 30 B N By R B % (5 2| R R Bk, AL T3 & - footprint i

sh CBR, FRiE &35 P R nob ey Hfh 24 MEZ T ) 87 20-40 N RAE &

DB T AR AR IE F KA, (FARXLRAE S AT DUAE 4 48 L6

¥iE & xtBigFoot footprint3h Bl & T L 7= 5 4TI E .

B ATt 47 i E Hfootprint b Bl W B A A BAE, B RITER
AT E RSB TR, IMEATARES WM 55 (EHE =
FILAL) R4 £ B RAE S, 9% T & 23 (NPPAFINPPg) %
BRVWRMEL. HBRITNGEET: 4 25m%E {RE i 1kmz 4]
REY B, %ERATT UAEMNT A EE — E R RELT LK
K. SHERTHR G TR, A RENRA LAY EE
BWFR. s, BRI A B TR A 9L R E X< MODIS
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4. BigFoot EF4MSLIG A= GRIEIE T &

BigFootHh & 33 S£ 36 78 1km?3# & footprint3a B A UL X 25 km?
HyBigFoot footprint3g [ A & Bt 524 . BigFootty 424 7= & & 25km?H#
A, B E 25m S E R A LB . LAL fapar, UENPPELHE,
Hop W ALAIE S FETM+H3E A ok, TINPPETA AR Gt
A A R, BigFoot + B & fuL AT b 335 el 30 2 F 2 0l
BigFootsk . 7K@ B T b/~ & Ay 3 U 2K F 3 & 3 e LU A dE, = 1A SR



B R 72 3@ B 38 footprintse B N, B A RE A K.
1. +3EE. LAL. fapars NPPHYEF SN E 3

BigFoots & P &4 77 By w1l ARAEAE A AFIT, B 7 Wik E LA E
T WMAE SR 2 KA. LA fapars VAENPP. LAIGY I & 77 7% R A
BEENEREFMNERMTE. ERNEFFEER A ERMERZR
HAT R ERRE, AHMEERNETLAISH THAZ (D) #9572
# A& K7 M ELAL. LAl f1 fapar 2 ¥ DL A Li-Cor LAI-2000
( Fassnacht et al. 1994, Chen et al. 1997, Gower et al. 1997, Gower et al.
1999) [E#EME. B3 ELAY fapar WIEXREETE S, BHAHS
FHAESZALAIFKE E W EAAE, EZE - NESZANTREF
R IELAML A EZ 7. Bk, FEMMsE SLAL fo fapar BN E 3 K,
o 3f B AN 4-6 K.

fapar B9 & R B AN 42 — & @ aELi-Cor LAI-2000 3k %5, ==&
K ESLNPARLE N & R ARG, HENU, HENEFTEZEH
30m iy it 7 il B B0 An R 7 I E N ATPARF R HPAR. 4,
BT H HPARE HUHPARMY L = b b A FI & (LUE) B9 A/, 1@
W R TR A R AT R AL, AR E R AT RO
farar B EH TARHAE R ZFHEX, Bl EixH LS N7 A,

NPP 2, 4 £ #2-NPP (NPP, ) fu3th T #12>NPP (NPP, ), NPP,
NPP WM& H £ fh 7 ik, HEHEEESMBHEE (EH. ER.
RES ). NPPH LUF T 87 B2k

NPP= NPPy, + NPPg + NPPcg + NPPgg + NPPy + NPPg¢

Ho W= i ERFE S (B, MZE + #AX); F=rT; CR= #AR;
FR = Z4R; U= MTH#; GC = My (B, Z#%E) gy
ATEAMEMESEG, B4 TARAESES, HIMNES N KD
77k A EH (Gower et al. 1999 ). My _E AR 44 4 B LR A 4
EaATRUASEMESHENRHEE KT RRE.
NFrAgENE, A TRZADREEDET I W £ &
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MENAEEKZR, BHWNTRAELREEKTENNRK, HH
A v A A R R AR A OB R BB R 89 (Gower et al. 1999 ),
KT FENBREFEREENEZRESTH. HEEMRTE
AT S 7 A2 R IR T SCHR. A R R ] 3 a8 B — A P e R AR K B A
ERTERBELEE M, BL) XWEE T EEEAESE SN EY
A EAR.

B A AR E BINPPARY 3K 15 R WK E] 3£ (clip plots), X 7 i
AR TAEMRME SENEKFNENENNE, 8. BWREEDY
NPPJI & 77 3% 36 I8 T 48 = Xk (Gower et al. 1997 ). ZEAR 89 NPPll &
& F minirhizotrons 7% ( Steele etal. 1997 ). % J& 2| 3K BUfn &L . NPPg X
oL, NPPgty U & X PR T %3k 8 WA ME R KR &,
2. LHEEM LAl T ¥ &K

K B Ar R A E T E N B =8 LAl | R4k, DU R
JIF NPP A& DL K 5 MODLand 48 & 7 5 8 b 25, 3 7 AN 33 1 4 A
FEAF ETM+H3E. 2048 00 1% 2 38 33 5 0 0 B9 A 000 B3 SR AT 1

T B AR R E R A AE B K. EEST, UK EMEOR
ZELHWNT A —F WL HMEPHRITEESITLERENG. HERA
FRE KR pEH A EEE LS (B, KK . BREZF),
BAr A KA BN K., FREIPXEFERBRALEARE
AL B R R R, B, BERE 3E S AR R B K R
FAEMP R EHRA MBS LB ERMRCTEEY, X TIRTEH
B Bl N 2 | e = g | D R N il = =R 7 & - e
AFAEKTHBEFEMETHOHEE) RoBetrrk, dFLHMEET
AN 3 B, AR, SR 0y 0B 3 R AR T R AR,
YA U B 7 A OB T 3T e B s K AL

LAIL Fo faparh ) B F F i A K Z W LAIF fapar B 5 AME, TK
BV DRI ENF AT RAE. Shah, ¥ DR R S AR AE 0 2 R fH R R
B K LAL,  [F b AT AR AL ¥ A&UAR X 24 3% (canonical correlation



analysis, CCA, Seal 1964 ), Z T i3I 5 LA spar &l 4 55 M 24T
AT Al L A, L HUE F LA K fapar T _E 2K 3E #1E Z %9 MODIS
P IR VT S, BT AR S AR CE AL B DL R A,
WEE B ) AR IR 7 iE i e wm F e ek £,

3. ## 5 x5 km BigFoot footprint 7% & i NPP & 7 i

EXZRGABRBEARLIARET BN EET X, BAMANSHE
HAME S LA EEE. R, URAZHSES (H4), #
RSB R T LB E XA, AERSHRRTHELF/D
PN HIE, H3ET DEM HEH AL HEE 2 F M. &E, ¥
BRI B EE KA BRI RIRE H GPP %35 3 FEMNEHK
W HF 20 GPP HATXT LI iE. FEAE, BAFH NPP {E 5 k|
= 1) NPP {H #47 Xt tLBGIIE

- =
me@%ﬁﬁ B |
4 m)

N\ AfEERA

J . ; 7 I
HYE | Wk mEE
3 : LAI

BANEY | AT |t &
P S .-_!(25m’}’7‘175‘7f§)

4 BigFoot 184 5 x 5 km I IFEE HIRE 485
BigFoot XA FAN A E WAL Z AT BHEAEN 5 x 5 km
MODLand footprint 5& Bl A # NPP, ixX H AMEAL /3% Biome-BGC #
Al Fn 1BIS AL . Biome-BGC #£ A ¥ DL 5 3% B4k 4E 45 & % 44538 NPP &y
7 6] A (Hunt et al. 1996 ). 7£ MODIS #j GPP &% Biome-BGC
PR A F T8 A AR KA B A A, HIiZz A F B T a4
MODLand /= & %1 BigFoot /= &l Z 7. T IBIS 4% A& A% Sl Fk
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EXZGR. KBENGZEER, MEAENEROESNESZRGR
B E. T EZ AR AT DR B By e E P, B EE DU/ B O ALY
Bt IR K, T Biome-BGC #yEf 8] K& K. dhih, IBIS M AES
ZamRI, U THEARBERTUEELREXWMNE NEE #
AT 7t LG

4. MODLand +3#E %. LAI. fAPAR, DL & NPP /= S8y 35F

BigFoot& & /LA 7 & 36 iEMODLand = &, & fa 200 T 89 7 X 3
HUE 5 B = ] 6y 4, BigFootty B % . LAIL fapars VA NPP
T b # A R X A 7 X 5 MODIS™ & #4T b8 . ZEMODISH 1km?
%W, A 1600 A 625m° B4 5m, Bk, MODLand-t 37 % %
I 09 36 30 R ] o 2 K Nt T BigFoot A% 35 18 B 37 3k o Al 5 ax A
MODISH# 1% TLAE AT 3 B 8 7 R LI, A THEA E L8 (F 4
LAIERE ) N it F AN 218, $-F {55 MODLand ~ & 1
RLA% TTAEPEAT b3k, MODLand/™ % # B # 5 B 4NN B FE AT 2R,
EXFN L RR TR REREETENRTNAER EHREENE
B T W R B B LI AE T B R R
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