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FEE : N TIE S GEAG B G BT HLAS 24 3 A X 4 /N2 48 W S0 R 28 it (Actual evapotranspiration, ETa ) ()
BEACR L R H D675 5 i 4% 3 %2 't (Solar-induced chlorophyll fluorescence , SIF) X T L4452 > B BB ETa ) L3,
¥ SIF 555 MEW A AW LK Z M SR RS G, &8 B I+ (Gradient boosting, GB) | B #1 7 &
(Random forest, RF ) il 3 3% [i1] & #L ( Support vector machine, SVM ) 3 Fl £ B H %% 2% 3 £ % f1 28 ¥4 W] 9 ( Linear
regre%sion LR) BB 4 /N 22 A= B A ETa, #5 Penman — Monteith (P — M) #5251 5715 2] (9 78 i i ET_pm iJF 47 %t
Lo Z5H3R] . SIF 5 ETa 34 5C, (A ALH T STF £ REAE S 800 G 10 HL 3% 27 > 858 T 40058 B 4105 AR 9 i T 4L
%%%Wmﬂﬁ@%ﬁé%%@%r;ﬁkr% DL e 4% 8 T B TR A JDUKE B2 ) 40, STF X AL 28 2 ) B A 400 ETa K B2 A 42
TR . Wl 2E BT R R R SR LA RCR W B AR T P - M B H A F 3R B (SIF B B 5 ot i
FAHE 4 (Leaf area index, LAT) Fl 4 1 55 7K 28 (19 S Al 1 4k 252 98 I Re AE 2 8000 B0 H0RS B 32 48 K, TR e 4 72 1 0 1 3k
5 ANFRAE 2 5 4L AR S 4 P88 2 D BERY E 4T ETa T, 45570 e s 228K R 4352 0.92.0. 91 1 0.91, Hf GB
BRI XS 4 /N2 A W ETa LG ROR AP o % WF9E P 7E S5 800 B 20 1% 0 T O 24 1 2 530 00 RS o 100 R0 5 3
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Simulation of Evapotranspiration in Winter Wheat Considering
Solar-induced Chlorophyll Fluorescence

LI Yao'? LIU Jiangzhou'® LIU Xuanang'> ZHAO Zhengxin'’> PENG Xiongbiao'> CAI Huanjie'*
(1. College of Water Resources and Architectural Engineering, Northwest A&F University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China
2. Institute of Water-saving Agriculture in Arid Areas of China, Northwest A&F University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: In order to investigate the simulation effect of machine learning model on actual
evapotranspiration (ETa) of winter wheat during the reproductive period and the effect of solar-induced
chlorophyll fluorescence (SIF) on the simulation accuracy of machine learning model in the absence of
meteorological data, SIF was combined with meteorological indicators, crop physiological indicators, soil
thermal conditions and other factors, and three classical machine learning models, namely the gradient
boosting (GB) , random forest (RF) , and support vector machine (SVM) were constructed, combined
with linear regression ( LR) model to simulate winter wheat ETa and compared with the evapotranspiration
ET_pm calculated by Penman — Monteith (P — M) model. The results showed that although SIF was
significantly correlated with ETa, the fitting accuracy of the machine learning model constructed only by
using SIF as a feature parameter was low; according to the importance ranking of the feature parameters
based on the machine learning model as well as the simulation accuracy of the model under each
scenario, it was known that SIF had an enhancement effect on the accuracy of the machine learning model
in simulating ETa. The machine learning model fit better than the P — M model when there were enough

feature parameters, and adding feature parameters to the average temperature, SIF, sunshine hours, leaf
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area index ( LAI) and soil moisture content did not improve the simulation accuracy, so it was
recommended to use the feature set composed of the five feature parameters mentioned above to construct
a machine learning model to predict ETa. The R’ of the models were 0. 92, 0. 91 and 0. 91, respectively,
among which the GB model had the best fitting effect on the ETa of winter wheat during the whole
reproductive period. The research result can provide a reference for the accurate simulation of local
evapotranspiration and the development of rational irrigation system in the absence of meteorological data.
Key words: eddy-covariance system; solar-induced chlorophyll

winter wheat; evapotranspiration ;

fluorescence ; machine learning model
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il

A M SE Fr 22 # i& ( Actual evapotranspiration ,
ETa) J& 45 Hb & 11 4 i 5 28 18 19 7K 43 5% 25 ol KR
HEA B K AR FE K1 FE RN B R 9 Bk 4y 2833 AL
) SN B 28 R R o A A AR S R G KA
RO A R 4y, ETa 2 5 K & 60% , H
1ET R IX ALK F 90% , S 0F 58 18 B A B W AE K &
PR BB AR T T E AR R P AR AR Al
DR A AR S 4 b AR 149% L Wk,
WER Al T A H A 25 R G010 ETa Xt il 2 & B A
WA R T E A K ROR B EEE LY

H i385 ETa 097 1 32 524 1 ) 0 52 |k Ao
UL, B LA 27 2 B8 o ) S B ) e 32 32 A 46
FEAH & 1 28 B AL DA B SCH ik % . i WANG
s E M R MR T AP EANER
FKFAES A BT WIN ETa, 08 T EEf A9 N &
% ETa U5 M, &2 4% Wl 2B kg T
HEAL PR £ oK 19 ETa 35387 1 A [F) 52 5 W 30 ik 34
Xt ETa 5 W, (5[] 52 Bl o vk 81 A 1R 9
F 4 35K S BR P, i DA S B K R Ay ETa 2
1980 B4 FE A & S ARl 2H 8UF Penman — Monteith
(P— M) BERVE AR R R 2 e 28 LR OF
FEFAO =56 SCHF R 4R 41 T % KAEW 7 R FZE B B
B B 1 9y 2 0 (0L O T 3T 5 4 4 A 8 ETa
REZEARA P - M BIAIFD FAO — 56 #f # 1
EY e Vi A =t S o AR LR I PN S
M ETa, 50 BT T 45 50 b 28 780 A 25 75 7K R B T 9%
ZIIESEER . H P — M R 5 Bl 10 58 v 2
KA R R BIE B X, s T R ek T R
X, P — M AL 1 )i FH A2 2B, Ak FAO — 56 4
(VR 1 22 B0 G T 5 ) 1) bR B3, % 3R B8 AR A=
KA B AK 23 Wy 36 45 38 25 JROR 4, i T 4l A5 7
H ] ETa i 77 4E— 2 iR 25 . BEEHLAE 2% >
TV I A T BRI, — 24 3 T U (0 FH HIL 4% 2 ) A A
ffR o5 AR A FES bR K A S B S
ETa Z [A] i) &2 2% E 4% ¥ 3¢ &, i MOHAMMADI
R i R R R W AN IS A R A CIDEL:

RV, T80 R B 5 H 2880 Z ] i HLA 2 >
RS, JF 5 P — M AL A 5O JE AT LA SRR T
BLAS 7 > BRI H 28 80i A7 B0 U5 ROCR o SHI
SELCIAR T B 2 A ML A ST AR R 0L 10 0 7%
i (0 SCHRIT R AT Meta 237, UEW] 1A% AEW 4 31
F b AFHC Al Bl 000 PR 3R 1 45 B A OB AU E ) 25
B, 5 A AU FL, SCHRF ) 2 AL A BE AL AR AR ASE Y
LA v fofT A0 S R v AR UORG B2 (R AR A5

H %5 S M4 % ¢ )1 (Solar-induced chlorophyll
fluorescence , STF ) J& 4 & (4 A8 ¥ 38 2 D' &5 15 FH W 1
AR AT 0 S 38 3 D' 5 1 Bl REE DG Ak 2 T K R T
FEJG A — /NI A3 LLLL RN 2L 816 F (K 640 ~
850 mm) FH AL AY AR L FELLEERIBE S, £
fr2 % C UL SIF A] LIAE B VR S 24 77 01 i &
R, BTEBEROEAER SN AR
()it i, R 5T B SIF 5 ETa B R E K, 15
it SIF A5 ETa (93 917 o 4 WANG %7 #f
ST EEKEAAE G SIF Z 1% &, 7T A
ETa (3~ ML . HAMED %" kg # 77K BEUR |
T A 45 G 1 N T 22 0 2 RS A, R A7 b 2% 0 Ik LA B
VEY) BTG 7 AR [ R B T STF &5 ETa A7
AR A AR L MEAR S o (HKs SIF A Ry R ik 2 40 37
BlLas 2% IR B A B ETa AR XA 2D

PRI , S SO 303 B2 AH O Z G2 I £ 1) ETa AR N bR
WEE , M R AR A= AR A L HE K B 2% 4 A
SIF 5 FEAE 2 BN 45 & B AL & 2 2T B AL, X 5 v o
JRA N F B ETa gE478 H AL, IF 5 P -
M BRI EA BN ET_pm 45 R 478G B2 T AL, /9
TE R EE B I AL 2 > B AL X ETa i 8L 0 8%
UL BIA SIF 2500 6 RURS B2 /9 52 W0, O 4 3 1]
SE 1 BT K Tk ) B A HERL S AR

1 #MB5FE

1.1 HRXHR

H )3 5 T 2020 42 10 H iR A]—2022 4£ 6 H
FIAEVE AL AP R 2 Al K + TR RS & &
/NZE AR (34°17'45"N, 108°04'07"E) 47 2 MEH
HAFPAR, an &l 1 s o 5T X B A6 25 200 m, AR PG
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K25 250 m, g2 {8 TR b X, AE 34 H OB 8
2000 h DI 4R SR 12.9°C, 4 TR & 560 mm, 7%
&t 1500 mm , - HESS R Sy by T R 4, (R EK i
J70.235 em’/em® K E R 1.35g/m™ "7 AR 10
Ao N A AT RE R, NIE RIS ZUAE T H i f) o &
INEREAW L AT A3 AR ENL3 AE
f—4 A ik ,4 AR R—5 H EA) i
WM, 5 A a)—6 A LA L A % R
7 it P A e 8 R 45 A2 TRUIE (U1 1725 kg/hm® |
JIE 90 kg/hm* 40 37. 5 kg/hm*) o [, 78 454~ 4=
ARG 1 U R AR HOR

106°0'0"E 110°0’0"E

£ km
S| 0 120 240

& 106°0'0"E 110°0"0"E &

B BESE XA &

Fig.1 Overview map of study area

1.2 B4R & fn Ak 2
1.2.1 AR KR AR BAE bR AT ETa 4040

0 T E] 0 1A I A 103 B AH 5C & 4t ((Open
path eddy-covariance system,OPEC) 1 1 N R 15
WL 28 58 4K WU M ETa Bds, 225 H 5, & /N &
5 15  IRY fE R P 1 B BORE BE AT S FLUXNET 3
R By BE & 15 1] & ( Energy balance closure , EBC)
Wl fi A A A% A it (5STMI06 METER
Environment, 3 ) 260 + MUK S 88 . I 72
S HFAY (LAT = 2200¢ %, LI - COR Inc. , ) i &
/N A ZE T B M T A 48 B (Leaf area index,
LAT) o HAREAED BRI SCHk (21 ] .
1.2.2  SIF 34

¥ B sh il il B AL SIF Y #% (AUTOSIF —2 — 8
A EETEAEY RE)ZE E 22 m &b 6 A=A I,
XI5 BE A OC 2R 48 A FEL A Hh G O 2 R A AT R A,
HA 1A — ok H AR ) SIF U & R G L, %S
W IE RG> T SIF L & ) ] 0 A2 3 2R T
ARG & E il B 2 Ot B8 5 1T (QE Pro, Ocean
Optics, € [& ), {5 B Lk 24 1 000, 5t % 7 HF &
0.34 nm,ZFE A B R 0. 17 nm, 6% 15 B S 645 ~
805 nm, fifi F Ot %= £ % & H 4% (MPM — 2000 %1,
Ocean Optics, 2 [ ) A4 5% £ IE &% (CC — 3 #4,
Ocean Optics, 3 8 ) & 1E % ML 3 A9 5 8 18 f1 25 A
25 nm #IF ) 6 A E AR R MO LT Z A D) 5 L3RS B
TR RS o B, STF AL 88 BAT 6 A4S & 2 38 5], 45
AN R B AR R 0.9 mo 436 EE ST R £

EHARR B R AR (25 £ 1) CH THRIERE AR
e I 5 LA AL AR 2 i R s, ] sandwich”
J7 AW AR E KA R AR
BT, 0 R GEREAT B OGS A

A FH 47 S o) 23 A (SVD) 32 I SO I & v
K g SIF, 1% J7 B i i JC SIF $i% ] DL 3R S T
SIF YIIZRACHE 4 b 3K A3 10 27 52 1 B AR R P AL 45
K JH 740 ~ 780 nm GG B H S UL 2041 i B
JZ SIF WLIAE , 48 I B A 28 B A4 STF fHIE S o H P
P
1.2.3  H—Afbiba

WetE 4 DR AE br CF B B R X2 B X
HH B ) 2 A R EKIGR R (A KR+
SR ) 1 ASAEY) A BREE BR (LATL) F1SIF Ay g 57
Bl 2 I BRI A5 2 50, Sy B IR [ R i 20
XA A JBE Y 52 0, 78 HE AT R AE 2 80 R DAL A
HENT HLAR 2 S BEAY TR B (1 8 AN RPAE 2 BGH AT b
Wt bz
1.3 MRFE
1L.3.1 ARy

NVEAl SIF 5 ETa Z [8] (9 A0 G M, 15 1T W %
Z 6] i) Pearson Fll Spearman & & %, Hth Pearson
AH O R B0 £ 1) 2 2R PR AH G OC & |, Spearman AH ¢ &
B B 40 % AR R 2 ) A S R
1.3.2  HREZHCH 2R PG

Shy 7 366 3 A 80 AR 2 B8 T 2 WA A 1Y
TAE& R R 551 A SIF 45 b5 2 A A T 42 7t ETa
R FAUIORG B, A5 1 S T AL 4 2% >0 150 AU 9 R AiE 2 4R
B2 B PPA% 75 ( Model based ranking) % i 4 5 19 8 4
FHIESBAE L EG SIF FLGIER SIF % 60 T #5497 2
B . HOEE ACE AEO8 K BT EFFAE 5 ETa
ZIA) A 2P b AR 2 OC ZR 0 R, BT AT R AR Y
BAEZ AR 1, Horp BN RRAE (4 500 B IR B X ETa
F T
1.3.3  plLais > il

ffi FBA B F TF ( Gradient boosting, GB) | B #l #%
#(Random forest, RF) Fl 37 35 1] 18 #1. ( Support vector
machine, SVM ) 3 Fift 28 ML HL £ 2% 2] #8558 F0 2 4[] 19
(Linear regression, LR ) #57 #i 47 ETa py# 8l , Hp
GB BRI AT LL3d o 45 20 #0 0  H AR ok £ 86 5 5 1)
R gl — e RS, H bR e B (i 4 K, 15 TSR A L 2
B AR AE o RF B L g 0 Ry S AR 2 o) 3%
N — FGUAT R AE A AR 25 9 B8 v S 2 D S
FHAR AR 1] 25 48 ok 5 B 6 R 0] I 75 Bagging £ i %
AR EEA b FE— 20 SR BB R AR 10 R AR i
AT AL 46 LA D 43 28 0 (o ) 7, SV A
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AL A T 2 B AR AT AR Rk 4 2
I [7) 24 51 =2 i £ i) B f5 R Ak, 2 T A ke 5 4 47 AF f1)
Sy [l A [ S LR AR A R ) 5 /NS T o vk
— Al 2o AN A R IR A 2 ) G R AT A Y —
il B U513, S8 — > 5 2 A [0 5] 28 50 0 4 70 2 1
LA

Sy T AL 2 T A TR 0 S B P R R A A
ZALRE J1, B S A IR ST R B 1 2017 AR B (175
21 ) 764 /NEE PR 1A B BE B LA IR 70% 1 Il 25
45 ,30% 1 g S iE 42 | 38 5+ T 5 S IE A AR 1 R
o 5 5% £ 0 5 B0 AT R 1 2 B Ak B K 2017
AT BT S B I 2548 L 2018 4E%HE (201 41)
A Ay A 4 B ETa, 45450700 1) 8 2 O B LK 1,

F1 HMBEIEBSH

Tab.1 Machine learning models parameters

HL 25 2% ] B A 28
n_estimators: [ 10, 50, 100 |
GB learning_rate;[0.01, 0.1, 0.5]

max_depth:[3, 5, 10]
n_estimators: [ 10, 50, 100 ]
max_depth; [ None, 10, 20 ]

RF
min_samples_split:[2, 5, 10]
min_samples_leaf:[ 1, 2, 4]
SVM C:[0.1,1,10]

1.3.4 Penman — Monteith & %Y

R A S5 0 B8 UL I 2% 4 e 0 ) <4 B aiE o
Penman — Monteith 23 s0H 5 2 B A W) 28 Kk 26 16 &
ET,, 9K J5 4 B4 W 28 800 0 4 ) S PR 78 i
ET_pmizg] 5
1.4 HEEREIE

il I3 — £ 3 J5 AR % 22 (Normal root mean
square error, NRMSE ) #l2k & Z % (R?) 0 {E M i
RURGRE , o NRMSE 8/ UE B 52 #0000 2R i A, R
DRUE B AS UL e

il il Excel 2020 47 4 >R 4 143 2¢ 5 Python
3.8 Wy Scikit — Learn J§ i 17 5 fiF 2 % & 22 7 HE
J¥ B 2 > 15 AR 4 Pk [ A B AU ST 5 Cropwat HE
7 ET, i1 555 SPSS 22.0 # 47 A 5 4 73 #7; Origin
2018 pEAT IR SRl .

2 HREHW

2.1 SIF - ETa fBX 14 R #EHL

2020—2022 4E 4 /NF A F WY SIF F1 ETa A%
LA 2 fros . mE 2 AT, SIF 5 ETa (1) 4%
TAAS A AL A A R, (H SIF B0 Y 06 1 — i 1 30
EA—5 FIFAES A Z 5 B T ks ETa 5L

PE R — M s B AE 5 1 b R A, TR AR
SH 1T HEL/NE M ETa 17— LB H 1Y
{E A Y STF 204 0. 160 3 i 73 B 9 28 5040 F) A G
] %1, SIF 5 ETa f) Pearson il Spearman #H 3¢ £ 1 47
52 0. 80 1 0. 81, W] UL 1 25 B 405 AR OC AR 5, PRI Ik
A SIF HUdls 5 A S e AE S 808 S AL &% 5 2T A
BT ETa, 15 21 {1 £ 4 B LORS BE I3k 2.

—SIF ==ETa

Hi
2 &/NFEAF WA —1k SIF fil ETa 251k i £k

Fig.2 Variation curves of normalized SIF and ETa during

growth period of winter wheat

F2 ETSIFHZEREHNIEE

Tab.2 Simulation accuracy of SIF-based models

Y NRMSE R?

GB 0.21 0. 67
RF 0.24 0. 62
SVM 0.23 0.63
LR 0.19 0.70

i R 4 DMEEELPE A R AR (R 2) Al A5
HUXE ETa (#5200 25 R BAR, R* B ALK 0. 66,
o T 45 YRR IE S B /b, & B g 2~ KR B A
FURTREA i, LR D f) B DURS 2 A0 T BIL 45 o ~J 4L
LR 0.7 LS 2 > B GBS AL ST DURS B Je
=, R 0. 67, RF BRI B Ik, R* K 0.62, Z5 I,
AR STF A iy A RRAE 22 7 B BILAS o > 455 0 X L) 5
BXE ETa HRG 8 BLL, 75 225 S8R SIF 54 AEW)
A AR R R S K B R O S DA 45 2 T 4R T A
BRI SR o
2.2 EHMERRE

JIt B 45 AiE 2 BOAE AL A% 2 > A B v X FE ETa
1 R HE P AN SR 3 BT fE L SIF I, B2
i 0.1 A9 Re ik 2 8o i o F ¥ (0.510) | SIF
(0.240) F1 H R 2 (0. 141) it 72 A 4L 5 SIF fif
R OE G 0.1 B 4 AR Z Ko i o8 F B
(0.621) . H & A %4 (0.195) FiI LAT(0.126), A] I
SIF fE U ETa By #1745 =7 ) #5250 rp 2 521 AR T F
Ky

TE DL AFAE R, B 5 AE 9 F 22 8 e RARL A N
0. 621, A7 AE B A HFAE H B 5 R A a0 25 i H: Al
AR A D, 4% 2 P R 44 i3 A R I B 2 M i
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Tab.3 Importance of feature parameters in machine

learning models

FEES KA TC SIF LR 2 AR

S 1y 9 i 0.510
SIF 0. 240
H 8 s 0 0. 141
LAI 0. 057

£ SIF N
T HEE KR 0.016
+ g 0.014
75 SRR 0.013
AR 0. 009
-2yl B 0. 621
H 8 At 0.195
LAI 0. 126

J¢ SIF 23 SOM X I B 0.019
+ iR 0.017
AR 0.011
LS 0.010

0.1 HZF4r514 0.891 F10. 942, K It K T 15 5]
FOORG B2 A vmy HLARRAE 2 B8R B D L o S R AL,
TSR TE R 2 b o R HE AL T 3 M AR AR S R
S1 I NS % 5, 76 2 J5 MR HLI 5t b e 322 4 A
REN PRGN — SRR S8, iR 8 11 DB
ST A /NE R F YR ETa B 1S RS 0% 4,

x4 HERETaFEIRBUEREE
Tab.4 Machine learning model scenarios settings

for simulating ETa

FRHESH0R TG SIF - B 5=

FRAIE 280

sl S35 (SIF |, H IR I %k
) S1.LAI
- s3 82, R HEEK R
S4 S3 . - HEiR
S5 S4 23 SRR B
S6 S5 XLk
NSl SEIRBE B R4 LAL
NS2 NS 23 M X I B
7 SIF NS3 NS2 ., + Hei8 Ji
NS4 NS3 3 E KR
NS5 NS4 Xt

2.3 HMHFFIRBEEMERIERE

AR S A BLAS 27 1 R LR AU 480565 2

%5 ffix, GB RF il SVM #5178 75 4% #5130 175 5 b 6
TEAE R A 4 g b RT3 (E 43 5 0. 89,0 87 #lI
0. 88 ,NRMSE #J{H 435> 0. 08 .0. 09 #1 0. 08,1 LR
BERIAE 4 4 vh 451 SEI R* ¥ 400 0. 72, NRMSE
H0.19, A ULAE£5A45 scrh, Al g 22 2 BERL A L5 3K
RETF LR AR, HALAS 22 S BRI ) GB AL
GG BE e, RF BRI 0 B A1

x5 BRETNRFIRRNEZNEZEETH ETa FRBEE

Tab.5 Simulation accuracy of machine learning models for winter wheat fertility ETa under various scenarios

B 5

Bt VRt B
S1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 NS1 NS2 NS3 NS4 NS5
GB 0.08 0.08 0.05 0.05 0.04 0. 04 0.10 0.08 0.07 0. 06 0.05
NRMSE RF 0.10 0.08 0. 06 0. 06 0. 06 0.05 0.12 0.10 0.07 0.07 0.07
SVM 0.09 0.08 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.11 0.09 0.07 0.07 0.05
Kot S GB 0.88 0. 89 0.93 0.93 0.95 0.96 0.85 0. 88 0.91 0.92 0.94
R? RF 0.86 0.88 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.93 0. 82 0. 86 0.9 0.9 0.91
SVM 0.87 0. 89 0.93 0.93 0.94 0.95 0. 84 0. 87 0.91 0.91 0.93
GB 0.12 0.10 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.13 0.11 0.10 0.08 0.08
NRMSE RF 0.13 0.11 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.13 0.12 0.11 0.09 0.09
SVM 0.12 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.08 0.08 0.13 0.11 0.10 0.09 0.09
RS GB 0.82 0. 86 0.89 0.89 0.9 0.91 0. 81 0.84 0. 86 0. 88 0. 88
R? RF 0.8 0.83 0. 88 0. 88 0.9 0.9 0.8 0. 82 0. 84 0. 87 0. 87
SVM 0.82 0.85 0. 86 0. 86 0. 88 0. 88 0. 81 0.83 0.85 0. 87 0. 87
GB 0.10 0.08 0. 06 0. 06 0.05 0.05 0.11 0.10 0.08 0.07 0.07
RF 0.11 0.10 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.07 0.13 0.11 0.10 0.08 0.08
NRMSE SVM 0.10 0.09 0.07 0. 06 0. 06 0.05 0.12 0.10 0.08 0.08 0.08
LR 0.21 0.19 0.18 0.16 0.15 0.14 0.28 0.23 0.20 0.18 0.15
& GB 0. 86 0. 88 0.92 0.92 0.93 0.94 0.83 0. 86 0. 89 0.9 0.91
RF 0. 84 0.85 0.90 0.9 0.91 0.91 0. 81 0. 84 0. 86 0. 88 0. 88
R SVM 0. 85 0. 87 0.91 0.92 0.92 0.93 0. 82 0.85 0. 88 0. 89 0. 89
LR 0.7 0.7 0.72 0.75 0.76 0.78 0. 65 0. 69 0.72 0.74 0.76

5 NSI ~ NS5 {5 AH L, S1 ~ S5 /5 5 78 F3 1F ¥k
R (R A A 6 TR R AR RN A AR R B S Y

A K, R 7 #88m 0.02, NRMSE F- 1 B fIX
0.01. UL K SIF 55 AW A4k B4E b A £
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BEoK A5 R 2 25 G R HLAS 2% ) BB R 4L ETa 11
K BE A 4R THROR

i o b A 5 SIF (1) 6 AN SRl A, ST~ S3
15 SRR R 1) 400 A RS BE B T B K, A5 B RSP 3 3
11 0. 06, NRMSE F #1375 0. 04, [fii S3 ~ S6 1 51y
LA KBS L R K, £ B RS 35 3% i 0. 02,
NRMSE F#198 /N 0. 01, BEAbh,3 AL A% 2% > FL Al
fEagEh R R FE S3 ERK 0.9 L b, Wik,
FEAH ¥ 3R B L SIF | H B %0, LAT R0 4 88 3 K
5 ASFRAEZH LAY S3 1 Al E L 2 A o) 1A AT
ETa Fijl
2.4 HMIBFEIEREP-M ERERBEITL

HLAR 2% S BERITE S3 1 5 T B L(E P — M A

101 NRMSE#0.06 o ETa — GBEEIE

10r NRMSE#40.06

8. REh0Ss oETa ---SVMEIHE

ZEHE/mm

4
2
0

RURTHOLE 0 >4 Ml % J32 AH OC R 48 09 52 I an 18 3
TN o 5 SEINE AR LE, LA 2 ) B A B B 5 SE )
B0 AR A W B A ], AU 5 S M B A S,
11 P — MRS (8 A5 SO 3 /)N T S, o AR
A1 GB \RF A1 SVM #5570 () H 2445 81 {F 43 51 b S 0
B/ 0.03.0.01.0.12 mm, [& 3 Bx, B9 SVM #
AR5 BE B (B X & /NS 2 M AEF I EL
BB ETa 2 400(E 5 6 i /. P — M ALY
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