1007-4619(2026)03-0591-17 National Remote Sensing Bulletin i & 57 4R

S F UK A KR 18 = Wi 56 10F 12 B R BR BV Y
B+ 8] )] FE PLEC A 37

RAEM ., ERE, HEKC, EAR DR, 55
(ERE, FH°, KN

L AR B PG A A SRR R IE I SR B UKURRBE R SR L TR e T sl s TR B ot
Hol A B E S =, M 730000,
2. AR ML S IR(E B 2R R, 22 730070,
3. VALIITE K M SRR 2= B, = 730070,
4. ERFERE RS, AT 100049;
5. B RUE R TRKSE BB AR, AT 210044

i s YRS IR IR BE L (ET) B, R0l ad TR B AR IR DR 18 B 15 S v 3 U 3 4 S Ak
ZE@Z, #ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%@?%}mg (H), ¥#ulir (LE) KEEs 0, ﬁﬁ*ii”,n%ﬂ@%‘ﬁzxm(%zjﬁﬁaé (EC) Jrikés
NI FBt AR ) 30 min PRIl EOE, 8 A e B ] RUE ARV L )T, 35 20 4 & R AR R (1 Y2 — e MU K
JGINER 2, TTIERTT K2 10 km RUEMH 5 LE, &M THUBERRGEZ T A, HAGE 1—2 min (BRI
YR B RO AT A T AR g Al s 2520 . 20 S ECRF B, Sk BT AR K7 i A B et 1 BB 3L, A3
TP E VAL SRR b i e FE LA 5 AR A T B GE— SUR BN (OMS) | IR S IR e
NI A, SRAEFRSTT OMS 1 £ I 5 37 Jk ET TR 45 S AE il 1] RO DT E 7 10 %) B B 8. ANFEIBCEIII R (1 min,
2min, Smin, 10 min, 15 min. 30 min) (4 OMS5 EC i 50 X LA Br4s SRR, OMS REAE 1 min R RE
T EPRTARE G TR R N, R R AT AR B ROIESS . (AR, AT RS 5 Landsat 55 TLAL T
F‘ﬁ%%@ﬁ’]?ﬂ#ﬁﬂﬂé%ﬂi—ﬁo FEF i R FE R Y 1 min OMS 3 1 XIN B /A B, 7 DU 8
TR RS RN 30 min N, EC UMY H 5 LE 28 f0 0 258 5 7l ik 10%—30%, X EBHE—BF Z0 1) 1 min
LEXJL«AIJ{EFH%‘%JE%ET*%@%E, HB AR E MG R BRI, BAERSIEFREANT, A S
HE— 2B I ek N A 3 500 OMS 5 EC 3l & 00 I cH , X 3k F 0L Hh 2R AR & V- (TSEB) AN
Landsat 44 5 (0B H 5 LEDET TH60IE. 2550360, TSEBFEIAYAEE M5 1 min OMS 3 UL (E HAT S 41—
et o ROE AR SEINRE T2 e AR S T A 0 Ao 22 RUBE A DG JC %) b TR ORI 500, Ay T 2 bt 2R R B A 1 BT A
TR ShRERR AL T — R G RGERE . ZHORAIHET R, WA TSR DG ET SO SEA R AR & T 5 SRS EE R T .
KB B SEINRE 1, SRR, R, SRR PGl i, AR R DE C
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WHGE = LE (Latent heat flux) o B B 178 A
i s S EAE DA G R R (X 4,
2019) . 7EMRAERWCC A Sra T, W HGE Sl
FAOR TR A O 7 (Trenberth 5%, 2009) .
52 S UMK R ZZRET (Evapotranspiration) ,
JE AR T R 7K 1) Bl b K A 28 55 — K 2143 (Rodell
4, 2015) . ET[R]EHEZ b 23 A0 fi UssZ Fuk ik
% (Jung%, 2010; LianZ%%, 2018). M, ET M
by % B - A2 43 R A BT 6 K S DR A B
X B 22 A gk RUBE R AN 5 o B i o
TR X (Anderson %5, 2012; Mengelkamp %5 ,
2006; Miralles %5, 2014; j5# 25, 2025),

HHT, MaM & EC (Eddy—covariance) J7ik
CLCR U H . LE S5 3 3038 i 0 e AR F B, T
1Z T A ek UL R (FLUXNET; Baldocchi
4, 2001) K [ & UL 2% (ChinaFLUX;
Yu %5, 2006) . {H EC J5 ¥k A7 78 0 35 5 R %
(Baldocchi, 2003): il it 2 BT E &
MfRTAL S, BAE FRIE A . RAREF
o Lt U & R R o AR R 25 1 R S s AT
7 T AR S T RDOR TR R A R RUE
it 08 X6T 30T M J22 3 i A DR, DR MR OR R A R YR
FERA (1020 Hz) 5 2K BCEIE (30—
60 min) . Ak, H L 3—6 m & EC WL,
3 A I R AR BCA K, XA ) RO X
T 5IE 24 B 7 4 Bk ET 38 &&= 5 (4 MOD16
(Mu %5, 2011) . PML_V2 (Zhang %§, 2019) }
ETMonitor (Zheng 2§, 2022; BB AZE, 2023))
M SR/ (Jia %, 20125 Kleissl %, 2009;
Liu%, 2016).

ARFTEE, Y ETE 25T b3 A T Y
TERCET 58 . 4N SEBAL (Bastiaanssen 25, 1998),
SEBS (Su, 2002) J TSEB (Kustas Fl Norman,
1999), B # it TR i 5 T RP AR B B
AR M R S, MR AR T R
JERYH. LE ) ET, HZ5R5E K Z Rk H EC J7 i
A9 30 min F )38 & 50 PE (Li 55, 2017; Song 5%,
2023; Tang %%, 2011; IHEHEH 4, 1999). #K1M,
Ui e SR L S B, 30 min P I AR R E
ik 10%—40%, TERFREIFRFME T H 2/t
50%. LR, ECJ7¥E 1) 30 min 347 38 000 5 5
M LA RORAE T2 i B i 0l A A R,
HATAE B DI RS PC L A8 (Van Kesteren %5,

2013b; EAr R, 2021). ik, M 30 min -4
12 SCHE 90 UE 1B JER BT A 1 Ik I 25 2R, s ] R
JE B 22 R | AR B A E

T 20 4F & R R EINFE I (Scintillometry)
BA 245 EC T i HAMK IR L. 207k m] LA
D EE R K 22 10 k RUBE R TRl 2, HAs ]
REEEREW R T ECHE:, AT 59k #R 1
G MEITREAHICES (Beyrich %, 2021); i&
FHT EC Jy B X LAGE i 19 52 4% T 4T, A 45 H e ik
PRI, e Al o A e DX R Bl T BT 4% (Ward
2017) 5 HAE 1—2 min R % P 3 i (8] A 3845 52
P88 B9 = 45 2 (Hartogensis %6, 2002; Van
Kesteren %, 2013b) ., FIJHINKRAOWI LA, 75k
Y v I 1] 23 B S48 1) b 30 1 B0, RS AR R =
ZHRER AT R R AR AL, LSRR H I LE
(B A, o DALIRASCIR Jact B ORI DI 348 Ay 1 gk ET 455 U 5%
Ih 48 SR A S aF e SR A T B SR (A RAE
kB H, 2025).

PR A SEIN IR N T AR 2 Hb X Y
WA EAERDIIAESE (Ward, 2017). G4l B
f R ALIRINFRAL LAS (Large aperture scintillometer )
AIAESL 2T BT ot ) s T B4 He o 6L
WA FRAY MWS  (Microwave scintillometer) 5 LAS
ZH B IR ' 2 — B LI B I PR A OMS - (Optical-
microwave scintillometer) Z 4t , A ] B LI H Al
LE (Andreas, 1989; Hill%, 1988). 20144, fi[=
Radiometer Physics GmbH (RPG) A w4 T il
AR (MWSC-160) BYRDIL™ Ao 27 kil 52
FRLS 1) LAS LS RGP-OMS 248, B4, HN#
A RPG-OMS REM G ik 1071 (£
B, 2021). HARPG-OMS & 48 EL i) i FH T
A BR 22 i Ml 9 SIS AU 1) B AhdE I, AN [ A
(Stoffer, 2018) . Jin &= K ILTr R AR (Isabelle 75,
2020) 5 Romaine-27KJ% (Pierre %, 2022). #F]
HEME A (Aguirre 258, 2022) . FEEAEFERE A
iz (Perelet 45, 2022), UIKrdEAEILIE X
Ak (Zhang 55, 2021) 570 b 55 9 5 fa) 5 20
(Xu%, 2023; Zheng%§, 2023), FR#FFELLEC
7 R BTV RPG-OMS RGiMERE, 45K %
B, PRI R G0 B /K FRGE B W 45 2R — B .

PG AT R T 2019 AR BT 4 1 P> OMS WL
(S T2 o1 I 8. Al =1 ] QR 1 [ &
uhi” ) s A (R ). HETOR



TRARM 45+ DL — TR DA RS 5t LI 6 328 8 2 IO R ) o i) RUPE DS RC BT 593

i 1 EC A1 OMS Z g 2 &, Xu 5§ (2023)
X} PML-V2 (China) ET ;= §h#E47 7 X Hb 43 #r 5
Ren %5 (2025) 41X} 4 Fh 3 3 A9 BT 38 J& 5 i -
TR VEM s Feng %5 (2023) 5 Wei ¢ (2023)
W43 53 %k 5L F Sentinel-2 T8 K I AALAREE B
RGBSR R E R 2 T TR, A
WF 53 K 22 58 8 OMS 3 f WL -5 32 Jk T2 A% o045 1]
FRUBEFH VG BE B R s MR etk o SR0T, X 328 )k
TR Aty B3 235 TR 55 T R 000 5 4 19 B ) R A D i
KIF R EE, MU RS T s K
o WM, AR SCHEF 2% 0 S0 22 5 AW 7 A 3l A
1 OMS. EC MR 480 B2 1 WL Bl , & IR 5%
OMS 3 £ LI -5 32 J8% BT AR 75 25 5 A ek ] JRUBE DT g
D7 T AR PR A . AR5 1T A OG 18 JER ET 1578 1

intensity

time

Transmitter

Path L=1—10 km

7 Y B R R R 2 S
2 OGEE—TE R RO CINBR ik

1 R AR N AR A S R ALAR TN RSO 7 (5 FH 1Y
2 — T XU B N IR R Gevs R o INARA A
358 5 538 v RN W o 5P i 2 S T R A N T
N, SREFIESEMDE, FEES L LA REUC L — & 1)
SRR AL WA 28 R S i AL RS ) i BE RS AR YO
Jeoi R fR 3 2 G s [T AR B AR B
AL, 5 R T i LA [R] i i 1 3 BE RN K R
WEERAE AL (De Bruin &%, 1995). MU, @A
JRASOUL I B X B8O 5 Ty 28 Kby 22, BV AT HEGE =8
SITFHHE RO KRR | B S, SR
R 3 b J2 AR DU B A e NV A ot

o

time

intensity

Receiver

--------- =R
=MW

Turbulent Air L

BT St o S B R Y R S5 B (CEAM IS, 2021) (IR WIELLAMIE BRI (B A, ~ 0.8—0.9 jum) , MW WUz
BEDMIRAL (U A, ~ 1—10 mm). LR K B | 23 4, 45 sl )

Fig. 1 Schematic representation of a combined optical-microwave scintillometer (OMS) system (Wang,2021) (IR denotes the large

aperture scintillometer (With a near—infrared wavelength A, ~ 0.8—0.9 wm) ; MW microwave scintillometer (With a millimeter

wavelength A, ~ 1—10 mm) ; L the light path length)

21 ABFEMUBHELRLARK

(1) i LAS 5 MWS WL A 155 8058 0 22 5
W5 % BB am g P 5 223 BT SR B (32 )
S BE, BB Wad % (2015)

Co = GleLiso'lznl, (D
Con = szXZmLiWGUlZnIZ (2)
Con = G]zk;Z/GL_I1/6001]1"1\1"12 (3)

KA, Cos Con 5 Cn 3BT LLAMIBE, TR
Wi B e — il B A2 LT TR A A S8 (AR 12
SR IGE LM BE A RV B BE A, TRD s ol
ob, 5 Cov,,y 53518 LAS 55 MWS LI 21 (9 X550
SR 119 7 25 RN i BEXHEIOESRGE r 25 5 D o RFLAR
INHIRAALAR s LORINIROETRR s &, (= 21/4,) 0
T N ERASCI B, A, W TR 3B R AL
G, Gy, G, il NRRSOGEA A A —H Y
ROk (BBRENR, 2021, R (15), (28)).

X R A BT 22 s A . 6= 112, G, =
228, G, =246; KRifuimrilf: 6, =112, G, =
233, G, =2.55,

(2) LA BRI e B A S 0T R
MR (EL) RN B 2E LS8, P48 4K
SR EREEWSE (C,) . WRELSHSE
(C,) VISR LS (C,) MRRITF
X (Hill%, 1980)

A2 A A A?
Cnn = F:CTT + 2 }__q CT(I + ?ZC‘]‘] (4)

Aorb, T 5 g 4 50 Sk O8I ) SF- 359 3 R R R
Ay 5 A, 5 0 5 0K B R AR R O AL
(Ward %, 2013). C,,,, 5 C,,,, 703 205 510
PSP B i, (AAGE 2 B 2R R A (4)
R, KRR Cy, €, C 3 3R
o MR Lidi 55 (2005) 2 H A9 “RBU)E KA ¢
wr, Wt (3) IEARWC,,,, #E 3T
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KER T (4) WHRE, B —=Jo—R&ME
gisRfg, RIMTRAS 3SR Z5 S8

(3) 30t J22 AR B o U B 5 08 B 45 4
SO ARG A G 5

H T BT — BUAT B AR U BEE MOST (Monin—
Obukhov Similarity Theory) , JCH 1LY C,, 5 C, FF
BT ARIE R

CTTZM _
e =40 )
C z%3
v =) ©)
qx

L, (=gL, WREESH (Hhz=z,-4d,
2y NCBRAMEE, d, WEFHALR, L, B
TRKE); T.5¢. 0 ERESH S RER
FESHG ()5 £,(2) 5 500 TR EE AR R A0S 18
ARLRE, HIEEATE N (Wyngaard%, 1971):
ca(l=cxd) 0 <0
ﬁuﬁ—(%m+%gmmg>0 @)
rh, x=(T, q), co—e SR C Ml B4
TRHIEL A, S Xa % (2023) % 1,
BN, Kooijmans Fl Hartogensis (2016) il i 4 &
2SR, JF I R AT AN GE T AT
PR T Y HT A A —2H B AT AR A B AR R
PRBREL (Ward, 2017; EAR, 2021).
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10% B

10" E
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(a) 2 (13 bR Kbt 2 1] P KR« 9722 fL

(a) SWF varying with wave number k

0.01 0.1 1 10 100 1000

M (5) 5 (6) R\ T.5q¢. )5, RIFTHL

N A H S LE:
H =-pc,u.T. (8)
LE =-pL,u.q. )

K, p BB o AEUERILIES; LK
RACTEE A w. S BE PR R o JBE J58 k8 5 £ O XLk
(w) . WIS (z,) 5 FHREHEAERE (2), HKIE
MR, RABHEREST.. ¢ B L, F¥
e
22 WENIENESHRRE

LAS 5 MW #5 2 TAEAE R i e X
F T e ROE BN B RIRAE (EAR, 2021),
P12 LB 2 080 s (1) i A B & 0 6], JEZR T LAS 5
MWS Z Gt 119 %5 1] 1A R 843 0 B 25 TR 4. T
T RBE AR A CELOR A TE LR 3 ) o % 1
LAS, H 3 S i R 5N (D, ~0.15m)
PE; XFTMWS, 2% 3 53 i RO U 5 28— JE TR
IRKREE (F=VAL, ~2m) $#iE. X£W, DY
F BB K/ 3 P 1 52 map ) 2 1) 32 9 3 i )R
. DEFIREL /N, 1E10° Haz &R
T, RRACE TR K AR B I, FEAE R i X
DN MR SO A i 10, 00T A AR R BB 27 B ]
RIAT FRAS S8 1 Fe e Y B I 45 R (E A R AR
EEH, 2025),

30

25| j = === MWS

=]
(=}
T

SWE/x10°
O

100 1000

r/m

(b) 25 113 pR RSB 163 R - = 20/k B2 4K
(b) SWF varying with eddy scale r = 2m/k

K2 LASEHMWS RS2 B iEATE R EC(SWE) (LB 255 BLE R 5] : L=2390 m; X} LAS,\,=880 nm, D=0.145 m, W& {E i 4L
k=29 m™" , AH B AT 8 RO r~0.22 m; X MWS,\,=1.86 mm, D=0.3 m, F=2.11 m , WE{E 8 k~3.5 m™ , HI R B3 i8R r~1.8 m)
Fig. 2 Spatial spectral weighting function (SWF) for LAS and MWS system (The configuration of Arou site as an example,

L =2390 m; for LAS, \,=880 nm, D=0.145 m, the peak of SWF at k~29 m™', and the corresponding eddy size r=~0.22 m;
for MWS, N\,=1.86 mm, D=0.3 m, F=2.11 m, the peak at k=3.5 m™', the eddy size r=1.8 m)
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3 WX SEE

31 HRERMAER

MU (37.7°N—42.7°N, 97.1°E—102.0°E)
IR, DKM ok —FR bk —
SR — WA — SR — U — G BE” B 20 F AR
SO (K3 (a))o 4T, sl b ery B 2t 5
T Kt C B4 OMS . EC MG B0 WL 22 55

B 2 uh (38.0473°N, 100.4643°E; 3033 m)
1Y AR 2R A DL v FE Ry 32, R AE bR e
250.2—0.5 m. 20194, %k 5 %% T RPG-OMS
A4 (MWSC-160 5 BLS900 Bk FH ), e 2 K &
2390 m, AAEEL 135 m; —EECRE
(CSAT3&LI-7500) &N 3.5 m, KEAL TN
SRAOERER AL E (K13 (c)).

Jouh (38.8555°N, 100.3722°E; 1556 m) K
TFEEC R, RS 2 me 20194F,
Uk T 8 RPG-OMS & 48, e K
1854 m, A8 23 mo JEFEV LM E ok H
JE . PR R S 2 R 25 (B3 (b)),
—E EC 24 (CSAT3&LI-7500A) 22 %% &5 i 2k
4.5 m, FEINERACERR P TR,

B 22 5 A 3t 1) EC Kz OMS 22 G0 R RE 7 2243 1)
10 Hz 5 10° Hzo B3k 40 m 5206 B 35 [R] A0 0
MRGRRR L . dmht . SR BN . HHERWE
JER 2k K - HEBGE 1 AF, RAEEIFE R 10 min, U
Be 3 UL Che % (2019) 5 Liu% (2018). Ih4h,
FE O IR A O 25 8 T — & WXT-536 brifk
Rk, FEMMEEK . KRR TEFER,
B RAEAT N 1 Ha

0 0.250. [ e I RIVCRIN
L1 km i At bl

(b) KIFEE EC 5 RPG-OMS £ 35l 23 6] v B43 75 K]
(T 2 R IR A 55F 5t , R 278 DN RASRE A0ty )

(b) Positions of the EC and OMS stations at the Daman sites

(R denotes receiver, T transmitter)
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(a) PRI o B0 A 1 (T 4E, 2014)
(a) Land cover map of the HRB (Wang,2014)
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(¢) FIZEUEHY EC 5 RPG-OMS £33 25 [ 37 B 434 /4]
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Fig. 3 Locations of the observation sites in the study area
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3.2 HiEWE

W B BT 23k 2019 4F 5—6 F LA KL K1 2020 4
5—9 A OMS, EC TR BTRE . 1E%L
P AR, Landsat T3 52 358 BT 22 586 00 1X 149 FF 4y
A 8] K 249 78 36 5URF 1] BST  (Beijng Standard Time )
11:30—12:00, FEZARITHIHS (/)T 50
MEFK ) 2926—27 s; Terra 125 Aqua A3
19 MODIS 4 2% i $J B2 DX 524G 1) I 18] 71 1143531
AL ELEFE] 11:00—13:30 5 13:30—15:20, Hi3%
GBI HEHEHE 24 5 min - (https ://ladsweb.modaps.
eosdis.nasa.gov/[ 2023-7-201) . 20204F-5—9 HAEY)
MK 2, Landsat 75 Landsat 8 T IR 8 5o 7 55
Kol X H = w8 ARGE (https://landsat.
usgs.gov/[2021-5-13]), HidEi H B oA 554
FRILZ 1. AR IXINIX 2020 4F 5—9 A oK
AR ZE A I BE 4R, AR AR R .
BUSE R S RSB (BRI S 0%, 2021),
R SEHD A RN, Sty b K B HB 01 R 5
20H—SH31H, JHNIOA25H—10H 1 H.

Fz1 202045 5—9 AXi#uhil X Landsat 7 5 Landsat 8
IEFEABPEMEER
Table 1 Date and time of the Landsat 7 and Landsat 8

satellite overpasses over the Daman observation area
(May—-September in 2020)

FERRTUR WBSHM G BEmNE (BST)  BASHARN K s
2020-08-01 11:24:32

Landsat 7  2020-08-17 11:23:31 26—27
2020-09-18 11:21:25
2020-05-21 11:55:09
2020-08-09 11:55:41

Landsat 8 2020-08-25 11:55:49 31—32
2020-09-10 11:55:56
2020-09-26 11:56:01

3.3 WHHELESREES

3.3.1 RFHEXRK

* EddyPro A4 (v7.0.6; LI-COR Bioscience
Inc., Lincoln, Nebraska USA) X} 10 Hz EC 5 5%k
i e AT AL B 5 G A, B AR B SR
FEIREF AL IE . AMEIE (R ARARIERS ) . i
e 137 45 2B TE R M IR B IE M A KU B IR
(WPLIEIE) (Wang%F, 2015). Z54TmiFiatts
A BT R (Mauder #1 Foken, 2015), X
A B Y 8 RS R AT R PEE (0, 1, 2), f

LA B AR H 5 LE AU . 38 T A
SEHTFE] 5 R 30 min, DL FE 20 Fil 2 45 R R i i
DTk . s T A AR, SR T R
2R A . R X /N T 0.1 m/s 11 553 It
Bl (Xu, 2013), LAKPEN 58 H P H A 2
(HIE A S RO (Ward %5, 2015), 28 Bk ™%
Fri e ile, /N3 R 0 T R AT 80% .
332 RFE—HRUEIGEE RN RNL

WA etk i OMS B T AR AR (K 4), Xt
10° Hz LAS 5 MWS Ji i o [Tk s Bl i1 7 4b 34 5 38
WM . ARBFSCER R INGE T A AL, B
“hagu . W AR SRR 5 B R
o PO E 4 w2E (MAD) J7ik, XTLASH
MW'S 114 J5 1k D't 5 Jik 2l Bsf 18] 5 370 3447 285 (i A T
SR g K CWERT FREE. BETRFES
Br, XFTLAS 5 MWSOUHRIES 0 0R 12 s (B
F0.08 Hz) 567s GRWHHIA0.01 Hz) (Y3571
Stk (1)) FEATEEmuER, LA S e AR E KR .
M AT TP . JE T T B 19 5 ik 2
BAE, BRI EOR T 25 X T %5 R
Lidi 5% (2005) ik, HC,,., Co.MC,,, HEFH
#C,5C,; WG, %454 Kooijmans Fl Hartogensis
(2016) MMIRERBOTE HYS LE, A XEdE Bk
P E AR T 2% Xu S (2023),

ASSCN S ATy T SRR B s . (1) Fn
B T4 3 . X ik Sh B ] 81 2 AT R A
3T VR T L AR R A R S O B
(2) S5HS 8 Gl A R A S BN o
WERGTTA L zn 2o Md,, K H Covy i, S A A B
SEEFIWT S8, IF 4 PRk £ MOST MR8k X R 4.
(3) ZMSEMMKA . YRR, C,
Yol BIE R RN AL (Kleissl %, 2010) ,
WO RS R C,, 5 C o, AT IR NG A, 5
e e T R S A . (4) Gl A R A
S8R ) B (% 3 e 5, B H 55 LE 22 AN
BER BRI HBEENEN . (5) K255
BE R0k . B e v e BOAHE ELRE SRR, /N A
BOBR e — D Ar ke ; KGR T 6 m/siif, H
SEBE RIS EAER T (Aguire 5, 2022);
WA R 2 EE 5T, Tk Ar MOST pREI YA
PEo 4 LR A% PSS, OMS 3 5 5 iy ml
FHHT 95%.
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FsJ 6] 7 51) ' 5t Jik 5
1, L
R R OFN iR ARSI
(MADJ7%, q=4)
JE GG TR AL 3
TR
(LAS: 0.08 Hz, MWS: 0.01 Hz)
Xﬂtﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ\ff;—_/ ; o—Zln[ COV o—Zln[
| 1_________ _____________2 _
R N O NN N O N 0]
i e B S5 : Caim Coin Coon
"""" [TRe T
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sgssyw | Cp G, G
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RN GE & H LE

K4 OMS A i SRR £: BRI B ik sl s MAD «
HR (S B2 X D 22 5 g0 - MAD J7 35 P R (L
Fig. 4 Schematic representation of the improved data
processing procedure for an OMS system MAD denotes the

median absolute deviation; ¢, is a threshold in MAD

3.3.3 #@=EiF(footprint) 537

KA Kljun %5 (2015) #& H 49 FFP (Footprint
Flux Prediction) FAY, 158 AL 25 EC 2 48 UL 8
1Y TTAR TR X ZS AL B SV L, JF e R TR IX
DAY AN ) 2 A7 T ORS00 3 2 %) AF X BT Ak B ) (D
JETE) o FFPRERIEL 5 ) b A% B B BEALR 73
e, NMUER S M, HidE Tz el
FLZ 5 52 Z20BE N4 . BT X OMS R 40 Y il
WM, 454 Bk FRP LA R 5 % AR AT
HREL, KT R IRAOR AR e
15 OMS WL SEFE AN 8 SR 2R A, He SR A () By
Ax BEHUE A n Bl FoT (b = L/Ax, L
AR EAEE ) 5 TN BRA Y A2 0 (R A YOG RR J
], X 45 HH A7 B BN Y FRP 300 45 S 22 YRR A
R EUIMBCEE) 2753 (Isabelle 55, 2020; Xu
8, 2023) . RIBHHE IR A S AR
B R BRGSO SR R ) KU A
WE2E5E, LIRSEOHE N EC LI A A

34 IDEEBEIELE

2003451, Landsat 74509 ETM+E$51 74 0E
#%SCL (Scan Lines Correction) KA &k, S35

SEARBUA R 5 B2 229% i S5 SRR B (B
VUi 45, 2021). FEXHZMIE, B e R L
EL 5 B DETC I 6 AR R AR R A T A ME &
HR, XSl X Landsat 7/8 1382 JF e i Ab 34
Al WC—iE LM B R e m e bR . FLAASH R
SRIEAE, A LA I B 3 S S R B T ok
U BEIE 1o 5 5 78 R AR R K2 T o B A

K T4 g%y B Bk, o R
Landsat 7 ETM+ 9% 6 i Bt 5 Landsat 8 TIRS 15
10 967 B 5 B B0 00 A 7 b RV B R . i BE )
¥t B B o R LT AN R G T O R, R BRER AT
A 2 R v R AR SRR ST R I, DT A R
MRS HbFIR B (BeDUYE 4, 2021) . ) Kk
DO 3F i S ] 20 S0 1 b 3% 0 B A, PR T
RO O AR RO AR B Y R (T TR
FEVEAL . 5 R IR, P2 (MB) H09K, ¥
JHiR2Z (RMSE) M 13K, FRUZEEE A
R ERE, BENSTE AT K

T AL FE JE Landsat 5214 09 210G B 5 T 4b
W B S5 B, 1A B — fhokE Bk R A
(NDVD) . X FHFoEras i itk 25, afant
RS (LAD . MBE SR () FHEYE)Z S
FE (h,), Yoam sk ok AR M S 4 5 NDVI
LA G R CHE BRI . X T LAL, SR A&
KR, LAI=2.1769 x In(NDVI) + 1.1378 (A]
RIERBR=0.97) 5 X Tf, W fa 8 G KR
B, £ =0.0472 x ¥V (R2=0.78) 5 h, NI R
FAXBEUA R RITE, b, = 1.3138 X In(NDVI) +
2.4865 (R=0.97). WiE4s LN, HTEBHG
a4 LR IA BIRERAS B0 LAL, £ Kh, 5K
i 3l () 25 b, TR 40 1) — Bt s
35 MRAMBEBRGE

K FHOBUUE M 3 B8 it °F- fif TSEB  (Two—Source
Energy Balance) AR5, 25 & S 56 B B8 UL 45 35
(L AES . R, X, SERRARIRE MRS
5 Landsat 7/8 3% I i fY KL £ = (T, Sin
LAL, h,, PEANTFEUL3.475), & fh Al 55 R0 o
3 km x 3 km Jll X1 30 m %5 (] 43 R 19 H 5 LE.

TSEB A5 BLH A 9l F LS00 S A ) i e 1 Y,
3 VST - EFIARL B (0 R 1P A R, Rk
WA (Kustas A1 Norman, 1999; NormanZ%, 1995)

Rn,=H + LE_+ G, (10)



598 National Remote Sensing Bulletin i & 54k 2026, 30(3)

Rn,=H +IE, (11)
b, R FoREHR ST H5 LE 405 0 EHGHE B 5
HGE R, FARAS s Al e 43 91 38R T 1 5 4
WE)E (R G, iR - 3EHGE &

_ 4 4
Rns - Tl«)ngwa\'cLl + (1 - Tl(mgwa\'c)gca-Tc - 850-Ts +

7 (1 = a)s, (12)
Rn, = (1 = Ty ) (L, + 8,07 = 28,07 ) + (1 -
o) (1 = a,)$, (13)

Xf, o B —BURBERE S, 5L 5N
KIS 5 R TFITRIER . 1w 3
T e I N R R S S A U R i R 5 R T A7
WS HEEE R e 5 e 0 M AEBE LU iR 5T %
HEERETR; o 5 a 05 RS 1
KR, T.5 T 5o 20 S R

5 IR A B e )2 RN A B8 3R T A I 2 [E) AT g 1 RN
KIS, HEyFE R

T, -T,

H=H +H =pe, (14)
r-T,

H. = pe, (15)
r.-T,

H.=pe,~ (16)

K, p e, Ml UEESER LA T, 0
MO R 5 RS i 2 R s T, o8 2 Ul
R, WA AL B 225 60 8 1 23 18 ) 27 L
R NS Z N R DT R,y L3R 074
FUZ PR BT . A R BLHT Y 2R 38 :UF0 R EE W
Feng%F (2023).

BT 5T AR, X (10)—
(16), 454 Go( = 0.3 Rn,) I HERAGE H 5 LE.

F FH Stefan—Boltzmann B, 4558 M7 A
W) A GEE (f), "THRIRGIRET,
SRR T 5T, T,(0)tEL£EX A (Kustas Fl
Norman, 1999; NormanZf, 1995)

174

T(8) = (£(O)T! + (1 - £.(0))T}) (17)
iz B A G A i) 4K B9 Priestley—Taylor 23 =X
(Priestley fll Taylor, 1972) #J4rfb T,
(e ty) o
Kb, T, WHEROREE T B E ;o HAEBOE )R
) Priestley—Taylor R %%, WA {H— ML 1.26; f, N
QU RPN R S OF 1 SRWAR 2 ¥ 53
By HTRREEL
K EHEAL G ERR T AT, PR

T,=T,+

W H, HALEFLE,.
4 GRS

41 AEEFEHFEAOMS SECEELERLEK

T BB 22 346 2019 4E 6 A 12 H A9 OMS 5 EC [F]
A EYE, %FE 1 min, 2 min, 5 min, 10 min.
15 min. 30 min 3t 6 41 R[5 3E & BOF- R, 5350
R HSLE, 258K 5 MK 6 iR, sk,
250t OF- 4 e ) B e A (40 1—2 min) , OMS W
WA HANLE HZSAE th 28 -3, 1 EC il s 4528
W sh B0 H B ARERAE . X — g EER T
SEETR] R, RRUEE I8 T X i I A 2 1 B R A
oA AR, HEM G & MRS T4 (Hartogensis 5% |
2002) . FENHSCRFEMIMNE A, EC LI 5 L
PR/ I, T A A A 8 A O B[R]
PLFE 434 $8 KRB i i () 51k (Van Kesteren 45
2013a) o Jifd LI T A RUESE, EC 3 5 7 X
B 15—30 min % 60 min A T K BOEE R, A
FIE A 12 25 i I/ INAN ()R 168 T % i U 308 £ 119 T ik
(Beyrich %, 2021; LA, 2021). Kk, HH
SRy ) K i (4030 min) , EC WL AY H AT LE
H s Ak i 26 B0 235 1 PR AE

7523 T OMS 5 EC RGN Y H I LE brifE 2=
(o, o) BiE O A AR (LR E . AR P
Hartogensis % (2002) &1 A% 04 . 25 INHRIX
UL 388 2 14) A o 25 A A S AN S5 K RO 24 (1]
PIORFEPE A, 0 2R B 78 G 1 [ oy v g A8 et g B
PR ] PN O ARG RS 38 R . XTI T Y
Iy, OMS RSEAE 1—5 min BOF 2y a] py B
WMo, 5o, FE, %455 % 5 Hartogensis %
(2002) 7B FEGE AT EEE—8 MELZ T,
EC RS 15—30 min # 2 B K BOF- 40 8] A 3K
G SEE REAE A, X —FFIE 5 SunsE (2005)
IRFFEEE eV A o 5 EC 45 B LI 75 4 K B2y
i [] A AR PR AN T] I DA R ASC P O 0 ] s 2 4 7 225 i)
5 B35, L R A s B O R pe e T T
) BRSF- S4 st 1) mT DA 2 (A ISR A S B |,
2025). Zi L, OMS ZGAE 1 min 1R %5 (1 B 20
[] P RIRT AR A5 G0 e 9 3 ORI 45 R, GESE T
MEHIE A (22797 KRR ES
Landsat 25 T9 2 PSR 528 1) 1 B P B = B DU R,
DO OMS 38 S UL A 36 F BT AR 33010 T0 A 2ot
BRI T, ELA 2 A B R R D BC A



TRARM 45+ DL — TR DA RS 5t LI 6 328 8 2 IO R ) o i) RUPE DS RC BT 599

T fgg — H_1 min_OMS
=
£ o - ]
T 100 T
O N VN VN O VN OO N O VO OO
B T B O AR AN RE RS SN
< ?gg —_ H_2min_OMS
= o _ W
= -100 T
O O O N VN O NN N O VO NN NN
T AR AN REL RIS A
T ?gg — H 5min_OMS
=
£ o
T 100 il
O O O N N O NN N O VO NN NN
R R B A AR AN UREL AL IS A
T ?88 — H_10 min_OMS
2
T -100
O O O N VN O NN N O VO NN NN
QQ‘.Q @;.Q QD;.Q Q@ Qoo-.Q \Q‘.Q \q;.Q \N.Q \69 \%9 ,LQ‘.Q ,ﬁ;.ﬁ QQ‘.Q
T ?88 — H_15 min_OMS
2
T -100
O O O N VN O NN N O VO NN NN
R R B R AR AR AL IS A
T ?gg — H_30 min_OMS
2
T -100
O N VN VN O VNN O O VO NN D
N B O AR AN UREL RS SRS

IS LB 5
(a) OMS WL 14 e # (H )
(a) Sensible heat flux (H) observed by OMS

‘= 200 —H_1 min_EC
= 100
E 0l
T -100
O O O O O O OO OO Q@
R NS TS PR IS SRS
i 200 — H_2min_EC
= 100 =
20— Ll "
T -100
B\ PRSI SN SN ML SN VI SIS AR N\ MR
QT QT QT QO T AR LT AN AT BT A8 T
o 200 — H_5min_EC
s 1 ol
2
= i —
T -100

KPR\ SR SN SRR MR SN NI SR\ SN RN AR\ SR
QT T QT QT T AR LT AN AT BT AN T

200

E o e, O
2 o A
T -100
O M O NN VN O NN N O VO NN NN
A N N N R AN
‘= 200 — H_15min_EC
£ 100
2
T -100
O M O NN VN O NN O O VO NN NN
S S e R N R s S
T 200 — H 30 min_EC
£ 100
2
T -100

O O O N N O NN N O VO NN NN
R R e SN ER AU AN
i I/CIL 5
(b) EC XM A B 7 (H)

(b) Sensible heat flux (H) observed by EC

KI5 BIZEsi 201946 H 12 H OMS H EC UL 3 B i, 3 P-4 A 7353009 1 min 2 min 5 min, 10 min, 15 min 30 min
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Fig. 6 Latent heat flux on 12 June 2019 observed by the OMS and EC systems at the Arou site using flux—averaging periods of 1 min,

2 min, 5 min, 10 min, 15 min, and 30 min
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Abstract: Most current thermal-based remote sensing evapotranspiration (ET) models estimate sensible heat flux (H), latent heat flux (LE),
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and ET using surface temperature and other parameters derived from multispectral and thermal imagery acquired within tens of seconds
during satellite overpasses. However, their instantaneous flux estimates are commonly validated against 30 min averaged flux data from the
Eddy Covariance (EC) method, leading to a significant temporal scale mismatch. Developed over the past two decades, optical-microwave
two-wavelength scintillometry measures H and LE at scales ranging from hundreds of meters to 10 km, is suitable for complex
environments including mountainous terrain, and yields statistically stable flux results with a shorter averaging time of 1—2 min. As a
complement to EC, this method provides a critical opportunity for validating remote sensing ET models and products. On the basis of
observations from Optical-Microwave Scintillometer (OMS) and EC systems as well as meteorological profile towers in the alpine
grasslands of the upper reaches and oasis croplands of the middle reaches of the Heihe River Basin, northwest China, this study highlights
the outstanding advantages of OMS flux observations in temporal-scale matching with ET model estimates. Comparative analysis of OMS
and EC flux across different averaging times (1 min, 2 min, 5 min, 10 min, 15 min, 30 min) confirms the theoretical feasibility that OMS can
generate statistically stable fluxes with averaging periods as short as 1 min. This time scale is highly consistent with the scanning duration of
single-satellite images (e.g., Landsat). On the basis of this finding, analysis of 1 min OMS data in alpine grassland shows that H and LE over
the 30 min periods typically used for model validation often vary by 10%—30%. Using the 1 min flux data at the time of satellite overpass
to validate ET model results introduces uncertainties of similar magnitude, which are exacerbated under atmospheric nonstationary
conditions. Validation of instantaneous H and LE estimated by the two-source surface energy balance (TSEB) model and Landsat images
using OMS and EC flux data from oasis croplands demonstrates better agreement between TSEB outputs and 1 min OMS flux observations.
Optical-microwave scintillometry enables ground observations to match the spatiotemporal scales of satellites, providing an effective
method for validating thermal-based ET models and products. Widespread application of this method will promote the optimization of ET
retrieval algorithms and improve the accuracy of related products.

Key words: two-wavelength scintillometry, remote sensing evapotranspiration model, Heihe river basin, sensible and latent heat fluxes,
temporal-scale matching
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