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WE: [B8 ] AR zAUREDBLFEBSNOAE, KERZEDZTEBEMNHE., [ FFH] A= b K #x%
Big M E=ABERAFRITE, HIEHZRTR_LERAERKIE, 44 F A Landsat 8 OLI % B #1%, A K ALLBLE) )N JEAE
ABFERIGE B A TR ERIMEL, F5AMERTHEMNES, KRB UARESENE, EImbBEM TR )AL
MALA | BP AV 2 M AR, B A T @ A M R KR B AR 84 SR K ek B B KT (R B4R AR B AR
A, BIRBIRR ZANMb EENE, [4R] FARDEIMAFI R RE QBN ESHAREYTaFE% 233 t-hm ?;
A 2 A BE A R R R R A (R A 0.606, & T BP AP M&EAL 6 R(0.542), AABE KT IRABA 6 A
5ok S I IR AT T AR . H R B KT 0 RS R B A AL A B, T R AR A R T 0 R AR A
ARG A ARSI AR AR, RA R A AR A M F (<100 t-hm?) e G A M (>233 t-hm ?) 3 R FBAKLT @ )24 a
Fo BP A2 M ARG ER T E L, [ ] RO SRR ZTGEMNCE, £—RARE LR /MME S+ 5 K50
Feih 5% 0 B ALRAE Bom, B T HUEME ., B3 & 12 428
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Remote sensing estimation of aboveground biomass of spruce-fir forests in
Diqing based on mixed effect models

LU Tengfei, ZHOU Lii, HU Zhongyue, OU Guanglong, XU Hui

(Key Laboratory of State Forestry and Grassland Administration on Biodiversity Conservation in Southwest China,

Southwest Forestry University, Kunming 650233, Yunnan, China)

Abstract: [Objective] The objective of this study is to determine the saturation value of optical remote sensing
estimation of spruce-fir forest biomass, and to improve the accuracy of remote sensing estimation of biomass.
[Method] Taking the spruce-fir forests in Diging Tibetan Autonomous Prefecture as the research object, the
saturation value of the spruce-fir biomass was calculated by curve fitting, Tibetan Autonomous and the
regression estimation model and BP neural network model of the spruce-fir biomass were established using the
forest management inventory (FMI) data combined with Landsat 8 OLI remote sensing image in the contract
period and the statistical value of remote sensing factor reflectance extracted from the randomly selected small
class sample data. At the same time, based on the regression model, single level and nested two-
level(region+age group)mixed effect models considering regional and age group effects were constructed to

estimate the aboveground biomass of spruce-fir forests in the study area. [Result] The biomass saturation value
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of the spruce-fir forests in Diging Tibetan Autonomous Prefecture was 233 t-hm™ by power function fitting.
The adjusted determination coefficient of the optimal regression estimation model R2 was 0.606, which was
higher than R2 (0.542) of the BP neural network model. The fitting accuracy and independence test indexes of
the mixed model of each effect level were better than those of the regression model. The two-level mixed effect
model had the best fitting accuracy, while the mixed model with age group effect level had the best
independence test index. The mixed effect model significantly reduced the average residual error of regression
model and BP neural network model in the low biomass section (<100 t-hm?), especially in the high biomass
section (>>233 t-hm™?). [Conclusion] The mixed effect model has a wider estimation range, which can reduce
the impact of low overestimation and high underestimation caused by data saturation, and improve prediction
accuracy. [Ch, 3 fig. 12 tab. 28 ref.]

Key words: mixed effect models; forest management inventory (FMI) data; biomass estimation by remote

sensing; data saturation; spruce-fir forests

ARMRA YRR B RGN OEEE, WM IR, ARG RO E &
REW AN IR Y R oK . BRI H s A, ORI T AR AR i R R AR . K
I PR AE ANSEPE  A80% . 1T Landsat SEAR AN UBRIE 25 5y S B AR 0, 17 HLEAT rp &5 19 23 ] 73 B3
FGTE 73 A DL KRB $ BEACIC I T P 27 1) g S B S5 A, R A3 2 )2 BT AN ) M XA ) Ak
O3 A Wy R A oh o O R R BRI AR Y AR AR C 22 2 e ED, fmz
TESTE T AR, N2 (o] )R R ik A TR RS BE AN i, BEBRZ ABRE I 22, AEINEE SRR 2E 5 R
S LM OC R AE ), TR S 3 AR A A I AR s A S R (R ) R, e 1 e SR T £ )
TORGRE . BRAR— U S A N T 2 I R I BEATL AR AR ST AR SR L o ST B o T ek &
AR AR R ARG R, (U R T “TRAR T BRAEARME AR S R RS R R AL AR, R R
HES P TEE R TR A ROV AR LA B T RO B ALRLN 2 8R4, AT AR 23 A 2 ACF R4 K SF-
Bedl, JF BAEAL BRI BT 1 43 2 A, DARCHE 3 A5G A R Sy T B A A S 7Y T ok LU AULY
DTS B iz AT o R A A O R M YR S 0 A B R A e R 7 R T T B A2 K
Cunninghamia lanceolata MR A1 =5 B Pinus massoniana PR3 1A ¥y & PR FER RN S TH S
£LAR Pinus koraiensis N TARBR ALY AR ARG BER ) TR -G RONARY , 5 LR f 4005 RORVET
KX bt o AN RAHERMEIR S RBOVEAY , R XL, 57 T &AL Pinus densata #k
APy AR . AT R ARR T IR GRS IIRAR L T — 2 AR AL, REAT SO B L ) i
fEAEE . =42 Picea koraiensis FI¥3 ¥ Abies holophylla 3 4y & 4R M X R A5 B Rl U HAE 2= B 4401l PRI
FRA Nz 0040, o5 M BRI ARAY 33.23%"), i = 42 vl ] 04 3 g Lyl DX A B Ao, s B,
FE, M5, MRAZEIERAR, BTSRRI a2 THREASH, B @2, /NIRRT R
HAEMEER R HARAL, DU/NITT RSN A, AT DI . AR 2 X BRAR TR 52 A i A7 1 %
WEI, i A S AR S R M S ZR T, MOZGERIS!™ Fil FERNANDEZ-MANSO %61 (5 #5350 . LA
INHE Ry B ) A ) A B T LB e RS MR o RIS =5 A1) R AR P S 2 57 = v A bR B B R A
AL (4 45 R85 15 GE AR MR SR A BSR4 RARZE AR 1.14%., 2T, ARWFFOR B T 2R ARG —
F A RS, G RN Y Landsat 8 OLL IEIEGEAR , M A RIE B IARIRY, SCa ik . RRNE R
FZMRAE i RS B A SE, D0/ DN 0 e S DO AR e £ 5 s (AR A RO S, SR BRAR T U — 2 0 A 5 di
I AR BES 25 T S5 S, TR A Ayt R DIl s o O MERR AL B8 . ARARAE SR FIRL = 2 B 4R
BURSEER X CT S

1 #FR XBER
9T X 2 F 48 il s A VA M, HiAb 26°52'107~29°15'09"N, 98°35'38"~100°18'22"E, J@ T-FEiRA

S, SEHIER 3380 m, AR N 4.7~16.5 °C o A INARO ML 173.96 JThm?, FRAKAE 56 %A
73.9%, BEWNEEMFA A2 BF2 . =R Pinus yunnanensis . = IIFASE, JE A HSAMIX, FRARTE
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bR, Horh E AR 57.82 F7hm,
2 MB LIk
2.1 HEEIE

Hi TR o b TR A 2 R A DR E IR 2016 AFSE A AR AR IR TSR A B, L NEESS
A2, AR, AR, DERARD . B I S A NI A

EIEGAREE . th T ZH 3SR A R A ) R AR, RIS e IS I A ak ] i 3 ) 2
6] 73 #4030 m () Landsat 8 OLI BG4 . Bl (& 1) SR T b2 Be i AL I 4545 B b0 M B s
B8 = F 5 (http://www.gscloud.cn).

# 1 W3EEX Landsat 8 OLI ZGEKEFE

Table 1 Basic information of Landsat 8 OLI images in study area

#RID RIS [ Fis KRFHT5BLF/(%) NS ENQ) /%
LC81310412016341LGNO0 2016-12-06 131/041 156.524 36.313 1.04
LC81320402016348LGNO0 2016-12-13 132/040 156.677 34.220 0.73
LC81320412016348LGNO0 2016-12-13 132/041 156.001 35.443 0.76

v e (DEM) $ills S4B & . it BORCHE B A N DEM B05 73 BE3 R 30 mo ASBH 53R FH i B 4

Pyt PRI F IR A TBUIX R R i ], R BB 25814

22 MIRAE

22,1 @A i AY SRR A Y RS PR ORTE . S B = A B
X B ETARZAEY) E—E RN (% 2).

®2 ZREERE—LEWERKEATFEEREY

Table 2 Spruce and fir storage—biomass conversion factor information index

F D
gl HORAR - — - -
FAIfLEY N LRFEY N BUR YN )57 YN FUE YN TARZ
ZH A VED 23265 15164 14730 1.427 4 12642 0342
7 A TTBETSY 13279 13393 13336 1.309 7 12859 0.366

Ui MO SRAIRRVEY I VBRI R Fop hB BUEW R REG Doy WAMAEA S

222 PIBEAARKIEMHE EE, W ZEA R B O 2R NIEE L, B E R R
0 My 5 /NPEEHE , FEAIH ARCGIS 10.5 80 “RAE—BIERENLA 7 T B, & EZAHERH 1.5 km",
S50 1233 e, w i AT HOKAS, SO 28 2/ NS & AR B (50T . B R AT 1228 Hu/NgERE
ABHE, Hirb 983 HuUNIE (80%) F T (I145), 245 Ho/NFE (20%) FF ST YERG S (35 3).

223 BEAPBBRIALEBEER T ORI ARPFFR A EEE DA Landsat 8 OLI Level 4001, HE
HEAT UMD IE, AEBEWE R RFIE AT oK, JFX) i AR A T4 S e R . FLAASH KARCIE, THBRZ &G A
B KRR KIS ARG TI, 930 B 2830 . SR S5 R IR b2 B 52 X i AR AE(H 19 52
Wi, ASHFFE R 1:50 000 #TE € AL 1% A 30 m 25 (4] AT =S
AN BRI E T 3SR T ®3 RRRRMIRERER

P =AY 7 = b2 BB A% 4 AS: S| L

J Il_zh WMWJ\B;%gﬂz‘%ﬁ@@?y{%ﬁiﬁﬁn\;J GOTH sy WmBLE  RAERE R RE
A, MARIE 2 FREE ez BRI ITES, AU /(mhm ) P /(thm ) BU/(m’hm ) P /(thm )
EX‘ %Zlf%iﬁﬁ?%%ﬁ%nﬁgﬁﬁiﬂo 5/ MHE. 833 574 28.57 14.37

BRI IR BCRE T M 425, GFEFMRHIE Bk 65182 314.83 598.92 287.88
B MR 0 —fbAE g A [FEN T 20473 141.66 298.78 143.57
g R U205 4), REZ 137.54 65.43 12251 58.65
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Table 4 Modeling variable factors

TR T FeiAr B LSy gE| Ry
SR B Bl. B2, B3, B4, B5, B6. B7 7 AR AR
ALBEDO, ARVI, DVI, MSAVI, MSR., MVI5, MVI7, NLI, PVI,
——— k[19
HIBEEE RVI. SARV. SAVI12, SAVI. SR. TVI. B. G. W 18 SCHK[19]
IA— AR AR 2L ND43. ND563. ND67, NDVI 4 SCHR[20]
1 B 1 K 7 KT, PC-A, PC-B, PC-P 4x3 SCHR[19-20]

DLz RIS/ INERTECIR B 4 B, A ARCGIS 10.5 8 4:1 “/yIX g8t Thk, GeitaA/ Nkt
Hi PN A A 18 S R R 3R /M (LR R MIN), R (MAX) FPEIE (MEAN), SR )5 #E47 18
TE, BEHS AR AR DG 0 H R Z A SN R 2 5 R RN R . ARG SR A 9 2 B2 R
MDA, SR 22K - (VIF KT 10) fiftdke 2 8] (1) 22 JE L2 P n]
224 FAMBKRAEMEIAEH T T R AUSES A EEY 5B SREEE L, i s
P Z A pREOC R, T BRI XTI AR 6 B Ay A 9 e 00 P 5 A A A
225 AdpzEg g OFSEAE IR, FIH SPSS 23 # {174 MEZ A5 A
BG5S R /MBS KB R Y (00 3828 TR, 3 ot i
F ittty # A2 s — Do ARSI Wiy, ol — i, HXe g An s & Tk
B, WRORASEAL Hh EA 0 R AR R e A Y R R SR A AR SRR A N
y=bo+bi1x1+byxp+---+byx, +&o (1)
L) e y WEWRRZR,; by WEEIN; by, by, -, b, FIUBZSEG x, xp, - x, FHZR; nh
HAR SR e WBEHLER 2 . QBP #& ZEBIA (A H . ABFSEAE Matlab 2K FH R AT 3 12 BP #i& %
%, SEMUBRIREE | BRI S B TR S AR IR o N B M B R R AR R A AR i, B
MEMEITTNECH 1, BREBMETNEESH LR A 2) T MW IIZRRECR M trainlm, M4 R K
YIZRIELCH 1000, 2%2]585% 0.01, HARRZEEHR 0.001, 0.005. 0.010 52 M &0 M G746
IR M2
m= Nn+l+a. (2)
K 2): m WEEEMEITTNE; n HMAZMEITOANEG TR MG a o 1~10 I9EEEL
QIRA BV A . B R 157 1Y nlme BIHSEHUE A ROV A (Mg 8 . BRI i PORO% AR
MNEE E AR 3, TEARR X SN BRARAE ) A K AFAEREAIL 22 57 o 4t PRSBUE FVA NA 7 BOX R A9 41
B ), AARRIXE, &RE 1 ARV F - EARR XN REE AR AN =R 2R, &
R 2 ACERENLEON -, BB SE 58 T RN B AL SERB AL, 25 8 Bk (X8, 14 4) Rl E MK
- (RIRHEAL) 73 A s R AR A W i AR IR B RN A, HEEAE AT .
Vij = XijB+Zijbi+Zijbij+ejj; i=1,--- ,m; j=1,---,m;
bi ~N(0,Dy), bij ~ N(0,D5) . (3)
ejj ~ N(O, a‘zRi)
X Q) H: yy B 1 AKCEARIEE j A 2 AKCE N RSB m A5 1 KPR HEG m, AR5 1K
RS 2 KR R X M E BT R . TEARWTSE b RIS e PR ige A8 [ AL 5 B ok I8 28w i
Z,; B Zy 53500 1 KR 2 K I BE LN BT RE R 5 b, F by 230005 1 KPR 2 KF- I BEL S B m] 4
Dy Fl Dy 53508 1 KR 2 KAL) 7 26 -Uh 7 206585 5 o° R 255 R RIEBUI LN 7 26 -Dh 7 2545
F5 ey NBIRIR)ERZET
HRAE AR Z 24 F RGO SE IR A AN AR R R A T 2L DL N N EE . O E S BN : AR5
AR NS EA G IR A BTG, W PPN RS 48 bR, B LA Akaike 5 B 484 (AIC), N
-7 B84 (BIC) FIXTEUISRME (logLik) Z4d84r, Hr AIC, BIC #/N#AT, logLik BT, @fff
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UK LB SOEEFE I (Uy) . BAA X FREH (Cs) FXFFEFESEH (Un)3 FhaSH XL 152 . BARTE
(A 2 ABEHLEOZHO ) I F

2
UN=[‘“ (’15]; (4)
021 02
2
CS= o +0 20'1 (5>
(oa] o +0
2
(O] 0
Uni = . (6)
N [ 0 0’22}

O N 7 22- P 5 22450 (R FEFE): B IR IR 2200 5 07 2 MR FAH DG PRI, R T ff ik
2 /N7 T ()N T Bf o AL T 22- U 5 22454, ploll B BRI (7) #HA T
Ri= 0}V XT;0)x ¥ (7)

K@) R AN - 2200 o MIBGEAINYIRZE T 248 W IR Iy 22 5 BbE 0% M o
W I (0) AN IRZEE A ARSI

A GO 38 2o % 25 50 A IR FIWT R 25 1) S ot o T AS R 5 o fit FH A0 5008 A 5 B Bt 1) P 27 A DG
P30 32 MR8 B PR %Y (exponential) . 155 37 PR AT (Gaussian) FNEK 18] BRI 4L (spherical)3 F4s [8] [ A1 5 p& B 15
RIS, BURZEHTE A L SCHR [24]. @IR G RO BRI SH UG FER IR G0N BRI, 2 TThE
MLSE EARDTESE T, BEDLAN S 808 Pl 38 i 25 Rk 50 /N IEREAS B0 € 15 )8, &% VONESH %)
WF9E, P S e TT A T LA S BRI AR R AR i Fl . ELATE AN F

b= D2T(Ri+2:D27) ;. (8)

K@) b BN BENLSEUA ; DR nxn YELLIR) 7 22-Vh 7 25085 (n NBEWLSEANE0; RN gxq 44l
W5 22-Bh I 500885 5 &k @) dEiR 25 Z, A BEAILRON BET ARG
22,6 AMAFMN AT APFIER IR IOE RECRD VR IR AL IEANFE bR, TR A RO AR A 2 B
logLik f& . AIC #l BIC fE NP dE bR . EBUEAEXT R 2E (RS) FPEHAXT R 2E (EE)2 D8R B E 470
SEPERE S, FLEARSER A L SCHR [7-8, 1910 SR JIVIL A4, A AE Pyt f AR A= ) i o3 B ab 2
PEPCT458 22 (Ry) R AIAEA [ A= Wi B T 09 LAk 68 1 A 7P PAN 40T o

Ry = - . (9)
K ) ey RINE; 5o BIE s AR
3 RS540

30 &YES5EREFHEXESHR

FIFHAWFF L) 41 DB T S5 REAR R 2R A W) & 51T Pearson’s AHCE T, 455 (6 5)
ATDAE W AR T i KA A/ IME R R P 5 AR Wi 2 A DG MR, o B6 U B2 i R %34
ES5AYEA SR, Hik, 2T B6 BB A & = @ A2 a9 A 90 1 A
32 HYEMMNENEE

FT B6 W B B -, SR S A RS AR Y S T LA SR A = v A Mk L AR i
fHo M35 6 ATH1: T pRECLA A i B P E R 5L R2(0.590), i AJH: i Xof Iz A e pRIEORAEL (&1 1) /B hi%
BB =V AR Y AR AVE, A 233 ¢-hm ™,
33 BT &MOPERHEER

A5 A AR TR R G HE A 25 AR S5 S v A, R R E S A Y
[l A TR R 258 SR FH e /DM AN e KB T A B TR 1Y) R fie vy, AR XS 1R 22 (13.715) HIF- 34 40 X i 22



55 38 2545 3 1] FE AR TR A RN R (3 IR 2 v A2 R A i A 515

x5 EYMESERETFIEFITEEXNE

Table 5 Significant Pearson correlation coefficients between remote sensing factors and AGB

TSR MEAN MAX MIN R MEAN MAX MIN
ALBEDO —0.555%* —0.065* —0.449%* ND67 0.439%* 0.160%* 0.317%*
ARVI 0.469%* 0.251%* 0.193%* NDVI 0.329%* 0.216%* 0.069*
B —0.540%* -0.055 —0.430%* NLI 0.165%* 0.207%* 0.091%*
BI —0.168%* 0.010 —0.092%* PCI-A —0.682+* —0.154%% 0.323%*
B2 —0.187%* 0.008 —0.097%* PCI-B —0.711%* —0.165%* 0.337%*
B3 —0.238%* 0.001 —0.095%* PC1-P 0.616** 0.383%* —0.180%*
B4 —0.334%* -0.018 —0.096** PC2-A 0.440%* 0.172%* —0.110%*
B5 —0.296%* 0.003 —0.100%* PC2-B 0.099%* 0.040 —0.097%*
B6 —0.762%* —0.333%* —0.101** PC2-P 0.670** 0.349%* 0.085%*
B7 —0.705%* —0.345%* —0.219%* PC3-A —0.094* 0.016 —0.004
DVI -0.050 0.036 —0.220%* PC3-B -0.039 0.049 —0.470%*
G 0.057 0.051 —0.203%* PC3-P —0.197** 0.006 —0.531%*
KTl —0.555%* —0.060* —0.203%* PVI —0.237%* 0.004 0.163%*
KT2 0.070% 0.053 —0.521%* RVI 0.102%* -0.002 0.325%*
KT3 0.534%* 0.126%* —0.523%* SARV -0.036 —0.041 0.176%*
MSAVI 0.326%* 0.215%* —0.430%* SAV12 0.326%* 0.215%* 0.361%*
MSR 0.269%* 0.009 —0.430%* SAVI 0.329%* 0.216%* 0.043
MVI5 0.626%* 0.436%* —0.057* SR 0.102%* -0.002 -0.016
MVI7 0.619%* 0.363%* -0.018 TVI 0.329%* 0.217%* -0.052
ND43 —0.490%* —0.251%* —0.441%* 4 0.497%* 0.114%* —0.174%*
ND563 —0.075% 0.010 -0.015

LB * IR B FE AP <0.01); *Fom BF R I(P<0.05)

(1.931) WA, Bk, RARFFFIESEY *6 HFARMEHMSHMELESR

T 2 A A AR [ 2 (10)] /E 8 BP 28  Table 6 Results of fitting saturation values based on different curves
25 A2 2 T B AN AR DL B TR A 355 1 A A PR R P
FaEE R A AR R 0.555 0.000
Y =295.75-0.253A4+0.182B+120979C.  (10) YRR 0.583 0.000
=R RREL 0.584 0.000

X 10) . yANEHE; 44 B6 I BI{H; BN BT

BB C WA LR (NDVI). i o s
34 BP MARGERINEER

S |- o] TR e o 1 S R 3, W2 2ol
T I 2 28 A B A PR (3, 12] % %2500
H 3R B S T B FBRIR 2 (AR o5
R4 &30 10 Vi, BOTHI0H . AR S M2 1 000
TEABCS H R R ALA N 6, 001) 1, R AR e i
(0.542), AR RZE RN (12.190), 0 50 100 150 200 250 30
35 RAMMEEEER SRR b )

35.1 EOKPRA A AR B S RO A2 ] B 1 RS A E A B i de th 2
ﬁ%—fj}ﬁ%éi#@]%E IEJ Hﬂ’ﬁﬂ:ﬁ‘j‘ 3 ﬁ%ﬂ%éﬂ IEﬂ ﬁ%- Figure 1 Power' function fitting curve of spruce-fir forest biomass
By 2 L5 MR BN SCIESE 464 B 4 R e

KT, FETXEEVACE, 4 7 FELA B, g 6 MRS, RSO RARE T R Rl I I
AIC 1 BIC {HEI /], TogLik [, SR S BN AR Y L SEARRAT 45 p G B, g
1 AR/ AIC, BIC fE A KK logLik {E, RIME a; % O BEHL S BN TR AR R Dy T DX U0 0 7K F-
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Table 7  Selection of fitting results based on single-level mixing parameters

X I e YO
FiA RESH
AIC BIC logLik AIC BIC logLik
FERAR A x 10 129.57 10 154.04 —5059.787 10 129.57 10 154.04 -5059.787
FEAL a 10 093.99 10 133.10 —5038.993 10011.61 10 050.73 —4997.806
i Eip) a 10 102.12 10 141.24 -5 043.062 10 016.07 10 055.18 —5000.034
I3 a3 ENE 10 023.89 10 063.00 -5 003.943
FiAl4 ay, a, 10 099.99 10 153.78 -5038.996 10017.62 10071.41 —4997.812
RS a, a 10 100.01 10 153.80 -5039.007 10 017.66 10 071.44 —4.997.829
A6 ay, a; 10 108.13 10 161.92 -5 043.066 10 022.21 10 075.99 =5000.105
HER7 ay, as, a 10 108.00 10 181.34 -5038.998 10 023.67 10 053.00 -5005.834

352 MARFRAZEARA  PKRE RO A BLRE [R5 R DI N A A . AR 2 S REAL
SR, 1359 RHLE I, o 7 MBS SRR 3 DEEPLS RN, 0A 18 AL AR,
ForpoA 14 R RING S HARTUA 4 DREYLS R, S 15 Mla R, g o Ml sl i
A SABENLZE, A 6 PR, TR 3 RIS SRR 6 ML RN, U 1 il
AR HWS . TSGR RARZ , AT AR BEL SN R ILIR G, 4R ILE 8. ZiE
OIFTBIALE 3 AL AR bR, RS 1, B O B A BEIL S AL o) P LAY & A LS EL o) HOIR
AR R P ARV b BB R . SRS SR Al Ll B A T2 1 2 RT3 25-W 057 ZE 45 AN
BERY, ZORILER 9, g Xf AIC, BIC, logLik {EFIBISR EAGERAE R AT UL, |7 SCIERE S MR B, Rtk
R KSR 3 RN R PR 2L ) 5 25 - D7 22 A5 i R T SCIE RE S5

353 REMFH 2RAamMxr BEANTTE-IITES . B, EETRE MR I ETER A M
FKeltk o ARMTFOR ML 5 22 o0 A R FIWT R 22 1 5 7 22k, SR LA 20 SRR % 22 0 A T (18] 2A)
HE, A KT BIRA RLN AR (14 5% 22 50 Ai P (18] 2B Sk X B8N TR A A AR T 3 25 0 A 5 161 2C ik 4l
RONIRA UL 25 70417 5 [ 2D S PIAKSFHR S BN AR I iG55 22 0 A1) AU AN]SR, A7 i il 24 R

x8 ETRMAKTERASHERMEGER

Table 8 Selection of fitting results based on two levels of mixing parameters

" [ES% M W ZH G
AR AIC BIC logLik
a, a, as a a, asz
Ryl N v 9956.50 10 010.29 —4967.250
TR R\ v N 9958.93 10012.71 —4 968.464
FEARI3 Y N N 9957.83 10 045.84 —4960.915
fHisl4 N v N N N 9963.75 10 066.43 -4 960.872
S N N v v N N 9971.72 10 093.96 —4960.862

VLI s VIR RIS X A BEHL S AL

®9 ETHINSHARARAE-MAEERREAREMEGER

Table 9 Mixed model fitting results of variance-covariance structure between groups based on random parameters

Ty 2 - T 2245 FIH B2 AIC BIC logLik ISR AR HE(LRT) P
I~ SOEEHE(Uy) 11 9956.50 10010.29 -4 967.250
BAERHR(Cs) 10 9 958.34 10 012.24 —4969.170 18.396 56 <0.000 1

XTI (Uny) 9 9965.69 10 009.70 —4973.846 13.190 81 0.001 4
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Figure 2 Biomass estimation residual distribution based on regression model and mixed effect model

R 0 BRI A, B BB dnfu2ek . miweR), PS5 22 B2 i A TE A E
FERIFE RN . ARG SOK AR ECREL . =T R BN ER 1T R BOE 205 | A B RUN K T iR A A A, 2551
W 10 IR o AE XN KT 1R 48 50 eR 50RT =5 157 eR 50T 20 A TR A B8 b O AN e B = AL A UL 68
FE, ISR EAS S0 A W ORI, iR I sRBOE 2 ATC Al logLik BARIL T IARAY, (HARISK HLAG 56 5F
AN, PRITE X s 0 K TR AR S 2 SR A N U 7 22450 o FERR 40N KA 24 7% 8% 3 Al
J5 ZE S5 KRR R = AR AR B, R R B0 LA R AR, RUR LR B0 R R], PR
FE T RN KT TR A B DL R B R B D 7 22 S5 T ZEMZKOF b, 455 SRR BOR B0 2K
PREOEZCRT, H AIC Al logLik 4 T JEALR, {H BIC AN K JEAIRY ISR LA I AN 835 % 58 v T e 8
BT, H AIC 1 BIC A S siAy, logLik P T JRAEAY, RUR LRSS AR . 256 0T 5 [RIFEZE P K
TR A RN AR RIS FE A P 2245 <

R10 EEAAMATEEHERFITULBAEBLBRER

Table 10 Comparison results of mixed effects models considering intra-group covariance matrix

REHLAL W5 25454 AIC BIC logLik LRT P
10 093.99 10 133.10 -5 038.993
« HHPREL 10 095.75 10 139.76 -5 038.877 0.233 1 0.629 0
X IR I
e T PR 10 095.99 10 139.99 -5 038.993 0.000 8 0.999 3
BRI pR 4L 10 093.70 10 137.71 -5 037.850 22871 0.130 4
10 011.61 10 050.73 —4997.806
bkt nE K
N HRREL 10 000.52 10 044.53 -4991.262 13.088 0 <0.000 1
W LH BN o
e 57 PR AL 10 002.22 10 046.23 -4992.110 0.040 2 0.841 0
BRI PREL 10 002.23 10 046.24 -4992.117 11.378 0 0.000 7
9956.50 10 010.29 -4 967.250
. TEEPREL 9956.43 10 015.10 -4 966.213 2.074 6 0.149 8
KSR o
e T PR 9958.47 10 017.15 -4967.237 0.027 3 0.870 1
BRI AL 9956.49 10 015.17 —4 966.248 2.003 7 0.156 9

LA FSB I, Wi T AT IR A S AR R SRR R i LA TS
BRI, B T4 IR AL . DRI AR

{ yij=b—(a1+a1)A+aB+a3C (1)
aiji ~ N(0,D) °
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yij = b—(al +a1ij)A +ayB+a3C +ejj
ay;j ~ N(0.D)

eij~N(0.07Ri), Ri = o7 xI';(6)
I';(6) = exp(ax;)

. (12)

QPR 5 BN -

{ yijzb—(al+a1,-+a1ij)A+azB+a3C . (13>

ai;, a1;j ~ N(0, Dyn)

X AD~A3) e i XIS 5 NG s o b Ry, i X R RV R B A Py e
WA ; 40 Bo Bl ; BA BTIBEH; CHNDVIHE; a1 ay. a3 53510 EE BN E S gy,
ayy 530 XSO S ARV BELSH e AR ZE T Dun i WK -4 18] 05 22-W3 7 225685 Rih
PN Tr 25-Wh T 22850 5 o AR AE MY i I BR 25 T7 255 Ty (0) 90 4R KN 7K 141 PR 15 2 1 A DG 25 A 46
x; NHARE,
354 RABA M HAER  ZEA T LIRG BB EIE bR, 15 &SN KT AR IR A RN AR
AL HEAEERSHIA SRR 11 iR, G5REW: S R0KT- A TR A BRI T [0 AR 542
THAEHKE . WIAKCHR A ROV A PG 0 T Bk IR A ROV, 7R AR SR, i)
AR AL FE PR OL T XN TR A58, WBRL Al Sy MR B 45 2R LR (3R 11), & DUk
- TR A Y ) S A X 158 25 T A AR R 25 S48 T RIS, i 2 R0 TR A B R A 25 fae e 1Y) S A X iR
ZEFPF-E R R 22
3.6 REFMESBERERT

M AT o BOAR 2R B0 25 8 (3R 12) WAL: 5 FPE AU = ¥ A M AE W it B Al e D AN TR] . Aok
i, TR A RN AR ) AL B8 UL T Rl A B AL A BP f 2R PZ8BEAY | 5 ALY IS FE 150~200 t-hm ™ A9 &

11 EYERAGYUNEIMSSHEMIMRIEER

Table 11 Biomass mixed effect model fitting parameters and independence test results

- B ARl a Ay i B ZH RO TR A AR TR PIZKIR A RON AR T
fhiHE P i P i P
W 278.430 <0.000 1 208.410 <0.000 1 220.590 <0.000 1
a, -0.259 <0.000 1 -0.187 <0.000 1 -0.208 <0.000 1
a 0.201 <0.000 1 0.143 <0.000 1 0.164 <0.000 1
a 132.054 <0.000 1 107.874 <0.000 1 120.942 <0.000 1
B 2% 39.883 38.172 36.526
X R 22 —4.564 -1.609 —7.539
SEHI RN R 2 —0.462 -0.163 -0.765

VLl XIS DA R (L) 22 - 7 22 45H4)°00.001 05 4L DA 0.000 7, R ME(LH N 5 25-Dh 7 22 8544) 40,4655 BI/KF-
DIEFE4331240.000 3F10.000 2

K12 EYESEKRERE

Table 12 Biomass segmentation residual test

e
PEMIE S B (6 hm ) : : : :
FUSROR BPMIERIAE  KBUSIRGE  RAOERAETY  PUKTR AT

0~50 ~25.77 ~26.39 -27.14 ~25.34 ~23.43

50~100 -15.35 -15.15 ~13.87 -15.47 ~14.85
100~150 ~17.76 ~10.69 ~13.62 ~12.63 -10.33
150~200 2.68 426 5.34 112 241
200~233 4227 41.20 36.77 40.13 33.55

>233 79.39 72.37 70.69 68.65 55.43
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Figure 3 Biomass inversion of spruce-fir forests in the study area
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