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iR ERGHAA®ERTE, 2 MERUERS (BRFEK, 1991), HiER
FRGOU AN 2 A VR B 3R 2 B B AR 1 U7 v, AN P 1) R DA IR Bl 3R 2 R
i) B R HRE . — (B30T, 2013). TE1R R Fili 2 2 I 2R 45 v 1) 28 BB A, I R
Wit 1 R ERAE A /K SN ) R, S HCER BA A R R A € I, X
AL P AR AR R IR . R T D SR A E M, — M R T
SINSEBURNE AT . SEEURNE S P fe @l M A S, RS HE
S R H A RS MR RE S o SRR R R 58 ko A 7E B0 T vk AR F AL,
1997 4, Z/NSCHAER IR T S EON G E A UK R FE (Uncertainty and
Sensitivity Matrix, USMD FIHEZE(Z/NSCEE, 1997), FFAEERAL @S2 7 2B H
PR SEHENE « H SEBURIE . SRR R YR IR, p— Mk
B0 PR RN RN AR B8 R AR 1 R J g sk v (1 M R 23 4245, 2005) 6

T A 1R AL 2 AR A K SO AR, 5  —Fhont Hh 20t AL, BR T
TRAY L8510 DA S SR 7 R8T 75 O BUE D7 AR AR VR 22, B b SR AT AT IF
AHE, 5 BRI A F B PR B AT S8 T TS S R e A K
ARG, Tt — B s e AR 5 SR ) AN 1 (Saltelli 45, 2010)0 S THHL T,
FE— MR S A b, HEFR S o P 28U L= A AT RERY (Huisman 4%,
2010). I SEBURIE TN RESE, AN RS EIL. 2B AR
ORI S, BT DL HI S HEEIA T . MUt S8BUEIE T
A DA B SRS A A5 A S OGBS L, OB AR B AR 1 — A B DD IR
(Ratto %%, 2001)s

SR PRR KB L R S AR T DU HE SR ¥ 22 R S A SR
15— FEE B T S 80 bR 10 A @ (Guerif A1 Duke, 2000; Li %5, 2004; Xu %,
2006; Zobitz 5, 2011). SRIMX T E 488, 2> HIUBR 250 fil vh 3 DASCS. B
TV R B L AE TR . eAh, X TR ZHUEA, HIEJRERBPIE R ZHU 2
RZBHP RN —E0 (RIBURSED « Hik, SHEUEES B AHE XS
BT R RS E, WD S8R A SENE, NS 2R B i
(Castaings %5, 2009; Francos %%, 2003; Haxeltine £ Prentice, 1996).

R, SEBURME T D& OB AR AL ANE FE R A A 1 5. 24
BRI 7 M AT ARV E S SHATELE D ULSEIHT T, &
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9 B R A 1 e f) BB B T B (Francos 2%, 2003; Frey A Patil, 2002; Helton 45,
2005; Makowski %, 2006; Xu %, 2004), 7EEEAEA (R SCHRAR RIS, 1
PR AR AE) AR K SO, RZHSH— RO AT, K3
Hi i FE BN R X (Ma 2%, 2017a; Makowski 25, 2006). /& — e $a] L@ it
A2 SCHR 3K 15 (Hsiao %5, 2009; Niu %, 2009), {HAAEHAF 7L X R E )G, BT
ZRAEE, MR AE 2 M R R I, S U HUE 23 R ZE (Confalonieri 4%,
2010a; Confalonieri %%, 2010b; Xiao %, 2014; Zhang %, 2017b). K, 7 IRFHAR
T2, X SHOEAT BURNE I AT RN & V20 B, BE TN S 8005 78 A SOdE A 2 vk
At B3 H %3 X (Guerif 1 Duke, 2000; Zhu %%, 2011).

B R, SR AT R A S AR N R —,
{ER A T2 AR I PR, AR 2 00 i Uk /i TR B HAEF AR 54, S8
IR ITEMAE AR MR R, 2 PGB 73 A 7732 S F R E | Y FBURIAE A 1) ]
BB — BRI 8. B, ASCREEL T 7R B AL . Sy, DL R IR O
ENIEERS « K SO BRI 50 8 F I U AT 71, It T & D7 iR I DR R RS
FIAT o DR ZH AN e I RS A=A 5T, VEGH R Uk
Gy HT VAR AR S AR 1) L IR AR S i %y, MR S BRI e PR MR,
SRR SRR 3 AT BRI FUBILTR AN S8 vl R, 43 SO A MBI 7T s SR R
EIEED

2. ZHRBRUESN T EEERME
2.1. SEBRBMESTHRIEE T

2 B BURNE 53 BT 750 — MR 5 R JR R U 43 T J7 5 (Local sensitivity
analysis, LSA) 54 JRUE 771 (Global sensitivity analysis, GSA) (Saltelli A,
20000 , 3 B X AE T4 JR BURAE 43 M RS [F) I =5 18 22 A 2 Hoah 5 80 Ay e 1) 5%
W 1 2 450 T PR A AR O R R 52 o« S 8UBURNE 73 W 77 MBI E LR 73 BT
T BT BT B EBUEME T 7% (Frey, HC, 2002) , MRIFIXLLE
VRIRER, AT R BB 73 A 77 25 . Morris. DGSM. Sobol' . {8 HL i
R P UM 38 (Fourier Amplitude Sensitivity Test, FAST) « & FAST (Extend
FAST, EFAST) Z55%, HARK: piA&E -PE R 1 B
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Table 1 The classical sensitivity analysis methods and their characteristics

il A7 R R
JREEUE | OAT (one-fact-at-a-time) J512: TFE R R E T ik, BHEAUMME, | van Griensven %
(0w AEH T AR, ArlREH I mZ | 2006
% NRSA(nominal range sensitivity | i Xt S5 WAk K E B M #8445 | Frey and Patil, 2002
(LSA) analysis) 7775 R, &R, AEH TRt

=R S Lt
4 JRRUK | Morris ik S MR, HE T E bR HEZE E 14> | Morris, 1991
(E 0w Wrdiik, 3G T BURSHL, 504 %0
7 SRR Z I T FR IR S B
(GSA) Fe Tk BB, A I 2 IR A
GLUE (Generalized Likelihood | J& - KSR 11 I L BEHLRAF KR | Beven A1 Binley,
Uncertainty Estimation) J5i% FHBAIR R B - 22 F R 8 o T BURR T | 1992
A E . FAZHES B M*E ST
i, EETE R
DGSM  (Derivative based global | {514 5 1 4 Jay BRUR 4 531 7 125, tHELRR | Sobol® Gl

sensitivity measures) Jji%

A, PRdEE, AdMARLIERRY, W]
PSR 5 14 R 20 5 5 2 B

Kucherenko, 2009

Delta Test (DT) J7i%

T RA, PROERRE  AF N E DT T
%, PGEM TR S

Pi A Peterson, 1994

Sobol' J7i%E

FEFET U7 ZE ) E B A RBURIE T B A
SIS . RENSHER E AL 0 S HUE B
SRR AN 2 AR, D7 N T e R A
M, A R TTiR A ST
Huh 25 =

Sobol™, 1993

FAST (Fourier Amplitude

Sensitivity Test) J5i2%

T U7 E e E B S U AR T
SRR e AR TEVESAS S HUR S HAR Y
U

Saltelli %5

Sobol™, 1993, 2001

2010;

EFAST (Extended Fourier

Amplitude Sensitivity Test) J7i%

Z54 7 Sobol B M REWE T 5 2 4 1] 52
HAERA FAST HyER SRR A, & H
I 55 FH 1 7 4 SR B vk, LB R
RN B =

Saltelli %%, 1999

RF (Random Forest) Jj¥2

&

g T BRI SE AT U 7 #T
fafe 1 prid ie, HE R AA —E
B DR AT AR LI s 46 ik

Wang %, 2019

T FESURAE 23 M 7R I BT 7T, 7T AR U 5 V20 P PR R,

&

2
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BT BhRMIF N DOE £ & & I RURR I /3 M 77725 Ratto 55 (2007) K¢ Morris 7772
5 Z K7 V1% (Multiple Predictor Smoothing Approach, MPSA)MI45 &, X531
BURIE SRR BT T R B01EA ; Tang 25(2007) 4 R [ (B8UE 20 M 05 0 82
HAUK A (Lumped Hydrologic Models) 2 ¥ ME R BEAT 1 € VP4
RISy SN o T )5 10 5 A R U D IR AR L AE AR BB W 2 5, AR Sobol’
i AR 7 2 R B VEAR 4 )R U /3 BT 771 . Yang %5 (201 1) X
HYMOD ik SCREAY, i LU 5 FhoAS 8] i BURE 23 #7735, K IIL Sobol 7572
TR AU AR BOMN S B BUR A EHE P 7 T R LB ARG, T Morris 777 RELA S
Rk BB S 4. Nossent 55 (2011)AZNfT R % NSE N HARREL, wEWALT
SWAT(Soil and Water Assessment Tool )18 1 Z2 45 () — i AL U 8, #E
TR R BUR ) 9 NS, [FIRHBIRIE T Sobol' J7 VAL Mtk /K SCREAL B A 1)
A FEYE . Vanrolleghem 55 (2015)5%F 3§ 7 2 W9 HE /K B2 8 v i FH I 3 Fh GSA 7%
(SRC. EFAST Ml Morris) #47 7 WSt 0t FFEX X =05k m%s 5. &
VEFI AT SEPEREAT T 8. 3L, BEFAST 5 SRC J5 ik RS Fa R S0 B A,
ifii Morris 5 EFAST J7VE1E 8 S H0H 3 J7 T HAT 58 i (¥ — Bk AR LA AR 9T,
Sobol' Fl EFAST J7 ik R i N 5 Fa g 14 = U 7%

F TR 20 53 M 1) R, 4 SR BURR M T v o B T SR A — e R IR
i R AE R B K RE ) o A RSO RO AN ) R B 2 7 TR JT AR, —T7
T, RN ST U 3 VR ZEHLEE - FEAN (7] S 8048 FE 1) HYMOD . SWAT
Al HBV (Hydrologiska Fyrans Vattenbalans model)/K U AL o, S2ma g 2 4l
S (R /S DR TR 3 R R AR B IR 3 5 N ORI N DR 3R ) B o 28 IR AR T
BB FE AR E A EIA B 8 AU, L R SE S il, SHUNBURMEFR B
FMOZSERHT (Sarrazin 55, 2016). H—Ji1H, S&nitHERERIERIEH
B T R e Y AT BRI 4 T 1 240% 7] /&, Sheikholeslami 55(2019)2
T —FHT LT Bootstrap ¥4 2L SRM, 54 R BBURR A 43 BT 73 BE A e b B2 H
T K SRR

2.2. ZHBREIEER T

SRIBURNE I T IEARZ , PGS I RARE R . — ok, 75 ZARYE
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ST AN S HUE Atk B . — OB L RSB A M A R U T,
Sobol' Fl EFAST 4§, X T-£5# 4 (A2, mT DA FARBEAS B S i A A 204
B, SR G AT US43 BT . SDPSobol 1 RSMSobol A& “ARIE AL +Sobol ™ [1]
22 773924 & (Ratto 2%, 2012; Murthy A1 Chinnam, 2009; Song %%, 2012; LM%,
2011). HARIMEA 5] NS EBURME BT, TR KSR sy a1k, 4 SkpE R
—ANZ AR R &R L BN FE R (Verrelst 55, 2016;2019) .« 1Ak, 4
SSHE KA, o] DMER e, FE R MBURE ST R, BJedEd
i 0V S SE ME T VE TR I PR BUR SR, TR E R VR R e L AR BUR R S
Sun £5(2012) 7 —Fh/K RS R Fh 23 5% EL A 74548 OAT J7¥3: . Morris PA M2 RSA
JNEMIERYE, RIA R SEEURES T NET A H . X T 28021
BRI, W] DA il i R R U M A M VA R S, mE i 4 R T i
St SHURUR TSR BT € B0, B0, Francos 25(2003)F F] Morris 7533 77
HCEESH, TR FAST J7ikok 58 e EURME T

BB A T BT 46 B0 B e X A A 5 SR M P2 AR . RLZE 2007 48, BEARLE
(2007) 5t 5 I iy N Z 250 0 AL Yo 6] 00 G 23 55 T2 2 A b 00 U 20 B A5 SR 5
M. Wang %5(2013) LA T IS HHUATE Fl . AN [F) AR Ko A KA Y 2 45 Uk 1k
URCME s Ma 55(2015) W48 1 AN [E) (1 2 BT 46 43 AT 0 S HOUR i se T, R IR
SRS ATRHBURNVESR B 25 R E . Tan 25(2017) 8 WS AN BER & S BUIUE
TERRE, N 30% a2 BN EIE R BUE G . BTLL, TEFF RS HUBUs M /i
ZHT, B HSHWBETIE . S8 AT, A SR RS B S8
A HE .

3. ZHBRMEL AT

SRR 3T 10 B 2 AR IR B R 8 24 256 SRS TR B € 1
Mo AT =ANAEE, S G 73 A D5 V2 B SRR R 338 Sk s ) 2R 20K
SRR N, DA S B I BUEE e i1 &

3.1. BB R SRR T

3.1.1 NZFEBRERSEGURMES T
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BNSCH AR AR T SUM HESR(ZE /N T4, 1997), FRERLERAS B T
2 B A B I SR, S B R S AT S i U S EO R HL AT S &
T, RIEEICER R REIH AN SR T I B Ui T, B Sy
BrAIvE EARXT . SR,  SUM B FTAEZER T & B R A A R L, &
¥ Z B USRI AN 8 PEAE M SR 38 A, Rl N 138 I8 UL AN 22 B B R s

TR S I SRR RAE 5T IR IR AL T OB B . BRIEIRSE (2008) JEIENT
gk 2% S S AR B UM A0 A, R LB MR S 35U TORS JEE 1) DR R S S U A B
TS HI U K 2 BRI 2 RN A 561 . Qi 55(2009) A /NZ IR 1L 1k
A ZRUH A R R, T T PROSAIL H8 BB A, 1% - i
FHEE(Leafl Area Index, LAD)MBURZEL, KIE 2G5 0T LAT US4 B 2
Ak, FEAAREON LAL BB AR S E . JAutEE (2013) 454 HI-1CCD #%
5 F1 PROSAIL A0 5 4K AT MO AT A5, 70 1 S8 5 B I Ut
TR R, DL TS EAEA R LAL N I BUR PR SR (b . EZR IR A 4-47(2014)
FIH EFAST 771540 #1 7 PROSAIL B8 R BURSH, KIFELDGH B, BUXkZ
BNy Cab(Chlorophyll a/b). Ns. Hspot (Hot spot)#l LAI. Mousivand (2014)
% SLC-MODTRAN #5258 v {1 = T 6 S5f R 40 3 e 33 e g N 2 kAT 1 U
Gt RIIE 23 NMaASHh, REER R LAL FE T R K o 2
FESP AR AL (400~2500 nm) HBURIIZE . XA B T SRR I — ) 14 S St
M, IRk A ROE A S HUN BRI . A48 (2017) X BRDF B
& A A RIR GG T, & a7 M1 11145 22 (Anisotropic Flat Index, AFX)[#)Z
HOBURNE S AT, R ILAE 203 BRI 2T A1 B BUR S BUR AN RV . (EL0 B
AFX MBUR 402 . T)Z LAL. B2 Cab MUK FJERHEUf 734, TITEIRLZ040
BB, AFX MBUESHUNALE . FJ2 LAL. Verrelst % (2019) B INSGELE
PR AR B ACIRIL, BRLe SHGR B F o SR & . ik, i
JEX MODTRANS A8 HEAT 4 R BUBE A0 AT, E TR S AR, BN T i
i #4279 (Gaussian Process Regression, GPR)ACHRBIAL . /) By 48 5% BIAE 1 2 %1
(PSRRI . SR B LAD BRI SHOE v B AT 3 S,
%25 BN F 21 Sentinel FR 5177 i 13t — 2B & 7 - Dong %5(2016)F| H EFAST
JFIFAY MM B -7t J2 - KSR R (PROSPECT-SAIL-MODTRANA) R & 1 R, ok
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AIREE L HEAE R S50 5 YIRS HON O B A R SR L) (Fraction of
Absorbed Photosynthetically Active Radiation, FPAR) [ S E Ut , 424 K
N FPAR Z & REMAR R IIZNAZI . T REN: EdESEHSE L, LAl
1 ALA(Average leaf angle)/2 FPAR SBURMZH, HEKVINHEETT =S80
PR R, 2 LAL AN, % FPAR HOBURE AR R B35 i Jr Cab /EJY FPAR
(R I AR B 24, B LA o5 FE s iz P s KRS, K
BH = 2 A 5200 FPAR H AR R BB S, () I th B A8 3t 32 0 B IS FPAR HOAZAE
BBk, K AR 1 56 2 s S e AL 1) 2 B R IR 3 2 52 B 7K R R B FTREL A 1) i
FEEERCIR (Zhou %%, 2018)

SR BURMEEA R RS ERA Z 7M. H#57(2015)°R ) EFAST 425
U7, R T PROSAIL Ha SHAE Fr A A v RURE R4S AN 76 2 i 0 )
SHBURYERI R0, RKIEM B R dZE RGBT RE T, MRS Ho
TR SO 2R BRI A X i RUEE B, R &L Sk Ay 454
SRR RIEREE B, 4 LALBARES, H LA ARBURSE, 2 LALR
mif, HER R TR E K ENABUR S GooRE L, oo AR E
o3 Ll RG0S F AR A 1 B U FR £ . 1&g (2017) KIWTE BRDF Hr,
SRR A R R RE B 2 sm T R . Morcillo-Pallarés 5% (2019) X
Landsat 8. MODIS. Sentinel-2 f Sentinel-3 3t 4 FfiAS [{3E & E 5, 43 # PROSAIL
1 INFORM % S A% S AR o S A 4 48 2500 2 Usk vk o ORIy SR IR
Er 7K BT LAT X BT A 38 b B H A IR I I B, (BAS ) 10 ROBE AN B s 2
[RIWSH 72 57 . MeAh, A OEABUR S BE e 2 RO R R, A B
TR AR R VG (42% 32, 2017).

B & K PH S S M4 % ¢ (Sun-Induced Chlorophyll Fluorescence, SIF) %
R KRR, RBIRI R IS0 A2 R n 2 — . Verrelst 45(2015)
%} SCOPE (Soil-Canopy Observation Photosynthesis and Energy) %< ¢ A7 (1) 2 4¢
BB T B, R AR A (Cab)y A BUREE AT LAT X SIF 2 S s
(K13 S8, HBUREEIS LS TR 77.9%. RAKBRER (Veman) HHRHHUK
24, I BAELDCI BT LA B, HBUSE R IR K. Prikaziuk (2019) 3K
F Sobol 5724 Ht SCOPE-6S £ A5 714 A A5 40 b 3 i 5 ( Land surface temperature,
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LSTOH 2 Bustt: , LR HE#E SCOPE #7455 Sentinel-3 _F /) OLCI 5 SLSTR
Hili 2 (g, IXEHUSRIES TS R, fR3E 7 SCOPE AU K AR A
3.1.2 REBRER SRS T

Z BN 3 A D7 AR T BB IO /e A R R JE A A . L-MEB
(L-band Microwave Emission of The Biosphere ) & He Jiji - 33 1k % () 8 5 4% v ik
FERORERY, S SLAUBE T R L, Mo 3k gy . HHERIRERERE . AR
AT 200 40 2 iR 2 2 % T T 52 iR B A BBURE ) 4 A S 8(Li 5%, 2015; Wang 5%,
2016). kR HIEALF fy (b-factor) 7E IR 251 N AR 25 1 T sk
&R AR, T HL o B RIUR P BE5R T R 5 /K S R TR B2 (Seo 55, 2010
Ma %5(2015) 8 5 I & 1 OB U /4 S SR U 43 i AR . RS LA AR 53 U7
FEREAY (Advanced Integral Equation Model, AIEM) AJEft, KH EFAST 7087 T
b 3 2 BO OB S B AN IR T IR, FRHEAT T X AT o 485 SR B M AR
FEY I (Root Mean Square of surface Height, RMSH) (U Mt K He
4, H UG L BOK AR KR SHIBUETEH . A OCRR B NI A i
Wt 55 2 BB B B R AR, AR T, SN EBUR M o, B
FIR, HSHOM AR P BURIESE 8 . 5 330k R AR, 7R R Bk & &
H, X TR R, REBUKHSH0R LKy . RMSH AN K £
SR 53 PR BRI B 55 A9 (10 38 I A N SR A7 PRl T B AR /s AR EE H Rk,
BOKPX V IRTE R BUR . IRIEBURME TR, Ma %5 (2017b)$2 HE T 2-3%0K
SO RO R R AR AR . NI A AR T 2, 0 R IS )k 73 A 0 B e 1
iESE S A RN

XTI 1) L3 SAR W R A 80— J5 W OS5, DA RS AN L3138 7K 43 A1
AR P P MR B RS ) L Zeng 25(2016) 1) FH 75 3 0k LA DU 4EE (N
SNSTLA, BUSASEE TR MR BT RS AIEM P ERELAY, 4y
T 7 AE AR SRR A A DA B AR FE A 26 AT, 337K 0 S0t ) ) e A
o AR, FEXIE LT FI XU BE A5 BT UG ROt 2 5 AH G
B0 5 0 [ IR 2 1T 17 77 16) DA RS 338K 43 850 8 (1 UK . Zeng F1 Chen (2018) i
ISR I, TEREEHUR % 1F R, VV AL b HH ARG R 38K 0 O
[FIRZE R NS A KU A S5/ 7 A E LT, v RIRES (VV RED
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5 3K A3 R fe KK, RIS /M b RS P 22 ELAE FH 52 me, AT Ay
XL S A T R K A il S ) B R RIS S b A, KR 5 N B
ZHON R BB 2t b, AT DA & 1 UG 2 M S BE EE, it
M 7R T B s PRI 2 8 S s i PERE (Liu A1 Chen, 2018). Bai %£(2019)
T PR A R b AR IO A R B B, T EFAST J53E, 2Bt g T Tor
Vergata (TVG) AN h K BUR S HL, JF45 & SMAP WLIMEARE T TVG B,
BEAt,  Liu 55(2016) X0 7K A 5tk 2 0B S 1) HIOR EAT T U RIAN € 12704

SHUURNEAE R B S R e, AT ARS8 0 5T e 1 7 2 0 M
BETT A 2 B BB R A e B0 AR o S EURIEAEAN R . SRR B AN RO
M ERZERNE, USRS ECA e, w2l i ERAIN LT . ARRHT
Firf, dih e IR T THEA USM HESE, KR 2 M BRI SR, 1% BRI
&7 PR, HARKEIFE .

3.2. AR KB R R GUR A S i

LR, E X8 A SR B R AR S /K SO RS o, B 70 114 o FH A1 327
2 o AERT N R IR A BOR AR AL B Ao, Zhu F1 Zhuang 55(2014) 0 SR & %
KA (S-W, Shuttleworth-Wallace model) T T S HMUME MM, RIEHIE T
PR R S S 5, 78 DUMHTHESE ot S-W BT () S 2 8 5 il 1 RSB A Ak
B XL VA A0 S B A (e 827 T P B, 1 ELKHE — e R P
RS HEEMNFRAAER] “RSRM” WR . Zhang 55 (2017) 1 Gu ZF (2018)
K FH 5L F 7 2 4 i 1) Sobol MU ME Sy M ik, EABRNE AT
PT-JPL(Priestley-Taylor Jet Propulsion Laboratory Model) 3% J& 7& B & 45 B i) 2 3
U, BT R DA IR AR N O S HUR A W 22 B, SRS BE R
AR o0t 4 AT Re R AR — B RURC IR, BT DA A [ R A 2 R 1) G B S AT
SRR, SHRAL G I PT-TPL BB 1 R B B R B, i L
X ZEHOR A R A o A 7 — e . X7 SNTHERM (Snow Thermal
Model) 15 7 [f) S HUBURIE 73 L, AT RFIE SO FE S8 & R U ST
Y S HO0 & E IR IE SN LU BUR, RS B FE I WA N IR 25 IR L 3 R RNk
R/NERELBLRUR (P52, 2011) &
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W

BB 53 W7 7 V20 22 PR SRR R 30 14 A A5 B AN AR A7) AR KR v
Biome-BGC /24 L[ AE I FEA 7 —, A AT 4000 ARZ M X8 B
EIREhd A, RS SHARL HSH G BAEH . Yan %5 (2016)F]
EFAST J73%150 7 Biome-BGC #AYMBUR SR, IR AR IE, KRG
PR ARG HHE, B GPP(Gross Primary Productivity) 5 MOD17 3£
8 K GPP fl & . NS4 (2016)70 41 1 Biome-BGC RIS £ S RG i AC Hie
(Net Ecosystem Exchange, NEEYSHUL (S B BURE 0 4frs 22— (2017 70#7 1
Biome-BGC A SHUBURIREUNIIN 2= 5 itk , S T H S 40 U8 20 18] 5+
AT 73 KRR ARG o BRI S5 (201 2) R ) 4 Jm BBk Mk 2 W BB JROK A 2B
KA, RIUKREEFIE. IR H IR 5SS HO0 7= 45 R i &
Wang %5 (2013) %} WOFOST(World Food Study)/E¥4: KA ALK 47 MEYISELH
BRI BT R I, S B A B R BN S BRI R SR B, T H., 1E
AE AR B, SEBUERESEIRRMZESR, WRIEEA RN B 5
KR AR R4 (2018)F] ] EFAST J5i%:%F WOFOST YEMIREA 1) 26 4~
VIGE S HOAT T HUSE 0T, JEAEDRSERE -, TP RIB IR LAL Sl RL 7t 42
BT NFE R RARSEE . Yang 1 Guo (2014)9 T 37 0B S 4 45 BURN BE H A BE
VIR MK F, SR AR AR BURPE 2 A, R BTN ZE R P (WD V)
B RG FEA) 7 A AR I UM e . A, 255 (2014) R MapReduce F£47
MEEFLA, FIH Sobol 77 ¥: 1 VPM(Vegetation Photosynthesis Model)H # ' & 15
R, T8I b P SR AR AR AR R AT AT 55 0 8, B TS AR EA
[ R 5549 AT AT U B

B, EEBURYE ST, W DA RO AR SRR S A AR KA
RYRLARE B, BEAA R AT A [F R N S35 A € 1.

33. SR M ST TR

N T S BB 73 W 5 B N SEINAE S , S EAURAE A A 2
R, RBRITK T 2R BURIE A AT E P &, R EN A AE
RZEPER) Simlab. SALib. PSUADE (Uncertainty Analysis and Design Exploration)
1 UQ PyL (Uncertainty Quantification Python Laboratory) 4 M6 .

Simlab # {4 Chttps://ec.europa.eu/jrc/en/samo/simlab) #&—/N3EF MatLab *F
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& S BUBURAE 73 BT AT, AT 2 P R IR U 73 J7vE 4 Morris

Sobol's DGSM. FAST 4§, WJLARIE. (EHE AT S 8BURME . A8
I 75 EE 2% MatLab T &, 257 7] DL 2R b AT AR AR A, (HZ JEARAS AN ATF
SALib Chttps://salib.readthedocs.io/en/) #&—~FEF Python i 5 9 5 ) S HU UK
VeI TR AR B AP RIS T R IR AU A Sk, HARH fd A
Python 1% 5 % 5, JHACHY 58 4= A JF - PSUADE Chttps://comput.linl.gov/casc/
undefinty quantification/) f&— AT CHFFRIAT, AKBE Ik R G
PR T BB A ST RIAS S 58 PR AT (RS, R T REAR A A AL SRS AN 43 1T L
H (Gan %,2014) . UQ PyL Chttp://www.ug-pyl.com/) & H1db 5IMe KB
SR ARAI R —NEE T REEERSHEAHE LT E. 2 PFaEE TS
BT P AT 00 T RGNS (BRSO RIT. AL BuEtEatr, &
RIS RIS HARALD BT R B (1 BRI AN 2 BT T
UQ PyL /] Python IEF %S, W LMEAFRBEERS T (W1 Windows. Linux
A Mac) fEH, FHIHA—NH T EJES T (Graphic User Interface, GUD , 1]
AT (4 58 B3 20 B id 78 (Wang 4§, 2016).

4. SEBRNMETT X SE B A

N T 20 LB [F) R AU T 1 2 TR ) 22 5, R4 T R 4 ) e i AUk
YoM 71 (BFAST 5%, Sobol' 512D #EATXT LS. Xt Lh st ik % AIEM 5
B (Chen %, 2000, 20035 Wu %5, 2000) , K741 13 S HO ik K 5 2R 1 UK
Mo Horp 38 HUH 2R H Dobson A58 (Dobson %5, 1985; Peplinski %5, 1995)
T . AIEM A58 SR (o SO AR A, Jorp, R B R S 46 135K
7> (Soil moisture, SM) . FKEEY MR mAE (RMSH)  HRKEE (CL) . +
BEIRE (ST) « HEEFLBRE (Porosity) « WP HAKE 1 70 & & (Vsand, Vclay),
ZHIPIAEBE TS a2k 2 fis.

%< 2 AIEM =8 b RS ¥ 5 R BESEE
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Table 2 The distribution and value range of surface parameters in AIEM model

SHU BN fRIFR e

HIEIK 5 /(m3/m?) SM 0.05-0.45
FERS P52 45 75 i i B fom RMSH 0.25-5.0
FHAK S /em CL 5.5-30.0
TR/ C ST 10.0-30.0
TIEFLRR Porosity 0.35-0.60
WEESEE /% Vsand 10.0-50.0
EMESERE /% Vclay 10.0-50.0

XFVRACAN H #5461 EFAST F1 Sobol i i fEHUBME - HT &5 a1 FR,
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Ut te AR AT, BBUR S50 SM. RMSH. CL f1 ST. EFAST J7ikit
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WA S BURFEECN 0.6, LoXS H AR A S BUK, 1 RMSH X H )46
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Fig.1 The quantitative parameters’ sensitivity analysis using EFAST and Sobol' method
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SRS 53 A1 1EAS i R R AR AN 5 M 2 BT A S BUAG T 5T, A B
AT BB AR SR AR R Ot ) AN EE T B B
FERB AR AL, 3 A 1R O SR s (1 AR /KOO A, ey R EAYAH R L
B, HEZEEWEAR 7 IGR SEBURE s & A E i, 2 E R
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Abstract: Parameter sensitivity analysis (SA) is an important research method for uncertainty
analysis(UA), key parameters identification and parameters optimization in remote sensing, ecological
and hydrological models. In this paper, the sensitivity analysis of ecological and hydrological research
based on remote sensing is analyzed. The sensitivity analysis methods commonly used in remote
sensing ecological hydrology are reviewed, and the advantages and applicable conditions of each SA
method are summarized. Parameter sensitivity analysis as the prior knowledge of the model promotes
the development of uncertainty analysis and parameter optimization. In future studies, Under the
framework of Uncertainty and Sensitivity Matrix (SUM), it is necessary to pay more attention to the
research of multi-stage remote sensing inversion by combining global SA, scale effect of parameter
Sensitivity index and spatio-temporal heterogeneity of parameter Sensitivity. Sobol 'and EFAST are the
most reliable and stable global sensitivity methods among the current sensitivity algorithms, which are
most suitable for most remote sensing inversion and model. In addition, computational efficiency
should be improved to accommodate future more complex models and rapidly growing volumes of
data. Parameter sensitivity analysis can be judged according to the order of sensitivity so as to provide
a priori knowledge for multi-stage inversion in the process of remote sensing inversion. The difference
of parameter sensitivity analysis in different scales, different bands and different observation angles, as

well as the parameter uncertainty, must be paid attention to and analyzed. The four platforms for
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sensitivity analysis and uncertainty analysis also are introduced in order to make it more convenient for
remote sensing scientists to use parameter sensitivity analysis method. Meanwhile, efficiency of
sensitivity analysis calculation should be improved to adapt to more complex models and rapidly
increasing data size in the future.

Key words: Remote sensing; Parameter sensitivity analysis; Parameter optimization; Uncertainty

analysis
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