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Downscaling of remotely sensed soil moisture using a contraction mapping method
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1. M

EFTES A8 £EEY F 297 ¥, xS divle duA AEFE i 2
9%¥< v . Low frequency microwave remote sensing 714 2] 7142 Global scale®] E %4
EAEY] 5o dig 7teAdE A global scaled] EY4E A8 monitoringA] ¢ 4HE =
AAA Y Zole oF 10-20 Kmojt}. 128y} global scale climate model# @& regional scale
weather and hydrology models5& Ztz} Ro z& Az zZ7)9 JYASE "HWeg =z
sub-pixel M3lEE& ol AL YgHolg sAHCrow et al, 2000). HFZAHA KA 7|2l spline
714, kriging 7% F& AEE smoothingdle $AE 7IABZ o]& N3 A% 93 FFHY
fractal B 7|Ho] dFHT HL o] gttd(Bindlish and Barros, 2000). 221} random variable-S
AHEE ZIMES EFE Fol d¥AES ZE FASAHE HYddE EFta oH3F one
realizationo]| 22 AA 3 FH{o FAE 71Ah £ Q7NN oA AFF EAHSS 23
7] #1384 contraction mapping 71'-& AHE3l FUHE L& & UoH sub-pixel WHEE A
@E modified fractal 714 -& 7423} Southern Great Plain 1997 Hydrology Experiment
(SGPI7)Z2HH H5d EYFEREE o439 Folz 714=d A9 scaling behaviorg %
ALt FALE EGLEAR Y scaling behaviore B2 2 E%As, AA4vExg, 14
8 %9 scaling behavior$} @A o] glSo] 9w welr ol8lg BE AEE downscaling
2o A vertical scaling parameter2 A& =it}

2. Modified Fractal ¥ 7|}
Barnsley (1986)= ¥ fractal EAFTFE =T Z A fractal A 7|Yo] AAR & F UE

& 9ot 28y random variableS AM&§ EA VYO 9dle A4tE gEL A3 one
realizationo] 22 AA & H&o A 71t o]E EA9 2L ¢35 Xie ¢ Sun (1997)&

+ Azt 223 YA
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$YHE 7IA e fractal B 7Y W AFE P & =& IAME contraction mapping
M3 BzAs &2 EYAE, AANEE, EAEE vertical scaling parameter® ALE-%
modified fractal HA7ML AqstnAgch. 218 12 EA7HY schematic diagramg& JERd
4.

Soil Moisture

Ancillary Data
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13 1. Downscaling 71} el th§ schematic diagram
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Y 2. Downscaling 7] ¢] mapping window$} mapping 7} &

B ndo] 239 BAARE v &£A49 Mee e 2k 18 22049 Zol, EY F£E
o) AMAHQ =oAL CT=XTx YT={(x):A<x<B,C<y<D}, XT=[AB], YT=[CDE
Folgd. HEA2H (ry), X=[d, b1l V=0, d] AN (C=X'xTV*=(x,3) a'<x<b,
d<y<d 12 A=l subsurface CHE :AFT o714 9 ;& moving window$] QYAES
Uehdth CE thest ol @) axst ay A oldE Az FAE

ai=xo<{x;<. ... <xN=b': 1)
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714 "E 0" = C"x [z 2](—0(z{z{ +o) A AAs7|2 32} 28H EQYFE
259 W3 downscaling function H:0->RE& F1FA {(x,y.), 2n=012,...,N ;
m=0,12,....,M } FR38 4 At 4714 N#} ME moving windowe) =Z]elt}. xi=
(Xntsxad VoS Vw1, ¥m) Cilw= XuX Yo X' Xy 4 V2 Y,E 58 (=0,1,2,...N
m=20,1,2,.., M)

Da(xg) = x0-1, Dlxn) = x,

an(30) = Ym-1, QY1) = Ym

; ; . )

|pn(cl) - pn(CZ)l < kllci - Cél

lam(d]) — au(dD) | < kol d| — dj]

G714 . eX, d,deY, 0<kh<l, 0<kh<l (2Y 2b F2).

- Fn T Enmt oo :

pux) =%, + v % (x — xp) o)
_ Vm = Ym-1 _

awl¥) =Y + S (y — %)

AN »n=0,1,2,...Nm=10,1,2,.., M
Bivariate fractal interpolated surfacee] tha} w22 #Heje thgd 2o T4,:CY—>R%] 2D
contraction mapping FFEA T (x,, ¥) = (Pul), 4u(3)), Hylw 0= l21, 2] A& FH eIk 2

HY, g He e 22 & mEn.

Sn-1.m=1 = Hulw{x0 ¥0.50.0)

Snom—1 = Hiulul2xn, ¥0.55.0)

) 4)
Sp-1,m — H;.)m(xﬂ,yM.SO,M)
Smom = Hu2 (XN, Yua.50.1)
(x1, 1 %2, y2) € 07’8} (51,5 €2, 2] SH3A,
|H;';'jm(x1 Y1, 8D — Hii,jm(xz,w. Sz)l <hklsy— s, ®)

oq71elM #=0,1,2,~,N, m=0,1,2,, M, 0<k=<lo|th
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downscaling function2 &3} Frc}

Hy2,9,9= epmtt Fumdt &nmy+t 7 umst Eum )
2] (@)l 4] (6)S ¥od ol BAE S F U

Sp-1m-1= €nm Xgt+ fn,m Yot &nm X0 Yot 7| S0t kn,m
sn,m—-l= en,m x0+ fn,m y0+ gn,m XN y0+ 71 SN.0+ kn,m (7)
sn—l,m= en,m x0+ fn,m yM+ gn.m xO yM+ Yy 50,M+ kn,m

Spm= Cnm XNt Fum Yyt Cum XnIYut 7y Snut kyom

A7l ry= a Fl(x,y)+ B (F2(x,»)+ 8 °1%. «, 8,, 6§ = operational parameters ©o]i
Az¢z2A P £32AE YEUE sample dayd] thdly AAEHT T & 2o 7|E¢ FFE
ALHAt. Fl(x,y), F2(x, D= R 73+E field parameters® Xz H]-&o]u} vegetation water
content7} AF&-E%lth. Fractal interpolated surface?] ZXEv FH ZALY 71E A2 AL HE 1o
2 234 # U

A DNH gums Cnms Fum Enme I} 22 e Z interpolated data®} vertical scaling
parameterd] 3o 2 AHZ|E 4 ot

g _  Sa-1m—1— Su—tm— Spm-1" Spm_ 7’1( Sp0~ SN0 — SO.r.n_ SMM)
m Xo Yo~ XNYo— Xo Yut Xn¥Yu
e Sa—1,m-1" Snm-1" 7y ( S0 SN.o)— gn,m( X0 Yo~ XN Vo)
e X0~ XN
. Sa-1m-1 " Sa-1m— 71 (sgo— SO.M)_gM( X9 Yo~ Xo Yu) 8
fn m- _ ()
Yo— Ym

kn,m= Sam™ €am XN fn_m Yu— Y1 SNM™ Bnm XNIM
714, ne(l,2,...... N me(1,2,...... M

upA|9t o B, fractal surface® WAtsle #A LS oS 2o 3A, downscaling 3= F G4
(% downscaling layerse] )& ZAASY. T4, &+ downscaling layere] t]3l moving windows
o] 2718 ZAA. window Z7|= EH 4 FHol ZA}7} interpolated surfacesd] 4&& F= 73

AE Jeldoh A, EF FEY scaling AFE EAEZ] $8A vertical scaling parameter 2
field paramters& Al&3tc}h WA, 319 layer £ mapping 3§t}
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3. @&

2o £Y5HE A7) A3t 6929U} 6U30Y Alolo] HAFT AEALe) AAL 49
Zte) (6/29, 6/30, 7/1, 7/2) Edol & FEH 0B (7/3, 7/12) AZE s =3¥
SGP'97 EFsEARE AHEIH T BAF I RS AHE3te 10km x10km FAAZ71E 74 =}
EE YE ¥ 825mx825m ARAVIE JHA Az Bslgd. HEARAYG Y& =7)9)
A@std e 2 AW BAEES vertical scaling parameters A}-&3}] ).
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a9 32 P Hd AE € #FSAE YEdY BEUE ESFEAET AYFHA W
HAA & & de #EG AAREAAN HAdFe uFIALES F vepdg A
downscaling 298 &3 ALEH EYFEASE BHSE 718 FAX ¥ scaling behavior
£ UFAZHIE 4). B0 AAS FREe oo 30 7iedo] Ao (AFA, 2001).
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