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Abstract ; Based on in situ data in Chao Lake from October 15" 2009 to October 16" 2009, two algorithms named Gons and
Simis were used to estimate phytoplankton pigment ( Chlorophyll-a, Chla; Phycocyanin, PC). Results showed that both
Gons and Simis algorithms can be used in waters with algae, but not in waters while algal blooms formed. For the pigment
absorption at 665 nm (a,(665)), Gons can provide a better result than Simis. Simis algorithm can be used to estimate

PC, while related parameters were re-calibrated. Therefore, it is necessary and significant to validate and develop the algo-

rithms to estimate Chla and PC in Chao Lake.
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R LR TR MR E A URE
RIRIKIAZ — B AT TR G2, £ %F MERIS f£ /8%
BB E 2T Gons Al Simis 553 , PR 2 Ui
) 5 28 - o SR PR U 3 0 R A B, FF il
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1 HiESHZ®

1.1 #MRK

BT YL R R 22 (8] (117°16754”
~117°51'46"E ,31°25'16" ~ 31°43'28"N) , Z4EF-H
KAEH 8 m, FEZE 2.1 x10°m’ , 2R 84K 184. 66 km,
TR 769. 55 km® , SEHI7K I 2. 89 m, BRIRALIX 3. 67 m.
AR, BT R A& G P & &, Sk A 23
B EBESRMEE, EREKEZ WK , R 52 v
WX i R E KR O, R E.
1.2 HiEH#iR

2009 410 A 15 ~16 H , R ASAT T LRk
FE, RAFERRE S 37 A, ik 1 P, Hoh ASD ¥
TR SR PR 7K SR T A . % R A R A
R FA e BUB LS , A A 43 0600 BE T U8 AR b B
BB a, , SR 5K DB R 5 T e 8 2R
BRI REL a,, FIFHEY AR TR EL a0
a, % a,EME. M E o KRTZERE FH40LE
I YR, B R R R AR E
1.3 HEHid

Gordon 58 N\ 7E 1998 4F4& ) T /K (.18 B HE A<
WEHER R,
_fr b

B an a + bb (1)
Ho SRR B a(A) FEHFIFEY AR R
(ap) FERRBRY TN (a,) HEYRTI(a,)
LKA (a, ) LS b, SRR AR BB 1l B R4

R,

9

®1 HEKGBHEXSH

F/Q KRBT AR BB, — A 4T 0. 09451,
i ¢/n® RFEKEFRTHE, A%TF 0.547 . REH
IR, b, TEELLAN I BORE ARSI, (1)
GEt
o) = 205 L)
Horh A 7R R SRR R 665 nm BB, W R
X B 620 nm; T A, — B & 705 nm.

Gons HRIE(2) , 3 H TEH X HEE a H3E K
RS %7 ¥ F T MERIS BB E,
IR

x [a(A,) +b,] - b,

R(778.75)

BTBT3) = L L X o 0 6 x R (T8 (3)
R_(709) ,
0l665) = gy * (1) +) =, (66) ,(4)
_ a,,(665)
[ Chla] 6 ,(5)

Her b, 05 MU R RHIB IR, 0, HIF
PP ERBIRE, o, HEAKRIREL, o), N
I R MR REL, [ Chla] M 4RE a 1Y
WEE,p HBIEREF,7E 1. 06 24, 7T LAB/IMBUE fFa
T O BT B AR 2. ik 78 709 nm
(a,(709) ) F1 665 nm(a, (665) ) IR E 551K
0.70 m 'F10.40 m ' X T &N EE R EEHRK
&, B AR ) 0 R 7E665 nm ¥ LI I RENA T E
0.016 m~'/(ug/L).

ZEEETU TR 5 1 8E b, AR KA
Ak, 57T BT 21 A0 R I ) B 8 B (5K — 1 BB B MR K
AT LA H 27K B O A ) KB a (709) ~a, (709) 5
a(665) ~a,, (665) +a,(665), B ZW T CDOM Fi
JEBESS TR (1 WA 5 T WEAE ) 2 R HL IR R BT
BB R — 1 HEL

Simis 7E Gons B ¥EHIERY E , &1 %} #E 15 E 7E 620
nm [ BA WSO R R, SR Y T BETE R R R
HE D AR

Table 1 Statistics of water quality parameters of Chaohu lake
Gons Simis
P (n=3D) E¥ (n=17) i (n=19) E# (n=21) S (n=15)
Min Max Ave Min Max Ave Min Max Ave Min Max Ave Min Max Ave

Chla ( g/1) 6.43 2343.60 288.49 6.43 62.11 23.63 8.84 2343.60 525.47 6.43 62.11 22.06 18.17 2343.60 661.49
TSS (mg/1) 12.50 295.00 69.88 0.15 6.18 1.82  0.27 342.25 51.81 0.15 6.18 1.85 0.52  342.25 65.10
aph(620) (m -1) 0.10 11.24 1.68 12.50 49.33 25.64 15.00 295.00 109.46 12.50 49.33 25.76 22.50 295.00 131.64
aph(665) (m™Y) 0.13 21.64 3.50 2.50 19.00 10.90 6.50 265.00 79.52 2.50 19.00 10.91 7.00 265.00 97.80
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(665) = [ 0 ) by-a,(65) pr ™ (6)
CrR(T9) 4
o (60) = [ K <) b b, - (60) 875 (7)
0,,(620) = a.,,(665) - & x a,,(620) ,(8)
0, (60)
e o (60) (9)

He,a, KR BRI o), HBEER B LRI
FEG[PCIRFBBBERWKE. BIER T y=0.68,%
AEIABIERFRTRIF Y 6 R 7E 665 nm (111t
EHS5MEER . 0,6 =0.84, FRFIABIERN
FHTBE TR TE 620 nm W fhHE SIS EK M. ik
¥ e =0.24, FmMH5E a 76620 nm F1 665 nm [
WL Z b 75k, 0, it E R (3).
1.4 HEHH

Gons FI Simis 535 i) — M EZATHRZER (2) I
3 (3) BL, T TR A% ST iR Bk 4, BT
KRR TE , 3B 778. 75 nm Fr7E M0 L1 5N B &
F, B b, (778.75) tHEBUE = E BRI 2, b,
FER LN B A FRAE 55, B = 5 R B 25 R BER
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Fig.1 Ratios of a, (665) in situ to a, (665) derived from
two algorithms
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BHANEIENRE R, &IPS S R Esa
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S YER ; Simis 2% RMSE 2 0.13 m ™', Gons &3 1
£0.04m™. REFHEBILERNFEFEA G
7 : (1) Gons B R A FHTEEL p FEATRLE W FHEA
B (K (2)) RTIKAK b, TR LL /MR B A — 3
FUBRBEHAT T A BUBIE , T b, 7E a,, (A) BRI A
AHBRAER ;Simis B REFH a,, (665) STk
EAMEARE (KX (2)) RESRH#T TLRERA,
FIRATBREM R y T —ERIE, HEEZE b, 17E
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I E )RR R SRR 5 Simis F1 Gons B35 15K
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(a,,(620)). L, a,,(620) [ E HIHER 5 & 2K
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SCME AN Simis [T (EPT R R LLREE (R =
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Fr35E , ARAE T T SL I /KA i i e AR ) €2 3R Il
B SR W 5 (a) PR, B3 y A1 6 5 Simis
BB —EESR,y BFRAY0.68 N 0.915,
8 HIJFORIY 0. 84 J%E Ny 1.0979. FFALIESREH
HH a, (1) ,a,,(665) i) RMSE i JFoRAY0.13 m™'
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