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Estimation of Total Suspended Matter Concentration Based on Semi-analysis

Algorithm in Inland Turbid Waters
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('Virtual Geographical Environment Laboratory of Ministry of Education, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210046, China)

Abstract : According to the principles of bio-optics and the spectrum characteristics, the suitable remote sensing reflectance bands range
for estimating TSM concentrations was determined based on the ratio of total suspended matter ( TSM) absorption to the water
absorption. Related bio-optics parameters were determined by using least squares technique and previous studies of the inherent optics
parameters characteristics. And then the single band bio-optics models for inversing TSM concentrations in turbid waters were
developed. Result shows: The remote sensing reflectance in short wavelengths are not suitable for inversion TSM concentration,
because of light saturation resulting from high TSM absorption proportion correspond to the water total absorption. The remote sensing
reflectance in the range of 732-850 nm are appropriate for TSM concentration inversing during to the low TSM absorption proportion.
The mean relative errors and RMSEs of the models developed by this study are below 24% and 18mg/L respectively, which indicate the
good performance of this algorithm and the inferior to traditional empirical model.
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1
Table I TSM concentration Statistics analysis in Lake Taihu, 70% 3
Chaohu, and three Gorges ’ [27]
TSM/mg-L~" ISM/mg-L " ISM/TSM ’
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2 732 ~850 nm B*
Table 2 B values in the range of 732-850 nm
/nm B /nm B /nm B /nm B
732 0. 196 513 762 0.207 835 792 0.217 755 822 0.226 279
733 0. 196 913 763 0.208 189 793 0.218 061 823 0.226 54
734 0.197 311 764 0. 208 541 794 0. 218 366 824 0.226 799
735 0. 197 707 765 0.208 891 795 0.218 669 825 0.227 057
736 0.198 102 766 0.209 24 796 0.218 971 826 0.227 314
737 0. 198 496 767 0. 209 587 797 0.219 271 827 0. 227 569
738 0. 198 887 768 0.209 932 798 0.21957 828 0.227 822
739 0. 199 278 769 0.210 276 799 0.219 867 829 0.228 074
740 0. 199 667 770 0.210619 800 0.220 162 830 0.228 325
741 0. 200 054 771 0.21096 801 0.220 456 831 0.228 574
742 0. 200 44 772 0.211299 802 0.220 749 832 0.228 822
743 0. 200 825 773 0.211 637 803 0.221 04 833 0.229 068
744 0.201 208 774 0.211973 804 0.221 329 834 0.229 313
745 0.201 589 775 0.212 307 805 0.221617 835 0. 229 556
746 0.201 969 776 0.212 64 806 0.221903 836 0.229 799
747 0. 202 347 777 0.212972 807 0.222 188 837 0.230 039
748 0.202 724 778 0.213 302 808 0.222471 838 0.230278
749 0.203 099 779 0.213 63 809 0.222 753 839 0.230516
750 0.203 473 780 0.213 957 810 0.223 033 840 0.230753
751 0. 203 845 781 0.214 282 811 0.223 312 841 0.230988
752 0.204 215 782 0.214 605 812 0.223 589 842 0.231221
753 0.204 584 783 0.214 927 813 0.223 865 843 0.231 454
754 0.204 952 784 0.215 248 814 0.224 139 844 0.231 685
755 0.205 318 785 0.215 567 815 0.224 412 845 0.231914
756 0. 205 682 786 0. 215 884 816 0. 224 683 846 0.232 142
757 0. 206 045 787 0.2162 817 0.224 953 847 0.232 369
758 0. 206 406 788 0.216514 818 0.225221 848 0.232 594
759 0. 206 766 789 0.216 826 819 0.225 488 849 0.232 818
760 0.207 124 790 0.217 137 820 0.225 753 850 0.233 041
761 0.207 48 791 0.217 447 821 0.226 017
, , 764 nm , ,
765 ~770 nm, , : :
771 ~810 nm, 4 748 nm ( MODIS748 ) . 753 nm
. 811 ~825 nm, , ( MERIS753 ). 760 nm ( MERIS760 ). 765 nm
,825 nm . (SeaWiFS765) . 778 nm ( MERIS778) . 825 nm
826 ~ 850 nm ,
, 826 nm N
732 ~850 nm , , 4 40
825 nm 4 , 748 nm ( MODIS748 ). 753 nm
( MERIS753 ). 760 nm ( MERIS760 ). 765 nm
, 0.82 0. 86, (SeaWiFS765) . 778nm ( MERIS778) . 825nm
15.7 17. 8 mg/L. 0.237., 0.236, 0.237,
2.4 0.226. 0.231., 0.231, :17.176
732 ~850 nm , 17.002. 16.919 16.090, 16.557 15.955 mg/L.
. 748 nm (MODIS748) . 6 765
753 nm ( MERIS753). 760 nm ( MERIS760). 765  nm (SeaWiFS765) 825nm.

nm (SeaWiFS765) . 778 nm (MERIS778) ,

825 nm
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3 732 ~850 nm A" D?
Table 3 A" and D® values in the range of 732-850nm

/nm  R? D" A" /nm  R? D’ AP /nm - R? D’ AP /nm  R? D" AP
732 0.82 4.35 593.71 762 0.85 0.93 897.04 792 0.85 1.19 804.66 822 0.85 -0.20 894.68
733 0.82 4.37 620.62 763 0.85 0.75 908.17 793 0.85 1.17 799.88 823 0.8 -0.15 914.28
734 0.82 4.35 645.58 764 0.85 0.91 904.93 794 0.85 1.16 795.40 824 0.86 -0.09 936.38
735 0.82 4.32 668.48 765 0.85 1.29 893.90 795 0.85 1.05 792.14 825 0.86 0.01 960.55
736 0.82 4.31 688.80 766 0.85 1.59 883.32 796 0.85 0.98 789.13 826 0.86 0.10 987.52
737 0.83 4.28 707.16 767 0.85 1.83 874.04 797 0.85 0.94 786.07 827 0.8 0.16 1018.37
738 0.83 4.21 723.38 768 0.85 2.03 865.56 798 0.85 0.89 782.46 828 0.86 0.24 1054.08
739 0.83 4.19 735.73 769 0.84 2.18 859.07 799 0.85 0.82 779.47 829 0.86 0.34 1092.68
740 0.83 4.17 745.22 770 0.84 2.27 854.79 800 0.85 0.74 771.41 830 0.86 0.46 1131.70
741 0.83 4.10 753.79 771 0.84 2.28 853.06 801 0.85 0.66 775.24 831 0.86 0.53 1168.71
742 0.83 4.05 760.41 772 0.84 2.25 852.18 802 0.85 0.62 772.78 832 0.85 0.59 1202.49
743 0.83 4.01 765.52 773 0.84 2.21 851.28 803 0.85 0.62 770.18 833 0.85 0.69 1234.42
744 0.83 3.93 770.70 774 0.84 2.17 850.44 804 0.85 0.63 767.45 834 0.85 0.80 1261.48
745 0.83 3.86 775.26 775 0.84 2.13 849.67 805 0.85 0.64 765.13 835 0.85 0.88 1282.78
746 0.83 3.82 779.22 776 0.84 2.08 849.01 806 0.84 0.61 764.02 836 0.85 0.99 1298.87
747 0.83 3.73 783.84 777 0.84 2.04 847.69 807 0.85 0.55 764.10 837 0.85 1.06 1313.82
748 0.83 3.63 788.69 778 0.84 2.00 846.04 808 0.85 0.50 765.44 838 0.85 1.05 1330.71
749 0.83 3.56 793.24 779 0.84 1.91 845.15 809 0.85 0.50 767.77 839 0.85 1.05 1344.09
750 0.83 3.48 797.56 780 0.84 1.85 843.44 810 0.85 0.45 772.22 840 0.84 1.08 1354.91
751 0.83 3.41 801.70 781 0.84 1.83 840.52 811 0.85 0.27 779.58 841 0.84 1.16 1367.22
752 0.83 3.35 805.97 782 0.84 1.81 837.26 812 0.85 0.10 787.96 842 0.84 1.26 1376.96
753 0.83 3.29 810.01 783 0.84 1.77 834.06 813 0.85 -0.03 796.91 843 0.84 1.35 1384.92
754 0.83 3.22 813.74 784 0.84 1.71 831.29 814 0.85 -0.15 806.98 844 0.84 1.25 1398.19
755 0.84 3.15 817.55 785 0.84 1.67 827.87 815 0.85 -0.23 817.69 845 0.84 1.16 1413.34
756 0.84 3.08 821.34 786 0.85 1.61 824.43 816 0.85 -0.30 828.87 846 0.84 1.18 1428.04
757 0.84 2.99 825.38 787 0.85 1.50 821.81 817 0.85 -0.36 839.78 847 0.84 1.23 1438.43
758 0.84 2.78 830.48 788 0.85 1.39 819.62 818 0.85 -0.37 849.78 848 0.84 1.28 1447.86
759 0.83 2.45 838.06 789 0.85 1.31 817.22 819 0.86 -0.30 858.40 849 0.84 1.27 1461.51
760 0.84 2.02 850.50 790 0.85 1.29 813.43 820 0.86 -0.26 867.36 850 0.83 1.31 1473.00
761 0.84 1.46 871.59 791 0.85 1.27 809.04 821 0.85 -0.25 878.67
4
Table 4  Bio-optics models error statistics and its parameters
/nm R* /mg-L"!
MODIS748 0. 830 547 0.237 993 089 17.176 959 17 788.68 xp,/(1 -p,/0.202) +3.63
MERIS753 0. 833 964 0.236 174 195 17. 002 892 22 810 xp,./(1 -p,/0.204) +3.28
MERIS760 0. 835585 0. 237 408 636 16.919 689 7 850.5 xp,/(1 -p,/0.207) +2.02
SeaWil'S765 0. 851302 0. 226 630 999 16. 090 656 84 893.9 xp,/(1 -p,/0.208) +1.28
MERIS778 0.84255 0.231988 023 16.557 416 43 846 xp,/(1 -p,/0.213) +2
832 0. 853783 0.231577 825 15.955 85391 1202 xp,/(1-p,/0.228) +0.58
0.17. TANSSAN 7! ol
TASSAN ,
SN 11 TASSAN 7 490 555, 670nm, . :
, Doxaran %! N 3 ,
TASSAN 7/ 3
[10) , R’ , 2 .
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(MERIS760 ). 765 nm ( SeaWiFS765). 778 nm

DOXARAN  [* , (13) (14). (MERIS778) . 825 nm
TSM = SxR, +1 (13) , 5 R
TSM = S x R_(555)/R_(865) +1 (14) 0.539
[ TSM (S 1 ;R (MERIST78),
0.237(MODIS748 ) ; 27.82
5 [ (13)] mg/L(825 nm) ,
748 nm(MODIS748) | 753 nm ( MERIS753) , 760 nm 15.95 mg/L(825 nm).
5
Table 5 Experienced models models error statistics and its parameters
/nm R? /mg-L~! 1 S
MODIS748 0.771 286 0. 540 042 366 28.415046 74 —18.469 5 4 820.951
MERIS753 0.772 151 0. 540 751 663 28.37033585 -18.179 1 4852.713
MERIS760 0.766 161 0. 547 041 492 28. 692 624 37 -17.940 6 4879.722
SeaWiFS765 0.780 763 0.541792 622 27. 875490 81 -18.4871 5049. 643
MERIS778 0.773 827 0. 539706 021 28.279 721 25 -17.944 8 4 835. 149
825 0.782773 0. 542 168 870 27. 826 854 09 -13.4027 5642.492
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0.855 | ;
0.850 f 1175 e 1:1
0.845 | % 120 f .
., 0840t b S 100 o
E I_._] ) o L]
0.835 {165 4 D 80 &
L = o
0.830 % él ! . 2
0.825 | °
16.0 & 4l )
0.820 A o
<
0.815 : : : ' : : 15.5 20 .
720 740 760 780 800 820 840 860 o
FAenm 0 o : i i ; : .
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140
P/ me 1!
5 732 ~850 nm
RMSE 6

Fig.5 RMSE and the correlate coefficient between inversion

values and measured values of TSM
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Fig.6 Relationship between measured values TSM and inversion

values based on single band experienced model
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Fig.8 Relationship between measured values TSM

and inversion values based on bio-optics model
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