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Abstract. The paper analyzes the advantages and disadvantages of the most commonly used
groups of models of soil moisture and plant water stress based on satellite thermal imagery. We
present a simple proof of linking NDTI and CWSI indicators with plants water stress and quanti-
tative justification for the shape of the points cloud on the chart Ts-NDVI.
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INTRODUCTION

The basic problem in the realization of the crop water stress or soil mois-
ture monitoring based on data from the meteorological station is their inade-
quate spatial density. An increase in the number of weather stations is extreme-
ly expensive, so in order to obtain spatial estimates of the weather parameters
interpolation methods are used. The interpolation is based on the assumption
that the interpolated values changes continuously between the meteorological
stations and take values in the range specified by the values recorded. This is
often incorrect, in particular in the case of precipitation due to the fact that the
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size of a single rainstorm cell from a few to a dozen kilometers away (Begum,
Otung 2009), are much smaller than the average distance between precipitation
posts (precipitation in Poland is measured in about 1200 localizations (IMGW-
PIB 2014) which give mean distance between them equal about 16 km). In addi-
tion, the moisture content of the soil and plant water stress are influenced also
by local conditions outflow associated with the micro relief or heterogeneity of
soils which are generalized on soil maps. A potential solution to above described
problems have the crop water stress and soil moisture models using satellite
thermal imagery. Advantage of thermal imaginary is free of charge availability
and prospects for its increasing associated with placing in orbit in 2016 by the
European Space Agency ESA first satellite series Sentinel 3 equipped among
others in thermal sensors.

For the longest time (since 1982) high-resolution thermal imagery records
the satellites of Landsat series. Landsat mission sustainability, its continuity,
maintaining a similar spectral ranges and free distribution of archival photos
by USGS (United States Geological Survey) has ensured that Landsat are the
source of most commonly used images in the scientific work. The disadvantage
of images supplied by Landsat is their low temporal resolution — their recovery
time over the same place is 16 days.

In turn, the best current source of thermal images recorded with a high fre-
quency (resolution of 1 km) for monitoring soil moisture is sensor MODIS in
which are equipped the Terra and Aqua satellites. They are synchronized with
each other, so that the satellite Terra orbiting the Earth from North to South
passes the Equator in the morning and Aqua satellite orbiting over the same area
from South to North, passes the equator in the afternoon. In this way the image
of the Earth’s temperature for day and night is provided, which can be further
used for modeling soil moisture, based on the phenomenon of thermal inertia. In
addition, data from the MODIS sensor such as the surface temperature, albedo
or NDVI index are distributed free of charge in the form of products with a high
degree of processing, in aggregates for periods of 8-day, 16-days and one month.
This allows to practically eliminate the most burdensome processes associated
with the processing of satellite images, such as removing the cloudy areas and
replenishment of their data from the nearest previous photos, for which this area
is visible. In practice, for Poland area, in the growing season, it is only able to
work with aggregated data from periods of 8 days and occasional replenishing
that data with data collected in for longer periods of time.

The usefulness of solutions based on thermal images depend on: the accu-
racy of soil moisture and crop stress estimation by models, images availability
and cost of processing.

Thermal remote sensing (wavelength from 3 um to 1 mm)

All bodies at temperatures above absolute zero (0 [K], —273.16 [°C]) emit
electromagnetic radiation. The spectral radiance L, [W m™ sr' m"'] of heated
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to a temperature T [K] hypothetical body with maximal possibility of emission
dependent only on the temperature (called black body), defined as the power of
the radiation emitted by unit area of this body in unit solid angle [sr] (1 steradi-
an) per unit length of the emitted waves describes the Planck’s law:
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where:

A [m] — wavelength
h =6.62606957 - 10-* [J s] — the Planck constant

¢ =299792458 [m s'] — the speed of light in vacuum
k =1.3806488 - 10 [J K!] — the Boltzmann constant.
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Fig.1. Blackbody spectrum in temperature of 0, 100 and 200 [0C] (own work)

At typical temperature for bodies on the ground of 300 [K] or about 27
[°C] the maximum spectrum value obtained from Planck formula (according to
the Wien’s displacement law: Amax = 2.898 - 103 / T) lies at wavelengths of 10
[um] (1 um = 10° m) which are therefore referred to as thermal TIR (thermal
infrared radiation). The possibility of registering radiation (spectral radiance L,)
in that wavelength by the satellite sensors is used to calculate the surface tem-
perature via Planck’s formula.

The spectrum of black body radiation is a good approximation of actu-
al body radiation spectrum. Amendments which are describing derogation of
this law are complicated and therefore, in most applications, thermal images
are taken into account by assigning to the analyzed surfaces of the constant
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reduction factor known as emissivity. Emissivity by definition for a black body
assumes a value of one, for the white body that does not emit or absorbs radia-
tion a value of zero, and for the remaining bodies referred to as the gray body,
intermediate values.

A major problem in the use of the thermal images is the process of wave’s
absorption by the clouds. Often this prevents analysis of large area at the same
time and makes it necessary to connect the thermal images from different days
(Landsat return period on the same place is 16 days) varying weather conditions.
A connection example picture from two different time periods is shown in fig. 2,
on the right side where clearly visible connecting line runs from the north to the
southwest is.
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Fig.2. Examples of thermal images (shades of red indicate areas of high temperatures and shades of
blue low, urban areas masked) — on the left, in the center there is an embankment of the reservoir
tailings “KGHM Iron Bridge”, on the right, in the center there is a depression cone of groundwater
in the vicinity of the Belchatow opencast mine (own work based on satellite images Landsat7)

Another problem encountered in the analysis of agricultural area water stress
on the basis of thermal images, are mixed crop fields with trees. On thermal
images trees always have lower thermal surface temperature and may underes-
timate the effects of crops water stress. It is associated with higher transpiration
of trees, which affects deeper root zone coverage and more turbulent air move-
ments above the canopy caused by their high roughness. This effect is particu-
larly noticeable in thermal images of forests. On the other hand the existence of
scattered buildings in rural areas mixed with agricultural fields heat up strongly
the area of a single pixel (the spatial resolution of a pixel in thermal band of
Landsat7 is 60 m) of thermal image which is sometimes classified as agricultural
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area and as a result the revaluation of water stress. Both effects — higher tempera-
tures of built-up areas and less of forest are shown in the picture (Fig. 3):

Fig.3. Pulawy and surroundings on 07/07/2013 Landsat7 thermal image. Shades of red indicate
warm areas (arable and artificial areas) and shades of blue (waters and forests) — cold (own work)
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REVIEW OF THERMAL IMAGINARY BASED SOIL MOISTURE AND PLANT
WATER STRESS MODELS

The models enable estimation of soil moisture based on thermal satellite
images can be divided into two groups:

a) Models of heat balance using effect of a stronger heating of the areas
where there is a shortage of water in the soil due to the limited under these con-
ditions of actual evapotranspiration which is cooling surface process.

b) Models of thermal inertia based on that the wet areas of heat up and cool
down more slowly than of dry areas because water has a high heat capacity
which makes that daily temperature amplitude is inversely proportional to the
moisture content of the soil.

Key features required input data and the accuracy of prediction models with
both of these groups are presented in the following statement:

a) Heat balance Models:

Evaporation of water is one of the processes in which the surface area
reflects the energy supplied by the sun. When evaporation is difficult because
the soil is dry, solar radiation causes higher heating of the surface. The models
utilize information about the surface temperature obtained from the images in
the thermal band to determine the degree of water availability in the soil. The
starting point for the construction of models of the heat balance is the heat bal-
ance equation of the surface vegetation cover as a consequence of the conserva-
tion of energy in unit of time (the energy supplied = energy delivered):

Rn=G+H+AETa 2

where:

Rn [W m™?] — the net radiation that is energy flux density (power) supplied by
the sun to the vegetation cover surface

G [W m?] — soil heat flux density that is given back by the vegetation cover
to soil

H [W m?] — sensible heat flux density that is thermal energy given back by
the vegetation cover by convection of heated air from the plant cover

AETa [W m] —latent heat flux density that is energy given back by the vegeta-
tion cover on the evaporation of water, ETa [kg m? s'!] — actual evapotranspiration

2=2.448-106 [J kg''] — latent heat of vaporization.

Components of the above equation gain a positive sign when the energy is
delivered to the plant cover and negative when it is given back. In the equation
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have been omitted words associated with the heat accumulation by vegetation
cover and the accumulation of energy in the process of photosynthesis, as they
are in most applications neglecting small. The process of photosynthesis is pow-
ered usually by less than a few percent supplied by solar net energy flux Rn
(Meyers, Hollinger 2004), but in the case of very dense plant communities such
as forests, this proportion may be higher (Meyers, Hollinger 2004, Sanchez et
al. 2008).

By analogy with other transport processes driven by potential difference,
sensible heat flux density H can be written as (Monteith, Szeicz 1962):

. p£,C,(Ts—Ta)

I8

a

)

where:

p, [kg m”] — the air density

Cp [T kg! K''] - specific heat capacity of air

r [s m'] — the aerodynamical resistance for heat transfer
Ts [K] — surface temperature

Ta [K] — air temperature.

When are known: the air temperature Ta, vegetation cover temperature Ts
(at the time the images were taken by satellite), wind speed and surface rough-
ness allowing for an estimate of the value of aerodynamic resistance r, the
equation of heat balance and the formula for H allow to calculate actual evapo-
transpiration ETa:

“4)
v

a

C (Ts=Ta
ETa= %(RI’I(TS) _g-Fe A )]

Unfortunately, the calculation of aerodynamic resistance r, is usual-
ly a difficult task and introduces the biggest mistake in the estimation of the
ETa (Petropoulos 2013) since it depends on a surface heterogeneity (Hasager,
Jensen 1999). Difficult is also correct determination of the difference Ts — Ta,
and unfortunately the local ground temperature measurements little improve the
situation, as is it not known how to extrapolate them to the rest of the area.
Models of heat balance can be divided into two groups differ in the way of
treating the surface — unilamellar and bilayer (Petropoulos 2013). As the name
suggests models of single-layer, surface of the plants and the soil surface are not
recognizable and have the same surface temperature Ts. In the bilayer surface
models, plant temperature and the temperature of the soil surface are different.
This is especially important in case of a rare plant cover when the solar radiation
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reaches the soil, which in view of the slight soil evaporation outside the range
of moisture close to field water capacity (Allen et al. 1998), must be very hot. In
such cases recorded by the satellite sensor temperature Ts is much higher than
the surface temperature of the plant so not including of this effect in models of
single layer leads to an underestimation of evapotranspiration. A disadvantage
of two-layer model is much higher complexity algorithms (Petropoulos 2013).

In the group of single-layer models, following models have gained the
greatest popularity (Petropoulos 2013):

SEBS — Surface Energy Balance System (Su 2002):

These models use a formula for the ETa, derived from the heat balance equa-
tion, substituting for it the surface temperature Ts estimated from the images and
the measured air temperature Ta from the meteorological stations. In addition, the
original model SEBS is performed by iterative procedure to calculate the param-
eter of Monin-Obukhov length, characterizing the turbulence properties of the air
over the surface of the plant. Unfortunately, SEBS model does not specify how to
determine the air temperature Ta outside meteorological stations.

SEBAL — Surface Energy Balance Algorithm for Land (Bastiaanssen et
al. a1998, Bastiaanssen et al. b1998):

In models of this type the need to measure the air temperature Ta in the
meteorological stations was eliminated through auto-calibration model, assum-
ing a linear relationship between surface temperature Ts and the air temperature
Ta: Ts — Ta = a Ts + B, and using the temperature of the two groups of pixels in
the thermal images — called cold pixels on vegetated areas with high soil mois-
ture, e.g. on wet grassland for which we know a priori that H = 0:

C (ols_, +
Hco/d = O = ’0" 1’( o ﬁ) = ﬁ = _T'Scold (5)
v (94

a

and so-called hot pixel areas of the severed possibility of evapotranspiration,
e.g. for lacking plant cover and not waterlogged soils for which we know a pri-
ori that ET = 0:

i PG B n,(Rn—G)ﬂ ©6)
r

¢ pan(TShol +j
[24

By substitution is possible to obtain values of constants o and B which
allow using the full heat balance equation to calculate the actual evapotranspi-
ration ETa in rest pixels of image. The disadvantage of the model is a subjec-
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tive method of selecting pixels for auto-calibration and poor results in strongly
carved terrain areas.

METRIC - Mapping Evapotranspiration at high Resolution with
Internalized Calibration (Allen et al. 2007):

These models differ mainly from models like SEBAL that, instead of sub-
stitution of the a priori H = 0, for cold pixels it uses the following equation:

puCp (aTScold + ﬂ)
Y (7

H,,=Rn-G-AETa=

_B_ r(Rn—G—AKcKs ET,)
o ap,C,

- TS cold

where ETa= Kc*Ks ET, is the actual evapotranspiration calculated as a fraction
of reference potential evapotranspiration ET according to well known, used for
irrigation FAO56 method (Allen et al. 1998). The choice of the so-called cold
pixels is limited to the reference crop (alfalfa) and the choice of the so-called
hot pixels is confirmed by the use of the water balance model.

In the group of two-layer models, the most popular are (Petropoulos 2013):

TSEB — Two Source Energy Balance (French et al. 2002, Kustas
et al. 2003):

The introduction of two layers: the surface of the plants and the soil sur-
face instead of one, makes models of this type, do not underestimate the calcu-
lated evapotranspiration, but the disadvantage is the need to measure the tem-
perature of the air.

ALEXI — Atmosphere-Land EXchange Inverse (Anderson et al. 1997):

This is a modification TSEB model which consists on adding the sub mod-
el of boundary atmosphere layer so that the properties of this layer are associat-
ed with changes in time of the surface temperature.

DisALEXI - Disaggregated ALEXI (Kustas et al. 2003, Norman
et al. 2003):

In this model, based on images from two sources of high and low resolu-
tion and procedure of matching average value of energy flows counted on the
basis of high-resolution images to the values read from the images with low
resolution, ground temperature measurements and errors associated with inter-
polation of them are avoid.



82 A.LOPATKA et al.

Another group of models, referring to the models of heat balance but usual-
ly introduced from empirical observations, are models based on the shape of the
cloud of points on the chart where one axis is the surface temperature Ts or any
of its function and the second axis some type of vegetation index VI (Fig.4.). The
most commonly used vegetation index is NDVI (Normalized Difference Vegeta-
tion Index) (Rouse, JR. et al. 1994), which is designed in such a way that it takes
values between -1 and 1. The higher the value, the area is more “green”, which
means that area has a high content of biomass. Negative index values indicate
areas that are devoid of vegetation — uncovered soil, water or buildings. Since the
pigment in leaves — chlorophyll — has the property that in photosynthesis strongly
absorbs the visible radiation of the red channel R and leaves cell structure strongly
reflects radiation from the near infrared NIR , NDVI is based on average values
of reflectance in the visible band of red R (A-0.6 um) and band NIR (A-0.8 pm):

Npyp = MR=R (8)
NIR+R

Models of this type are often used not only to estimate evapotranspiration
but also to estimate the soil moisture.
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Fig.4. The relationship between the surface temperature Ts and vegetation index NDVI

(own work — the points are results of measurements in [UNG-PIB research stations
Osiny and Pulki 2013.07.07)

Among these models, the most popular are:

Triangular model (Ts / NDVI):

These models give meaning to the position of points on the Ts-NDVI chart
by linking them with soil moisture and are often used for estimating evapotran-
spiration (Jiang, Islam 2001, Price 1990). Most dry are soils at points close to
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the upper right “dry edge” marked in red (Fig.4.) and the wettest near the low-
er left “wet edge” highlighted in blue. The formation of this type of triangular
shape of points cloud can be explained by low volatility surface temperature Ts
in areas with dense vegetation where temperature is regulated by evapotranspi-
ration from root zone and high volatility Ts where the soils are uncovered, and
temperature is determined by evaporation from soil surface. Evaluation of soil
water deficit stress in this type of model is done by calculating the distance of
the pixel from the dry and wet edges along the Ts axis. Unfortunately, the meth-
ods of determining the edges of fuzzy point clouds are highly subjective. The
advantage of such methods is its reliance only on data from satellite images.
Similar models have been developed, where Ts is replaced by the difference
Ts-Ta (Moran et al. 1994) or surface temperature difference between day and
night (Chen et al. 2002, Wang et al. 2006).

NDTI - Normalized Difference Temperature Index and

CWSI — Crop Water Stress Index:

The NDTTI indicator (McVicar, Jupp 2002) and related CWSI (Idso et al.
1981, Jackson et al. 1981) index are defined by formula:

NDTJ = Tsmax—Ts. _1- Ts—Tsmln. 1 CWST )
Ts max— Ts min Ts max— Ts min

and can be calculated on the basis of information on temperature Ts for pixel
in given place, and the maximum temperature (Tsmax) and minimum (Tsmin)
which have respectively pixels of dry and wet areas on the image. Indicators of
this type have the advantage over the others that normalization eliminates errors
of absolute shift the level of the measured value — in this case the value of Ts.
Because in a situation of water shortage in the soil, the plants are limiting
transpiration by closing the stomata in the leaves, the ratio of actual evapotran-
spiration ETa to the potential evapotranspiration ET which can be written as:

p,C
Rn—-G-"""L(Ts—Ta 10
ETa_ v, ( ) (19)

ET, AET,

is a measure of the availability of water in the soil for the plants. Analyzing
extreme situations:
a) in conditions of full water availability:

ETa
ET,

Ts—Ts min )1 (11)
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b) in conditions of total lack of water:
ETCl Ts—Ts max

ET,

>0 (12)

if we denote: a. = p_ Cp/r, and assume that a is uniform over all area of ther-
mal image, we get a system of equations:

Rn—G—a(Tsmin—Ta)
AET,
Rn—G — a(Ts max—Ta) _0 (13)
AET,
AET, :a(Tsmax— Tsmin)
{ Rn— G = a(Ts max—Ta)

=1

After substitution (13) to (10) we get simple proof that NDTI indicator is
equal to ETa/ETO ratio:

ET, _ a(Ts max—Ta)— a(Ts — Ta) — NDT] (14)
ET, a(TS max—Ts min)

which strengthen belief that NDTI can be used to remote measure of the soil
water availability for plants. Assumption of uniform a for all area of ther-
mal image is source of practical limitations of use NDTI to situations when
we can identify pixels of the same crop with extreme dry and wet conditions.
Additionally equation (13) shows that difference Tsmax -Tsmin is maximal for
high potential evapotranspiration so index NDTI have small relative errors in
high vapour pressure deficit conditions.

We show now that NDTI can be used to explanation of triangular shape
of the points cloud on the chart Ts-NDVI. According to the evapotranspiration
model FAOS56 (Allen et al. 1998) ratio of the ETa/ETO can be simplify as a prod-
uct of two evapotranspiration reduction functions:
£1, = KsKc (15)

0
where Ks is reduction caused by soil water deficit in root zone and crop coeffi-
cient Kc is reduction associated with degree of crop cover development. If for
a given crop the maximum and minimum Kc values are known, corresponding
to the surfaces on which it is full crop cover and lack of them, the value of Kc
for the crop can be written as (linear mixing model)

Kec = f, Kemax+(1- £, )Kcmin (16)



REVIEW OF SOIL MOISTURE AND PLANT WATER STRESS MODELS... 85

where v is a fractional vegetation cover. It can be estimated based on the nor-
malized vegetation index (VI) (we can’t use the NDVI index directly because it
may take negative values and for the full crop cover reaches a maximum value
equal to approximately 0.9):

P _( NDVI - NDVI . J
g =

= (17)
NDVI,,. — NDVI

where for the factor n different authors give values from n = 1 (Choudhury et
al. 1994) to n = 2 (Carlson, Ripley 1997). In further calculations I’ll accept
compromise that n = 1.5. Substituting the above formula to the formula for Kc,
and assuming that the object of interest are field crops including mainly cereals
(average for crops (Allen et al. 1998): Kcmax ~ 1.2; Kemin ~ 0.4) we get:

Kc=04+08VI'"3 (18)

Because NDTI values are equal to the ratio of the ETa/ETO, it can be write:

NDTI =(0.4+ 0.8V )Ks =

2
_NDVI._ ){é\]DT[—O.ST (19)

NDVI = NDVI,. +(NDVI
8Ks

min

max

As you can see the NDVI decreases with an increase in Ts. Also the higher
is the availability of water for crop roots (Ks), the lower shifted is NDVI(Ts)
curve. This shows that the interpretation of the indicators (NDTI and CWSI),
could provide an explanation of the shape of a cloud of pixels for a triangu-
lar model and allows for its objective parameter setting in case when we can
properly identify pixels of the same crop with extreme dry and wet conditions.
Because Ks is known function of soil water amount in root zone and soil reten-
tion properties it is possible to use NDTI index for soil moisture assessment

purpose.

S-SEBI - Simplified Surface Energy Balance Index:

This model is based on a similar concept as the triangular model (Roerink et
al. 2000) with that difference that the axis of the vegetation index was replaced
by the albedo (surface ‘whiteness’). Source of triangular shape is increase of sur-
face temperature when vegetation dries during of water lost and albedo increase,
with limitation for surface temperature caused by decrease of absorbed radiation
according to decrease of vegetation cover and associated albedo increase. As in
the triangular model, calculation of soil water stress based on the cloud of points
edges is not fully objective.



86 A.LOPATKA et al.

b) Models of thermal inertia

The driving force behind changes in soil temperatures is heat transfer. It
is widely known that increase in soil surface temperature causes with a certain
delay heating her subsequent deeper layers and conversely the decrease in sur-
face temperature results in a reverse process. Daily surface temperature changes
are short and cause only soil temperature changes the order of tens of centim-
eters. Annual temperature changes are long-lasting and cause soil temperature
changes in the order of meters. The difference in speed adjustment of the soil
temperature to changes in its surface temperature is dependent on soil thermal
inertia STI defined by the formula:

STI =/p,C. K (20)

where C_ [J kg' K'] specific heat capacity of soil, K [W m" K] is the ther-
mal soil conductivity which determines the flow rate of the heat transfer due
to temperature difference and p_ [kg m?] is density of the soil. Because the air
has a low density and low thermal conductivity and water has a high densi-
ty, capacity and thermal conductivity, the soil thermal inertia is approximate-
ly proportional to soil moisture. According to this, thermal inertia models are
using the information about changing the surface temperature specified on the
basis of two thermal imagery, most often from day and night to estimate the
soil thermal inertia and soil moisture. The starting point for the construction of
models of thermal inertia is the principle of the conservation of energy for the
soil heat flux G :
c o _JG ”
Ps ot 0z 1)

where T(z, t) [K] is soil temperature as a function of time t [s] and the depth
z [m] in the soil measured from its surface. The heat flux G [W m™] from soil
surface to the soil inside is in accordance to the Fourier-Fick law described by
the formula:

G=-K a—T (22)

0z

Substituting the formula (22) for G to the first equation gives the differen-
tial equation describing the diffusion changes in temperature of the soil due to
the flow of heat. A similar diffusion equation for the flux changes in soil can be
obtained by differentiating by z formula (21) and substituting formula (22) for G:

7T _ K T  9G_ K 9°G
o0 C,p, oz’ o0 C.p, oz’ (23)
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Because heat energy flux (G) from soil surface cover to the soil inside is
strongly associated with diurnal cycle of temperature changes in soil cover, it
can be roughly described as a sinusoidal function of time which fades exponen-
tially with the depth of z:

G =G, sin(@x —p(z))e* (24)

where the Gmax is amplitude of the daily G flux changes, o is the frequency of
these changes and ¢ is the phase shift depending on the depth z. Relationship
with depth z is due to the delay with which the soil on the some depth heats up
in relation to its surface. Substituting this solution into the equation on changes
the flux G in the soil, gets the formula for determining phase shift: ¢=+6z+y and
the formula for the coefficient of specifying how quickly the flux G decreases
with increasing depth in the soil:

5= /—pz f{“’ 25)

After the calculation of the flux G and its integration we get the formula for
T. As had to be expected formulas on the G and T are similar and differ only by
phase shift and a constant factor:

G N (26)

G
T — max — X
"™ JoKpC  STINw T o

As you can see the amplitude of the daily changes in temperature soil Tmax
is inversely proportional to the thermal inertia STI. In practice relation with soil
moisture is analyzed for being approximation of thermal inertia STI index of
Apparent Thermal Inertia ATI (Price 1977):

arr =124 (27)

max

where A is the value of the albedo.

CONCLUSIONS

1. The advantages of models based on the use of thermal images: availa-
bility of free images for different temporal and spatial resolution; the existence
of multiple models of evapotranspiration and crop stress caused by soil water
shortage in root zone based solely on remote data.



88 A.LOPATKA et al.

2. The disadvantages of models based on the use of the thermal images:
low frequency of repetition for images with high spatial resolution (in the case
of free Landsat over 2 weeks); possibility of analysis is limited only to cloud-
less time periods; hardly separation of effects sparse settlement, sparse woody
vegetation and shadows of forest —agricultural area border; problems with mix-
ing different crops or land use on the same image pixel especially in conditions
of high agricultural holdings fragmentation ; differences between crops albedo,
roughness and heat transfer resistance significantly decrease accuracy of models
without spatial crop identification and separate crop calibration.

3. Taking into account the need to reduce costly ground-based measure-
ments could be assumed that soil moisture monitoring system should be based
solely on remote measurements. Among the models based on heat balance
this condition conforms only model DisALEXI. The disadvantage of the Dis-
ALEXI model is its great complexity. It makes it difficult at an early stage in the
research, in particular for bug tracking and the sensitivity analysis.

4. Among the models based on half-empirical correlation between surface
temperature Ts and vegetation indicators should be highlighted standardized
NDTI indicator. As shown it is equal to the ratio of actual to potential evapotran-
spiration so it is a measure of plant water stress (unless there are other stresses),
which allows also to monitor soil moisture when known are the retention prop-
erties of soil.

5. Other promising method of direct remote soil moisture assessment is
Apparent Thermal Inertia ATI index.

REFERENCES

[1T]Allen R.G, Pereira L.S.,, Raes D, Smith M., 1998. Crop evapotranspira-
tion-Guidelines for computing crop water requirements. FAO Irrigation and drainage paper
56. FAO, Rome, 300, 9.

[2]Allen R.G,, Tasumi M., Morse A, Trezza R.,, Wright J.L., Bastiaanssen
W.,Kramber W, Lorite [, Robison C.W, 2007. Satellite-Based Energy Balance
for Mapping Evapotranspiration with Internalized Calibration (METRIC)—Applications.
Journal of Irrigation and Drainage Engineering, 133, 4: 395-406. http://dx.doi.org/10.1061/
(ASCE)0733-9437(2007)133:4(395)

[3]Anderson M.C.,, Norman JM.,, Diak G.R,, Kustas WP, Mecikalski J.R,
1997. A two-source time-integrated model for estimating surface fluxes using thermal infra-
red remote sensing. Remote Sensing of Environment, 60, 2: 195-216.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0034-4257(96)00215-5

[4]Bastiaanssen WG.M.,Menenti M,,Feddes RA.,Holtslag A.AM., al998.
A remote sensing surface energy balance algorithm for land (SEBAL). 1. Formulation. Jour-
nal of Hydrology, 212-213: 198-212.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-1694(98)00253-4

[S]Bastiaanssen WGM.,, Pelgrum H.,,Wang J,Ma Y,Moreno JF,Roer-
ink G.J., van der Wal T., b1998. A remote sensing surface energy balance algorithm for
land (SEBAL). Part 2: Validation. Journal of Hydrology, 212-213: 213-229.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0022-1694(98)00254-6



REVIEW OF SOIL MOISTURE AND PLANT WATER STRESS MODELS... 89

[6] Begum S.,Otung LE., 2009. Rain cell size distribution inferred from rain gauge and

radar data in the UK. Radio Science, 44, 2: 44. http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008RS003984

[7] Carlson T.N,,Ripley D.A., 1997. On the relation between NDVI, fractional vegetation

cover, and leaf area index. Remote Sensing of Environment, 62, 3: 241-252.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0034-4257(97)00104-1

[8] Chen J.-H., Kan C.-E., Tan C.-H,, Shih S.-F.,, 2002. Use of spectral information for

9]

[11]

[12

[21

[22

]

]

—_

wetland evapotranspiration assessment. Agricultural Water Management, 55, 3: 239-248.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0378-3774(01)00143-3

Choudhury B,Ahmed N.,Idso S.,Reginato R.,Draughtry C., 1994. Rela-
tions between evaporation coefficients and vegetation indices studied by model simulations. Re-
mote Sensing of Environment, 50, 1: 1-17. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0034-4257(94)90090-6
French AN, Schmugge TJ.,, Kustas W.P, 2002. Estimating evapotranspiration
over El Reno, Oklahoma with ASTER imagery. Agronomie, 22, 1: 105-106.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/agro:2001010

Hasager C.B.,,Jensen N.O., 1999. Surface-flux aggregation in heterogeneous terrain.
Quarterly Journal of the Royal Meteorological Society, 125, 558: 2075-2102.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712555808

Idso S.,Jackson R,Pinter P, Reginato R, Hatfield J., 1981. Normalizing
the stress-degree-day parameter for environmental variability. Agricultural Meteorology, 24:
45-55. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0002-1571(81)90032-7

IMGW-PIB, 2014. Sprawozdanie z dziatalnosci w roku 2013, Warszawa

Jackson R.D.,Idso S.B.,,Reginato RJ.,Pinter PJ., 1981. Canopy temperature as
a crop water stress indicator. Water Resources Research, 17, 4: 1133-1138.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/WR017i004p01133

Jiang L., Islam S., 2001. Estimation of surface evaporation map over Southern Great
Plains using remote sensing data. Water Resources Research, 37, 2: 329-340.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2000WR900255

Kustas WP,Norman JM.,Anderson M.C,,French A.N., 2003. Estimating sub-
pixel surface temperatures and energy fluxes from the vegetation index—radiometric tempera-
ture relationship. Remote Sensing of Environment, 85, 4: 429—440.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0034-4257(03)00036-1

McVicar TR, Jupp D.L.,2002. Using covariates to spatially interpolate moisture avail-
ability in the Murray—Darling Basin. Remote Sensing of Environment, 79, 2-3: 199-212.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0034-4257(01)00273-5

Meyers T.P, Hollinger S.E., 2004. An assessment of storage terms in the surface en-
ergy balance of maize and soybean. Agricultural and Forest Meteorology, 125, 1-2: 105-115.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2004.03.001

Monteith J.L.,,Szeicz G., 1962. Radiative temperature in the heat balance of natural
surfaces. Quarterly Journal of the Royal Meteorological Society, 88, 378: 496-507.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.49708837811

Moran M.S,,Clarke T.R,Inoue Y., Vidal A., 1994. Estimating crop water deficit
using the relation between surface-air temperature and spectral vegetation index. Remote
Sensing of Environment, 49, 3: 246-263. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0034-4257(94)90020-5
Norman JM., Anderson M.C., Kustas W.P, French AN, Mecikalski J.,
Torn R.,Diak GR.,Schmugge TJ., Tanner B.C.W.,, 2003. Remote sensing of sur-
face energy fluxes at 10 1 -m pixel resolutions. Water Resources Research, 39, 8: n/a.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2002WR001775

Petropoulos G.P., 2013. Remote sensing of energy fluxes and soil moisture content. CRC Press.
Price J., 1990. Using spatial context in satellite data to infer regional scale evapotranspi-
ration. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, 28, 5: 940-948.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/36.58983



90

A.LOPATKA et al.

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

Price J.C., 1977. Thermal inertia mapping: A new view of the Earth. Journal of Geophysi-
cal Research, 82, 18: 2582-2590. http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JC082i018p02582

Roerink G.,Su Z,Menenti M., 2000. S-SEBI: A simple remote sensing algorithm to
estimate the surface energy balance. Physics and Chemistry of the Earth, Part B: Hydrology,
Oceans and Atmosphere, 25, 2: 147-157.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1464-1909(99)00128-8

Rouse JW,JR.,Haas RH., Schell JJA., Deering D.W,, 1994. Monitoring Vege-
tation Systems in the Great Plains with Erts. Proceedings, 3rd Earth Resource Technology
Satellite (ERTS) Symposium, 1: 48—62.

Sanchez JM.,Kustas WP,Caselles V,Anderson M.C., 2008. Modelling sur-
face energy fluxes over maize using a two-source patch model and radiometric soil and can-
opy temperature observations. Remote Sensing of Environment, 112, 3: 1130-1143.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2007.07.018

Su Z., 2002. The Surface Energy Balance System (SEBS) for estimation of turbulent heat
fluxes. Hydrology and Earth System Science, 6, 1: 85-100.
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/hess-6-85-2002

Wang K.,Li Z,Cribb M., 2006. Estimation of evaporative fraction from a combination
of day and night land surface temperatures and NDVI: A new method to determine the Priest-
ley—Taylor parameter. Remote Sensing of Environment, 102, 3—4: 293-305.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2006.02.007



