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3OBTERR A ISR EE AR, B RS 830017;
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FE R Al A iU A R BRI s ARIC T 6 TR IR WA 2 RO DR W 5 i B2 A A SR L
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150 5

S HEER BT A BRI A - SR AL PR 5
PeB PR & BAREE th A ARSI 3h 5| R
{149 5 R 23 A SRR TR K] i BRUR A BE G ld

T (S, 2008; IvushkinZ:, 2019b). B AL
Izt TR TR, W X i sz

TR R AL . PRI ER AR H L FAO
(Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations) #iit, +T3EEhmifbsm 74t 100 24~
€2 1042 ha L LAY 24 (FAO 2016) . B4 A4H
AR, R e A% T BR E RUARUA BY 3 R n

i HEA: 2023-05-19; FEDZAR: 2023-10-09

(>150 77 ha/a) o Me4b, L 3EhBALTE & ™ H 1
BRI R, WIETE R IR 4 Bk
A2 25 B GEA R R o 6 I T AR R S A Y 5
Bl (Daliakopoulos 55, 2016). K, +3EEETiL
BOA e 21t 7 2 21 th 4 e B i PR Bk R
— (Griggs %5, 2013),

TR WOy R R AR
BAEhR . o ERYJUTAER, 2k bl il A
GEi) W RORE S SRS . Ui vE L IR
ZEC (Electrical Conductivity) 5552 75 k% +
AR AT E (ISR, 2011), R
AL G871 RE U 15 2 M 19 8 £ o B

BEE£WA : RIAHTHA BN (45 :2022TSYCTDO0001 ) ; B4t 5 /R H iR X B AR F L4 T A0 H (4i%5 :2021D01D06) ; [F5E A SR FH2- 3k 4
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20220811173316001 ) ; YN 45 AR K2 FRHIFT H (45 :6023310031K ,6023271008K ) 5 % I 5 PRI 1% B 22 45 [ 58 11 p5 50 0 28 T e ik 4
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BAEFERS . A . BRG] BZR, Hik=
A28 % 221 (Hartemink Al McBratney, 2008) .
I, AR E 4 1T HL 2l A b R ] 4 R AR
AT RO o A, T A B o R i
B TR DA R ARTR, R AT 7328 R G I AR 5¢
G —, PR RAEEAAERRE 7 HARMER A
AL (Shahid, 2013). 380 A% J& 45 I AL
7 A% IR A8 A I S b T A R — R R R R
F 1925 4F A L HEAR BOR A B A= DIk, 4
T Ho A% S PSS (Proximal Soil Sensing) 7 A il &
J& (A4 45, 2018) FEMEIEM. 3his., Pk
L, #EIE&RS (Remote Sensing) 4 A B & Ay 4%
iR 34 T #HHLE  (Metternicht #11 Zinck,
2008) . WAL, R IREARTE AP0 b I i A
BT A Rt T s Ol T R R i A
PRI L RS Sl 2 W i g 4 it 1 A o A s
THF GKRHER &, 2020). HL, mh LR, 2
T S L 2 SR A R AT ORI T B K R A A

FIEEL AL SR T IR AL 4 . R Metternicht
Ml Zinck (2003) . FAKBFIEM (2006) . 24 [H
% (2012) LUK Gorji % (2015) Z5435 C4) 25 [l
BT LT L M 22 YRR 1) R R AR W ML S
N AR5 B A Ak JRe s R, AE R M AR R
H5EES B RNSE S, HFREEN .
Wi RSN Z R Rz P R
LA, BlEE B AR S BRI, BB B
A 5T FR G 10 i b A2 SR R A - R Ak
e BB ik J DA B i S 1 J g ] 1 — 2B 4
B = ST LN € 1Y S 161 D& 2 e 3 SR £ )
K.

YT, AR SCER X R AR A AR R
)& RS, 254 WUBUAHSCSCHk, DL Sl —or
BRI Rk (E 1), st e 4
R W R B R EROR R K ok
UAE BB FERE T IH 98 825 S AT o8 TAE M JR B4 5
I 5 T 1) A ok K e 55 52 B o7 FH 75 R 0] 38 1 AL A%
JEHE AN LR B W IR 5 7 ) A TR

1o R ELME R B R o PRI S AT e, RO
a N

M SR A

ffffffffff \ B
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I
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Fig. 1 Conceptual framework of remote and proximal sensing technology in soil salinization monitoring

2 BT R AR B R ) 4R i Ak
AT e B S B TR
L5 AL SR R Ry AR A W R T
ZEHTREE SCFE . LT AR & LAY R AL I
PRI DASRAEAS TR 0] | 3 A R I 1% 43 25 ) %) 3
FUNIFESS I
21 AETFEEE
P MBS A, BATTAT AR 43 b AT M T A5 TR

Tﬂ

Mﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ@ﬁ(mﬂ Eﬁﬁﬁﬂ¥iﬂ
TR B B B A, Hoas (8] 0 B R B G i

P E#ﬁﬂﬁ—%m?mﬂﬁf N
et 0 2 i JEF 4 R R0 4

(Corwin fl Scudiero, 2019). HLEIE 5 — MK
BT A AL RAESCTE AL EM%AMUM
(Unmanned Aerial Vehicle) 1&EE 28150 B2 2RI
23 BRI AN . B TR REIRCT 6, Bl
JBR Y R S I A R A ] A R AR, T
LA S B #5280 (vushkin 55,
2019a) o Tl 1A A4 SRR — A 119 2 S T DAL 2
LR BT (2 m) WUR BIEME B R,
W B AL B AL A5 AE R BR T AT W —3T £L A0 B Sl
i VNIR (Visible-Near Infrared) . i HLif 25421 4]
3% FTIR (Fourier Transform Infrared Spectroscopy)
¥R F 5 GPR (Ground Penetrating Radar) 1 i
J& R EMI (Electromagnetic induction) (Metternicht
1 Zinck, 2003).
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Fig. 2 Overview of different remote and proximal sensing data

acquisition platforms for soil salinization monitoring

22 ARIIERIEE

R TAEIRER, e AT LR o ok o g 7 '
AR (S 25, 2018), Hith, Obigmig.
LT HME SRR S8 T T Z RS- 65 17 LA K M
HL SR AON R 2 19 EMT A5G JH T 300 b 1 W ) T
B (E1),

2.2.1 HBERKE

TEA SO, HLRE TR A I T2 B AR YR R
AR GPR. KM A T R AGE i & B 5
o (A R Ml A= Bl T I b AT A IR R G Y

I 38 A5 5 2 W 4 3R R IR AR AR W 5 B
(Guo %, 2019) . KM AL AT H 425 fil
SR SN B o= N R R R DS DIV SEY Il
fift BT RV TR EC, (apparent Electrical
Conductivity) MJAEAL ., T ZWBIRE, EC, ZANA
R 2B SR BT AR .
Sy PR . AT AR, I 2 EKE AL R S
(GPS) 5% #a ab 3 HL A 0 w5 B2 4 AR i T K M g
SRR HH (8] 55 55000 R 36 43 W e A i A
21 A Y H R RN A% IR A L 4G DUALEM-1/2,
EM31, EM38., EM38-DD, EM38-MK2 Fil Profiler
EMP-400%% (Doolittle fll Brevik, 2014), {HJ&,
TR L T R AGRAS EC, A% HE 5 AR IR 2 S
ANRE H AN 2= HAD X 8, sk, M S
o (5100 ds-m™) B, fi#HEEC, 5 13 73 (]
1) ¢ 2 R A2 15 1 52 2% (Doolittle F1 Brevik,
2014) . GPRJZJ)— P 5E T Ho mh 2 AR 1 b 3k ) JLR
T H, e RT DA A5 5 X v b R R 47 AR o
SR M R, GPRAE TAER & 5 K1
HiLTHT A S v RN A L RE Bk o, A A S ik e AR
[F) A L8 B0 10 B, R R 2 25 51 i A Il
AR, XA RS S — R R EC, A HLE
RN AL ] g 9 (Al Hagrey Al Miiller,
2000; Metternicht Fl Zinck, 2008). 4Xifii, GPR¥
ARXAEM ZER L wr 2] (Wi IR ) , a1
BUAS AL LA R, PR R 22 b T /N RUBE 1Y) g
T Z

x1 ARMERBFSEMUNTE ST

Table 1 Pairing of different sensors with the remote and proximal sensing data acquisition platforms

— HLRE TR o5
Kb F84 BHEE VNIRJGHE RGB AH#L ZHRR RIS M hh B¢

A H N N N

Pl J

fi 29 N N

TE VARG AR A RE A 5 0t o7 4 2 e R £ A 7 X

222 HEEEHGBMERESE

2 5 5 I AR SR R A T Bl kg bk
B A Y L R SRR PR AT e b . R
AU WERRGT VAR R 5o A AR
R F IR LAl o AR F, B Fissh 58
FEGERE AR B A W 22 5% Wik, YA
AR PR LRI T R R A s AR

B SEREIEERE (RS, 2014) . o6 R E
BEE A TG, WEAT N2 SN
Bl CE ST WOE R B . WS4
PG B AR 45 . JRA7/Z N VNIR, FTIR. RGB
AL BALEZ S g . B S U
BB 5 T AR B B A i SR

AN EE 0K 5 A S5 B aE A
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FRPEANTE], (A5 OR [R] 3h 5 40 A i 5 2R AL Y 1 4
I B0 O TR B RS S R cRE . A PR R
A8Vt B AE VNIR I 3% 0 B 9 E A B 0 0 I o
P£ (400—770 nm ., 900—1030 nm , 1270—1700 nm
1900—2150 nm. 2150—2310 nm. 2320—2400 nm)
(Csillag %, 1993). 43R/ 0As + 5851
RO FE TR RS AR O, — R 00 T 38 0 R R
2B R o (B Th . Eh A f X R
i 2 B3 fof A5 R FH RS /2 P VINIR AR Hdk 47
WA K Al BE (Peng %5, 2019) . M4k, 52 +3EK
gr . BT EREIRS . BT OBCREE R e
AN [R) b 5 P A B2 17 4 48 HL A R[] 7 32T 40 ke S
etk BUADFRIESCE & S R R SR 2 I
MR ZR, i IA NTE 8—11 wm i B N A FTIR #4
LLAN RS BT E 28 R S R PUNRE ) (Xu
&, 2021) . FEFATZS A R W 39 £8 i 1k — i
g G XS SR RRAE S BT S 0 . SO S
T Ao T R I B R A R R TAE AT AT iR
i b 2R 5T DA S F RE AL (Xu %8, 2020b; Ren
4, 2016) . ZIGIEARIRAS 2 0 THLE S 5 40 Ik
V. BT 2L, B RS LI ANF
JEikEE (g, s, 2, 20, LR
TR AN N A I O S | 1B B g e
J7 B RAE LR 5T B R (Wang 55,
2019) . ZZEh /520 )+ HEAE VNIR X3k 7R Y L
JEEhE R A g N . T RA S 5L
B B AR IBOR S S v R T 25 1 RE 1, 2Ok E
TR XY Al FH A5 oA )12 B R R R 5 Ak Wl
HAT-B (Ivushkin%, 2019b). w4043k, Bk
2 1 JEEIE P AL T 4R e T i B 14 X e XU
BAE, LLMODIS, WorldView 2% . Landsat &% .
Sentinel-2, IKONOS, #45—% (HJ-1) Hl& 45
— 5 (GF-1) & RMRERMZI6TEERE O ) b
NPT Wi AR b Y AR ARG B (B 4,
2016; WangZ#, 2018b, 2019, 2020b; Allbed %5,
2014; ZhangZ%, 2015).

mOGIE G AR RA EISA " e,
A% [F] 20 AR I 1 0 23 (a5 B R L2 ig 5 8 .
EOGIE S A OGS HRm . BREE S L R
B RKAERR S, HOR A ROe ity HR v gk +
Ot R E o Z S 5 (FKE S,
2006) o 9 G AL R (HyMap. DAIS-
7915, AVIRIS) Z##H TH= &, MEHRA

Hyperion & GREAL A 19 EO-1 LA T 20004 11 H
ST WAR 5 B 2 m DGk R T o (Weng
&, 2010). BT, FZHF BN R
=GR HE 324 Hyperion, HJ-1A |, S5 H5
(GF-5) . ¥kiff—*5 (OHS) 4 (Zhong%, 2021;
Kahaer % , 2020; Fan %5 , 2016; Wang & 2018b) o
Bk, WET AN SLESHAN LR, ET
“TMNMA+ZHE” 5 “TAM+EINIE” TR
o, HARH RS (EymtEE) s e
(A A HEE ) BOREL, b TSR ot Ak W) 2 1t
THIFTARABPLZ: (Ivushkin4E, 2019a). © A B
REEG T HIEEOGIEAR 5 RS, HEAA
T XSO EE B Ry (Hu %, 2019), BbAh, i
A — S 2 35 R ML A8 A% % AR A5 (A AR B Ol 3 55 ]
F2 48 bR 4 e R A 24T W5 (Al-Rahbi 4%,
2019) . FALL A B ) f g D 1 10 sk T A [
A (e . iR ER &Ly ) AEERIksI
T R SRR 22 5, BFoE RIISS A A fE e
HNFE N Y 22 TE B B8 08 A RHR 1R 43 i RS
(Ivushkin 45, 2017). R0, T UL6. dEZ0hh 54
LLANEBR T X eaEE B e, [ RE A IR
PSS R, R 2 KA G R A B 5o
RS, AR IRER A Z R, R B EAT
—EMFIBRE S, TTLLARE) | RN A ,
B A% — o T8 R AP 2% B - B R 5t Ak W I
AR o T A0 H 0 3 R e 350 1 AN ) s 7
Tl B vl LA st W - 3R ik . 7F 1—7 GHe
B A v, S R S R %) (Shao
4, 2003)., AHALIETEIASAR (Synthetic Aperture
Radar) J& HFT& B HCHIGE . B &R 20 F
R IEAS (Scudiero %, 2016) ., B A WF5TH
TR A I Be i J SRR, 5
200 . PSR S AL AR 2 2T TR AN RNR B 2 IR
() 3 R o3 R AT s EOE PR S . F AT SAR
B4 £ 5 JERS-1. ENVISAT. RARDARST-1/2.
ALOS-PALSAR . Sentinel-1, #&4; =5 (GF-3) %
(Gao %%, 2021; Periasamy #1 Ravi, 2020; Wu AR
2020)

3 LR AL B M A R O vk

AR IR AR S AR R L R O R B
RAADEEREE (2R 5 MR A
i

X
PEATER T R AR 2R A Be S . fEid R L
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AR, SR T R AR IREOR I LR B I E
WG TRED . HAT, LHEER R RO 3 EAK
i L HOGIE A 5 O E B AR B ERE, L
FAGHOEZO01E | B SE AR R GRK 2RI e
M, 2006; Scudiero 55, 2016). AHNHE, +3Edh
A6 B AR SR I D7 5 W] DL A3 S LA 4 Fh e A
(1) EEEEREG (2) i EBITL; (3) &
RUER G (4) BUCF 5K
31 EERFEREWN

3o A AR R 43 SRR XN Fh BT AE R AT 4
BORB LGNl Z — (Farifieh 55, 2006) . 1
SR WAL A 3 5 e - A o AR A, Rt
WAL I s . S AR 22 S H O
PR T RE . M3 3R )2 b g e s Fe T,
FREOCW . R R A, HOE R
W THEER W - (Wang 55, 2012). B, H45
HIBIF 58 27 5 22 8 0 B4 H AL 1 A [m) 1 i B2
G 07 2O Eh Al DI AT SR I, AL, SRy
SRR MR T K Z 8] B OC RIC YT .
AR M, BET &R R MR 5 e 3 Z 18] B A1
HOCF, W]k (8] 4 5 AR 0 B 4 AT U .
P, 3 28 A] 2 4 pm e b ek 1ot Ak ) 141 v 75 21
TTI 1z (Metternicht 1 Zinck, 2008).

[ 20 fiE 22 90 AF AR LIK , 3 OB I H 2 4
B, TR — A Bt R TR
J% K 18 78 # (40 Principal Component Analysis,
Karhunen-Loeve . Kautlr—Thomas 7% ¢ 45 ) A9 JE fil
b, A ITEALNE BEE W A B 2B s
W L EUE B4 BOR 3 3 W B A RGR 1R
(Csillag%%, 1993), BT SZHem Al . JOREW &L
GiorKtn, Hlawy ) SREY kB
M T R B A 22U 2 (Wadoux 4F
2020; Nurmemet%, 2018). AT ABHKIAILL
G 2 VR IR S . T . bR K SRRRIE A
AT DL B A S Eh w A A AR TR . DL K B b T A
AHIEE T Landsat 8 52/5H1 DEM A= 7 1) 49 4> PR 455 1
AR i N B FE R, Mohammadifar 55 (2021) X b
T AR ) BIE S 6 FhHLARF S BT L
by o AR, 45 R W DL DCNN  (Deep
Convolutional Neural Networks) “NACFE IR %>
IPRAN R . AL, Garajeh 5% (2021) 4%
BRI TR KA A TSRS B R T DCNN

MUEERERESE , PEAG T O R U AL X s R 1Y
2 [a) oA Mo i . BIR ARG E— 20 R W 2 PR IR
A5 5 e ko B R BB B TEAR R S R w A
SR B FIBCTOR ATIR o
32 RIEREHFE

HT T 7 b ) e E 4 5 5 4 I B i R
TEBOG TG 1R BCRE A8 S bk - SRR, T ROLAE
SR B I A A R (Allbed %%, 2014) ¢
AR ER B bR p9A [, v T A L A e
B F A OISR RS R AR BN

G, TR AR WA 5 LB YRR 1 X
e 2o A Sy DI S IR O T AR B S - R
B 8] B AH 5 56 FOF BE T AL SR, Bl S IX
AL B (Scudiero 4, 2016) . EEA K
o AR AN [5) A% S SR IBCAY 38 ) OIS AL
ST R T — R0 E (£2). LK
o H—A1bER /82U NDSI (Normalized Difference
Salinity Index) . TREFEFEEL 1 Intl (Intensity Index 1) .
o B8 %L 2 Int2 (Intensity Index 2) . #4348 %L SI
(Salinity Index) . #h73-6%1 SI1 (Salinity Index 1) |
Ehr38 %02 SI12 (Salinity Index IT) . #h43F8 %k 3 SI3
(Salinity Index I1I) . #£4345%15 SI5 (Salinity Index
V). #h345%06 SI6 (Salinity Index VI) FIZEH
T A N 48 % CoSRI  (Combined Spectral Response
Index) o LUK, 24 DXl 2 A w7 3 L ATk 2 it
FE ) IE AR 2 2 3 - SR Ay iy s e, A H
TR R CLHJE VNIR BN ) Kt —mE A
1t (Zhang %5, 2015). P, A 274 H AL B
JEE R R AL LR (R AR, 2017) . 1A
an, H—1bH B FEECNDVI (Normalized Difference
Vegetation Index) (Rouse 5, 1974) . 35 AU 4
FEECEVI (Enhanced Vegetation Index) (Huete 5,
2002) . J7 AHBEAE L GDVI (Generalized Difference
Vegetation Index) (Wu, 2014) . JEZk M 9% 45 %
NLI (Non-linear Vegetation Index) (Goel Fl Qin,
1994) . i )22 £k B ma 7 A 9k 48 2L CSRI (Canopy
Response Salinity Index) (Hu %%, 2019) Fl 4 11
9 A B $8 £ SAVI (Soil-Adjusted Vegetation Index)
(Huete, 1988) %,

BE A 12 RS BT A, 1 DI BRI Ok
ZHH G ASCIETR BRI kb i, oy

Sl D e 8 R A o AT Bl .
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g LREWAAIS, HTEREA G B EIF OIS
fE 4 (Wang 5%, 2018b). % WHREIE XX £ H
FRWAP B R (NN 1 40015 48 5
(X (1)—(3)), FEZILNAZE(EE DI (Difference
Index), FC{E RI (Ratio Index) Fl1JH—4k7I NDI
(Normalized Differential Index) o Wang 2 (2019)
B X Sentinel-2 i B8 2L ih e Be, E —4BOGi% 4R
B Al FRTIE A 3N BN, Sk T =4
TEHE XL TBI (Three—Band Indices) J A IK: H FH
THRX RNz (K(4)—(10)).
T B — R O3 B A5 O R A
FAERE AR, Z5G % Xl I U N &R
HET A ERARFAE 25 ], ooy - b ik W R it T
TR CE B (R4, 2010). EAYESS
B R AR S B R AR A s, AR

®2 WATIEHRR

it A 7] 2 80 22 Ta) 19 AH O P #4 2 Albedo—MSAVI,
SI-Albedo. SI-NDVI. MSAVI-WI-SI £ — 4/ = 4
FRAFAS [R5 S b 28 96 % 0 B R4 T 40 B o 2t
SEARRIAE AL CT#Em 4%, 2014; Guo %, 2023),
i T WG, o R AR 23 ]
AR & 5 N AT TH . i, Yao % (2021)
e THIE S5, WREE S E BB EHITT
“ZH—Z R FHER M E, ISR SRR
25 Bl R 36 AT T X . Muhetaer 55 (2022a) 45
H: T Landsat 8 5 PALSAR-2 %4, FI 6% 2%k
5 WAk H bR oy i J5 10 87 TR 48 A0S SO R A T
2 TYERFAEZS ], I 40 0 S U DX R £ B AR
YA TR BRILLAAN, WA FERH 2
il 2R 5% P A2 o BCHE HE AT U A B (Wang 55
2019; Peng% , 2019),

1 B B 2 RS HE

Table 2 Summary of widely used soil salinity indices for soil salinization assessments

TR SCiik 45 TR %
bR e
(Nocalid it St o) (Khan 32005 (R - NRY(R + )
3 FEHEHL 1 (Intensity Index 1) (Fourati %,2015) Intl (G+R)2
5 B 46 44 2 (Intensity Index 2) (Fourati % ,2015) Int2 (G + R + NIR)/2
/345 %0 (Salinity Index) (E1 Kader Douaoui % ,2006) sl (B+R)*”
L3880 1 (Salinity Index 1) (Khan %§,2005) SI1 B/R
+h /5% 2(Salinity Index I1) (Khan%§,2005) SI2 (B-R)/(B+R)
#3550 3 (Salinity Index 111) (Khan % ,2005) SI3 (GxR)/B
+h /8% 5(Salinity Index V) (Khan%§,2005) SI5 (BxR)/G
/3550 6(Salinity Index V1) (Khan % ,2005) SI6 (RxNIR)/G
SRR (Feménder-Buces % ,2006) CosRI (B + R)/(R + NIR) x NDVI

(Combined Spectral Response Index )

e FH B LG R FTNIR 235056 o 328 SR 1 5 (% 2T R 4T AN B

RI(RAI_R”) =R,/R,, (1)

DI = Rar = R @)

NDI, = (R = Ro)/(Ry +R.) Q)

TBE = 1, 4y = Riy/(Ria X Ry) )

TBI =2, o= R/ (R + R)  (5)

TBL= 3, )= (R = Ri)/(Ri + Ry)) - (6)

TBL =4, , o =(Ry = Ro)/(Ru-Ry) (7)

TBL = 5, ) = (R + Ru)/Ry (8)
TBI - 6<RM.R“’RM) =

(R/\l - R/\Z)/((R/\l _R/\z) - (RAz - Rm))

TM—7WMMF4R“—RM}{R“—&J (10)

33 RAFEERE

BN TR 2T 38 B e, CoA R E il
FHZ 07 kb gt 33 0 1 et RO VAR Rl
EC, FIEMI &G Z Ml % V) ¢ &, i 2o a7 5 1 £k
P [0 01 B AT 3 7 - 498 f S 30 B S ) TR R
[a] () 25 56 J5 % (Doolittle F1 Brevik, 2014; Li %,
2020) o 45 A A R G R Y 5 b 2 i B AT DA RN 55
LTI 1 S RN R 5 AL = 0075 S 40 N
DL AL AR 21 R AR i o 2 s 5 e A gy ik
456 9 T - 58k o0 09 K A8 AL 5
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Hd i e/ e [0 9 PLSR  (Partial Least—Squares
Regression) EEE R EZ — (Fan%s, 2016),
PLSR HA —E RHERRBE 1, m A TR 40 L 9 i
JCIEHER > Z R AR MG R, ARG [A] I
f & Z AW N AR B, 36 a] DUAT R0 b B 2 HE AL
P[] U 75 1) T3 (Wang 28, 2019). PLSR
L 1 2y T S0 R0 225 ) 42 sk 2 b ) - B3 41
U, Nawar % (2014) = FHER PLSREA, &
82 W T AS [R5 D) Landsat 5245 DL A6 23 B
K El-Tina V- J5t R HEER U2 B2 0 SR, g
80 B s o0 A B A IE 2 A DL R 3 1Rl AR 2t
K AN H PLSR HA —E M RR M (Wang 55,
2018a). ML, AHEANTAHZMZ ANN (Artificial
Neural Network) . 2 JC H i&E N [0l 9 #£ 45 MARS
(Multivariate Adaptive Regression Splines) , Bfi #l £k
MRF (Random Forest) %5 Z Fh Al #4527 > ik
2 2 1 TG T TR 5 30 B0 Ot 3% B
M oy Z ) R G &R I TR B4 S8OR

(Mohammadifar 28 , 2021; Fariftieh 2 , 2007;
Padarian 2%, 2020).
TR R A, BT R IR

- ek AL R e W I LB AN T A3 . b
T 0 BT 2 A R SRR W LA, nT DS A g R
I UERR IR AT . L T oo U B AT DA AR G 2 1)
AR B, DT 4R R A BT 0 K BE A AT E P
(A, 2014) . UL, #RA0EFAMNREADG RS &
( “InSitu” ). SC5 % S5 55 T b 1w ot
BRIz A A R A 1 SRR (sl
F A, 2018). T EULHIRYSE, FIR HIHERGHRY)
FHAR AR o > 22 3055 Y BR A5 0 4 M AR ROGHR S 7 +
e R A EAE R S A s, R —
APRGE IR BT 2 T B R R OC R
SRMT, 338 T B AR 2 ME LA E R e 5 L
FR T HE B R 2 TR E o SR R (Wa
45 2023; Wang 25, 2023b). Mte4h, HETE N
B+ G RL (40 Hapke #281 | SOILSPECT
FEAY | Kubelka—Munk BE{S A A S5 ) 78 57 o f
W I ARL R X — e S5, B RT
ek 3 1 G LB R T A R % (Ou
4, 2022) . KL, BA BRI 20 E T B A
OISR BOT k. BUSOG I AR B R R e
PEEBUAE A N S (Gorji %5, 2015; Corwin Al
Scudiero, 2019),

H1 T 3 2 A B R A7 3 MK 4y
P IEFEVER, P — e fF o th 24 3L F SAR 5 ¥
P A R A 1 i R AT (Wu 5§, 2020) .
FS2 b, A AOTE SAR B R T S Eh 40 i
TR G EEMEN (Shaods, 2003). HHr, Dobson
BRI 12 TR EE SR Al gk, B
R ER IR RIS . BT, A EE
XFRADARSAT., ALOS %A [ 4 5350 11 SAR 44k A
R T — RIME IR, Q& 1E ) Dobson AR 7Y |
IEM (Integrated Equation Model) #&%  # PR 2% 5
AUA S H 4% (Dong %5, 2022) . Periasamy I
Ravi (2020) #:T Sentinel—1 XU AL B 45 3 L W5 5%
YR RS AL VV AR T O R R R
Hi RN AL A R BCSE B T AR g Al R A
JFEUE B I ak (R*=0.85, RMSE=1.14) . Gao %
(2021) fliH GF-3 (CIEE) FALOS-2 (LiEk)
FIELAY XL BEIE Ak (quad—pol) SAR T
TR T R X R A A RAE 33 A o B O
RIS A 5 1) 5 R P 22 0] ) 56 ZR Al A T X 3,
T E R BRI, R ATIA0.79, HEE
HAT, {1 SAR 3 8 S 8 4 555 o047 i AT ik
AHAMM T IERR . o, —sEHH LA
BUIG 28 38 BT 5 1 5/ 22 61 SR LT MR 24 104
T ORTE] DX ) 3R 43 5t S AR A (Ivashkin
45, 2019a; HuZs, 2019), U HFTX LEAFITA
Wb THRIARE B, ABATY 3 £5 51 1k B2 b % )k
WAL TR A O VA AL A, SELRR T b T R 2R
TR A A ZS B, AR G RORE 2 B T AR
HAEZEMNME.

34 HFEIEFE

BEA 25 AR B AR . B 42 4 A0 3 2 H a0 2k
WO AR R e, B ISR R T R wifl
I R A o R R R By g S (8] 3 A
15 BRAEM — A=, Bl W45 B A
SR BRI A A R P P B Y SRR A M
1925 (8] FIAS (] 2246 (Minasny Al McBratney, 2016).
TSR ALTE B A SR, PR
PE 5 52 e H R0 4 T e LA 0 A i 2 [ AP AR
RER, X —XRPALE R I — AR,
T — AR 2 R T P I R A A PR R R R B
“F UL & R 5E 3%, SCORPANHEZL—S = £ (s, «,
o, r, p, a, n)jﬂﬁ?i%%ﬂ@%ﬁﬁTﬂ‘%%%lm
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EmfEHESE (McBratney 5%, 2003). K, Lk
ZEELRPNEANSEE T IERESERN R
HEATH , S FEAAE. IEGER (). R
F(e). EMHAE (o), WIEHI (r), BEFT(p). B
] (a) FNZS[H] (n) 2R o 07 PR RN TE — A R A
FRA 1) 33 Jm R sl A AT DU eR R i, itk
APy AL, | s TR 1 5k 22 55 1 FT 40 Ky #4 5 p
24, SCORPAN HE 2y 4 3 35 73 1Y iof 25 1] 141 $i2
HE T ATEE R IS LA . [FIEY, X R AR A E &R
T8 5 850 - S P O T B R R X HiT
Pa R JRAE R, T A TR A RO 1 5C
F OO EHEREV) . WE 3R, EHT 5%
il 2ok F v, O RE % 48 3t - 8 £ 43 1Y =5 ] i
W, [ 3k BEAE AR BAS T S 1 1 25 TB) oA, AT B
FHREREH AT FESE (Wadoux &, 2020), Xk
NSO NN R e 50 | S DR B T = A
BURGEE , AT LAARGF M ok MG Ge il 7 i AN A2

TR

+ il

f i i

T R
2 ,Q
€.
<&
LR

K13 etk By il B ST HE S

Fig. 3 Summary framework for soil salinity mapping

1 RS AL W K R b, R IR
£y 5 5T P B A OC AR RN 3 IO E Y
Bf 25 HE Wy 12 R 2 #E 2E ) A OC B (Wadoux Al
MecBratney, 2021) . 477, BFEEEIVEM Cubist, BE
ML 7% K RF., #% BR #6 & $2 7+ XGBoost (Extreme
Gradient Boosting) AL #% 27 > FIEIRIZ R FL AR O
YWk e v 3 | ES R AR I NS S I 2
52, BATTAT DURE R B 5 PR EE Bl ) G B
R A B R R (R Bk 45, 2007) .
BN, TEmMAE K (2017) @Sk R R
FEJ7 ¥, 4 IR — IR BT PR SoLIM. (Sl
Land Inference Model) #4# T 4 e £k 434 AR
IR H W T T B X A g o iy SR A
Ivushkin &5 (2019b) 4545 2 IR IR AR 5 5 4415

A, M RFEIEZH T A 1986 4F—2016 4
] g Ak L3R o A I . BR T 3 R R PLES
SO)R, ARG G T o B R A R £
I AE 1B (Wadoux %5, 2020), #igil=#
Ti 2 R AR — e (S E) ARG, IFAR
Fer LI 54l 1 2 TR 114 245 [ 6 22 4 AR SO0 457 8 )
FIEER MG . BN, ZovkoZE (2018) FETE
Hi VNIR SIS E s LA 3838 v B 4 5 03 ) v B 4 vk
B2 T 5 2 WO Ay b XA AR Ay Bl
S S R 5 MG T o BT vk Z R R AR X AE T B
R . RiE# 32 ZEsm R T p R M, i e
B P 3 Ao T S A ) 2 A A TR A DR A B
Mt B2 (Szatmari f Pasztor, 2019) . % T+ HEEh
SYECFERI RIS, R T R R 37 4 b L i
AR EA Y R AL, A BRSO o Y S
ghiR.

4 TR ML REOR I L B
AR 5 P

41 ETEMERRANLERRLENER

Bib— Mk, BIERMEE . 2REF, 2K
W0 (% A BB Sk L, PRI RS . SERT
%23 o ANAUEHE 5 oK B 1 b T A% Bk, T8 Ak
SARZAER X HOWIAR R (278 7, 2012)
Xof B 28K 1 ORI, TE A% SRS — IR A R B, U
TE ML = LS, AT L2 D[R] X6 b 08
MWHE AR, SR, DO, P
I A 4207 67 W o 3% T AL AL R R i L 4R
BN DG SEAE T8 2 B A TR, 32
i A B 1 S T RS B . 4T, A b — Rk gh
AR RE T S S BLEE A E 4 BT

BIRW S, ZWEEAEME . EBR K
R R B — kb, Bk, ©f
WA E B X 3T AT TR

TERERIRE L, BT I 5% 2 24k % T A i 5%
IFIE] o i ] 25 S [] 20 B9 D Ao 52 3 3 1 5 B AL
H B B[R] KB (Wang 25, 2019). T A
B AL BRAF T S Ty R AN TR, BRI EE
TEMI RS FAAE R R 22 5, o RO Rl AR
BRI ENE (Jiang %, 2019b) . KL, Wiy
K (D). (2) FiR, CA B 5 bR B
Pty s o) RURE 22 S, 4 2 DR 2 ) 1% 5 i)
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R ) 401G 3 A5 (I 40T B b Bl AT R
RS PSR TR T E S v & b £

SR %)

) E

4 R B S 3 [ A itk (Ma 5%, 20225 Chen 4%,
2021).,
| smme | mwew | reme |
T2 [z lifz |[=2 |i[=z]|[=|
& || & | w4 o8 || &
e || = [l & || i & || 8
O W GG &
2
iy iy
1 - I N 1 O R
O T O O O B O
% || & il & || 2 B8
& || & il @ || & |l &@||& |
W om [ oe || B R || E |
S S N - S

e

I

TR FR@) | TRG) TR@) hRG) FTRE) |

P4 T ] SRR AL I A B — R SR AR

Fig. 4 Integration of satellite, UAV and proximal sensing for soil salinization monitoring

FERSRIRG b, 5 ELEE A M A L S
TR PRl 1y 2 2 SRR R A e T R L YEORG E AE
A2 B 2 M AR B A2 M in 2 B PR (Shi 4%,
2022) . PR, R R N 5E o R — V) e e
TR, AR R S R S R AR AR T
AR R FR L B AR R (% ORS B RN S
(Nawar 5%, 2014) . 9 3% 3% 13 3R B 3 g
VNIR {5 EWRS S — 8 m, Rl LSy
3 (3). (4), KT VNIR B AL  f 6 70 sl 1 T
DL R BB 5 B8R VL e 5 AL IE, #E M s
PR e R R O R IR A T (TR AR
2019),

TEREW R L, WL 45 A R + 5 b
T % B R R A 4 it 5 1) 22 R 38 46 20 B
(Ivushkin 55, 2019a) . FKHUZ R 1 & 20 B R 5L
P IE ML 6 1 RARE A, — 5 el B AR B b
SRR RO e 3, oy — vl 5
B SRR A, Dy ORLEE 328 R ) 1 ]
BORCE S P . B BF9E T2 B4 vh TR Al A e Y
By e kG R R A R AT ROE R R (5= (5) .
(6)), I AHEELTULMFEMEI (Hu%, 2019;
Qi%, 2022).

B—HIEN RRE

AN B A% TR T 2R 46 (R BUHIs FE IS 28 Z0 R
MR P8 . PRIV B A5 7 T AE A 2 R ki b AT
A S, KM 2R &% GPR BHTHE T+
B 3 1) A5 (Zajicova A1 Chuman, 2019;

4.2

Guds, 2023). BARENTREGE XA FITREE 2+
B oy EATERAN , A ARE AT AR 9 s R A B,
M LA AL AE 2 A] o R m Ak AT I . e,
CER YR €1 N TN W i w7/ N w12 1A 1
SR EEA FRAE, G a] R AR H = 4055 i 52 e o
R a7 — & W HE (Wu Fl Lambot,
2022; Farifteh %, 2008). T M VNIR 4% R GE12
KT G LS55 (Chen 55, 20215
Li%F, 2022), 784uiAF5E & H X L b AR
fyER 432 (Wang %%, 2018a; LaoZF, 2021), #
XA A E LS (Tian 55, 2021, 2022)
AT XA, O L 2 M R AE A B —
S PR

R R BB T, TR AR Y B[] 43 B
BT o PR N A5 (8] 3 B Z R A AE A AH L
152 & (Dubovik %, 2021). Landsat £ 41 143
e 2 R T AR Y i o R 2 —,
BAEZS ] 43 HE 5 5 U 3 B Z IRV UAS: 1 AR R
iy, (AEE YR Z A RBE, AT REME LR
WG R REM S AR (Han 55,
2021) . SREIZAG A0 235 (B oy PR o —3, |
Hig B s (b, BiEEms) FE—g
25, PR R s e 2508l iR A7 AR AR B - S 5t
AW 75 ZEE A TAZIE. (Bannari 1 Al-Ali, 2020).
IAh, BRMIL R R T 2015 4 F1 2017 4R LS & 45 T
Sentinel -2 &AL iETE, AR TEEREHKLE T
R 5 0 PR R, oA A R R BT Ak 1 1
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WAL T A S A EAR (Cao %5, 2022a; Ge ¥,
2022a; Wang %, 2019), JT4FK, KM/ KK &
Oy FEROL S TR & B IR, W0 Worldview 5 41
(Alexakis %, 2018) . [ = @& 70 & 4 (Li 5%,
2021; Hu%%, 2019; Yang%%, 2023). PlanetScope
(TanZ¥, 2023; AvdanZf, 2022) ZEWizui T+
BB M Z rh, H A R AT BB 45 1
SR Ty W TR AR U T —E WE L A, BLEY
B N A2 2 A 22 00 P A s D i TR B
41 Hyperion (Fan %, 2016; Weng %%, 2010) .
72 GF-5 (Jiang fll Xue, 2022) . HJ-1 (Ren 5%,
2019) M gy E . EH KIS
PR AR 7 S 3 - A ) ] 1 O T B AR R A G
PG T, B mOL IS R A BN B R,
THHRRKZ, B 558 B Bk A — Bl
B (GedF, 2022b). AL, ENHEIGS I
R RGS, B2 BN =W T, hTFER
WA B, PR HCAR X o) A B 7 o DX sy 4 33 R 0
PEAFIRE (Wang 55, 2020b). HHHLZ T, SARfL
JRAR BB 42 RN . A KRR H I . SR, H
A 0 B M P A5 A B R A A A, Hofl
FOKER IR RRPE, SAR BE SC PR I M T
TRy R LRSI (Zhao 45, 2023b;
Vincent 5, 2022). FRUCLIAN, HFHDRS B (1452 0
WA I 1) B3 2 BOHE DL S IR 4 e 3k 73 1 58 42
WLt (Muhetaer 2, 2022b; ZhaoZ¥, 2023a).
M, bR R R BT AT R 2 T ] SAR B A7
- HEER o3 B PR

T N2 328 - 15 0 PR & e Sy - 398 4 35
AR TR T AR, BB A ] )
B R R AR, AT LA ) R 0 S AT
HAN, GRS ] o AN E] S BEAR A 7
DL 1 18 A 552 30 23 8] A1 [R] A9 AL (Hopmans
A, 2021). ML, STAERUA KEAE ST
PLER I 26 (Hu %, 2019; 3K 45, 2019) .
F 6 (Zhu 55, 2022) . #E4L (Ivushkin 55,
2019a; Tian5F, 2020) A5 AN [F] XA 4 1
WA HEAT E PEEUE BAFTT . (HAE EEUH Y
WA RO EZ AR . BEX AP/ NERE, e
R DXl RO 1 1 AT 52 3 e N £ 1 22 0 A 281y
e TR BRI (Maes 1 Steppe, 2019) . KN 5 ,
A B TR AL SRR 1Y T L AL IS 5 T 3
B i — Bk, R B T A — 2 B L

R, XEEEG CRE. PLE. fTHm) . B
R (200 . moeiE . B B R A
PRSI

43 JEBMFTENBRME

AR, AR T R AR RO R LR A
W ERAT T —E e, (BAMAE— 2R

(1) L EE BT ke iR i ik 2 1A%
TR 1) 28 MR 3 RS A5 S AR T (E Y e IR
25 (POEER) KaEm2 (SEELR) kE
7NN [F] i P 00 22 5, X 2 DX AN (] 52 i b ) 1) )
LA (5kI%, 2018). APUL, L HUEERIOS
I T 2R R R BDIE 27 HOR 52 4 e 1E 25 (]
FRIE 6 R BOZ AR b 1) #h it Al DR AT U0 . B
IR SR AR REAS R AR LA R AR R Y 1)1 2
B (Mohammadifar %, 2021; Nurmemet 2%,
2018; Xu#§, 2020a); JCH B4~ HIEXAE 2
ERE) TR0 53, xE DAMER s A e 2 e (3t
R R SS) (GuodF, 2018), AR, 55WE
¢ o] B 2 R A N T R S Ak I 2
(B 22 T A 1) 52 A 2 >0 B 125 L R R wfe LA ) Y
2 AT S 2 T T B ME RS PR (Abedi
452021, Taghizadeh—Mehrjardi%, 2021) . It
Ab, ey AR MEE TE BN R 0y = Bk LA e+
R AR, ALREXT BMR B B AT BAZ R .
FONEER S, TR0k, BN HGE
Xf e A X AT s PR, MR X g
Homittranft (Zhang %, 2020).

(2) Wi BOE ol i Bl & 5 LR
I3 AN KR U E BRI E TR, BRAER
N . HAEPLER T, T O6IE s B A ik
G B B T RE S O 0 AR 40 B 1 ) IR WAL
BICK, e A S H R 2 | R AE
Y5525 IR 4T (Aldabaa 55, 2015) . 7ERS %S
WHIZT, A RCIEREEE 25 T A R A0
Fl GEE &N . PR S/ X L (Wang 55,
2021b) ) . A PR [E] B B2 (5207 Bl B4 I U
(Wang 5%, 2019)) . AREA%E JLTDE R
KFEHIL (Weng%F, 2010)) ZEibfrkysd. Mok,
78 Y Hi B AT 5T BE 8 U B LS RCR . H
TGRS R o 2 A Y OC &R AT RE 3 BE A I S
A8 SR 175 22246 (Montero 55, 2023), FEiX
SRIE T, E RS T BE 2 AR BRI
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W I, R MG TS 1 BT #8 AR XE XA R A
FEIX . S [RIBHI eEh B AL A A sk,
Faddeth 5 T Bt fralE— 2B FSE B (Chen 45,
2021), BEAh, FEF 3T sk JC AALER VNIR £l
P IS S B T2 8] 5 B A R i mr, HfE
DL 2 R 300 B v, A BRI T
TR R SR

(3) AT 5 i 2 Y 92 2 XY i i b UL 4
B i, B R AR R (y),
DLy i e FoA AR B Obi it 3 . tiks
B B R B IE S S N A AR R
(v) #ESZFEEPIAXR (Wang %, 2018a). H UL
B AR AR AL FE . ZongbERIE (Wu s, 2020) .
PLSR (Nawar%%, 2014) ., ZHrm&HLEJH (Yang
45 2023) . PRI ET (Ivushkin 25, 2019h) |
RF A (Wang%%, 2020a). A TAHZMZE (Wang
45, 2018b) . Cubist IIHF (Peng %5, 2019) 5%,
A, I S N T AR RS RN i
RSEWECH , Rt 3 40 59 R e S T R A TR
R RS GRS %, 2021). ©F
WFoE TAE 2 2 B IR (55 5 L s Z a4
KA, A A g A IS R X
P im ROE AT AE B, 20 T R R i b i
KA KRR TR (Kholdorov 25, 2022; Wang L
2023b) . HHT, FE K m Al L2 2 s B
SO SRR, B 2RI 2R
T ALK B (Mohammadifar 28, 2021) . [d]
mf, g ACR AR B AR A
AR AL S TE Ak DA SE i R AS BT )
AR RE NS 5 Iy b b B v 2 AR e VERRAE , SRR A
BT ME LR IR A5 B, (RS i) 3 M e fi
BRI BO S CRINAR 55, 2016) . [, 5%
Ul B Y 2 32 563 W SRR AR . AR A R R
R AL ER X 55 S BB, Y E A BRSO
5 85 £ b o UEAT iR L S AL I 5, TRl
= e T 3R 4 R 1) G S S AR R
- AR A TR e SR S R T i T 3K A RO B R
‘B AT LA FRAIL ] I i R 3 S AR AR B R 1 38
LA AR Ak, 15T 43 BT J5 RO R+
BRI BB G R, WY AR s 28
IR AN LR VAT W (Muhetaer %, 2022b;
Zhao 5, 2023b) . SR ILAT A0 L BB 70 22 4 %
KSR, W EER S EARE AR

(Zhang 5%, 2022; ®P 4%, 2017). HAT, ks
JER R T IR AT 1 AT A R E AR FR

(4) B 3 R E AR 4ok kR,
REME LG H IR AL ot A (e . g . <
e KSC, HIFREE) X hsEERyvEATEAAE, RK
FREE I 5a R T AN b AR B A B AR 5 o 2 TR 7
MR o SR, MRTAFFE HEAT 3R 225 ) ) [
F, R 226k b 3 BE AR BT PN S 1Y) b B 28 ) 25 52
BRI, AR R 5 EE B R A 1Y 6 R AENT
FEB PR B E AR, IS — 0 500
B A7 23 6] T A ] (Hassani 55, 2020) .
DR A R BRI AR R R A R AR Ty Tk
— B BRI TR A S P S S (Wang
4, 2020b) . FEHJREH FEAFHRARERW
Gy AR ARSI, BRI AR A 4 Je 155 8 i X LA
Fih R I N2 JU IR B AR 1) Hb 2 () A o 4
WLt S R . BRI, TG R R S X0 S o b 2 o
Koo, HESESMES XML S, W
TR F D8 ) 3 — oA XA A, i vy 4
ER A1k 2 P A T P A AT EEME (Ge 55, 2022a;
THEHWAE K, 2017), [FEF, 3R E i E
A 2 R BRF H AR R, XA 3152 m
ZIEARE (Ding%s, 2020). AN, KEHH5E
£ T4 T ] P A0 ORG B T A R R Ak R A
KBTI, W5 RO HERGAA L
R, Y b SR 40 50 Tl IS 92 AE 25 R 1 5 2
P 5 0] R LA — o B

4.4 REFR ™

HRBE R Z R (ZRJE) Rt Xt
fof 45 T8 1] - B ER 5T Ak 1) 2 IR SR AT AR RUE K
MR (MR 4, 2021), M THESRENE
AR, T — 5 R (W F 9% 45 SR 0 LA 4%
FEHA ROBE AT, A A RO AR AL s
SIE BB A RS (Lu %, 2022), P—gas R
T, LRSS ES R R IR, LaEH
NRTRE R T R o 1 i 2 A8 e, HfE
DL A b 2R 3K+ HEER 20 9 [ AR G (Salcedo 55
2022) MHESRIBEEERBLR (WeidF, 2021;
Shokri-Kuehni 2%, 2020) i K () 2846155 50 . 1)
i, BOHLES )43 PR MODIS 5idls (500 m) REZRAS
AR 3 i) RUEE A AR WA A E,, (HL ) B4 v i
fEa /R A E B 2R . MM,
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DL Landsat S 13 (1 v 85 43 H 3 TR 3 SR B AR A
Sy PHUAE by P SR AR IR 1) 5 s ] 3 B 2 ) G
F, AAXS 5 4 Ml g A HEER WA 14 B s B 22 i e
TR o K498 2 A oL 2K S A e
REfS 5 o0 4 1T MR B IX 35+ 38 L 0 4k (9K A4 1F
AL 1) st 13 %o 2800 I LA R 40 0 W Ak B ) i g
WTHEESESR; EhEENE, HER 455
B3 A Jmy B fee pE, M LA 4 T S i 5 R X R ) M 3R
fFH.
Li%5 (2023) LAEC =M N8 IX, 4
S FH 500 m A MODO9A 1 544 #1130 m 4 Landsat 8
R X DX - AR R AT T, 1R
TN TR BRG BE RO 5 A5 W] 43 A . Ma Fl Tashpolat
(2023) DA K Besma%§ (2021) AYBF T &5 it
BT 4 3R 53X — S i A AE B RUBE RN
it AN [] 235 [0 40 9 36 100 8 SR A5 0l T J 4 A, ok
SERA AR R . R, S ARt 4R A 3 2
S DML EGE IR 5 A, XA A o e S
PRI R et B gb £7 23 ) RO B4l R (TR
45,2019; BRRHE 45, 2019; JKEHE 45, 2022).
SRMT, X BB 58 AN R FH R A o 52 L R 41 e
WA % RSB Y B R o v, 2
— PR A BCF LS AR B 2, S EORE e i A
PR AN 2 PR

5 WFREE

22 I8 R M AR B AR Oy L SR i A i St T
WE R RS . YOE A STERAT T, Y ETAESY
FRRE . LRI R R s SR A b
Beth oy i =S (8] 0 A AR S o3 B s X IR AL K
A e JE ) SR SHATL R L e A HEER AL AT AR B PR B 2K
BEAE T R T — AP e B T R AR R R Y
R A MRS A, RO AR IR AR DG R
JEASH, BEARIELL R

51 ZEEMBFEMEHRE TR FLEN

AT A R R AL, WA R ER AT
EZ N RRERIE R, 5 UL T e HE X
% YN — 7% 185 58 i A NG 3 X (Corwin Al
Scudiero, 2019)., fEMMLFEZd, iR XY
WL G A 24 . ZRE . 2L £
SR AL, ARSI 5w B S B fl, $ubid

BUAE B S B A B S AL R RO . AR
R T Ak DX G H S AN A B A I & R
T KREREY), fEHREM TSR 5
E”, ) P AR A 0l R I DX ) K T AR R 1
(GeZ%F, 2022b) . ST WA LAk a1 52 2%
Vi, TEELES P R BORIT b T A4 BB Y st ]
2L G MERRAE, DU R UL Y 7 oK
(Wang 4%, 2021a). T AT B XA 550
Yy FOAE B S5 ) R 3 0P 2% S 4 ) A, 7R R R
LU, BT & LR ETE RIBRE,
B — R O8I0 7 B BB ARy 3508 DX sl A7 R i
T B S T S, SRR T kAR IR T A
X — B 55 5 B ARE HESR I

Bl 5 25 KRR FE IR HEEAR AW &, —
MZZR, ZAE. 2RE, Z0PREAM 2
BROULIN 45 EFE BB B (BN, 20215 FAF,
2021) . BE TSR JE AL/ N VNIR, FTIR. RGB
FHAL . BALEZ G R . B LA AR
BRI B 1 AR S B B R SRR DL AN, AR
AFEBS IR A (XuZF, 2020b) . Hlzk GPR (Wu Al
Lambot, 2022). GNSS-R (E&R#: 55, 2023; Wu
85, 2019) S4B AR T 46 W FH T AR BOR AR
T TR Z . O E G
LR ARG IR R TR R, RS AR
B8 JBATSY (Bannari, 2019; Cao%:, 2022b), &
b 22 Y5 BN il R AN 22 VR BN R] A s ] L (]
T S5 P 3 18, S B0 2 £ S8 W8 4 g ARG
TR FRIE, ok O T rh 28008 & ST ),
T 8 % O 00 5 40 %) 17 FH 0 0 R, x4
1o AR M — A ORGSR R 4,
2022). MT, FEFFAEEEREAIEITH . FEIEGR
PR Rl A T T B 2T R R s g IR B R A
B, ARRANT B TR O SAR. #A4
Hh . M PRAE EORBEAE) MmG T IR R
7 o AR B i 2k R o i () i, BBk, SRR SRS
T TR X R AR HEER AR NI X — R E H bR, 4
A TR AN BE (b T B S R e R AR, HEHT
WFFE HA 25 8] A 36 N e ) 95 B G s e iy, I
WA R B X IR R R ML — 1k
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B, HLE. T A 5 B AR A B
GG, B— RGO B R AR B AR IR A 4,
736 347 i 2 AL BB v T, R ELAR, 5K
B AR B Z RO P E I (Chen 5%, 20215
Qi%f, 2022). AKBIWFFE AT IR T2 i 55l o
ABUAL RARL IR, SR “R—AL7 . “R—H",
“PL—H" . B CE—HL—H” T BT R 2P
PEME, PR 21 6 B9 W S5 SR BB S A B 50k, £
e TS 1 O A% B AT DAAH B AR AR (Wang 45,
2023a) o A WA o 17 A5 5 23 BT e 36 KR Y
FEl b, 25 W b A LI Y A () RO e 4 ik
Lol BT Rl — Rl —45 R 3G
PR L, HeAh, DLk sia HL A 2,
T 2L it — 9T VNIR 3G B DRSS R4
bl 51N 55 =51 18 LU A o €1 1 = VB T s = 52
R EESHE AR A (Huang 5%, 2022). [FIES,
AP 22 U5 M A SRR 3K 3y SWAP (Soil-Water—
Atmosphere—Plant) (Lei %, 2023) B HYDRUS
(Bughici 55, 2022) 45 B AT W4 4 AL ] p A5
NEE S SIOUE 8 £ B8 s T3 K Shiz B /R, B
2ty B Rom ) BB Al 55 02 Ak RE O Y - R
TSRS

SR MR RR BAE O R—a —H” — Ry
R I N G | =R (10 e S =Y N ST e S
BER . ARN . AR 05 AL R DA &R
HFN, H UK R EAA WY SORAT A A
A Rl R, =T RER R
KERERAT AR RS M. eAh, A R 2 E S OCTE A A
3 A% BRI AE S # o i AR A 2 [) Y R OC AR
B de HE 0 S8 T Jr B OR B e PR g B O
(Wadoux £ McBratney, 2021; Wadoux & 2020;
Padarian 55, 2020), #RE GG 0 R A8 7575 F
BAY, @t e “R—Hl—H" AFESE G
KOS, SOk BT R AR I R AR 45 2R v
TEAHENE, 520 e WAk 1 10 4 2 25 5 T &
4RI 8
53 REBVERIE MR L AL R R B

TR - R ES SR, AMUE
KV A [ AT S A8k, WAE L3R Bk
Az 3 ) 124K (Jiang 5, 2019b) o SUA BIFSE TR
I BN REZE D TREZE, MNERZE

FIRIZM AL, (T | A 252545 i 4 56
N A R B SR BRPE (Scudiero 55, 20165 Wang
452019, 2020b; GeZ, 2022a). HBIRAFRI0F
FEE T BAGOETE A . AR . EMIAE
i 7 A SRR AR AR IR 3 )2+ R AR ol 58 % +
SR B 2 v MR B AR R R B A B
il AR ] 1 X AN [ 2 R - A R A AT R
i (Yao%¥, 2013; Zovko%§, 2018). #Rii, HT
EAIEAE “SRVEE” LT, AR AR
HAs R “BIREA” B braiss, ik, &
1 7053 R AR T SR EOR T S Y R AL, BEXELA
T JE - SR A3 iR A SR B 3 DD R

h T SR AR A R BRI, A FE T
JBANFHRZR . (1) SBhs2AmER, i R o A
PRI B A 1 g e 2 IR R A (5
i AE, 2023) 5 (2) MKABEikeEN, #RE L
B S5 Z R M R AR R e 5, JF R
sk (Li%g, 2022); (3) EEFHEY—LIERM
MEAEF, R 260 7 e T 3 L ek o
(R4l (Zhang 5, 2015, 2021). KL, KAKTFH
BREZ U5 R AR R BRI, 1
Foor Aot | i L AR AR R S
filh b, DA2A R 58 Sl i S8 B b T S B 1)
- A 3 oR BRI G T A 22 R B S AR
IR - 3R Ay BRI TR B, G - 1R R kY
DU 2 Bif 23 S AR AR AR, SRy A B UR 4 A BT A AN AR
B PR A TES  B S
54 ETRITENIERFUEZHIREESRS
TA
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OyHT, TEHARME . Rk AL M LS I AT AR X
W (SRR 5%, 2020) 0 2015 4F FAO FIK i (14
CHEF I TTPOROL ) Hedtr AR5 Hh 24 I3k
WAL Y 2 [ L S B R S R =
(FAO FIITPS, 2015), /48264 Bk + AU 1%
AL B B ) S it R O E B, i HWSD
(Harmonized World Soil Database ) (Nachtergaele &
2023) F1GSASmap (Global Map of Salt-affected Soils )
(FAO, 2023), HENIFEZS B 3B I [ F 51
FERD T AR — 2R . R HIESE o
A B A% BBl B BAT Y K e . nHAE
B . Z00HH . (R, i 2 R g i s DG Tk
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Abstract: As a global problem of soil degradation, salinization has become a major obstacle to the sustainable development of the
ecological environment and agriculture. Moreover, it has become one of the major environmental and socioeconomic issues globally.
However, the traditional process of salinity survey is too cumbersome, expensive, and time consuming to meet the mapping needs in a large
scale. Remote sensing and proximal soil sensing technology has become important tools for rapid, accurate, and efficient acquisition and
monitoring of soil salinization. The appropriate mapping methods are directly related to the spatial scale of interest. The need of regional soil
salinity mapping was also one of the first published geostatistical applications. Macroscopic maps of salt affected soils at global scale may
roughly illustrate the extent of the environmental problem; however, regional or greater level assessments are based on remote sensing and
geographic information systems coupled with ground measurements. Applying remote sensing technology to the monitoring of soil
salinization to obtain soil salinization information has become a trend. This article discusses the detection mechanisms, multisource data,
and methods for monitoring soil salinization. Multiple sensors installed on different platforms can provide considerable earth observation
information with various temporal, spatial, and spectral resolutions. On the basis of height, the observation platforms can be divided into
near ground (proximal), airborne, and spaceborne remote sensing. With regard to the operating principle, these sensors can be mainly
divided into electromagnetic sensors and optical/radiational sensors. Among them, spectral imaging and thermal infrared sensors are suitable
for various observation platforms, while ground penetrating radar and electromagnetic induction are only suitable for near-ground soil
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salinization monitoring. The mainstream methods can be categorized into (1) thematic information extraction, (2) spectral index
development, (3) quantitative retrieval modeling, and (4) digital soil mapping. On the basis of the above, this review summarized and
explained the limitations of the current research fields and framework, monitoring data, monitoring methods, and scale effects. The
integration of spaceborne remote sensing data with ground-based sensor information, complemented by the agile observational capabilities
of Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs), enables us to transcend the limitations of noncoordinated Earth observation techniques. This
integration allows for comprehensive coverage from a broad-scale perspective down to specific localized points. In summary, the core of the
integration of satellite, UAV, and proximal sensing for soil salinization monitoring lies in the fusion of data from diverse sources, the
establishment of quantitative models, and the extension of spatial scales. Finally, for future development and actual application needs, this
review discussed the prospect for the further development of soil salinization studies on the basis of remote sensing and proximal soil
sensing. To further advance and optimize technology, analysis, and retrieval methods, we identify critical future research needs and
directions: (1) secondary soil salinization monitoring based on multisource data fusion, (2) multiscale collaborative monitoring of soil
salinization, (3) improving detection depth on the basis of multidisciplinary knowledge, and (4) sharing research data and platform based on
cloud computing.

Key words: soil salinization, remote sensing, proximal soil sensing, spatiotemporal variations, digital soil mapping

Supported by Tianshan Innovation Team (No. 2022TSYCTDO0001); Key Project of Natural Science Foundation of Xinjiang Uygur

Autonomous Region (No. 2021D01D06); National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 42261016); Basic and Applied Basic Research
of Guangdong Province of China (No. 2023A1515011273, 2020A1515111142); Basic Research Program of Shenzhen (No. 20220811173316001);
Shenzhen Polytechnic Research Fund (No. 6023310031K, 6023271008K); State Key Laboratory of Resources and Environmental Information
System



