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1- Modified Soil Adjusted Vegetation Index
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Fig. 1- A map showing the study area
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Table 1- Some of the multi spectral bands and indices

ol @b Jge &
Name index Formula Reference

Contrast reflectance in visible and near . ;
K A & King, 2008
Inferared ( VNIR2) (TM4-TM2)/(TM4+TM2) (Arzani & King, 2008)
Contrast reflectance in visible and near A i & Kine. 2008
Inferared ( VNIR1) (TM4-TM1)/(TM4+TM1) (Arzani ng, )

Normalized difference vegetation index (TM4-TM3)/(TM4+TM3) (Foody, 2001)

Transformed vegetation index (TM5-TM3)/(TM5+TM3) (Ma & Xuemei, 2005)

MINI
COSRI
BI1
BI2
SI

MSAVI

Modified normalised difference
OSAVI
SAVI
GEMI

EVI

PCA1

PCA2

PCA3

(TM7-TM4)/(TM7-TM4)
(TMI1+TM2)/(TM3+TM4) xXNDVI
SQRT((TM3*+TM2*+TM1%)/3)
SQRT(TM3*+TM4?)
SQRT(TM1xTM4)
TM4+0/5-SQRT((TM4+0/5)*)+2x (TM4-
TM3)

(TM4-(1.2*TM3)/(TM4+TM3)
(NIR -Red) / (NIR + Red + 0.16)
[NIR-RED)/(NIR+RED+L)] x (1+L)
n*(1-0.25%n)-(Red-0.125) / (1-Red)
G*(NIR-RED)/(NIR+c1*RED-
c2*BLUE+L)

Results of analysis bands1, 2& 3
Results of analysis bands 4, 5& 7

Results of analysis bands1, 2, 3, 4,5 & 7

(Arzani & King, 2008)
(Fernandez Buces et al., 2006)
(Khan et al., 2001)
(Khan et al., 2001)
(Douaoui et al., 2006)

(Yuan & Long, 1995)

(Pettorelli et al., 2005)
(Nikolakopoulos, 2003)
(Pettorelli et al., 2005)
(Nikolakopoulos, 2003)

(Matsushita et al., 2001)

Bahtti et al, 1991; Frazier & )
(Cheng, 1989

Bahtti et al, 1991; Frazier & )
(Cheng, 1989

Bahtti et al, 1991; Frazier & )
(Cheng, 1989
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Table 2- The equations describing relations between the main bands, the vegetation indices, soil indices the principal
components and the percentage of vegetation coverage. The related R-Squares are also included.

ol L 89,5 dbla-o R2  RMSE
Spectrum bands  Group Equation
TVC* Veg=-141.4243 + 2.3109152 band1 0.34 8.69
Band 1 AL** 6049756 band1.Veg=-166.5284 + 2 0.37 5.76

NC***  Veg=-57.20716 + 1.1739527 bandl 0.4 2.31

TVC Veg=-96.54334 + 1.6745203 band2 0.3 8.82

Band 2 AL Veg=-124.745 + 1.9949136 band2 0.4 5.68

NC Veg=-37.00365 + 0.8818419 band2  0.35 245

TVC Veg=-64.20423 + 0.9582626 band3  0.46  8.28

Band 3 AL 2051773 band3.10341 + 1.Veg=-93 0.6 5.31
NC Veg=-13.99888 + 0.4652395 band3  0.57 2

TVC Veg=0.1584243 + 0.3922194 band4  0.36  8.65

Band 4 AL Veg=-10.06405 + 0.4826513 band4 0.4 5.6

NC Veg=-84.812717+ 0.4605693 band4  0.38 2.4

TVC Veg=-43.98116 + 0.8503045 band5 0.26 8.85

Band 5 AL 9419187 band5.80694 + 0.Veg= -54 0.26 5.85

NC Veg=-35.13004 + 0.7303041 band5 0.31 2.54

TVC Veg=-4.802023 + 0.550891 band7 0.2 8.94

Band 7 AL 57043 band7.048296 + 0.Veg= -8 0.32 5.71

NC Veg=-4.235686 + 0.5235181 band7 0.31 2.5

TVC Veg=-78.40448 + 0.5469369 pcl 0.38 8.61

PCA1 AL 1097122 pcal 91494 + 1.Veg=-35 0.58 5.4
NC Veg=-1.095359 + 0.5890651 pcal 0.47 23
TVC 0.3390285 pca2+Veg=- 59.62746 0.35 8.68
PCA2 AL Veg=-22,57807 + 0,7913826 pcal 2 0.36 5.79

NC Veg=-20.83396 + 0.7663211 pcal 2 0.38 2.46
TVC Veg=-54.86182 + 0.4804594 pca3 0.33 8.71
PCA3 AL 0968608 pcal 3.19648 + 1.Veg=-36 0.5 5.56
NC Veg=-10.02047 + 0.697818 pcal 3 0.47 2.2
TVC Veg=-48.91643 + 0.95462 VNIR1 0.17 8.97
VNIR1 AL 253417 VNIR1.625157 +2.Veg=36  0.26 5.87
NC Veg=-35.879671 + 1.6769379 VNIR1 0.24 2.55
TVC Veg=-50.272851 + 1.77739 VNIR2 ~ 0.21 8.9

VNIR2 AL Veg=40.862538 + 2.926789 VNIR2  0.33 5.69
NC 1.2129205 VNIR2+Veg=-35.690311 0.3 245

TVC Veg=-30.380878+ 1.8011 NDVI 0.2 8.92

NDVI AL Veg=46.298872 + 2.071867 NDVI 0.46 5.48
NC 1.143997 NDVI+Veg=-35.656957 0.34 24

TVC Veg=-161.69558 +1.7473 TVI 0.22 8.88

TVI AL Veg=-0.389404 + 0.444476 TVI 0.41 5.6
NC 1.4858565 TVI+Veg=-36.711674 0.33 241

TVC Veg=17.473872+ 1.19999 MND 0.2 8.94

MND AL Veg=50.855236 + 0.861087 MND 0.4 5.64

NC Veg=- 35721929 + 0.5454925 MND 045  2.34
# Total Vegetation Cover

## Agriculture Land
*#* Natural Cover
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Table 2- Continue
Spectrum bands %% ‘U’l’"f R> RMSE

Group Equation
TVC* Veg=-43.863183 + 0.623385 MINI 0.16  9.06
MINI AL** Veg=45.459029 + 1.732852 MINI 0.27 5.9
NC*#* 0.2249092 MINI+Veg= -35.746804 0.2 2.6
TVC Veg=-103.8133 + 1.5741796 BI1 035 8.64
BI1 AL Veg=-83.209882 + 0.1570796 BI1 0.5 5.5
NC Veg=-35.9214 + 0.0018299 BI1 0.51 2.31
TVC Veg=-72.50359 + 0.7694508 BI2 0.28 8.8
BI2 AL Veg=64.072401 — 0.1351708 BI2 0.56 546
NC Veg=35.317079 + 0.0028016 BI2 053 223
TVC Veg=-102.06 + 1.5401279 Slsal 034  8.68
SI AL 0.0599147 Slsal+Veg=-49.559293 0.4 5.67
NC Veg=35.620688 + 0.00123 Slsal 0.45 24
TVC Veg=-32.63631+ 0.0196445 GEVI 0.01 9.13
GEMI AL Veg=72.633072 + 0.0139594 GEVI  0.25  5.95
NC Veg=-35.736737+ 0.00207 GEVI 0.13 273
TVC Veg=-33.289317+2.90311 EVI 0.02  9.08
EVI AL Veg=47.607235 + 1.875287 EVI 0.32 5.77
NC Veg=-35.30928 + 0.982551 EVI 0.1 2.8
TVC Veg=-30.627852 +1.80273 COSRI 023 892
COSRI AL Veg=46.589827 + 0.647342 COSRI ~ 0.35 5.7
NC Veg=-35.260223 3.4708276 COSRI 0.5 2.34
TVC Veg=-31.24911 + 1.645131 DVI 0.22 8.9
DVI AL Veg=47.074894 + 0.269419 DVI 0.45 5.54
NC Veg=19.873902 + 0.1109908 DVI 0.41 2.46
TVC Veg=30.38762 + 2.143504 MSAVI 024 8385
MSAVI AL Veg=-44.271554 + 3.7058097 MSAVI  0.37 5.6
NC Veg=35.726576 + 0.0772035 MSAVI 0.5 2.3
TVC Veg=-30.455816 + 92.916365 SAVI 0.2 8.96
SAVI AL Veg=46,780827 + 3.292178 SAVI 0.4 5.61
NC Veg=-35.6869 + 0.6747172 SAVI 0.54 2.3
TVC Veg=-30.464086+ 1.49117 OSAVI 0.2 9.02
OSAVI AL Veg=44.338772 + 0.9360472 OSAVI  0.38  5.58
NC Veg=-35.78124 + 0.1293359 OSAVI 045 243

# Total Vegetation Cover
## Agriculture Land
*#* Natural Cover
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