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Abstract: Satellite images with different spatial resolutions are widely used in the observations of
floating macroalgae booms in sea surface. In this study, semi-synchronous satellite images with
different resolutions (10 m, 16 m, 30 m, 50 m, 100 m, 250 m and 500 m) acquired over the Yellow
Sea, are used to quantitatively assess the effects of spatial resolution on the observation of floating
macroalgae blooms of Ulva prolifera. Results indicate that the covering area of macroalgae-mixing
pixels (MM-CA) detected from high resolution images is smaller than that from low resolution
images; however, the area affected by macroalgae blooms (AA) is larger in high resolution images
than in low resolution ones. The omission rates in the MM-CA and the AA increase with the decrease
of spatial resolution. These results indicate that satellite remote sensing on the basis of low resolution
images (especially, 100 m, 250 m, 500 m), would overestimate the covering area of macroalgae while
omit the small patches in the affected zones. To reduce the impacts of overestimation and omission,
high resolution satellite images are used to show the seasonal changes of macroalgae blooms in 2018
and 2019 in the Yellow Sea.

Keywords: floating macroalgae of Ulva prolifera; seasonal changes; macroalgae coverage; omission
rate; satellite images; spatial resolution; the Yellow Sea

1. Introduction

Macroalgal blooms (MABs) caused by fast growth and accumulation of floating
macroalgae have been increasing in global oceans in recent years [1-4]. These blooms can
bring economic loss to human society as well as the changes in the marine ecosystem [5-8].
Quantitative monitoring of the floating macroalgae is essential for effective responses to
floating MABs [9-12]. Various satellite optical sensors with different spatial resolutions
have been used to monitor the widespread large-scale disaster, such as the widely used
MODIS (Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer), GOCI (Geostationary Ocean
Color Imager), Landsat, HJ-1A /B, GF (GaoFen) and so on [13,14].

The macroalgae pixels detected from satellite images are mostly mixed by macroalgae
and sea surface, which may bring uncertainties in the estimation of the coverage or the
biomass [15-18]. The MODIS with resolutions of 250 m, 500 m and 1000 m can be used to
detect large sizes of macroalgae, while the Sentinel-2 Multispectral Imager (MSI) and GF
Wide Field of View (WFV) images, with the resolutions of 10 m and 16 m respectively, can
be used to detect small ones [10,13,19-21]. The Moderate-resolution Wide-wavelengths
Imager (MWI) is the ocean color sensor onboard the Chinese Tiangong-2 Space Lab, which
was launched on 15 September 2016. The MWI is also an experimental satellite sensor
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for the Chinese next generation ocean color satellites [22]. The MWI have 14 visible
bands with a spatial resolution of 100 m, which may be also used to monitor floating
macroalgae [23]. And, the CZI (Coastal Zone Imager) carried by the HY-1C satellite
launched on 7 September 2018 is mainly used to monitor coastal zones [24]; the advantages
of high-resolution (50 m) and short revisit period (3 days) of CZI make it convenient for
observation of floating macroalgae.

Based on the similar reflectance features of vegetation, various indices are proposed
for monitoring the floating macroalgae or algal blooms, NDVI, FAI [25], VB-FAH [13], DVI
and other indices [26-29]. The band difference indices like FAI, VB-FAH, DVI shows linear
responses to the portion of macroalgae on sea surface [30,31], and thus they are relatively
robust for quantitative observation of floating macroalgae. The coverages of floating
macroalgae monitored by multi-source images are significantly different, which is mainly
caused by the mixed pixels of images with different spatial resolutions [32]. Currently, three
indicators are commonly used to evaluate the monitoring results of floating macroalgae by
satellite images: The covering area of macroalgae-mixing pixels (MM-CA) [9,10,33], the
covering area of pure macroalgae (PM-CA) [11,34,35] and the affected area by macroalgae
blooms (AA) [9]. Although the effects of resolution on the extraction of macroalgae pixels
are noticed or studied with limited image pairs in some researches as the above-mentioned
ones, how do these three indicators change with the resolution of remote sensing images,
and how do they temporally and spatially change? The answers are very important for
evaluating the results of MABs derived from satellite images with various resolutions.

In this study, the coverages of MM-CA, PM-CA and AA of macroalgae obtained
by multi-source remote sensing images are compared, and the effects of satellite image
spatial resolution on monitoring of floating macroalgae and the corresponding spatial
and temporal characteristics are intensively investigated for promoting the quantitative
assessment of floating macroalgae by satellite remote sensing.

2. Data and Methods
2.1. The Study Area

Figure 1 shows the study area. The dotted red line (Figure 1a) shows the major region
affected by floating green macroalgae in summer [12]. The black box is the area monitored
by the HY-1C CZI satellite images on 23 June 2019 (Figure 1b); the red slicks of macroalgae
are extracted from the CZI images using dynamic threshold of DVI (see the Section 2.2).
The in-situ photos and satellite images show that the size of floating macroalgae patches
may vary from several centimeters to more than ten kilometers.

2.2. Satellite Images and Data Processing

Three groups of satellite images with various spatial resolutions with the presence of
massive MABs over the Yellow Sea acquired on the same day are selected. The imaging
time and spatial resolution of the images are shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Three groups (A, B and C) of semi-synchronous satellite images.

Satellite Images Sensing Date and Time Spatial Resolution (m)

A1, Sentinel-2 MSI 3 June 2018 10:36:51 10
A2, Tiangong-2 MWI 3 June 2018 14:30:33 100
A3, Terra MODIS 3 June 2018 11:10:00 250
A4, Terra MODIS 3 June 2018 11:10:00 500
B1, GF-1 WFV 23 June 2019 11:05:11 16
B2, HY-1C CZI 23 June 2019 11:43:25 50
B3, Aqua MODIS 23 June 2019 13:30:00 250
B4, Aqua MODIS 23 June 2019 13:30:00 500
C1, Landsat-5 TM 24 June 2009 10:06:30 30
C2, Aqua MODIS 24 June 2009 13:05:00 250

C3, Aqua MODIS 24 June 2009 13:05:00 500
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Figure 1. (a) Location of the study area; (b) The HY-1C CZI true color composite of band3 (red),
band?2 (green) and band1 (blue) acquired on 23 June 2019; (c) UAV photo of green tide of Ulva prolifera
on 19 June 2019 (by Qianguo Xing); (d) The reflectance of sea water and Ulva prolifera measured on
19 June 2019 (by Bo Jiang and Hailong Liu).

HY-1C CZI images are calibrated by geometric correction and radiometric calibration,
and the DN values are converted to reflectance (R, unitless) by Rayleigh correction. The
FLAASH (Fast Line-of-sight Atmospheric Analysis of Spectral Hypercubes) atmospheric
correction module is applied to GF-WFV, Landsat TM and MODIS images to obtain the
reflectance (R, unitless), while the Sen2Cor and QUAC (Quickly Atmospheric Correc-
tion) atmospheric correction module are used to the Sentinel-2 MSI and Tiangong-2 MWI
images, respectively.

The difference of vegetation index (DVI), which is linearly correlated with the coverage
of floating macroalgae [11,13,36,37], is used to detect floating macroalgae in this work. The
DVI images are derived as Equation (1).

DVI = RNIR — Rred 1)

where Ryir is the reflectance at the near-infrared (NIR) band and Rgeq is the reflectance
of Red band. The DVI images are segmented into small windows, and a set of thresh-
olds which depends on the water surface optical conditions [11], are used to classify the
macroalgae pixels window by window. And standard false color image is also used to
visually inspect macroalgae patches i.e., if the DVI values higher than the threshold, then
the pixels will be classified as macroalgae pixels [11]. Although different ways of atmo-
spheric correction are applied to the images in this work, the results of extracted macroalgae
coverages are generally consistent and comparable due to the dynamic thresholds in DVI
used for the images with different atmospheric corrections. In this work, the “Explode
Multipart Feature” tool in the Advanced Editing options of ArcMap is used to determine
the macroalgae patch which is composed by one macroalgae pixel or a group of connected
macroalgae pixels.
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2.3. Estimation of the Area of Floating Macroalgae

A sub-pixel coverage model is used to estimate the covering area of pure macroal-
gae [37]. The portion of macroalgae (POM) in each pixel is indexed by its normalized
DVI value [01DVI] as shown Equations (2) and (3). The covering area of pure macroalgae
(PM-CA) is further calculated as Equation (4). The covering area of macroalgae-mixing
pixels (MM-CA) is calculated as Equation (5).

POM = [01DVI] 2)

[OlDVI] = (DVI - DVImin)/ (DVImax - DVImin) (3)
PM-CA =Y POM;xP, (4)
MM-CA=)" P (5)

where DVIyin and DVInax are the minimum and the maximum values in a DVI image,
and they are the DVI values of the macroalgae-free sea surface and pure macroalgae pixels,
respectively; Pi is the area (km?) of the i th pixel containing macroalgae.

The area of the polygons enclosing all the macroalgae patches (Figure 1b), is set
as the affected area by macroalgae blooms (AA). Then, the aggregation density (AD) of
macroalgae (the ratio of MM-CA to AA), is calculated as Equation (6).

AD = MM-CA/AA (6)

In this study, in each group of semi-synchronous satellite images, the zone with
polygons enclosing all macroalgae pixels from the finest resolution image is set as the
reference zone (i.e., AAy) to assess the omission rate (OR, %) for other images with low
resolutions, as Equation (7).

ORpa, % = (AAg — AAj)/AAg @)

where AA, is the reference AA derived from Sentinel-2 MSI, GF-WFV or Landsat-5 TM
image; and, AA; is the AA derived from the left images in each group. Similarly, as shown
by Equation (8), the MM-CA is also used to evaluate the potential omission phenomenon
in low resolution images.

ORyca, % = (MM-CAg — MM-CAg;)/MM-CA, 8)

where MM-CA is the reference MM-CA derived from Sentinel-2 MSI, GF-WFV or Landsat-
5 TM image; and, MM-CA; is the MM-CA, of macroalgae pixels overlapped by the
corresponding ones extracted from the left images in each group. To reduce the impacts
caused by the changes in the positions of macroalgae patches, the spatial scopes of the
macroalgae pixels of left images in each group are enlarged by a buffer zone of 0.5 km, and
the MM-CA of macroalgae pixels in the zones enclosed by the buffer zones (MM-CAy;)
is calculated.

3. Results and Analysis
3.1. Variations of MM-CA, AA and AD Derived from Different Resolution Images

For the semi-synchronous satellite images with different resolutions, the frequency
and MM-CA of macroalgae patches in the same region monitored by satellites images are
calculated, and the results are shown in Figure 2. The results show that, both the number
of macroalgae patches and the total area of macroalgae pixels (MM-CA) tend to decrease
with the increase in the patch size; and the total number of macroalgae patches decreases
with the increase of image spatial resolution. In this case, the small size patches detected in
Sentinel-2 MSI images (0~0.002 km?) account for 94.8% of the total MM-CA, while 94.2% of
macroalgae patches detected by Tiangong-2 MWI images are small patches (0~0.4 km?);
However, the large patches (>1 km?) detected by the corresponding MODIS images with
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spatial resolution of 250 m and 500 m have relatively higher portions in the total MM-CA,
i.e., 41.2% and 73.5%, separately.
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Figure 2. The number of patches and total MM-CA of different sizes. (al-a4,b1-b4,c1-c3) are the images corresponding to
Al1-A4, B1-B4 and C1-C3 in Table 1, respectively.

Figure 3 shows the distributions of macroalgae patches and the affected zones derived
from the three different groups of images (Table 1). The corresponding parameters of MM-
CA, AA, AD and OR are calculated and shown in Table 2. For the images with the spatial
resolution ranges from 10 m to 500 m, the MM-CA and the AD derived from high resolution
images are smaller than those from low resolution images, while the affected areas (AA)
derived from high resolution images are larger than those from low resolution images. The
omission rates (OR) indexed by both the affected zones (AA) and the detected macroalgae
pixels (MM-CA) increase with the decrease of image spatial resolution (Figure 4). Although
the resolutions of reference images (Sentinel-2 MSI, GF1-WFV, Landsat-5 TM) are different,
images with the resolutions larger than 100 m tend to omit considerable part of floating
macroalgae by more than 50% or so in this study. In this study with floating MABs of Ulva
prolifera in the Yellow Sea, when the magnitude indexed by MM-CA or AA is large, there is
relatively large values of AD while small values of OR, for example, the group B of images
acquired on 23 June 2019.
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Figure 3. Comparison of spatial distribution of macroalgae obtained from images with different spatial resolutions.

(al-a4,b1-b4,c1-c3) are the images corresponding to those of A1-A4, B1-B4 and C1-C3 in Table 1, respectively.

Table 2. MM-CA, AA, AD, ORp s and ORypv-ca of macroalgae in three groups of images.

Satellite Images MM-CA (km?)  AA (km?) AD ORpA ORMM-CA

Al. Sentinel-2 MSI (10 m) 27.13 8243.24 0.33% - -
A2. TG-2 MWI (100 m) 93.17 4073.31 229%  51.98% 47.71%
A3. Terra MODIS (250 m) 108.83 2038.39 534%  75.33% 58.04%
A4. Terra MODIS (500 m) 158.07 1089.39 1451%  86.78% 64.09%

B1. GF-1 WFV (16 m) 1584.75 59,728.31 2.65% - -
B2. HY-1C CZI (50 m) 2293.66 5523583  4.15% = 11.21% 9.53%
B3. Aqua MODIS (250 m) 3103.49 35,327.71 8.78%  41.42% 48.82%
B4. Aqua MODIS (500 m 3644.28 27,658.22  13.18%  53.84% 49.33%

C1. Landsat-5 TM (30 m) 29.26 6389.28 0.46% - -
C2. Aqua MODIS (250 m) 78.34 1785.27 439%  72.77% 44.05%
C3. Aqua MODIS (500 m) 96.01 956.84 10.03%  85.3% 50.34%
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As shown by Figure 3a3,b3,c3, the macroalgae-covered zones are empirically divided
into some subzones and the MM-CA, the AA, the AD and the OR are calculated for each
subzone. Significant decreasing trends in OR with the increase of AD are observed for all
the three group images (Figure 5). The above results suggest that the omission of small
patches in the satellite detections are more likely to occur when the aggregation density
(AD) is low.
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Figure 5. Changes in the omission rate (ORy-ca) of MODIS (250 m) image with the aggregation density (AD) of macroalgae
in the subzones. (a—c) are corresponding to the group A-C, respectively.

On the basis of the MM-CA calculated for the above-mentioned subzones (as shown
in Figure 3), the relationship in the MM-CA between the low resolution image and the
corresponding high resolution image is analyzed. As shown by Figure 6, in general, there
are good linear relationships between the MM-CA derived from different resolution images;
and, compared with the high resolution images, the lower resolution tends to result in
larger values in the MM-CA, i.e., more overestimation, which is due to the effects of mixed
pixels of sea water and floating macroalgae. The slope of the fitting line may vary with
the change in the spatial resolution of reference image; however, all the slopes increase
with the spatial resolutions of themselves. For example, for the images with the resolutions
of 100 m, 250 m and 500 m in group A, the slopes of the fitting lines are 2.99, 5.03 and
7.52, respectively.
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Figure 6. Relationship in the MM-CA derived from different resolution images in the subzones: (al-a3,b1-b3,c1,c2), are
corresponding to those of A2-A4, B2-B4 and C2,C3 in Table 1, respectively.

3.2. Seasonal Changes in Floating Macroalgae Coverages Estimated by High Resolution Images

Even in the high resolution images, such in Sentinel-2 MSI (10 m), GF-1 WEV (16 m)
and Landsat-5 TM (30 m) in this study, most of the macroalgae pixels are mixed ones with
various portions of macroalgae and sea surface. For high resolution images, in addition
to the discussed macroalgae coverage parameters of MM-CA and AA, it is possible to
estimate the area portion of pure macroalgae (POM) in each pixel and further the PM-CA.
In this study, compared to Sentinel-2 MSI and Landsat-5 TM, multi-temporal images of
GF-1 WFV (16 m) which has more data available for monitoring the entire growth cycle
of macroalgae acquired over the Yellow Sea in 2018 and 2019 are used to estimate the
macroalgae coverages.

The seasonal changes in MM-CA, PM-CA: MM-CA and AD of WFV images in 2018
and 2019 are shown in Figure 7. As shown by the MM-CA, the green tide in 2018 and 2019
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shows similar patterns during the period from May to July, i.e., the MM-CA increased,
reached its maximum in late June, and then it decreased until the disappearance of green
tide in late July and early August. The temporal change patterns in the PM-CA: MM-
CA and AD are similar to that of MM-CA, which means that the averaging densities
of individual macroalgae patches also reach the maximums with the occurrence of the
maximum macroalgae bloom.
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Figure 7. Changes of MM-CA, PM-CA: MM-CA and AD of macroalgae derived from GF-1 WFV images in 2018 (a) and

2019 (b), respectively.
On the basis of the size, the macroalgae patches are divided into three groups:
large patches (with the area of individual patch larger than 1072 km?), medium patches
(1073~10~2 km?) and small patches (<1073 km?), and, the size compositions of macroalgae
patches derived from GF-1 WFV images in 2018 and 2019 are shown in Figure 8. The results
show that the small size patches (<1073 km?) tend to decrease in number, which may be
due to the growth of macroalgae during the expansion of green tide. The portion of large
size patches usually reaches the highest value with the MM-CA.
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Figure 8. Changes of proportion of patch number and MM-CA of macroalgae in different periods. (a) GF WFV images in
2018. (b) GF WFV images in 2019.

4. Conclusions and Prospect

Satellite images with different spatial resolutions can bring different results of covering
areas in the observations of floating macroalgae booms. In this study, semi-synchronous
satellite images with different resolutions, Sentinel-2 MSI (10 m), Gaofen WFV (16 m),
Landat-5 TM (30 m), HY-1C CZI (50 m), Tiangong-2 MWI (100 m), and MODIS (250 m and
500 m) are used to extract the floating macroalgae blooms (MABs) of Ulva prolifera in the
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Yellow Sea. Results suggest that satellite remote sensing on the basis of low resolution
images (especially, 100 m, 250 m, 500 m), would lead to biased values by overestimating
the covering area of macroalgae and omitting the small patches. Thus, high resolution
satellite images of Gaofen-1 WEFV (16 m), are used to extract the Ulva prolifera macroalgae
blooms (MABs) in 2018 and 2019 in the Yellow Sea, and the seasonal patterns are shown.

This work suggest that the image resolution should be fully considered in the esti-
mation of floating macroalgae, especially for spatial and/or temporal comparisons. It
should be noted that this work is conducted over the Yellow Sea basin and with the floating
macroalgae of Ulva prolifera; for other macroalgae, e.g., Sargassum [3,14], the effects of
resolution may be different.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, Q.X.; Image data processing and analysis, X.W. and
D.A.; formal analysis, Q.X.; Field observations and spectral data processing, Q.X., H.L. and B.].;
writing—original draft preparation, Q.X., D.A. and X.W. ; writing—review and editing, Q.X., L.M.
and X.Z.; funding acquisition, Q.X. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This study was partly supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(Nos 42076188, 41676171 and 41911530237) the Chinese Academy of Science Strategic Priority Re-
search Program—the Big Earth Data Science Engineering Project (Nos XDA1906000, XDA19060203
and XDA19060501); the Instrument Developing Project of the Chinese Academy of Sciences (No.
YJKYYQ20170048).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.
Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: According to the requirement of confidentiality agreement, the data
used in this paper is not public.

Acknowledgments: The authors are thankful to the anonymous reviewers for their useful suggestions.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1.  Gower, J.; Hu, C.M,; Borstad, G.; King, S. Ocean color satellites show extensive lines of floating sargassum in the Gulf of Mexico.
IEEE Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens. 2006, 44, 3619-3625. [CrossRef]

2. Smetacek, V.; Zingone, A. Green and golden seaweed tides on the rise. Nature 2013, 504, 84-88. [CrossRef]

3. Wang, M.Q.; Hu, C.M.; Barnes, B.B.; Mitchum, G.; Lapointe, B.; Montoya, ].P. The great Atlantic Sargassum belt. Science 2019, 365,
83-87. [CrossRef]

4.  Gower, ].; King, S. Seaweed, seaweed everywhere. Science 2019, 365, 27. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Lyons, D.A.; Arvanitidis, C.; Blight, A.].; Chatzinikolaou, E.; Guy-Haim, T.; Kotta, J.; Orav-Kotta, H.; Queiros, A.M.; Rilov, G.;
Somerfield, PJ.; et al. Macroalgal blooms alter community structure and primary productivity in marine ecosystems. Glob. Chang.
Biol. 2014, 20, 2712-2724. [CrossRef]

6.  Son, Y.B.; Min, J.E.; Ryu, ].H. Detecting Massive Green Algae (Ulva prolifera) Blooms in the Yellow Sea and East China Sea using
Geostationary Ocean Color Imager (GOCI) Data. Ocean Sci. . 2012, 47, 359-375. [CrossRef]

7. Hu, LB, Zeng, K.; Hu, C.M.; He, M.X. On the remote estimation of Ulva prolifera areal coverage and biomass. Remote Sens.
Environ. 2019, 223, 194-207. [CrossRef]

8. Wang, W.C; Zhang, G.T,; Sun, X.X.; Zhang, F; Zhang, X. Temporal variability in zooplankton community in the western Yellow
Sea and its possible links to green tides. Peer] 2019, 7, e6641. [CrossRef]

9. Liu, D.Y;; Keesing, ] K.; Xing, Q.G.; Shi, P. World’s largest macroalgal bloom caused by expansion of seaweed aquaculture in
China. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 2009, 58, 888-895. [CrossRef]

10. Hu, CM.; Li, D.Q.; Chen, CS,; Ge, ].Z.; Muller-Karger, EE.; Liu, J.P; Yu, E; He, M.X. On the recurrent Ulva prolifera blooms in the
Yellow Sea and East China Sea. J. Geophys. Res. Ocean. 2010, 115. [CrossRef]

11. Xing, Q.G.; Wy, L.L; Tian, L.Q.; Cui, T.W.; Li, L.; Kong, EZ.; Gao, X.L.; Wu, M.Q. Remote sensing of early-stage green tide in the
Yellow Sea for floating-macroalgae collecting campaign. Mar. Pollut. Bull. 2018, 133, 150-156. [CrossRef]

12.  Xing, Q.G.; An, D.Y,; Zheng, X.Y.; Wei, Z.N.; Wang, X.H.; Li, L.; Tian, L.Q.; Chen, J. Monitoring seaweed aquaculture in the Yellow
Sea with multiple sensors for managing the disaster of macroalgal blooms. Remote Sens. Environ. 2019, 231, 111279. [CrossRef]

13.  Xing, Q.G.; Hu, C.M. Mapping macroalgal blooms in the Yellow Sea and East China Sea using HJ-1 and Landsat data: Application

of a virtual baseline reflectance height technique. Remote Sens. Environ. 2016, 178, 113-126. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2006.882258
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature12860
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.aaw7912
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.aay0989
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31273111
http://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12644
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12601-012-0034-2
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.01.014
http://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.6641
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2009.01.013
http://doi.org/10.1029/2009JC005561
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2018.05.035
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.111279
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2016.02.065

Water 2021, 13, 1761 11 of 11

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

Xing, Q.G.; Guo, RH.; Wu, L.L.; An, D.Y,; Cong, M.; Qin, S.; Li, X.R. High-Resolution Satellite Observations of a New Hazard of
Golden Tides Caused by Floating Sargassum in Winter in the Yellow Sea. IEEE Geosci. Remote Sens. Lett. 2017, 14, 1815-1819.
[CrossRef]

Lu, T; Lu, Y.C.; Hu, L.B,; Jiao, ].N.; Zhang, M.W.; Liu, Y.X. Uncertainty in the optical remote estimation of the biomass of Ulva
prolifera macroalgae using MODIS imagery in the Yellow Sea. Opt. Express 2019, 27, 18620-18627. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Hu, L.B.; Hu, C.M.; He, M.X. Remote estimation of biomass of Ulva prolifera macroalgae in the Yellow Sea. Remote Sens. Environ.
2017, 192, 217-227. [CrossRef]

Qiu, Z.F; Li, Z.X,; Bilal, M.; Wang, S.Q.; Sun, D.Y.; Chen, Y.L. Automatic method to monitor floating macroalgae blooms based on
multilayer perceptron: Case study of Yellow Sea using GOCI images. Opt. Express 2018, 26, 26810-26829. [CrossRef]
Harun-Al-Rashid, A.; Yang, C.S. Improved Detection of Tiny Macroalgae Patches in Korea Bay and Gyeonggi Bay by Modification
of Floating Algae Index. Remote Sens. 2018, 10, 1478. [CrossRef]

Xing, Q.G.; Zheng, X.Y,; Shi, P.; Hao, ].].; Yu, D.F,; Liang, S.Z.; Liu, D.Y,; Zhang, Y.Z. Monitoring “Green Tide” in the Yellow
Sea and the East China Sea Using Multi-Temporal and Multi-Source Remote Sensing Images. Spectrosc. Spectr. Anal. 2011, 31,
1644-1647.

Xing, Q.G.; Hu, CM,; Tang, D.L.; Tian, L.Q.; Tang, S.L.; Wang, X.H.; Lou, M.].; Gao, X.L. World’s Largest Macroalgal Blooms
Altered Phytoplankton Biomass in Summer in the Yellow Sea: Satellite Observations. Remote Sens. 2015, 7, 12297-12313.
[CrossRef]

Qi, L.; Hu, C.M. To what extent can Ulva and Sargassum be detected and separated in satellite imagery? Harmful Algae 2021, 103,
102001. [CrossRef]

He, X.Q.; Bai, Y.; Wei, J.; Ding, J.; Shanmugam, P.; Wang, D.F; Song, Q.].; Huang, X.X. Ocean color retrieval from MWI onboard
the Tiangong-2 Space Lab: Preliminary results. Opt. Express 2017, 25, 23955-23973. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gao, Z.G.; Duan, H.T; Song, Q.J.; Shen, M.; Ma, R.H,; Liu, D. Evaluation of the sensitivity of China’s next-generation ocean
satellite sensor MWI onboard the Tiangong-2 space lab over inland waters. Int. |. Appl. Earth Obs. Geoinf. 2018, 71, 109-120.
Wang, X.H.; Liu, ].Q.; Xing, Q.G.; Chen, Y.L. Monitoring of Porphyra Cultivation Dynamics in Lianyungang Based on Coastal
Zone Imager (CZI). Mar. Sci. 2021, in press.

Hu, C.M. A novel ocean color index to detect floating algae in the global oceans. Remote Sens. Environ. 2009, 113, 2118-2129.
[CrossRef]

Garcia, R.A,; Fearns, P,; Keesing, ].K.; Liu, D.Y. Quantification of floating macroalgae blooms using the scaled algae index. J.
Geophys. Res. Ocean. 2013, 118, 26—42. [CrossRef]

Son, Y.B.; Choi, B.J.; Kim, Y.H.; Park, Y.G. Tracing floating green algae blooms in the Yellow Sea and the East China Sea using
GOCI satellite data and Lagrangian transport simulations. Remote Sens. Environ. 2015, 156, 21-33. [CrossRef]

Shen, F,; Tang, R.G.; Sun, X.R.; Liu, D.Y. Simple methods for satellite identification of algal blooms and species using 10-year time
series data from the East China Sea. Remote Sens. Environ. 2019, 235, 111484. [CrossRef]

Zhang, H.L.; Qiu, Z.F; Devred, E.; Sun, D.Y,; Wang, S.Q.; He, Y.J; Yu, Y. A simple and effective method for monitoring floating
green macroalgae blooms: A case study in the Yellow Sea. Opt. Express 2019, 27, 4528-4548. [CrossRef]

Qj, L.; Hu, CM.; Wang, M.Q.; Shang, S.L.; Wilson, C. Floating Algae Blooms in the East China Sea. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2017, 44,
11501-11509. [CrossRef]

Xiao, Y.F; Zhang, J.; Cui, TW.; Gong, J.L.; Liu, R.J.; Chen, X.Y.; Liang, X.J. Remote sensing estimation of the biomass of floating
Ulva prolifera and analysis of the main factors driving the interannual variability of the biomass in the Yellow Sea. Mar. Pollut.
Bull. 2019, 140, 330-340. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Xu, Q.; Zhang, H.Y.; Cheng, Y.C. Multi-sensor monitoring of Ulva prolifera blooms in the Yellow Sea using different methods.
Front. Earth Sci. 2016, 10, 378-388. [CrossRef]

Xing, Q.G.; Tosi, L.G.; Braga, F.; Gao, X.L.; Gao, M. Interpreting the progressive eutrophication behind the world’s largest
macroalgal blooms with water quality and ocean color data. Nat. Hazards 2015, 78, 7-21. [CrossRef]

Li, L.; Xing, Q.G.; Li, X.R.; Yu, D.E; Zhang, J.; Zou, ].Q. Assessment of the Impacts From the World’s Largest Floating Macroalgae
Blooms on the Water Clarity at the West Yellow Sea Using MODIS Data (2002-2016). IEEE ]. Sel. Top. Appl. Earth Obs. Remote Sens.
2018, 11, 1397-1402. [CrossRef]

Qi, L.; Hu, CM,; Xing, Q.G.; Shang, S.L. Long-term trend of Ulva prolifera blooms in the western Yellow Sea. Harmful Algae 2016,
58, 35-44. [CrossRef]

Cui, TW.; Liang, X.J.; Gong, J.L.; Tong, C.; Xiao, Y.F; Liu, R.J.; Zhang, X.; Zhang, ]. Assessing and refining the satellite-derived
massive green macro-algal coverage in the Yellow Sea with high resolution images. ISPRS ]. Photogramm. Remote Sens. 2018, 144,
315-324. [CrossRef]

Li, L.; Zheng, X.Y.; Wei, Z.N.; Zou, ].Q.; Xing, Q.G. A spectral-mixing model for estimating sub-pixel coverage of sea-surface
floating macroalgae. Atmos. Ocean 2018, 56, 296-302. [CrossRef]


http://doi.org/10.1109/LGRS.2017.2737079
http://doi.org/10.1364/OE.27.018620
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31252802
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2017.01.037
http://doi.org/10.1364/OE.26.026810
http://doi.org/10.3390/rs10091478
http://doi.org/10.3390/rs70912297
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2021.102001
http://doi.org/10.1364/OE.25.023955
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29041345
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2009.05.012
http://doi.org/10.1029/2012JC008292
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2014.09.024
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.111484
http://doi.org/10.1364/OE.27.004528
http://doi.org/10.1002/2017GL075525
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpolbul.2019.01.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30803652
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11707-015-0528-1
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-015-1694-x
http://doi.org/10.1109/JSTARS.2018.2806626
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.hal.2016.07.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.isprsjprs.2018.08.001
http://doi.org/10.1080/07055900.2018.1509834

	Introduction 
	Data and Methods 
	The Study Area 
	Satellite Images and Data Processing 
	Estimation of the Area of Floating Macroalgae 

	Results and Analysis 
	Variations of MM-CA, AA and AD Derived from Different Resolution Images 
	Seasonal Changes in Floating Macroalgae Coverages Estimated by High Resolution Images 

	Conclusions and Prospect 
	References

