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3 THERD NDVI

# 1 Landsat8 O A

Landsat8

HRBERR AV RE fRQE

1 0.43-0.45um 30m

2 0.45-0.51um 30m

3 0.53-0.59um 30m

4 0.64-0.67um 30m

oLl 5 0.85-0.88um 30m

6 1.57-1.65um 30m

7 2.11-2.29um 30m

(A2 u) 0.50-0.68um 15m

9 1.36-1.38um 30m

10(BETR4Y) 10.60-11.19um 100m

TIRS 11(BETRAY) 11.50-12.51ym 100m
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