R TP ESTE

h [ AR B 1

L

-
—
"

VB

FE : HLERBOLE ARSI A T AR

English Title: Research on the Estimation Method of
Forest Parameters Using Airborne LIDAR

Tl HZREEF

FALW XA FFE H#: 200946 Fl H

T TRHbE: b ER e AR ST AR, 100091
BEZRFETE: 010-62888546; fEH.: 010-62888546
H 7 ighk: 05zhang jinyu@163. com






m =

BMAIE i AR S RAEM E4E, D2, ZIURMEEAE, F4 AR
TR AR R BB o I AR IR A, 1] DURAS AR B8 U5 R AR AR S B
SRS TR ECH R, SIS 3 R AR AR R I ST I o A 0 1 e 1 vk ) AR R 40 17
AR ISR A A, PR TR A SR, BRI IR R e, S pade, kA
b SRR 0 B R AR U5 A B SR i T AT DI BOR T B . WOk E X (Lighting
detection and ranging, LIDAR) &M EZIRIKEA, ARG HIR U R D) AR W RFIEAS
Bho ARSCHEEWFIH 12378 LIDAR SRIARM G 2 =45/ HLEE, SRR SHUm
ARAGI T HARCRBE, AR EZSERCT UR JUAN 7 TH I N 25 -

(1) BF7T T ANFHUR AR LIDAR J5 18

RO AR 2 T A EAE ISR &R 204, AL AT 9 LIDAR 757 FRAE
IR J i (R0 [P T I A AR SR PR, DRI, AR SRRl b T SEARHUR RS, IR L
ST Gy Sl =AY, BIVERT B ESO AA  SEARHUR AR A2 UM 1K o f] AU 446K LIDAR
TIREAAR, SEAREUE AR LIDAR 7R o IN T G AL BN O SR Bk AT 1
IRE, DU AR SO K E S7 A B A TP 0 1) BORMRRAE, S22 B AR ) LIDAR J7 R
718 F0 T3 PR AR AR D7 REE TR 7 B3

(2) WHFT T AR HUR A B AL

L AN [ S A B e Bk e NS 388 T RR [RS8 T BORIE 5, $ i T P i TR AR 40 #T
Jiid, T PIWAS R R B AR Y, SRIBAHOC I B R R AE & o 0 T RIS UM A&, AT B
BOVFHE R3] LIDAR BIHURARZ MBS, X TAr A4, L9 LIDAR
FIHURARA R BEAL P ER B . BUMARIRIIREE s X T R ARk, LIS 3] LIDAR 2HUH
PRANTRIR BE AL P B 25 CELAR 2 &P HUR AR EE 2D BRI CRUS 7 ST AREUR A1
WD

(3) WFFE T AN [FTHBUR AA R AR i 16] S 48 1

ARAEAN R B AR TR BRI, St T — oA i ) ORI 0 B 705, T A L
SHRTA IS ) U R IE . 25 B8 BOG K B X AT g (MG, K B A7 RS TR L PR A RS



e i) FSCS AR T R SR AR S T U 3 RIS 3 e SC T SEAA IR AR S 2% SO AR 1) 25 24 A
X5 T ST AT AT S5 S8 A T T HC %6

(4) WL T BOEEE R a eIk

WRYEANF RO AR BB RFIE, SR T FhBoB s | Ak, o s iR
TR AL o AE i 2 Bl P OGS AN RO R IR R A R, nT U R D AR OG0 i
AN U B

(5) WHIT T m =Bl Ak #AE

MRYEBOC KT A 22 RRAERFAE, $EH T MORFES T 851 o B i
LIS, ARAESHOCIK A RFE S B, SR T —FhBon RT efE #EN,  BIHGIC R P34 r
[AIREIER) 1/2, (RS AT REOR B RAE (UGS BRI, AT REMLI /M B U AR B B R By
MRS Bctls AT BT, St T M AT A IR 5%, 1T 204 LIDAR bl 4775 (1 4L
Rk Jek )2 i PR R A R P i I, S T PR ARSI S, TP R R 1 Y
MR

(6) WL T HAR T RFAE YU 51

MR e 2= e AR (CCHMD FIB IR SRR, UM B, ARSCRH TR
e KAHAR AL, AR EDE B DA ] A28 A, UM I S, AHETTE T3
IEVIIM I RS, WA RIEAANOGE, W RS, SR T 2L
RN, o JEOB v 2 1) £ B A8 5% R Rl G0 B S Sl 22 IRV R B BRI R ] T AR
HPN D> A RIS e, B et i 5 SR AR 1 DY il ik o

(7) WL T RS HA I 57k

M5 LIDAR P50 (1) A e R Ak BE % AR A I (0 AR S B 5 ey el B b
S5, R e T 7 AR Y i A, AR TR I A A B i, TR
J7 RREAE RS, BN meK R I2 e A R A 1R Ry AR . 4 AR T AR ey (14 1 DR
JEds, HOORRATE N, AT AL DR B e ko AR AR 5C A A R Tl R A 900 )
ARSI BRI MARMAR ST RERT X AR A I 2 HORn S0 g
FEREAT AT, RSB B AR R LR R 0 A, G5 RS A E SR04
LA AR v B SRR Al et AR B A RN T R A . IR SRR
AR SRAE KT RS, IS Bt S5 2 Ak B

(8) WHIE T Mo S KAl ik

II



AR FAAL I Z B RENS FLRR AL I (AR S BV IRECEH 5%, BIFU4s
SR WY oL TR A Ao 0P 5~ vy 5 M v T 1 AR IS 80 S IR 51240 vt 2 TR A 5
PES A s ARECE LIS RS BE 52 AR DA RFAE IR SRR, B SR MRORRECE N R AR
B2 TRV A O AR A AR A T P A S AT AROK [ D ik o AR s B A 00 2 S I 1 Al
(KRR 2 Bt f5 M g W T A MR B 5%, S AR WIHE SRS BONTH S 25 K R A U
KPS IR D0 T, KA ST M v 1 BRI 204 00 e ) A KRS P58 [ 5 MR

B, B PLEBFGUREL, ROREE R FEALE LIDAR REW VRN R AR 2 1 = 4 &5
FRFAE, S B Kot A BEUR AR OC (K Kt AL BRI, vl UK A L DU SRR Jet
ik, I AR SR I AR S EORI > 24

KW AMSEL WS HL RS, BOCHEL, SCAREUN AR, XSUEDIM A E
SRS L= RPS

1



Abstract

Forests are the integrity of multi-resource and multi-function as the principle part of
terrestrial ecosystem. Taking the reins of developing rule of forest growth and consumption is
very important. The data of growth and consumption of forest resources and changing of forest
ecological environment can be obtained by National Forest Inventories (NFI), and used for the
periodical monitoring of national forests. Traditional method of field investigation can obtain
detailed data of forest inventories, but requires a longer time. With the emerging and fast
developing of remote sensing technology, it is impossible to quickly and precisely acquire large
area data of forest inventories. Lighting detection and ranging (LIDAR) is an active remote
sensing, which can precisely acquire feature information of earth object. The main objective of
this dissertation is to reveal the LIDAR detection principle of 3D structure of forest canopy and
seek the effective estimation method of forest parameters. Specially, the research topics of this
dissertation include:

(1) Research on LIDAR equations of different scatters

By analyzing interactive relations between laser pulses and forest canopy, found that
existing LIDAR equation had limitation as explaining extended returned waveforms. Thus, the
solid scattering model was established on the basis. The scatterers were classified as three
types of simple, solid and complex. LIDAR equation of simple scatterer is kept as the same.
LIDAR equation of solid scatterer with introduced extended convolution function, which
extended the existing convolution function to explain back scattering feature of laser pulse for
the solid scatterers. LIDAR equation of complex scatterers could be expressed as simple
addition of two equations of the other Bterers.

(2) Research on waveform features of different scatterers

By analyzing transmitted and returned waveforms of laser pulse, I developed an analysis
method of waveform feature, used for judgment of different scatterer types and extraction of
relative value of waveform feature. For simple scatterer, the distance between LIDAR and
scatterer could be computed from value of waveform feature. For solid scatterer, distances
between LIDAR and different depth of scatterer could be obtained; depth of scatterer can be
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also obtained. For complex scatterer, distances between LIDAR and different depth of scatterer
(including sub-scatterers) could be obtained; depth of scatterers (including solid sub-scatterers)
could be also obtained.

(3) Research on relative back scattering cross section of different scatterers

According to waveform features of different scatterers, the paper proposed an analysis
method of relative back scattering cross section, used for description of back scattering feature
of scatterers. Taking into account the illumination area extent of laser pulse, relative back
scattering ratio was defined as relative back scattering cross section of per unit area. In addition,
equivalent relative back scattering cross section and equivalent relative back scattering ratio of
solid and complex scatter were defined.

(4) Research on transformation method from waveform to point cloud

According to waveform features of different scatterers, the paper proposed a
transformation method from waveform to point clouds, used for analysis of spatial distribution
feature of scatterers. Eud point data only saved feature information of different scatterers,
which could effectively reduce redundancy information that is not needed for the relative
analysis.

(5) Research on preprocessing algorithm of cloud point data

According to sampling feature of horizontal space of laser pulse, the paper proposed a
method of calculating sample density. According to sample density of laser pulse, I proposed a
judgment rule of pixel size, which was 1/2 of average point space, for rasterizing cloud point
data. This would keep sample point information while reduce redundancy information in the
whole way. When zero pixels of digital surface model (DSM) raster data ware interpolated, a
neighbor interpolation algorithm was developed, which used for feature analysis of the hole in
LIDAR data. An effective algorithm was also developed for smoothing concave point of crown
surface for generating higher quality CHM.

(6) Research on the crown feature recognition algorithm of individual tree

According to crown feature of individual tree described by CHM, local maximum search
algorithm with fixed or variable window was used to recognize crown top. This research
developed a double tangent crown edge recognition (DTCER) algorithm with both constant

and relative running mode. The DTCER algorithm used judgment rule of equal proportion to
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deal with continuous crown. The boundaries between continuous crowns ware divided by
proportion of corresponding tree heights. In addition, the DTCER algorithm used judgment
rule of disjoint sets to partition different crowns. The crown edge vectorization made use of
one four directions algorithm.

(7) Research on estimation method of individual tree parameters

The parameters that can be directly estimated by LIDAR recognized crown feature of
individual tree includes tree height, crown diameter, crown base height (CBH) et al.. The tree
height was estimated from the detected height value at the crown top position. The crown
diameter was calculated from crown edge, for which main directions algorithm and area
algorithm have been developed. The CBH was extracted from the height value at the lowest
position of crown edge. The result shows that the estimation accuracy of tree heights of
individual trees is the highest, the lower is that of crown diameters of individual trees, and the
lowest is the CBHs of individual trees. The indirect parameters of individual tree consisted of
diameter at breast height (DBH), biomass et al., which were estimated by the allometric growth
equation. In order to establish the allometric growth equation, regression analysis was
performed between directly estimated parameters and field-measured diameters at breast height
(DBH), including regression analysis after natural logarithm operation of parameters. The
result shows that the linear regression equation is the most optimal between the natural
logarithm operation of field-measured DBHs and the natural logarithm operation of estimated
tree heights and estimated crown diameters. The estimated biomass could be calculated from
estimated parameters by already existed allometric growth equation of biomass.

(8) Research on estimation method of stand parameters

The direct parameters of stand included average height of stand, stem density et al., which
were directly estimated by the LIDAR estimated parameters of individual tree. The result
shows that the most optimal relation is that between estimated average heights of stand
weighted by crown areas and field-measured average heights of stand weighted by DBHs. The
estimated accuracy of stem density is strongly influenced by the distribution feature of trees.
The proportion of stem numbers between overstory and understory would contribute to
variation of estimated stem density. The indirect parameters of stand included basal areas, stand

biomass et al., which ware directly estimated by the estimated parameters of individual tree.

VI



The result shows that the estimated accuracies of basal areas and stand biomass are easily
influenced by stem density in case that the estimated accuracies of individual tree parameters
and allometric growth equation are given.

In conclusion, according to the above researches, airborne LIDAR with high sample
density could describe 3D structure feature of forest canopy in detail. The crown feature of
individual trees could be precisely recognized by definite flow and relevant algorithms of
LIDAR data processing, which can also be used for estimating relative parameters of

individual trees and forest stands.

Keywords: Forest parameters, stand parameters, individual tree parameters, LIDAR, solid

scatter model, double tangent crown edge recognition algorithm
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1.15l8

DHAL LU 1 2 T I FOl ] FFAEK EE IS, 7 IR 9 25 T B L4 19/ - A3 %2 1
B, BRIUIFFEN LS L KUY 557G RG R TR, SIS,
PRAL E LTI 2 [5] FE2E DF T SS KSRE RS-0

— W (IR [ KT RIS [T e ) (2003)

L1 IRE=

PRMAE N B S RGN EAE, D2 ZURMLREE, R TIE.
WATAE IR B bR IRPEZREE. R BRI dE RSP
ST A EORIIME (1Y 248, 2005). FMANEH B S AR TN R R,
[, ARARECE TR 0 AL 32 3] B ARFAEE S AR NG B A5 K580 o ARPR B2 U5 2
B R GIT IR A A W 2T, BEAERVFRORI AR, PR BIEEAR. 42
HOEM RS G B ARG RN BARLEARM B YR A 43 21 772 B

T J LA R S AR R THU A e, e il & B0 B ik (Light Detection And Ranging, LIDAR)
BRI, S B ARk w2 U5 Aty >k TR LB AT Bk ik . LIDAR & — b 3058 R,
A SR RSO ik e AKE 2 S 00 5 b R ) A (R S B B, TG ko AR b e 2
HAT BN, I, W] DLIRAS IARMRGE S22 10 BAR T M 2 (B PR 40 1) = 4 251415 )2 (Lefsky,
1997, 1999). LIDAR SfEGH A0 RIEEA (Blnfiis th s s Fhi geds A
MEZNTFIEHAR (Flna SRR M, 762 I E g5l 7 B ] L
RIS B B6 AR BEEABER UK 23 (R 1 e 5218, AN REIRE =445 M (5 B 1)
W ik R BN WA A ) — 4S5 (5 B, (HHBUHL. BRI T SAR it
A M TR EL

HAT, EANEZ2TTRE TIRZ LIDAR EMOE N ] 5 i HIAH SSHT ST (140 Nilsson, 1996:
Blair, 1999; Lefsky, 2002 %5), E(IIZRHL 7 B X IR e 2 =i S AW AP R S5 4%
W% (Brandtberg 2003, 2007; Maltamo 2004, 2005; Wagner, 2004, 2006; Popescu,



L s

2007, 2008 55D, ity [ A T REARNV N ] 5 THT AR S FEi 2> (g3, 2005, 20065 X4,
2007, FEAIKT5 EAMHGEAFAEA BN ZERE . Bk, BRIE TFRE — 26 E K0 H h 4]
NI 2, Bl SR 948 T H =kl FE Mo T IA B il S 4 R 5 k7 o
TERAEG|BE LIDAR SRRIEEA L, IT RIS ESLIIA RIS, E 5K 863 WH “HLEL
WOLTE X HHR BT &7 PR ERIFE LIDAR HARIMNE N ST, BRI
LIDAR MV FH BEAR KT (R 3 51 o

AWFCIE AL — N S IR, B A0 FRIE AR TR R 2, 4y
HrALE LIDAR S 20 ISR et 2 I RE 7, A IIARSC R kS 4. AP RT3 2
ANEZRIH 524, 305 TR X L3 LIDAR SRS =805, W55 3E T M5 W)
LIDAR H#a TAL SR AT, AR I e de it T 49k . B, AT RIBOR LR o

1.1.2 EASMAR IR & i1EiA

Bl# LIDAR RGU KPR ECT &, FEBEOERS . REEM RS (Global
Position System, GPS) L. HitE T RS (Inertial Navigation System, INS) B3 141
G (Inertial Measurement Unit, IMU) ZH il 38 I N [AJAR4E (time stamp) X ©ATZE4 .
WOGIEAEA GPS WEAERAT A2, DK #E WL AT PR, JE 45 2306 bk
BT s RGO B o BEE SRR G T ] ik S Be & B At R 58, AN IE SR & kML
CCD AHHLAFA 25

Bl LIDAR — & LAF S ki () AR 7 2O S0 2] H bR 0 BR 8  4BOGIK b 55 2Rk
jeb SR IR AR EAE I, — 20 et S A InR el ) 5 20 e d Ak 2 7 i il /2 313K B
RIS Z, WrReRik . AL BE I BE T BNk, n Al s 28— [l el Ja
[T, A7 o A% AR BEG 1L sk A RN B BE 22 [mlipe, A7 4% s BE I i o e B B IS 7] 224k
e R o

HLE LIDAR HIBOGIKMRAE 2 BEPE T 2 SRR TR RE L, REES L i
B P TR R EZAEOCKP, SRt 7RG R, BEWT T
I EAAR LAY LIRS E SRR AR, LR B4 — DR DO
kot SOt TR ERAE R, ABE TS IUAR > RO AR MRS

HAT, RZ P LIDAR FREERENS IRy RAE S LI sl Hdls, Al 1 oA RO
MR R AR S EL (S5 1 M2 /AN, BRI N HIE (L5 3 /i),
IR/DHLE LIDAR REREMIRIBIEE s, PID LIDAR S5 RGERIURBOE B 193] 1



SR (WS 4 /N, AL LIDAR RGEWIAIHIL, ARG IR HRHE T 6 W
SR

1.1.2.1 R =HBEHNBEKREMYIESE

AR UE RS E AR diE. e, Bife. ZEYESE, LIDAR AEfS
A ) e R T R I S B R L EIRAE, W TR E AN S, TRl
IARORA Ky FR A I, Bl e . A=) a%

HAT, = RAE% BN LIDAR 48 - BERIE R 1) mm = 5t PR S50t
(14— 5 JE B A 7 5 M T s A B - i FEAR Y. (Digital Elevation Model, DEMD, tHBFx4
B AR (Digital Terrain Model, DTM); 2R Hijet /2 b3 1 i A e 7= R I i Y
(Digital Surface Model, DSM); % i1 DSM 1 DEM #1245 il el /2 i JE %Y (Canopy
Height Model, CHM), tHFx hy #5756 Z % (Digital Canopy Model, DCM) 530744 e 1
JERA (Digital Crown Height Model, DCHM); #5¢Jii A CHM 32U AR S 8. W T-HEl%
SRIN AT 33 i 2k B BT [R) 23417 1R 4% T2 LIDAR B8k i, — T B AT B o0, Sl i
SRR £, SRS PR BRI o ZESU AR B R T 1) 20, AR SEE R 21 4%
PRI s RS H %, IR E R A g R,

1.1.2.1.1 AR S

PR 15 1) LIDAR Ayl 7 1A AR Sl A5 AR e 2= Hh 2B R R (R AR AL,
SRS T R TS v T I SR R LR DR LU W S, O L R BRI e 2 1R) B 49 1
ik, WA PR B A 5y PON IR IE, S RGN e B R B IA 38 2 — (Popescu et al.,
20020 3/ i R L TR S B DR 0 SR e B IR0 RORFE 1, SRR
R TR R IE R 2, A AR D Al AR s [RIN 2 R B AR I /N2 AR Y, AERIAER
FER LA, ANEIRE RGOS 2, W2 s ORI 3R
S LN L T R (RIS AN AL P I A 2 NN W R UV N oW =l s A
A RATSEA S A R, I WA, AT . BSR4, ARB0TH R
SSHABTHEGIE, WEOCHRIER . kb R . OB WOLABM . JEHR
~J4% (Sun et al., 2000; Pang et al., 2003, 2006; Frazer et al., 2005; Lovell et al., 2005;
Goodwin et al., 2006, 2007 ),

H1 LIDAR %8l ] LR SR OB 5 5, AN TR (K0 8 Ak 7k e S g v ORI ) die 2%



L s

SR BRSNS LU =3, B8R CHM h HESK H R i o KME 5%
R T, ARSI E o 0 RSP RTRASE OORGT s 38 38 e Md i ot Fvk 5
WA S AEAE B s B8 =R A A i 8 PRRALE, 7E CHM 8RR,
PR 7 T
(1) FETIRRE B At 4 vk

Popescu et al. (2002) A Z M GUk T 4 M. SRS GE— BT
JiK 047 AR, B AR 1.5m) s /NGBE (H AR 0.65m) 1) LIDAR Eda il 7 3¢
] 2 350 91 75 J& MV M i HR VR AT PR F) AR v o AR AR e TS IR0 v T R 23 OO
s BT R T AR DR R (LM-VWS) A BT, R AR
P B R S AR T RN, AE 3X3 F1 25X 25 ot 18], TR AR T VA IR R f K
B, AR HHAR IR ERE, WESHTER G AW T, LM-VWS J7 AR B A /) — B ek
H, BETRRIEOE S R, T LM-VWS T3k afie B &, A0/ T8k 5 1 /MK
R, WRE OR/NBURK, & IR BORIE AT IR Bk, 0T SR e 254
[l B a0 3X 3, 5X5 80 7X7 EIAGIE, wARE HEA KM RGN, I8 TR
HiE 2 R OCR, FEnlid & T 8pk. ISR, GIanshmt bl 28 2 ik mo2
BT EIE B RIS D0, IELER e 2 SRR T 58 A AR &5 R, RERRIR OB ek TR 2
G S BT N IS R 8 7 7] Wi N O NTO N 2 N . L R R E g B\ Br i K S D S
FE RSB, W v AR K/ 2 ) SR BV AR A, /NRE RIS v A g 2 T (1 B9 56 R
P AasE , BORABREE bk, B AN AR, TR e I AR N o I R AR v A
TR RS R vy, DRI 2t ARG g PO A RS 12

Holmgren et al. (2003) i F 2 [F]3 (ies T 2 ANMEIEO  mERFEE S (BT 75K 0.69~
1.56 MRl B R ARG 2 0.8m~1.2m). /NGHE (E4% 0.48m) ) LIDAR Al 1
T UL A S ARAR () A v, DLFA AP AR = A2 (Picea abies L. Karst.). 754% *2 42 (Pinus
sylvestris L.) FlAH#E (Betulaspp.). FEES R 5, AR (quartic kernel)
K B HUREL I A P AL OB SIS IR RS, B 3X3 B I R B KA T T 48 R
s B, RO ET A BRI, RT3 MO7ik: (o) B eTHl R A7 B AL Al
FARTTAE, (b SR el TR B KPR B 5l RO G s 0 i FEAEL, (o) A SRR JLART A
R (CESEMEREFS A (Generalized Ellipsoid of Revolution, GER)) TH43 21l . i%WF5T
Hh AR e OH Tk SRR M RO OB R R R, DRI R 4 L B AR v ) A DR 2

Zimble et al. (2003) FHZ B kT 5 AMEEO. meRFEE R (BFJK 0.25



G A

AN s, B ERIBE A 2m) ANEBE (AR 0.3m) 1) LIDAR $fii At 7 26 [E g4Ik 6 %
AT PN B o 2L SE A — AR 0.9m BRI R G 1 (TS bl &
(s MR SEE 42D, FERDER I RS, YU T R AR TR ds A, 42 JE TR AR X A 25
JE % HoRIED, XS AR T S 1 3 28 By, (e — R, K
T BB IT 85%M BT RAE e Sa, AWEERAR BRI N T s/ et 1 RS )
A, BT DL — AN TR B I I e (R K b B o AR AP 25 2R, B
HEFR/NT 5. 7m ] LIDAR # 5.

Roberts et al. (2005) fHHI PRI mRAER . (RRFI7K 4~5 AN, B i)
Bk 0.45m~0.50m). /NEEE (0.11m) (1) LIDAR HHa il 1 5 g i3 2 7 v Lk o A 75
S BN KBRS N AR SR R, ZEZE PGP LT, 68T 1.5m [AIB@AE M4 2R 7 11214000
0.76m, X 2.4m Fl 3.0m [MFEFEHIAE R G L2200 1.2m; A E =i, R % 1)
120 0.914m. [XHAIRGME? N TAHRRIATIE? ]

(2) FET MG BB At Sk

Brandtberg et al. (2003) {EXfLIDAR|Z 43 103l 140 T WA 5, S ohit 5
55 48 FREEAH (K IH 22 B S EAT LU, BRMEZER 1.1m (R*H 0.68),

Maltamo et al. (2004) 7EAMIMRS> ZEFE (timber volume) FIFRE S (number of
stems) I, AEHEE CGE—EBO. SERFER A CBERF UK 10 /N, F3 st m ek
0.32m). /NJEEER) LIDAR FHE A5 I T 55 22 5 3k 2% 5 B (R A AR SR B vy, R 220
P S CHM: AR5 A4S FH R G A R A AR B OO 1 i B, 43812 Hie CHM 2
ITARIEIER:, 7r B2 )5 AR P CHM 33 &, JRls KB R A 1A 3X3 400 %
JEAE PSR AT R . 7R3 —Fp ok, AR T 583 AT /R (Weibull) 43
AT, B TR S R IO 2 K, Rl T (R o 20 AT SR s R s AR SR R T
RS AR IGE AT R (left-truncated Weibull) 43 A3 KA 5 40 A o

Morsdorf et al. (2004) {ERIEMHTIFEAL b, KRG R0 5w {EAE b SRR v,
F 5 ANV AT L . 45 W] 917 /MW el 2B PR AR gk ek [T )A POk 2 02 0,96,
A2 1m, Y% R FJ7 0.92.

Bortolot et al. (2005) 7EX] CHM BEAT 7> HI I ELAl L4523 78O, TR
FBEM AR, DRI AR 25t SR AR e PR A A

Brandtberg (2007) 754347 T WOGHKih S AR ELAE FH I BEAL b, S T — Rl (i
FARIETTE, RIS S RS i R 220, K smbm e 22 (e W2
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Chen Erxue
是数据还是影像？


L s

AL, X ZEEMA S AR E AT AT, ERRURE R A,
BATIENA 0T, FE 8 Wil i, 195 8 MHRCAIFIMEIE R A, I H R IeiE, %
PE— AL BB IEW 8o 1% 5 T — P TR 430 58— [l 8 Al 2 e FE T
BLE I3 AT TGRS AL AR S Al SE BT, AR T BERRA AN 5 (0 BN B RO sy . 45 R
LR TIORMSER A T2 20% C(stddev=1.1m 1HF1[Z Jlev=0.92m).

(3) Al A7 B R ey Aty 0 0%

Clark et al. (2004) fHHJFMIM Gl T8 PO meREERE (B J7K 9 A,
B S TR B4 0.33m0) N ERE(0.30m) [ LIDAR G £l T #1311k 22 i (Costa Rica )
AR AL AR FAR (0 B AR 5, ARV T 21 AR R AL A 59 AR H AR S R
PR 20m, 75 DCM 4 Smo AR IR B S A7 B AR I JR) 8 e K AEAE
LIDAR F 5y, 45 R B AR Sk Al, ~PI4e%) 1% % (Mean Absolute Error, MAE) 73 il
J& 3.67m F 2.33m. AL ARG fERE T 51% (4.15m RMSE) F1 95% (2.41m RMSE)
(7 Stk o B JEUAI S AR B R HH AR WO 0K FEE v (18 Dt A1 i i v R R AP s 0 (1) K

W
an

Hollaus et al. (2006) SRJTM[AH . mREER L (B J7K 0.9~2.7 A5, SRl s
[IBE 4 0.61m~1.05m). /MEHE (0.3m) ) LIDAR F5 4 1 L P4 5 il 2 S 44 1 3t
788 WINPT = P d5E - S A (VNP oR g 1L TATIWA R s = v L SO AN AU L= (UE 7N
P, 5B R oA DSM & cH, #2380 1.0m. 1.5m A1 2.0m 42N I KAE, K5
HE PRI v B ek 25 M P i FE 43 21 LIDAR By, &5 R W] LIDAR B iy 55 A b v PR AH G
PEARLF

1.1.2.1.2 H A 7k i Ak

SRR MR T 325w LA AR PR, 55— 207 10 MG o3 0 00 £ B R R SRR AR
ik, WA R e s 5 2R A R e T A SR R ORI o A T £ 0
RG22 R R, A e TEARAE . SRAAE KIS AE, IO A MIF g Jrp ki
FORE FEAT ARG T AR i % DK 2
(1) BET- P83 T e i £ 00 50%

Brandtberg et al. (2003) IHZ [ (kT 2 NMED . SRS CGE— bl
TR A2 AN R B SRR 0.29m) ANERE (142 0.1m) ) LIDAR #5480 F14)
Wt T 56 FEZR R G 90 7 JE T 22 3 IR AR OR B e o L 7 RS, 100 i 3 B2 e RS 3R [


Chen Erxue
这是标准偏差，和RMSE不是一个感念，查证一下


L s

TSR, BRI SRR T o T e AT I A . SR T AT BRI A
SR AR, R R I B 50K LIDAR K08 puddi A ik 2D B Mg, s At g
EHECEEEE, NI BIT, BRI AR R T S -E, DEa®—
=Y RS A 4544 (scale-space structure) o 3EF B R SECHH H B (blob) 55
(signatures), RJGHEATIH—A, LAMELEA R B LU EAT . A8 RUBE 28 1) 4 fy e %
HAT o — A5 5 B BE B . FERIG 7 B 45 R B bl — AN RIS SCRp X8, X
TR SR I I HAT R i IR S A o A T[] %o 52 438105 25 H N SR AR e 1 i 11 2 2% K4
%, 33T 6 NMPABEHI D FIZIR, TR VUNRR e 2 0B 3-AT T V0. o T 20t
FARRAR, BT AR BRI TR T S N IR B A O M s, Al TR R R ) T
VUM R I FREZE B VR KBNS =, 25 T RN
IO e FEANOL O 2 Se i 5

Maltamo et al. (2004) ZEAGIIARSN & B RIRR SR BE, A FH 789 b PG 20 1 0
CHM HEAT /3 FIG 3] T BAM T, 2B W] T s A i R B 16 7331, W85l 401
(R R AR DR YRR BB AR T P AR

Morsdorf et al. (2004) PRI mRAER BE CREFJ72K 20 ARG, e 48t il TR B
0.22m). /MEHE (0.2m) [¥) LIDAR Al 1 3 -t [ 52 2 bel S AR IR A e i o $2H0 T
— R A E S, BIAE =445 (8% LIDAR JEA80HE AT B2 i, L8 M Bt
DSM U KA A R 05, DSM 23R 0.5m, BEHAE 1.7m, EF T 3X3
PEBAZ, BER[121;242;1 2 11/16; ARJGATHRN 1 RUB-AT 2804, ARAEAAR KB AR L
XF z AAFRHEAT — N BEAR e, BEAAR e i 2 i AR 3 & 6 %, RESEITEHEY 3
6, [FINZERT m Tl Tm (15 AERRE RSO e B A, J7 1002 H T 1 R B B
DASRR A3 2 el th A, 4 B AR A U B B AR . e AR g A DG IE A I A
IF, RAFJIRE 0.2, ATReR HTAMb & ) 2E 5 R .
(2D Tt TR (1 7 s i 00 B0 02%

Bortolot et al. (2005) ]2l (il T 5 MO SERFEE . (B IK 1A
s BERSSEIBE A 1m) /NDGHE LIDAR Bt il vl 7 58 B < 5 90 35 J& WP S AH 5. 42
T R T UGB R AR AR O S, R R B Se ] 3 X3 IR IE B R DR
CHM HEAT Vs AR5 A8 i b3 R 0 57 DB b P18 1) CHM B3 Ja) 8 /M B M A% A
R B A% B AR CHM P P& AR g e, BB T A& B
EIF HAR R MERG TG, BLUZGoth hegoc, SERIAM5k—AMEoc, WAL
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L s

AN FEAR IR, AR BRI T M B, AR R AN B T S R de A I Ak
PP PR R 5 TC o 2RSS TSN R B, 2% i LIDAR 4
I SRS IV Py b T 2500 4 s o

Roberts et al. (2005) 1] LIDAR sl z Zda il 756 5w i KRR N AR A e
o AZRBF SR 2 AR e TO R S SR T 2t b, gt o B3R o U A R A e
TR ETT ) b, BRI i %, DA E B e ARG VB o 78 DU HE R A AN 50 7 1)
B A 3.4m (O RAREIRIEE 3.0m) IZRPERUA oG, #REA P MGt R,
DA U el 2 R TR B il I B e ) “ 87 TEIX, A A B G e R s W et i 25
1€ JAERA RIS RO et — AN TE e, B et b Rl 25 R IR B, w] LA A B Sl i 5 1) 7
B S B A ) R R T AR IS T e JE T 22 R ML 7 o R e~ A MRS T 21 DO AN 30 H £
DGR, R UA AP RER AT . A5 RN, B PP LE N KIERA N O 15
EARAS T 21%.

Koch etal. (2006) PRI, mREERE CREFI7K 5~10 AN s, BHpl i ] bR
4 0.32m~0.45m). /PMEEE (Fi4% 0.40m~0.85m) [¥] LIDAR $f S440 1 7% B 5 5 34 7
SRR RV ] R R AS PRI AR el o i BF S T — b B S BRI SRR (1 T Y
FE R PIERL A DCHM. FP A JR) 8 5 R AR DS IEERIN vT BE IR TL, 4R Ji5 45 45 TVE (pouring )
SV FIHE T VR IR B TR AR AR BRI W e, i 30 I P R THUATE Ay b s (4 % ) e SR R0
Wl F, o3 H0 45 R T I P B el 55 R 5 DU 20 R R AT A, 2RISR I
B TR ARY AR ST VA k) T 2 T B TR e S R A

1.1.2.1.3 AR T mr b

A R AR iy S M Al 00 S50 ) DA AR L, T AT AR R R . BT
et SR R B R, AR A S A P BE AR e, SRR R (R O e A Rk
MARZ, BRG, ACT e A DURS 5 2 LA = IR AR 2

Morsdorf et al. (2004) {8 HI7E k B ZRR M AOEEAE L, K IRZRERA 95% 701 %L
VER AR T, e A i BEAE T il 258 N, T =4 R PR LT . Roberts et
al. (2005) #&H T —FiW el N R AR BEVE AR TR N . IR SEE A i v
TEM TR R T R R i AME, AT AN BT RS R, % R X L fE T 1 K 2 4L
AT e T B, 25 {E ok B TR e () BT HL b i R AR T . DRI 2 N R A
FEIZRINE, KRR RS AR T 2 T B CREAT K ) M ] s b T 2 A 5 11



L s

SHE, w1 Sm, BrLESIERR T/ T sm T BOCE, BRI NG
JCE N ARSI e BRI SRR, 3 0 oG N AR N CARAOR IR (W e
MR E D AR T 3%,

1.1.2.1.4 AR M 424k )

LIDAR $ARAEAALE T HALI T 2 R H A5, Joik EAR R e, — i
AR TRV 5195 Maltamo et al. (2004) 7EflARS> & BURFRRE R L, Al
F MV B 5 7 BPAEAG 2 T BRBE AR TR, A B R A 2 T AR AR, D TG
M LIDAR HARALEFAIMNEAANE, 7 CHM b HMA A SNE RO S, [ A
LIDAR 4 i e X G5 i (R ANEEAR o JEH LIDAR 4 ey VR et TR A 0 AR 5, BRARAE
A B, IR A B AT R DA o B, A3 BIMAR K [RE U5 FE . Popescu (2007)
FEAGIN T AR s AT e e (Rt s S e P AR Ze PR DR AGI T R A I HEAT TRG
PO IE o SRR LRl IR AR T R A2 1K 90% 48 o

1.1.2.1.5 BARAD) &AL

T3k LIDAR SN B8 AEL 8] Jn b v R0 e g D ml DA Trj B4k ) R A 4 5 - Popescu(2007)
AEHIPG RT3 B R B (R TR 2.6 AN iR, B st IR 0 0.62m) . /NGBER) LIDAR
Bl A T 25 A9 S0 T AR N AR SR AR, e e v AL v Rl e,
H1 LIDAR $& 5 (1) B A B A U A A b b ARy i FROR 3 2 (o KR . B R
WTARBE ) AW . 78 0.1 A1 0.01 T FEHIRER T 45 RRIPRR KHERR o 2otk [n[ B
filRE T EAR LR 93% Ak, S EE AR 79 - 80% A At

1.1.2.1.6 BRI TR

BRI ARG WA T AR 15y S IR SFLIDARMIE A . Roberts etal. (2005) 7E4g
VG N P VOB = N S O EIVE g R e U i N TP AR EA TS A9 R /27N
KAETTIRENL T AR AR AT RS, ZEBSVEPE LM 16 AR KIERARR, X T 404 8] b
A 15SmX 1.5mffIFEHL, LIDARM AU S5 AL I 6 2 EAE 0. Im™ G Py X
PR A 2.4m A0 3.0m[fFEHL, LIDARM- ARG VHE 2 BIE T A0 AS T 5.8m* 1
14.5m% . ZEETEEE N 4 SR KIERARK, LIDARM- TR V1E 5 ML A IS AR 22 4E 0.4 m?
YO N o ARG THE D2 22 3 8 (i T LIDARGE IR 1% 22 5 2 1 o



1.1.2.1.7 BHRh e 2325

ARG AN [FI B A (25 R TR AE 22 2, ) DAREAT 8] SR K e 4 202K

Brandtberg et al. (2003) 7EA#H] LIDAR Hdfs VU SR AR () 6 L, i e 1 0 )
./ #T (linear discriminant analysis, LDA) HEAT T & SRR 028, K50 T = A =
TR AP (BB (Quercus spp.)« Z0H4 (Acer rubrum) 13547 (Liriodendron tuliperifera))
gt R BEIEZESR (p<0.05), ARGETHERRF RGN, AR M
FRRR B2 T b 3 v A4k

Moffiet et al. (2005) fEHIPIRIR . FRFES S CREPJIK T AN /NERE (0.085m)
(1) LIDAR 05T T RN A 650 B 22 N A0 AR AR PR A , 30 3ok 800 25
I RPN RO IR S AR AN [ i AR Dby SRR 23 AR B AT REIE o AN ] [P 3p E FR AT
AV T Kt i) B I o 2R T, Sl nT AR SRR X 73 A e HE A B [0 3 (R e 2
BRI AAR BT B R AL AR R AR, 2/ D il AR S DG DR RO IR I o =24 38 P JBRK R A
IR P B LR AR DX ) LIDAR Ectfs AARS B (R S b s iy, AEREEefE 00 T, (Rl 2R R Ak
MV E B R RS AR B RR R U b, AT AL X 4> White Cypress Pine ( Callitris
glaucophylla) 1 Poplar Box (Eucalyptus populnea). -1t £ b A7 78 Fo g 75 Y5 s i,
A7 IS E B FURE E AN R A VU3 3K g A B A

Brandtberg (2007) i HHLEL LIDAR 552 £ 6t 56 [ 4358 149 VG 9 75 Je 30 T 3 1 11
I PR it B S AR PR SR AT 2028, 2B T TSt 17— Bl P s R 3 T . /N
Pty FETBRARKIW R 22TV ZIEE X T — A1 & (digraph), WA HAH —
ANERE, #RT 4 AaiFE, KR LIDAR Z 400 SRR O 2 50 2 A A A
G A EEA YN, BEW T S MR n [0l LIDAR R4 (n>2). %7
VWY B i TR SERE I, R T U D e SR (R AR R . T BT B
NEERRR I R E T — A B RBEAAR YR RO AR e i), JRAE S T ey
T B R L AT I (R BT Rk K 2 2R v, S8 B Y O Je ML = b I I
PR CEBE . 20 30k 20 2RIEREEEN 60%58 I E] 64%.

1.1.2.1.8 LIDAR 5258 18 24k 4 M AR S 40

A — L5 H LIDAR B4 -5 25 58 5 34T SR R IR AR AR S 200 9T , St-Onge et
al. (2004) FJH 7 AASE I E AT LIDAR ZH A 06 00 5 0 3 K S255 R R B 3T AR 1E) B Rk AR
fr, EEEEE G LIDAR #4455 DTM, B3 A2 41 B r R8G5t 5 DTM idE,
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G A

WG GULE R R ARl R SRR IO R, RS =R f DTM B2, 54
NI TR REAE 22, V15 R AR 5 Koukoulas et al. (2005) fiifi] LIDAR F12 ik
SEAGON DM 2 T 8 R BRI BRI A L R BE R B AT Suarez et al. (2005)
I HLE LIDAR M 3505 1 9574% 2% Aberfoyle AR37 I bk AR vy, B SR 2 S A
H eCognition X540 (RGB) FIR %Y (tree canopy model, TCM) BT /7r#l, %
JEAE ArcView HRINZ LI W IR B s R AEAE e Tickle et al. (2006) 1/l
Pt LIDAR ML= B 5890 T AR R, 45 R3] LIDAR FHAMYIN B e 2 ) 2 AT AS
e, &XIE (2007) FIF] LIDAR $odls A 80 7 AR 240,

1.1.2.2 R =EHIB AWK E YIRS E

Mo REEIIARMSECE AR RIES BN ST R, Wbk BEA BRI AL, BR
HUm AT o TR AEMR I P £ — SRR, IR R RN 0 S H, R T S
THFE], AR R R Ger B AR RS .

1.1.2.2.1 ARy fs

LIRS 7L S Ti| 7 W (1R 77 o K N =TI 7 1 ' R T NV 1 2 7 N S T e
LA T AR IS H . LIDAR Hls (UL 3#AAE T3 LA AR AR K e 245 5
PRI, RS I AR = G T R R T 78 20 695 LIDAR #2351 AH M5 B

PRI AR T LAy =2 38— R RO B FERE L, THEAS R s 3
— 2% H LIDAR # HEH RN I 2 R Goih =, Tl [0S 2 B ik Bpk o i (R e Rl &
THE: BERH A SR BRBOCEE, R AR R AT ARG

Popescu et al. (2002 i1 FH PR A AR 3-S5 s R KAl 58— Fh 5 i v S
H N PR RGeS AT R 438, AR il i ) s R S MCHM R 4 . 55 — b
JNERTHERE A CHMB T Gert & CRFEPIME. FrEZe. smoRME B WA
171+ 5. 104 25, 50% 75+ 90 99%), HAMVIHEHIEIgvha CPME. S ED i
ATWIES T h T EBRBEN IR AR SE AER N, THET 3 HLIDARKHE St
v, B ERR TN T 2.44mi i BEAE, B A ERR T /T 3.96mlr) B (FRFRZER
ftt /T 6.35emffIM), B =41 LBR T/NF 7.62milm B (FRR LRI/ T 12.7cm
(KIARE) o 5 TR IR ANRE b g A i JSE AEL 1 TOUMUDRS 135 de vy B — ORI 8 By Y (IR 43
A& 0.85 1 0.90), TR T 12. 7emPEAARFRMAAN m B, 5 R (RMY
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N 0.84~0.85) T —Fl (RMEN 0.57~0.73) FEMFRM I SAZ ST, A6 FH3ET 41
bR R AL FELID AR H06 45 7 ok W Sk 9 ek o

Holmgren et al. (2003 A F Wl 75 V2 0 LI g W T AR A SRR R bR 3 ISP 240 v

BT VR R FE T AR (single-tree-based method ), 45 — Fh 77 92 & 5L T I A4 12
(area-based analysis). P38 = F[EIH 47 R 775 4 0.89~0.91, 7% (RMSE)
N 1.45m~1.56m, XN TR 10~11%. 3130 A % LU v 0B v R oy ASC . 1) - g
L ALE N

Riano et al. (2003, 2004) FJFIHLE LIDAR 250 At il 7 7t F o4 w2 el 2% 30 1
B TERAS AR 568 2 o OB A AL BRI T 10m X 10m A% (CREAN A% Y 670 A
RO, RS FRROE SO /N TAE T 0.6m (R, HeE SORRERE: RN 99% 0 A 5
JENTAET d4m 8 SONHEAR, Foese SO et s 83 5 /0N W L R A e A 7t SR 28 i1
SRR, B R e O 99% o R B B, BN e SO 1% i B s s R
gtk J2 7 S 99% 3 i 4

Clark et al. (2004) s PR I2AL I T AR -~F- 20, 25— FhJ7 ik 2&4E DCM H4
2mX2m F ORI N, TSR S RO T R Y BT 1R T I
P KT 32 ANghi N TR (0.38m 2 18.53m i), PHAH 51245 2 AR 4138 5
P24 R 222 0.90m (R A58 0.97, #i% RMSE 24 1.08m).

Andersen et al. (2005) 14 ] LIDAR sz Al 1 5 18 78 Ak 58 A il MR AT AR 1K 56 )2 15 o
ARG A LIDAR R (KM 25% 50%. 75%4 302 T si i 5. &5
PRI LIDAR $2 MUK B B AE 5 A & (¥ et )2 i« A3 e Z i) AT AR OGHE (R SFT5 43
5129 0.98 F10.77),

Hall et al. (2005) /1] LIDAR sz Edla {1 3 [ vh 3R 27 22 M Ll DOARAK B AR 73
1o HI LIDAR #4493 T 39 ANBERAE, 7RIl b fiff X Se B s A BRZL G, oK
FUFIMR 3 G5 R AR B (R AMAL VI (BRI B s BN 5.

Coops et al. (2006) fFFHZ M. mREEERE (BFJK 0.7 A 2D ANEBE (HAR
0.19cm) [WLIDARZLHEAL I T 2= K 3¢ J& 5 LUV AR TEEAA AR 1 7 S 454, A RE bk
HR AT R AT R B3R 5 B R B, R A I 8 (Y et ST e PR I B FTLID AR #4743 21
(K ZZ R I3 TH ( Apparent Foliage Profile, AFP) HEATHAI. FE-TLIDAR4: I WL IIAE (1)
jeb SRR B (Canopy Volume Profile, CVP) J7vk, 1T —FE IE )2 AR5,
FAF R A AR I 57K S5 M 1R AR Ak o 45 SR W T35 k23 5 S LIDARAG VHIE 2 A5G (R?

12



=0.85,P<0.001, SE=1.8m).

Hollaus et al. (2006) 7rE5E T A6 = s Bk vk, T8 TAMEFERLI Lorey’s
mean height (LA &R BCE 19 F-38 %), [V T 58— [l 5 /0 A 40R CHM 4
TCHI LA, T ZBRHEAR . REARRIEAE AR SRR, ek 2 m BE B 2me S5 RER
HR AR 2R (A DGR AR

Jensen et al. (2006) i f/NEHE LIDAR sl 2= B A5l 7 5 B P Ab 0 522 1 A N VR AR
AR I3 o S VIR B € LIDAR S0 v 2 Bl Co I8 FRvfEZE L 25%. 50%.
75%H1 95% 3 L K5 FNAMPII G AL f 2 R AR50 G R, IRl A G 1 Bext
BERLHEATIGUE, AR5 A ISR SR T A Rt 45938 17 7a 2 B R v - 2 v (R AR DG R Hr
B RARZE (908 0.91, 3.03 m; 0.79, 2.64 m).

Streutker( 2006 )57 HI 9 [H198¢ « e KA 3 5 CRE- T 0K 1.2 A 1 B BOs TR 24 0.9m)
ANEBE (HAR 0.2m) [ LIDAR a8l 1 35 [ PG b5 2 3k faf MM AR B 5 (sagebrush
steppe) FFIAEAR o 3222 BRI AT 10 s 85080 40 1 S (WM& BT, 0 A BN B0 1Y
¥, 73 =i (mean height)f& 57T N BTA = BEAE ) P33 (B (mean value), 3 [HUFLRE 5 (surface
routhness) /2 e BEAH MARAEZE , IXPIASHP LS T B 0 MBI A B0 55 T AN 5
JCA R EIRE R B (250 T Ml s AR K i A . AL 7 15 8 (percentage of vegetative
cover) & 57T A AR T AN B AT AN B2 L AR S I AR THDRE B2 ] (Surface
roughness maps) R 474 Sk T e JRARAL, I REMERE B X 70k K IX ARG K IX o JE T 5
—HEUREE 1 1 0 A5 B L Sk R B X AR R B, AN BRI (1) B RS E R 86% . /L8 LIDAR
e Fe A s I, {H 2 LIDAR $EHRIAR A -5 /M S AR AR AT o ARAN 19
DR AT RS pH T 5 L BRI, {475 LIDAR 4 I 2875 31 (1 o 5o I 45 HE A 58 J2 1) PN R T AR

Thomas et al. (2006) ff FHAFERFERE (172K 4 ASF10.035 4~ £ LIDAR fin
A TN R 2 RIS A AL TT IR AR AR T3 o SRR, R 85 B MR 2 5
WAL BT SO i CEFE I IBCrF . AR E . IRRAA S 2
FHORPEHBIR Lo
1.1.2.2.2 8 P41 B A0

A1 P 2 Ak kA et A LB 5E AR S AR IR 2 LG Riano et al. (2003) HLZZLIDAR
s A DT G R R A MR AT RE o SO BRI RO s A O R

13
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B LA o AT H R 2 B T 0%, SR T 10mX 10mM#%, HEH 7 1A 0.3m
IR, B 2% BRI Ae A, Bl D Re s sl e G, IPRBOIE e 2
w1 (Canopy Height Profile, CHP), 4 T ZFRE i jeh |2 B P2 A A5 M, P30 A
A ERFURIE, H TR e AR A1) . Riano etal. (2004) f# FHLIDAR £z £t
TGP PSRRI AR P B, SRR WM /N AR (2.5m, A TR )= m iy sk —)
ST LIDAR AR 5 By 2 BR {5200 5 v S5 A0S A 52 22 T) (R AH S M 43¢ 4« Thomas et al. (2006)
AT HIAS [F)RAE 2% ELID AR 55 2 B A 1 52K 222 KW A48 AL T VR A PRAR AT B2 o 5 SR W],
R PR JE (1) o3 A BB R S5 AR P JE (crown closure) 2 [AIFIHISSHE#RIREF (R*H 0.60),
(KRR 5 S A S BERS 6 UG 141 5 (R*h 0.36)

1.1.2.2.3 ARJZ A5

MIZFEMIE I JZ IR, o A B EARRISZ AR, Zimble et al. (2003) 7EAh I T HAH &1
EEAT b, 200 T SRR S EMR ISR IE . B 1m 20 FR R A& s 481145 31 30m
TR IR bR ZE WA B R AR R bR UE ZE R (1.21m) P A
FEHB RO AR EZE i/ MEL (2.75m) Z BB (1.54m) AR B, K LIDAR 4 i brife
ZEMIRE B0 20 2R (<1.54m) FIEZMR (>1.54m) . B v LME AR S 2% G5k
PRUEZERR LLSFIA(E e LA 100) HIR ARAR A1 o 45 AL B I T 45 A6 S 20 F 5000 RS 2328 IE A
FE4 97%. Maltamo etal. (2005) F[E[E . SERFFEEE CBEETK 10 A AL, Fefe ]
Bk 0.32m). /NEBE (EAR 0.4m) LIDAR Fl I T 25 22 r i 2 R MR I 45 M RFAE . 18
LA T WO R 16 2 i B R B A R RO = 4R S, AT A Az B
WO AT B B BISR T SR R A B, IR A et R B AR 0 A, SR TR L BT T R AROR
MAEAE. HbAh, 3R T —FrE 7 BE 7%, &R THOG R AT, SR S AR
MR SRR AT AU S AR S5, A8 T SO F 98 v 5 A 25080 20 Hidb AT e 1
A, BRI 45 AR B2 T O0 A 2 1) 2%

1.1.2.2.4 BRECE B2 Ak )

RRACR BB A URARKREL, B TR A A IS, R LIDAR AR FE A A1 o
Maltamo et al. (2004) K& LIDAR AU JRUS) 70 Ai 82 s B0 0 1 PRECH . 45 RAR W,
MANAE ] LIDAR $edfiity, A8 WIHREL) RMSE KZE 75%; A8 3 A 2 w5 23 A7 i
IR o TORE RS, BRELY) RMISE M2 49.2%; i FH A0 SRR A AR i 2 A T 000 e
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e N T, Al TR RMSE J& 72.7%. Bortolot et al. (2005) 75 B AR 3L 70 F
00T BB R, AHCHEIRAG (0.22 £ 0.56 2. [A] ). Hall et al. (2005) 1§ LIDAR iz
BOEAL I T 6 [ AR S R 22 N L DX AR KRR B

1.1.2.2.5 42/ 15y s W i A5 A il

LIDAREE AN RE B F2 Ak 000 i 4%/ 1 s W TR AR, — il i LIDAREME S vl 15 55 MLl 2
ST A0 M43 5 Hall et al. (2005) i FHLIDAR sz S Ak 0 7 26 [ o 38} 2 47
2 L DX RRAR I B S BT AR . Coops et al. (2006) 13 FH /N GBE A= LIDARE A5 10
SR R BFAS LU P M A B M 10 6 v BT I AR . & SR 2 11 e W 1 B 5 LIDARA 18 2 %
9% (R* = 0.65, P < 0.05, SE = 14.8 m*/ha) . Thomas et al. (2006) i Fj /A [7] KA % ¥ LIDAR
SRS T NS KR AL IR A . SRR, R A R RA 2
JEE 10 47 K5ORS8 5 i v T TR 2 TR) (AR DS PE AR & (R4 530249 0.89 1 0.91) Jensen et al.

(2006) T FH /N GBELIDAR A 2 HCH Al 17 56 P G 150 522 5 i MR S AR 1D 0 422 016 g
TR o &5 SR WY RT3 M A A i J v T TR PR DG R BRI iR 243 7l h 0.61, 6.31
cmAl1 0.91, 2.99 m*/ha.

1.1.2.2.6 E =45

FLIDAREHE B HAT I S50 (Bl ARPTRE . BRED, WL [B] )3 53 47 743 51 25 A1
. Holmgren etal. (2003) i HIWAN[RIJARE AL TPl & AL R, 35— /MSEAUAE Y o
SR B v R R OB EA eE 2 o IR S TR 5, RAF-J7 4 0.90, RMSE 37
SEITRIA B, SR P E R 22%; 55 M F BSOS AR R e
FEHEE IR B A T AR 5, RV 54 0.82, RMSEN 43 375 K/A I, 4 N A T E M
1) 26%. Maltamo et al. (2004) 7EFAM &l 73 FIMBS i f UK LAl L, i [nH 7 R )
SRIAR, IR R E i N AR i, B SRR AR RIS BB A5 R,
M HLDIARSME I, BRI TR (RMSE) %2 KRS 25%; A A A - B
SRR O A s TR, AT B A RMSE 16%; A A AR LA JR A% w5
AT TR B R () s Al B BLERMSE A 22.5%. Coops et al. (2006) i FH /N
BT Z LIDARKCHE AL I T N5 K058 5He L MAE A MR B LR . SRR E R RS
LIDARMHTHE ZE A (R® 4 0.87). Jensen et al. (2006) i [l/NEHILIDAR £ 2 $ i
A0 T 5% [V b8 52 2k far MV AS AR B AR O SC R BN 7 iR 22 0.93, 24.65
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m>/ha).
1.1.2.2.7 W5/ fits A

i LIDAR %cifs AR 280 (Blanid s, ARPAEE . BRED, s (el 4 Hrfe 21 4R
Yy /Bt i . Patenaude etal. (2004) MRS SERES L (B T5K 4.8 Rl #
el S A A 0.46m)/NEBECE AR 0.25m) (1) LIDAR $f i3 T 3¢ [ £ 7 Monks Wood
R R X AR bR 5% . (Above Ground Carbon Content, AGCC). %M 5¥iH 1L
RRMRIIEE AN S A KOG R AN T AR (1 AGCC [F]I, Hi LIDAR #4545 2 7 CHM,
SR 3 A7 50K 5 V08 PR v B A TR IR S T, I PR AR KB A X
S S I AR A VAR B B (S . S5 T HAI AGCC i THE 5 DCHM 2 ¥ 4l
THEZ AR H R BE AR OCHE R 2 0.74. i 20m X 20m #i#4 5 CHM &5, Alivh#ksy
JUERIARI RBE () AGCCo EMRST I, IRV FE B 2547 TH U, 5 LIDAR ffivh
EMARSCHE R 24 0.85, 7EARI U LIDAR ffi v FE A0 208t 1) T R AEAR T 24%.
XA AT I TSN I TV E R T E 53 U AR IR B S S 2 AN 1Y) o AH S 3, LIDAR 20m
X 20m HiHkg B 5 T AR AGCC A2 e 1 e

Bortolot et al. (2005) 7EFAYUN IR FATI T ARARAEY L, 0IREHL Py BRI R
25, 50+ T5% 53R ECS AR REAT TV 0 A, R DDA O AR I BB (R X, i AT
b TET W0 B8 DX 3 A i RS W S B R T L A 2 T PR AR DG P (R) Y T 7
0.59 1 0.82 2 [A], RMSEZE 13.6 Al 140.4 t/ha 2 [8], K T3EB I ZRAMARFER, Alit
AW ATE T MRS5S (7 8 10cm) . Hall et al. (2005) f# FHLIDAR 55 2 £ 40 40
T PR B R 2 M L IX BRI L) Thomas et al. (2006) 1§ AN [/ K25 FEFLIDAR
SR AN T NS K K AR AL TR e . SRR, R AR R %
JEE (¥ 90 (7 B0 5 57 5 b B A i 2 1] (AR P AR A (R4 502 0.91 F110.92) DI
HIGRAFE % JE LID AR K BE 4 i I R I (AR X o

1.1.2.2.8 I HIFRFEEL AL I

I T AR R0 S TR b BT () TR . Riano et al. (2004) {3 FH = KA 2 5 /N
FCHELIDAR 552 B A5 I 1 P HE 2 vp 5 25 4 LB s A3 M Ak (Quercus pyrenaica Willd.) Al
JiHE 2 Aa R (Pinus sylvestris L) [ILAL, A AR 42 (A 0.5mE] 2.5mZ [A]RH 0.5m
[F0Bg, A 2.5m# 20mZ (AR FH 2.5miE] k) XLIDARFH AT AL EE, T AGA 2N AR
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EAFEEEN 50, 75 95 A%, PHIE. BKE. 2 A, TR s E e 2k
BTN T 3mSR GAY R R ERAE AN 55D . LIDARAR & 5 - BRI S 42 B LAL
BEAT IR0 AT, SRR W] — 38 Z A G AE dr, AHR S2 AR RS AURI A2 RS 1 5200
LAMET R4 (7.5~12.5m, FHETEEANEE mD KIAETHEIRESF . RN,
LIDARE I I R A28k /N o Al TF AT (1) S U LIDAR AR H i ek J2 O U A 3. 42 6
KGRI 1) 7 2 5 AR T AR AR o WA R 22 P U1 5 TR R 8 J2 El TR R0 v R A 2R
FREZ T . Coops et al. (2006) {4 FH/INGHE s 2o LIDAREHE AL T hngs Ko
JeE B L PPN AL HERA PRI - TR H 48 45 S W TR 38 21U S LIDARAS VHIE 2241 5C (R?
1 0.81),

1.1.2.2.9 BHFh4 2325

LIDAR i R 1] 15 B0 1 DX 73 B8 5l TR AR IE 22 57 2325 AR A . Mooffiet et al. (2005)
TEREAT BAAKRh YU I I, b 325t 2 rh A A e S YR, A7 I 7 bk RO B
ANBEIE A M PUIX AN, 38 AR FORE b SCRPLI A . Poplar Box AT ARF IR
Hb e B (R LIS T Cypress Pine (5 OR3AHIRE M . X T4 52 Bdls 8, RIS EGe v ANt
[ 30 R AL LU AT RS 3 R A 30 3 5 [ 0 e S 00 A UL AR A 5 ) e 55 o [ i 3
GEvh o TRMN Tt 43 B 2 W AR TR J2 IR A 5 5 8 110 R0 4 A% S AN 5 SOGB4 35073 S
SPAROG, BRIk, ARMOR 2 R R B [l ge v, B P RS HEZE , AN S R 1) B Ry
PHIK, SRR E R REEYEMSE, 4 canopy openness. R 768 A B4 IH- 11 8] )
FIFAL,

Donoghue et al. (2007) PRI . EERFER B (BT J5K 4 ARl Beff it 18] b
y0.5m). NGBE (EAE 0.25m) LIDAR a8 R A TR0 b == i 5 5k A Ak
RITRASH R BF9T T 3 RN 4lidbse 242 (Sitka spruce), 2EMEFs (Lodgepole pine)
FF R FIRAS . VRN T AR I MR RS FE I 7 vk Pl ] LIDAR #8 FE $idis X
S ZAZHIRARS, S M LIDAR S et =28 BE R Wiy 22 (i fe i[RI L
il CHH TIN5 2 TFRA D R385t 2w, Re g YU A8 5w ) X 3. LIDAR Hdis 4 it
ZEILE 54 ANFEMEEA TR BRI, 05 25 R0 LIDAR 585 508 2 A/ A IR AT RSy vh A2
EEA R 57 I P AR o, AR R (R P 07) 0 002 0.914 F10.930, 1% J5 AT LIAE ) —A
IR LH, ST A AT B T4 m R N LRI AR A & B

1.1.2.2.10 LDIAR 5 i 25 525 £k At M AR 43 40
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A — LA LIDAR H05 5 025 AR AT PR RUBE I AR AR S50 5T, MeCombs
etal. (2003) i} LIDAR FIZ ik 5 A5 Ak I 1 56 %85 74 74 bE M 57K 2 JOREARR N AR Ak
Ko SRV Y v, Sk = R S AR O AT T R AT, SRR 2ok
A LIDAR Hds (Rl &R e il oH B g B0 P AR ECR . Popescu et al. (2004) A /]
/NGBE LIDAR  HcHs A1 22 56 1% 528 Ak I T 5 T 2R i 0 1) 7% ke il e PRI P ) R b 25 R
AR R R R RO E R, AT ST B OB MIETE, 75 CHM U] gk
W o SR DI RS He 2 m R i Yo, 2 8B B ECHE (1 2 68 A B
PR ERNARERRIAS A AP A A T 36T LIDAR SR RO S50 (B ek,
FAG VI RE I R EE AL A 35t , s E M. EYE. Walimi. e, 4y
N, YRR R S5 & 0.32 (RMSE 44 Mg/ha) EFH#4 2 0.82 (RMSE 29 Mg/ha) .
B BRI, IR 5K R P 7 A2 0.39C(RMSE 52.84 315 K /ha), £ IH-# 2 0.83(RMSE
47.9 *F-JiAK/ha). [IJARIAL) Moran's /R R BITE 0.05 KPR ZE R/ B 1K EAHOCPE
LEVR AR bR, SDURTRT P00 5 B R R0 A ) R (B R W B o T TR AR G 5 T
ik LIDAR fHRRA o 5] LIDAR #dliAHte, &8sk (LIDAR DG 5%
50 e TR AR A RS BUR A THE, AR AR AR S T I AR IR A
fH.

1.1.2.3 S =HIRREM T

PR U SE RS EER B 2 b % SR — AN SR, TR AR 4,
PIRIX . B SASARAI Ffe5E, AR I M T g T AAS 2145 Sk BE I DEMG IRt
THIMEAIE, W ER SR AR L, 2R, Wi RS, TN AW AR
A I T 3R TR AR 22 i 1 204 AT LAAS 24 SR FE 1) DEM, ARSI 1 Ecdl 2 B Ak
HRIIAESE

Popescu et al. (2002) ] LIDAR sl 2 Zdi 5 il 175 1B < 350 o i JE ML ) BT 9 H 4
- N E MY (Appomattox-Buckingham State Forest) ) DEM, HF5TX - F-14iF
R 185m, FARiEHk 133m, femifgdk 225m, & T R MESRr s e, SRR . FEE
B (a) A8 Sm KM IR R BARBOE A (b) L Kriging PYA#& 0.5m #K; (o)
M 3X 3 GO0 AT SR MEDE S s (d) AU SR i de/MEL A 4 A2 1 4 DEM.

Clark et al. (2004) {4 LIDAR sz £850F5¢ 7 2F A ZE N (Costa Rica ) 4 b #iy
FARIIAR R HE, 2T A58 B 3 IR R i e ME SR 23 25 LIDAR i [ (1 M 4

18



L s

(1%, A% S B AL Cinverse distance weighted, IDW) A1 iE I 5 B 4> Cordinary kriging,
OK) FEPAEA S DTM, FAT PR aE RgEAT L, I OK B ik & e L (¥ i 7
O T BRI Dh AR R = s R N R R . F R DTM 5 3859 M4 404
[P b TR & R EAT EURR, Be AR O PE R 1.0, U7 IR 2 22 (RMSE) A 2.29m, BES AL K] RMSE
PR 0.67me 7E-FHAL, 5 TR R AR DG IR R4 52 6Pk AR AL, (43384 5001 DTM
BRI AT IR KA . AEFH . Se 2 TTRE X 1) DTM #z ks FE 2 0.58m RMSE. #4114
Z JA I gl 4B KARMEAG LIDAR i f2 & #3527%, DTM mifli 7 1.95m RMSE.

Hollaus et al. (2006) {] LIDAR £l 7z 2l 5 1 04 #8 S 3R ] 7% 44 1 s A5 1)
T HLTE, i H Scop++(May, 2006) 73 25 Hl 7 xR 3 7 A0, S &8 DAL N 4 2 i DTM,
22000 /NHb T3 6] 25 B0 UE 45 R, 6F FARXS P R <10 JE) RS R
T 60 EHITE, AKX HITE DTM 1222 A 10em 54 1) 50cm.

Streutker (2006) ] LIDAR s 2 #4025 i 1 3 B P4 b &8 22 1K A M Fi B 55 Jit
(sagebrush steppe) [ DEM, ¥ LIDAR #0443 % Sm X Sm [k, S ME 5~50
AR DA BREAN S 9 b R B G s A T A, T B IR IS SR AR, Al P A B T 5
ARSI EE T, TRIRE A Sm, FE{E 704 thin plate spline(Meinguet,1979). T HifE A
BRI, LIDAR 6 [9 t A7 28 g nT ey -0 Aa s i ) R I, K67 T4 b i mh Bl 1 T )
AR BT IRTHTRT A5,  FEH AR BORT I T, SR B TA 1 R a hy b T SR
b TR P B AR WSROI R 98 %6 st iy T ML [T 2 b o Fh 3T A7 B 1T P 4 2E i DEM

1.1.2.4 i R EER 4 T FR MK S 24

P, LIDAR ZR G #HR 35 A e B I 18] 43 A7 1) 58 BB EE , AEARMEIFTE b o
P4 LIDAR 3246 240 /& Scanning Lidar Imager of Canopies by Echo Recovery
(SLICER)#1 Laser Vegetation Imaging Sensor (LVIS), C\3KBUCEHE 1R FE FEIRAK, JeBER
TR, —BCATEIRI 12 2 50 B, WO KOG BE LIDAR.

Lefsky et al. (1999) 4§ SLICER Wl T 56 [l (i) [X) PH e 307 8 R 1Lk A BEEARZ TP 34
YA MG 2 25 K 0 A= ) B e P A % 5 ] B 22 ] 2 0 % Ptk 140 o B 1 RRURI A ) o
Means et al. (1999) {1 H] SLICER fiiv1 1 5 [F )y IX] M 75 e S R LLURR AR FRPR 23 5 A
fit; Harding et al. (2001SLICER) 743 [F B HL % M ZR 35 58 A A8 b i AR 36 10F 7 SLICER
(Y076 /2 i E ¥4 THT ;- Parker et al. (2001SLICER) /i il SLICER il 2 H (#) A% gl &
T ] B2 PN i AR UM R A N B AR IR S 0B D% Drake et al. (2002)
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S e

T LVIS Aok 7 BHITA B IR FE R FLHLIX Faly AR 176 /2 S5 i F A= 4 it Hofton et al.
(2002) M LVIS 4 T 5 Wik B2 Iy 2 IR B DX B 2 bR s 2 h X AR HUE
Kotchenova et al. (2004RSE) i Jf] SLICER 53[5 Ih HL > i Z< i ¥4 H- AR S g1 2 2 7 ke
ATEBE; Hyde et al. (2005) f#FH LVIS I T € EINAI4E JE W Py Sik Lt bk, IR
TR, T B AR SR A S50 8T Lefsky et al. (2005) {4 SLICER fijf
FCT VHACA T AR 73 25 5 ik V(L PR b R S DA S AR MRObR 3 R 7k 22 45 4 2 TR R W 7
ZEor A Anderson et al. (2006LVIS) A H LVIS Wl & T 36 B 7 7 A A /% MM AL 7 il Al

TRATIREE

12 ARBFMEERRAS

1.2.1 KEHIRI = o) 5 5% B ir

AR SCAUMR P IR DG BRE R 2 e AT AN, B LIDAR R0 ARAGE )2 L2 AT 47 i
LIDAR cdfa BE SRS 6 i AR AR 2502 R 1l 20 350 LA 9

LIDAR 3 i A SO E Kt R G AR MO )=, HOthkeh 2IARMIEZ BRI, 32
Je s R s ST P SV Nl LT 571/ P 1137 1 N R Y [ B i S R P i1
S 5 A S FE B L 2 RS IR [P 38 A S s IO Pk b A AR - A4 ) 78
TP AREEAL Y, BIARRMIE 2 N E BT B L, ARSI TR GRS A AR R, I
i R P R S, T AR 23 B R 5 G S g B sl el 22 D HIUH #1- OCIR 1] 380 4
A%, DL, AR IS SR SOtk 5 ARMOE R EAE - I 2R 5 Se o iy f
PR JZ AT IIZR R T T ST OB P A E AR MR J2 B A fan A A 2 I IE A ST 22
[l A, TR LIDAR S ARMOR 2 (HLEE, I8~ — B I ERE R A sl it
B SCR

R AR LUK LIDAR i $2 0t 7 PRl AR MO )2 = 4EGir ib5 5, B d )2
RN PR APAR AL JZ A B IR LB AT 55 AR )= o) DA A2 R 4, R
W 2 T8 AN LR R R E T ARMOE 2 I SRR ik 1 LIDAR Edfs 264 T AR e R ik R
I T2 e 2PN 2, RS B E MR AREEAE, Bk e i 2 Ta R AR M2
[ AT 4RH4E, IC 28 LIDAR Bl iHFAE, BIRRAE S B WOGKa A A RS %L
P AL FERE h (R D AR M B B R AR, 0 s = AR M AL IR A B e 8 RS
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ARSI I RS, WA R A BRI AU, KR m AR R BE .
PR Jeb FFAIE RE 6 At U WIE L AR AR S A 7 A IR JSE Q] 2 32K T AR SO ZE R (1 55— )
&, FFUiH LIDAR 7l A S 501 Be

Rt AL H br it 4575 LIDAR $RUARMIE /2 = 4ES5 LI, IR T Kk
B A 5 s

122 EFEMRAR
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Figure 1-1 Overall technique route
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SR LIDAR BRIAK et A FEA 5 PR

$F " F LIDAR XM gy E K R IE

M Z 0T AR AR — DS RWAES T RS, AN milos. i
WA SEALET A SR S S 2 PR Ih 8 (Parker, 1995). #RAKGE 2 45 A4 2 R Bl b _F 34
SRR A T R A U7 3, HERZ S IT M, A RITEM Mt (Lowman et al.,
1995, 2004). LA =45 R ST AR ERCOR I R AE, BRI T Mo ARG, ik
JUAE, IHUR (1) LIDAR B 0 frbhset J2 45 Al s 42 41t 7 —FoBn (0 52K T B¢ (Blair et al.,
1999; Andersen et al., 2003).

LIDAR 5 IO ik mfons BRpk et Jr BT g (i M, 0t T ot J i el
ZIAFAEIBR G R, WOthkrh MO R LS, — B0 5 5 HU R [P B ik, —
P57 AR S AR B8R 2 B B R AR IR [ B ks, I 0 % e B IR [R1AE
SN Z S5 R B (Lefsky et al., 1997; Popescu, 2002; Riano et al., 2003, 2004;
Andersen et al., 2005) . AN TR FIAN ] (B MRS IO Kb L5 Ot J2 2 T (AR L
EHIR A&

2.1 B R E AR TR

WOGIEE— M WA 7 20, — o Bk e, 5 — ol i s OGRS (i
NI A 2 5 B9 2 T PRI AR, 25 SR s O B 5 E A2 TR R B B9 AR 2 o
JNE R L, ARG . HERESRBROGARMND, ROt (fF
77,2005). NI Rk EOG A M5B (Blair et al., 1999).

RIS 3 SR I (B[]0 A e, BU5A H AR S IR BB 43 fe e, PRINAS X8 43 e = (1)
INfTR] Ayte, S Pk A3 35 ISF [ TR] B T oA -

T, =t, —t, (2.1

AR E S R EAE R LB, B R TP AR RRE I e, WA /R D 5% 21
H bR Z TR R R A «

(2.2)
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ZIEREIREEE, TR (2) HERLL 2. FFIAHC KBS0 HER N At TR 2500
AR .

AR:C% (2.3)

PO RENS D5 (14 150328 BT B R a5 KT BT (T IR T TR B Tvgax (AR AR A7 K

T
R = 05 (2.4)

D EERS BES S WO K E = 2, 1 QK- B RN K B v I TR trys, 00 BEEDRG 230 5
{5MELl (signal-to-noise, S/N) i bt, mJ AR REN R R

t 1
S ~cREE (2.5)
2 4S/N

2.2 LIDAR /%2

LIDAR ) TAE R 2RI T4 45875 (RAdio Detection And Ranging, RADAR) ) T4
JREE, fEGUHRIAEE TAET L. % (microwave) #iB, 1fi LIDAR £ T/ET4
4b Cultraviolet) AJ LY (visible)s ITZL4h (near-infrared). H414h (mid-infrared) FliE
2I4h (far-infrared) B, A LLKI KA Laser Radar o, LADAR (LAser Detection And
Ranging). 1T LIDAR TAEZEARE RIS, BATT AL G ik HAT o8 m RORS 5 R0 o )
SRR ST, WOLRG S T2 KA, S EIAARL, G52 T4
IR R VEHI A . LIDAR A2 HURE ST ik, 12 ¥ 8 T 4% 40 75 3k i ik KR g

(Jelalian, 1992).

MRA A R B e, RADAR J5 R ARG T LIDAR. 17— RADAR J5 f53d 1)
TR R R, IFANBE L T LU A, i LB ARG 2 . X ST
fAi B HCE A ) LIDAR J7FE (Wagner, 2004, 2006), JHES H— AN B S AR BU 44 LIDAR
JitE

2.2.1 EEEISTREY LIDAR /12

() B U AR IR LIDAR T FES B & 2-1 Fhros, Ot as I U OAE — s fikah 3k
JCRHUA N Qr, WOGEHE HFRIEER AR, WIEOL S X THARALA -
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A = (2.6

Kl 2-1 HASRI S =K

Figure 2-1 Sketch of target detection

A WOCA I RIS T g Pr, WIRUM AR B [K) T3 S «

P, 4P
S, ==L (2.7)
L T

JiRE (2.7) RW DA SR 07 B e O T A BIHU A B 2%, K
Ty 5 LS LA AR (1A REZ I AR Ao 1T IOEEC B e N FRUR TR IR (]
), AT O AR AL B AR B AR o BRI — P Be R, R
RIBCFFARESS RV ANFDT 1), USRS 5 A, W ECH D4 Ps e -

4P,

P =S pAs =

T ORI PR R R, (D TR, BB A R A AU 21 15 #E T2
SEARAQs . WAGZIEHE SRS DA I A E S, WARAARIEME S, WatE#othkeb
HUN BT THcleas s WARE S, MRS 1 e JE Spat -
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P 4P, 1
= = A, (2.9)
TR R aR

RN AR HAR D, WIHE NI K D) 2 PRt -

D> 4R 1 D?
- (2.10)
4 RQ: PRs Q.R*> 4

Bt Hbn 2505 00— A28, BVS [ EUH AR o, W5 RETE AR

P, =S,

P.D>
=1 o (2.11)
4R Q2
Horre
4
o= pA (2.12)
QS

WO S5 S BT 1 (o A P MR, S5 B B B O 4
(RS, FLRCH T B R E o 6 -0 O O, 00 S T 0V B
PR, B R MR A, R Tr=2R e
P)=—2 B (t-T)o (2.13)
4;R"Q

2
% J8 B RGO K P A% S BE B AN, RS R B0 M psys, K ATERAR
Had hparms WERR S HITREN -
D2
PR(I):W'PT(I_TT)'O"/USYS'/JATM (2.14)

T

WO A R e Er & MK IS ST A I D) 522 /0
T
E = [P (tydt (2.15)

PRI 2R Wi S5 RE B B 2 IR [P Tl A8 22 0
TL

D2
Eq :!M'PTG_TT)'O-'#SYS'#ATM (2.16)

Bk (2.15) AN (2.16), #5431

DZ

:%—492'ET "0 Hsys * Hatm (2.17)
7

Ex
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2.2.2 SMKELETUREY LIDAR A #z

DI VLGN €N N IR 1P O 7 SO =S sy gl TR et <l WA == AN T U 2w I P
WUGEBIAFIE T, [RREAF 5 2 B A AN F I TR R R S 5 o A T 20 A SEARHUR &
(RITECTRRAE, B U R )20, B — )2 B 1E R T U A, 5 ) ORIk
G1, 02, ..., Ono ALK, FENGSIKIRN 73 B, DONSE I AT 46 BN ik o5 v &5
W AB DAL AP, Pro,..., Prme MCARHURAE BEER 2 (R) AL IR H, A K2 BE IR
[)(T) AR ALK R B, IS 1) 55 R 8 ] DAAH HLEE AL

A RS KR ATV R Rt SR A K tem, BRPRREEERT AT = tim — turo WO
P2 B bR TIGH ABE 25 9 Ry, BRIFAE IR ) A Tr=Re/c, BT BIE B AR T 1 1 1030
tris WKMPRTH BNE H AR I T K tres WK ATHTAE H AR A B A58 1] TR=2(trn- tr1) -
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Figure 2-2 Scattering sketch of solid target
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IS RE H AR SR, At ], PrifEor BB DIRAE AP0, IR R
W, RIREEEARLAE N PR ProE AR BIE A AR, ARAEEU. Bk, HARTGH 5
HHPri (HIPiop):

Py, =%- P, -0,

{Etrolf 18], Profio) L HUNTHRAC N Po), IR E AR, BIARERAk ALY, P
FIRAERE T oy, BUR I NPioy, BIA HARTIRIE T2 W tro- try, TR AEREARLLAR
o BIBE, HARTGHRN D K Pry (RIP2o1).

Pe, :%-P” .o, (2.19)

fEtralbf 1], Prsffor HHUNIHRIC AP0y, IR HEARS, FIRGERmASALH: P
PR BE R Bk o, HUN DI N Pro,, BIE HFRIAL T 2N [l te, - try, FE R AE RS
i PRl RSB0, BUIIHRIC AP0, FUIK H AR THE T B0 trs - tre, FISRAE
AR LA . I, H RIS D% A Prs (BIPso1+ Pioa).

D’ D’

(2.18)

BRI T T 4z(R +Ry)Q2 T P
MR A TReE, AJLLZBESRRI, J7FE (2200 2B
DZ
(P -0, + Py, 0,) (22D

P = oRiaT

HRIAE, R H AR TIU 56 56 ZhR NS D A 25 BAS 2 R, LN
SRR )RS H AR 2GR RS e b B T R B I 1) 224 1 25 5 e 0] L
AR T~

2 & . . t-T
eI RCEUECE S
PL (1) = Szﬂf 1 (2.22)
5 D P (t=T; = 2i)- o (i), —T ook
R Z - (t=T; —2i)-a(i) v

b, 2k-1 FoRAIRIZ, 2KRBIRIZ,  HFRECH DI I 0 58 0 2Tr+Teo fBiX
n=6, m=6 & 2-3 Wor I H AR DDA 1) 51
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B EE LIDAR FRIMNAK 5 1 FE A Jr 1

tr1 tro tr3 tra trs tre
Gy Pioy | Pyoy | Psoy | Psor | Psop | Pgoy try trs
() 0 Pio, Pyo,  Psop | Pson  Psor | Peor | tro tr10
3 0 0 Pios  Pyo3 | Psos | Pso3  Psoz | Peos | tryy tR12
G4 0 0 0 Pios | Pyoy | Psos | Psos | Psos | Peos | triz tri4
Gs 0 0 0 0 Pios | Pyos | Psos | Psos  Psos | Peos | tris | trie
(of3 0 0 0 0 Piogs | Pyog  Psog | Psog | Psog | Pgog

K 2-3 H AR TS S D451 1
Figure 2-3 Example of radiation powder of target top
AEBE AR Ik v Ly 5 00 ) O A TR A4k, A 7 4 IR 1R~ A AR A % tH R
(s The, WJRE (2.22) LA TR F R iR BOE K

2 Ty +2TR+T,
D T R Ll

1
— —P (t-T; —7)-0(=7)-d (2.23)
4R{Q; 2 ( . G(zr) ‘

TR (2.23) PG ESRU T RECEGRER, HEZ TR (1/2), ATH
IEXMIE RGBT, TR ERE LT B N, XY R R B R ()R g(t)
FI R AERIR 2 XN

PR (1=

(f=g)t) = ]E%f(%r)-g(t—r)dr (2.24)

—00

i, 52 (2.23) haf LR R

D2
PR(t):M-(PT t—T,)*o(t) (2.25)

FEAESTT AR L R T, BRRHOE UM DX RE R 5 70 A, S Br Rk bRk i 1) g
A AGARDATIRES,  RABOGK R AT L D At k8 SCHEN X RE 70 A1
JERREID(r), % M ) A7 B8 0 B )5 1) O AR E, U RS 1 U A ow(t,n) A -

oy (t,r)=D(r)oo(t,r) (2.26)

Hrpo e D RIA G B AR, R Ervax N -
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Q, R’

Mvax = (2.27)
T
FITRE (2.25) T o)k How(tn) G, 193]
D?
PR(t):m'(PT(t_TT)*GW(t’r)) (228)

7% 18 B R GRS kAL S R 1 IR B 0N, R IR L A psys, K AEAR
ol A parv, WEFRIE T REN

DZ
PR(t):m'(PT (t=T)*ow (1, 1) Msys * Marm (2.29)
HAS R N B, SAREURNAIR [P S GE FEER M «
Ty
Er = _([ W (P (t =T ) * oy (t,1)  Tgys 7 ary -t (2.30)

A A8 A5 20U 1) SO A R T o 2 7 SEAR HIUHH AR B IASUIS ) 5S4 1 0 A, D)3 [ £
EAEEER 1 LA IR N

D2

m’ Er -0 Msys *Mamm (23D

R:

2.2.3 255 KE) LIDAR ¥z

FEOC I BN VG A, 1) RO A 1) 23 TR) A i) A2y =Rl e g B e — A
VI, EARBUS AR, A RTINS KA I S MO SLARTEUN A, RTLAEAE
WL JRELL AN T U ARG, AR KA TY G, R TSR IR IR,
BEIRBE A SEAR T AR L IR P A5 PR LI TS s 50 —FloR RORTHUAR, A3 AR 22
I, TR R A, BRI T LUE AT I — A ] S UM A B ST AU 1,

R LIRS K T RS MIR M Il (RIEEED . ik, ZRAUR 11K LIDAR
R T LA 73S BT P9 Tl RS A5 R (1 ] P2 T
Pe(®) =D Pai () + 2 Pe (D) (2.32)

HHPROR IR R BUATI DR, Prj() R IAREUHAARI IR, ¥ 5FE (2.14) Al
(2.19) RRATFE (2.32) £33:

D’

Pe(t) = RO

(ZP (t-T;)-o; +Z(P (t=Ty)*oy ; (,1) sys M amm (233)
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55 % LIDAR #RWI AR el i RE A J 3
SR A IR 0] 1) S BE R ER A «
= :ZERJ + 2. Eq;
J

HAEg 7 T U AR Y BE TR, Prjj
RATTFE (2.34) 153:

(2.34)

RoRSIARE AR BE R, K 5 FE (2.17) F1(2.31)

D2
Ee = 47R? QZ B (ZU +ZO-EJ) Msys *Tatm (2.35)

Horh o 7 T U A TR I ) ORI, o R R SZARRCI AR 14 5 1) IR AT o A0

U ) EC AR AR T o 2R 78 B A HCST AR ) 5 ) B R 1 2047, Wlope A -
=Y o+ 0¢
i i

RS

(2.36)
BrRE (2.36) ARNHHRE (2.35) 1531:
D2
R :W' Er - Oec *Msys *Matm (2.37)
T T
2.3 HEBKREEE S
LIDAR 5 ikt e = o S B I a) i A8 4k, 3l a5 vk ] DU e, — MR i
BRECK AT HIE (Wagner, 2006):
ot
P (t)=Ae * (2.38)

HAARIRIRIR, sRmbrEZ.

WOGK b G DX BE SR T A OGP AR AL, R kvl LU, — MRtk
Y v 4 R B A T A 3 -

r2

D(r) = Be >
oo B 3R tRiE, s ArhinEs,

(2.39)

H bR EUH I RE R AT IR SRS . RER IR AL (CRAERGAIR 0O 5 [ HUH
T (R 73 AT AT %, 07— RSk, a8 £ RSk P . BT LUR R 5
Mg, e I IR AR OB IS VA T LU SE 1 1) B Ak g A BB R ke X

TR O AR UG, ) B AN SR K I, T SRR RO AR, 5 1) HUH A
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TR I N HEA T FE 98, o 98 R/ 5 kb A a1y 170 (1) T N B S 9. Ja b,
SRR AR AR RIS, RIS RE f oA 2 L 2 IE L5

EETHE BBl

170
160
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140
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Figure 2-4 Energy distributon of transmitted waveform and returned waveform
Kl 2-4 WoR T RSG5 IR BB BER 43 /i (RIGEL Q-560), B RE & 1 5% A AH X
i, I TARFEI G Ins O R LR B4 0.30m, Z9%6F 2x10°/M Kl 1500nmis )
KEEZ M % B RMOCIK A IR AL, SRR RS 2 H %25 0.15m). IEITP ] LLE Kk
ST (AL BGOSR [P WA KR 22, IR P AFAE 2 IE ISR

2.4 A IEE DR

LIDAR RGEAENS L AN Kot I RER A (BUIB) F1H el R M RE R0 A (B
FiZDRE i U e e g A 1= O 1 A A D TR A VA NI 4 VA AN SR A VA I S|
T SR ARSI R DA ] BRI A . SEAA IR A B % BSCRT ,  338 1 B BBOR N2 PR RO AR AL

2.4.1 & RHGHAR KR FZFFHES

() B SO AR DA NP, T LB AR RS BOE I B LU B el (R 45 R, ARl
] PN AR I LIDAR 5 RE R %, JEIRIB R I K Tor N 24 55 T ASHBOE KN K Tre MRAEA
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ST R HS A E trrise MG WAL B trpown T AT BRI K T, ARIE IR R I HT VAL
trrrise AN G WAL B trpown VT A5 2 R B K Trg:

TLT =trise — broown (2.40)

Tir =trrise — troown (2.41)

B, FERILIDARGM &K K-, Toe— /N T Tore B, T2 A EIE
KBTI IE, 3% BRI 57202 B e NSO I DR AT 20, R IR ¥ 1)
HME TR WK R, SR G PR RAE IR S ANRB K

NI B WA D) 2 Ky Pre, 3R BT TR IR AR D) % Ky Prp, WD 2 2R Empak M -

Meeak = = — (2.42)

AW B KA O Ns,  WHE IE G A S BB K T 4 -

TLT
TI_'T = J.(P(t)'nPEAK > Ny )dt (2.43)

o 2R IELY EIHRE 1, AR 0,

FH A TE i AN ST IR [R5 T I 2 TR R DG FR, T LU BT S A a2t 15 Ay 1] B K
SR, R R KT 5 E R ISR D22 A AN RN AL TR (2.44), WU fa] S HIUR A,
57 WA STAR S A o

T —Tir| <y (2.44)

2-5 SR TR AR R R R R ] RO NSO, A IR B, R
ARDR N BRI ], I TAITANRR A Ins, NARRR A 9 BEARNS B o AN B A BAF HY R [T B
101N SN VAN /) @ A <i0] | i S
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Figure 2-5 Feature sketch of simple scatter

{7 PSR 2O G 8% 2 18] AR B B R U S5 20— BB =Bl SR Bl A BB Ty
53R [T Y F v 2 TR IR ) 22 Tre ob SEEE B (T /2D 2B i RSB IS W 5 R
B G U 2 [ I TR) 22 T b BB B (CTop /205 35 =Pl i NS IR T 06 55 s S T %
Vg2 [R) (PR TB) ZE Trp VSRR S (cTpp /20, WK 2-5 FvR. SR—FPORIEE =P B 2% 5 52 Mg
FOACFIIEEm, # 2 AT IE, o M AN MR K RS20, I TR]C SR A4% (1 73 7
AT Ko
2.4.2 TR RYE A IE £

SAY R NLARTEOSARAT — D REE I A1, J 58 B 5 UM AR IR AT O, AR LA U
RHILIDARTTRE AT, (R B Tor 5 AR BOIE I K T Z IR RN -

Tie =Tir +2T, (2.45)
FPR TR R RRIIN A, AL IR LR N -
R, =cT, (2.46)
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JESE A 2T, 5 RS B LIDARERI 25 1 75 7K, 75 B NS R R T15 1,
WP THE (2.42) A (2.43) FHAFRMEE G AR BN KT, JEMAS 21 1 S0 A
RIERR' A :

Te=Tur (2.47)

K 2-6 WoR T AARHUS AR RHE BB K, AU AT, A IREREE,
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Figure 2-6 Feature sketch of solid scatter
SR A TS SO 2 1K) PR B R — MO A SHHETE BTV AR [ 8 I T 2
[ YIS A Z T RV H . (Ryg =CTpg /2 )0 FARIE AT BTE KT B Rr, 77 2 HI BT A
SR TV P U8 e 38105 ST AR RO AR TOUE R IR 220 TR N 2R (R T o B 7 B DA B, 75
SRR NS TV U5 W 5 T 2 ) 18 o 1) 2 R A DT N SR I8 T 1R Ve 3% [ 30 S o (467 5
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TR AR TIA 2O G A (0 B0 S TSR R oA, B 2 45 IR AE R T ASRHBOR (1) )5 v R i
B35 T [R) J e 22 T R ) 22

FH N SR8 T 1 0% 06 5 30 [ 998 T2 140 9 0 2 ) B ) 22 B e A5 28] 57 A4 S5O A v e — s i
B, A AR EUHATI AR B, e T 2 — M EUE &

THESLARECARAT — s BIBOGAS R B I, 752 ANSHEIE TPk £ — AN [l e 2 N
trrers BIANANSHBOIE AT SR W R, 8 [m] 3R T8 A e 31 [ 1 2 I 313k S AR SR
RIS I Ztrrer, 5 AP BETERTHIC A trrises IR I TERTHIC N trrises W tRrer A <

torer = tomse + (trree — trrise) (2.48)

M2, SEAREURAE FATE— SEBIEOGE RS R(t) A :

c-(t _tTREF)

RT (t) = )

y Uoper SU<topee +2T4 (2.49)
% BB KBS, VSRR I N 2 B RS SO o
2.43 B HGHAR R FLFFHES

SORBUR AR R AT 2 A0, l A 12 1) B SO R sl R AR O R B i AR
PR 1B I RE LA, I B AN, BRSBTS T8, TR
TR AL, 1 M43 RS R B AAR (AT DRIl

AT RO A T IR EAT R, B IONIE R AR A ik, RE W
(15 B e KA A Ve, B 10 RS ] DURR S NSO I, Bl AR S AR U 4
HEREEA I I N, T I T R O BDE A, TR & I 1 RS 22 A

B IRTTAR AR, ARPEME F AT SO BIME, IR IPIBE R T BE R BEE BN 0,
T EMEN B R A, IXFRR T AT RER N R DB R BOR Y AN R, R
BEASBOA B AR B . 534, AT SRR MBI AL, WSR2 11
B, AEARLIT IR EZ A
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Figure 2-7 Feature sketch of complex scatter

192 RO AR LA S, 3n] DU BEAS T BOB IR IE =R, BT VES DL T
WM. B 2-7 BoR T AN B XUERIE, 4E— S OB — AR .
e B T Re sk B T e . W e S s AR AR e 2 R (Y S X, M
TUIEHK AT RN 7 A 7 1 PR b T

fify 5T W) e g T [R) R S (K VR AT 2, BRSO T BAAR 2R, 58— 2R AR ik
JERERFAE s 2 AN O R TR &, THEONE AR =R — 2 T BOB AT A B 2=
FRRNE R Reg = CToe /2, R T IBIEMAL B 2T EAF 2B Ry = CTpp /2, —JEHT
WSt B2V G BB Ry =CTp /26

5 MR A A AT M T T OB B TR DG R T RLER B, RO ARG e
(Relative Height, RH), fi3 B AR50 A7 MR TH 738 T 9 06 B2 AR 380 28 — AN ek 1 38 JE TS
M BE B BB TR 2 i F8 2 1) B EE 54 RH100 = CToyy00 /2 » M BEEE BB A7 1 P 5 5]

JEHB 2 (B IR B 9 RH50 =Ty, /2, AR A {EAERE m (Height Of Median Energy,

HOME), Z&lhn] LA755] RH75. RH25 %% (Dake et al., 2002; Hyde et al., 2005; Anderson
etal., 2006). RH RHBHFR N7 505 (Percentile Height, PH), HA —EHIZGiE L.
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Figure 2-8 Sketch of distance computation between crown and ground
[& [B) B ST & 3 4

e 1) S AR T 2 X SR A [ BN RE D 1) — i, 2 HAR BN 36 A7 28 i i AR
M QHURZERILEE R, S0 7R (2.12) RIS R EUR A STAREES AR
SRR PR 1 )5 7 B AR R A

2.5.1 fEj B RE SR RY f5 =) BT B

FH a7 SR U AR 1Y) LIDAR 7 R2n] 40, il B AR AN & e 5 NS RK e A, nl AT
Ry REERE BT R TP B ST S ) U A o
470> P .

o=—F—"——= ‘R (2.50)
D uysttary Pr(t—T:)
2
GZL.E.R“ (2.51)

D®ttys am  Ex

ST 0t I PV <N =5 N AR (1 A i o N o\ B A P S e ot
KH TR (2.50) THE 5 [ SO U S BB R 2. WOTFE (2.50) A1 (2.51) AILA

39



SR LIDAR BRIAK et A FEA 5 PR

Al WSS I U R ofy S ERT A =38, SR SR BRI S 4,
IR REEEr (B P(t) ZIAEEER (HIIHPr(t)) . HARFHOLA R AR (5
AT 25 RS RO RIS E, ORFBOCK Q. 6L HAED;
BRSO S, B R AR Busys KBRS parv. B—KS
HOTUNBOBE h B2, 9 RN RS B R g g m e ft, AR 2
EIIZH, KA BE B AR L 7 S i o o

SRR T FRATTAEAT: BE DG CoAN [ BSR4 22 1) BRI AFDOS i 1) SR AT, i SRR T [
—LIDARAR L, HAuRBIABEWARSEL, A, WEFE—FREUARE N S EUAR,  HoAl
RO ARAE R SR B A4, B AR EL A T DAV 2526 2R3 2R3 8, 13 2N o ) HUH
M oRe :

= Funx (2.52)

O Rer

ORreL

HrP oun N B SR BURHA I 5 1) U AR AT orprd s 2 IREEUH AR 5 ) SRk i - 8
TR (2.51) RN (2.52), 1531.

_ Eru ] Errer _(RUNK ) (2.53)

OpeL =

TUNK ERREF RREF
HAErone R SR EUS RIS BE R, Erone & R R AR [P RER, Runk &R
INRER U AR SIOE S I EE RS, Errer s S B ARG BB, Errern 2 AU 14
(MR GEFE, Reerds 2 HEHUN A BIBOG A3 K BHET o 7 R R BE HE R LUAE FH AT . ) e
JiE (2.53) 4330 (1 A2 O K 48 JER DX RATDRE i 1) ORI, W R0 as 21 H bx
IR EEES AR FEBOR, A, ANIR] A 10 B SRR TR B (R AT I 1 s i 56 R AT
AL, AR (2.52) HOIABOEIUR IR ALG 793 2157 R TR _E (AR ) 1]
ORI, 3K HUPK D A0S I 17 B R e s
_ T, Avver (2.54)

o ——
= Orer Alunk
A AL unicR 78 I SR BUFHAR TR0 RS X TR, AL rprate 78 2 BR300 BT X
A B FE (2.6) 1 (2.51) AR (2.54), 15431.

gREL — ERUNK . ETREF .(RUNK )2 (255)
ETUNK ERREF RREF
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FAb, 2 RS B 5 Ta) BRI EOR AR SO R AR IR G, B OTRE (2.12) ARATTHE
(2.54), 1531

_ Qgper Punk Asunk Arrer (2.56)

EReL =

QSUNK pREF ASREF ALUNK
Horh Qeuni R REREUN R T EUN LA prongc BT SR EUIHMR I BT %, Asunk
AN SR AR A RN, Qrer i SR BUR AR B AR, preerfon fo SR U
PRI BN A, Asrer s R SRR IRAT R BRI AR
X HUN LA QoA B R pAH [F] (s, WTHE (2.56) faitbh:

A
gREL — SUNK_ ALREF (257)
ALUNK ASREF

xRS R, A BRI A S WOC I IR A Z LE AT AR R B i J, AR
PG DL T erpr S50 T AN G2 o A7 R LIRS PO B X AR 2 U DR RFANAR, 1S
SEARAFEIR O, iR (2.56) TR LIy

EpeL = Punk (2.58)

REF

WG, A IS ) SR 2 erer SEAT T AT S 2 prer o
2.5.2 MKRELET RS S [e) BT & m

SEARTEUR AR J5 1) SR PR A 2 BE RO PR IR R AR AG 0 , SEBR S HI vp, Tl &
T3 R 52 e 1) AT 4K, R DS B —ANE RS 0] B B op, 5 SZARTEUR AR UR BERr—
ARFR STARHUN AR AE . S4h, i DA77 R w] LAAG B SERRIK) 5 1) SO R, 5528
TR BRI, AEARSTIIBTEEZ N .

SRS A TR A 280 1) SO AR A 1 7 AR AT T RO AR TR S ) BSOS R T R, o
A LAFEIR
:%-E—:-R? (2.59)

[FIRE,  SEARHUR PR 1 55 2005 1) BRI AN S RS, w7 Skt S HUN R A
NS MR, A BN AR 5 2 A EE, AT DA S )5 1) BUR #flore, 22 WJTHE (2.52)
A (2.53),

O
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FH T 25300 1) B AR SR T 38N ST AR 0], TF SR AR A (R AR i 1) S50 48 T
RIVAF i Tr] O 2RI, 5 2 R O F B X TR AR RN ST AR AR VR B o G A SR U A4 1)
R N RruNk, S HEBU AR TRVR BE I Rrrers AT IS 1] HOH R erp M <

_O%unk . A rer ) Rerer (2.60)

ERrEL A R
REF LUNK  TRUNK

S U AR R T3] SR UAR RS, Rererch 1o BT FE (2. 6) F1 (2.51) fRATTHE (2.60),

Erun ) Errer _(RUNK )2. Rerer (2.61)

EREL
tunk  Erper Reer Rrunk

SEARTEUR A BT RESEANS T A7 M BUR} A TPIR ), 3 ] e i A [F] (R LR )
Blinbhoes, PRI AR [ e — O T LIRS TR, STARBUN AR IR B3R
8 TN ) 55V 2 [ RN, ek TR 2R, SRR ARR I ol LU T 20 B
HIOR AT Q 28 [ EURR AR, RDAGE Ao el e (s X LR, SEARTHUN A
RIS T FUARAT R B FLBSARFALE X T 7] — SR, O kb NS5 1wl AR 23 A
SRR Q 25 ) B R AL

2.5.3 BRI fE R B

B2 T A R ] L SO M B RS AR IO AR AL G B U B2 U A o 19 ] P O
PRER/ RIS A A, TSI 1) O B T AT B S AR O AR ) [ S5O i« 53 b
BRLTTRE (2.37) AT LU B R U R 5550 1A U T o

477 E

:2—-—R-RT4 (2.62)
D~ ttsys tprn  Er

Ogc

F TR FR) 20 AT P 60, 52 R B A R 85 2880 [ BSCSRS ABTHT tBAN o ELREAAS, AR )i 1)
U AN LR A S 58], S5 (2.52) F1 (2.53),

SLORTBUN PR Th — LS T 2 R I IR R AEAR UL 8] ST T 1A PR AR B T R [T 0
&, VEEEARN IS 1) HUH R, BUMAAR N 3 — AN RIES S Rn — MRIESZ AR A,
WHITESWITRE (2.60) F1 (2.61). S AEAARIARXS 5 8] HUN 2N T % AN FEE A
XF I ) O A, X T RS Z TR (R TR B 5 12 1

42



SR LIDAR BRIAK et A FEA 5 PR

2.6 FRERE R

BRI T BN T AR ARGk e, B4 SN RIS ik o e AT S 440
IR SO Lk BE B MR K b nl DL EL R SO AR (K IO 2R Ry AR S AR, %0,
HIOH A SO S IO BE R WO A AL B AR B, BEMA3 2RO A 1 ORI . 281,
BRI PSR EAE R, X0 U AR 23 18] 73 AL 73 R A AR U AR, LR
A FH MBI B vh SR UK USRS IE R LU A D) ST AT o DA, i SO B An AT =
e, A s EE b O SR AR IR IR A R

2.6.1 B RES AR ST
(L RN IA- RS LIBUR Gletr VA S (Ded (0 P e o7 QUL e A MR L T IS
P TEE I RIS O30 B R R AR . BRI E N O, = (X,,Yy,2Z,) > KHT KT
[K)J7 1 5BV = (a,b, ), 0 #4851 167 4 BUR AT 2 B 9 Rer, W67 2B A A B L o
L, =0, +V, -R; =(X, +a-R;,Y, +b-R;,Z, +¢-R;) (2.63)

172 B S AR 10 30 [P 98 TV AL N 221 (0 5 B AF— RO A R = B I A5 R, SOtk
{1 R A S IR 1) R T L 0y 1) R AEAR SCAR Et aT Lld sk Bl i = Bdls . b 1]
PR R B ATDRE i 1) ORI 2L S 10, D, — A ek B S s i

2.6.2 SLIREISHARBIE . 2 =
SR A LA VRS B, HA B R R, ARSI A TR . S SR
AT S — 8, 0T AR T e 1 — A B B AN B . R S B I I P

O B A 9 B A DL R LA R AR S0 L, 3 vl RAAC s LA e DAy 25 R PR TR AT JER PR AV
LU B AN RS 2 0] ) /B W 6, A7 B VAR5 10 2 L] S B AR B s = A

2.6.3 EREHERBIET R

SRR T2 RES, B RES T UG ML ) U R s AU
i, DIk, RN HUN AR BBIY 2 At n] AR A RS SR FEO AR /A0 ST A IR AR 1
=

ARSI AR THURS  JE& B BT — mUAHS 0t s OO B ] LURSE 7 8% (2.63) THE A3 21
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2.7 I\

AREEG Sl THOCIM B FEA S P, JF AR 38 REHE 3 T AN R ST U 1A (1
LIDAR J5f%, U ARSI o0 it 2 HE IR [FREE N5 ASHBEOB I Z TRl R AR, &9y
TR SR SEAR BRI AR = R SR, R SLARISC R (Y LIDAR 5 5]
AT RGBS, RAFRBOCAELARTBUN R PR IR AR S 5 RS R A N ) A, A il
PRSI X AR A& 1 — Bl 78, RO R L RE M R 2R

PRI T ROkt I RE R A, T DU o A AR G U S NSO ke 1) BE
RO, RIBIBIE NI RER AT LR 2%, ANRERE ] A — G THiE,  HAEAR S LIDAR
JIRELLR A . DAL, X T B IE R STk, AR TR AT
U JEHTAERFAL R, BB KA USSR, TSRO A 2] LIDAR RSN .

SRJE 3T T ANRIZR AL O PR IR R SO AR AL, 5 8 B RGOE IR S AR S 3 A
SEHS T RATS e 1) HOR AT AR5, G R RS B AR D R AT 2L U 1
(RIAFR i T B AR o O 1 49 BUMCRE RSO AR 10 7 i B LB, B T NN A K
UIE S PR i T 13 €2 P Qe R AT A S DK G P DR i€ T 1 T PG A VA N /€ K N2 %=
ZHSCINLS Qv VAL A S NN SRS DN T € 1 TR =8 ¢ STAI N VAL SR IR h < B
MO0 T, AR 1O A A T L

I T POE B R mTNE, R Pl U IR R A R, AR
D TCARAE BB AR 0T, R BE M I AL RO AP 25 8] A s AR 20 B 25K
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F=E BARFERANFEZIT5RIN

A ARM TR A A TR, R R AE KRBT A S, P, X
MRMEZE 7= SRR AR TOR YL, HERI SRR Y S BOAAT B . 415k
bR AT E RS DA A, A A, KR AR A R A OB HERT (Al
SN O, AR A R R NA, R AR B SCRE, BAEAE B
ST BRIV B el I A EEAE B R I NI 7 CF %08, 2005)

IR A A, e R R A 18] ORI A s, H s oK
FUEE S Moy ROBE DL T DXORUE (AR MR AL W BRS AIE, X MR BB Sl 1) 23 Tl 0
MR L KGR TR BAGE . PARRFE U T ZEOKR GO 2 a5 (8] 0 # %, Bl
4 LIDAR Hffs BEWS I A2 1X— 25K . HL3k LIDAR Hdl S B Aa A sl = 8udls, BB AL
W T2 WA SR, T RIPCER A TR BT, IR RN s 2 (1K1
it B Bk, AT S S BRI O I ARHEAE B, it NpoB EdE
FRWUE 2 A5 BAT kA

3.1 B E

WO KM RAT 25 B R WO X IR A B K Okt B, R AR, 5K
ITBH (Bt AT . RATHE S FILIDARRZSH (Wl hnd4tfm i . ko 25 42 0
HAE) A% (Baltsavias, 1999). 47 ©AT @ h, 25K T [l (W44 £ FE 80, 4nfEl 3-1
7R, D4 56 B Wscan A :

W, =2-h-tan(0) (3.1)
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Figure 3-1 Sketch of LIDAR flight parameters
SIS TA] N RS TR Ascan i -
Agepy =Wgepy -V =2-h-tan(8)-v (3.2)
A MK B R N fouse,  WITHOCRK T RAFE S B dpurse M -
d _ fouLse _ fouLse (3.3)
PULSE — = .

Ajay  2-h-tan(@)-v
POE K R 0] LUFAL SO ik T R AR I w, ROy il s, — 3 2 1]
iNPEPSE
1

W= (3.4)
\/dPULSE
JiRE (3.4) R SOEH A W X wo SO RK b2 s e B v] PLgE— 22 40 4 A

W CAT T Ia) R 5 TR) B R0 BT K AT 5 ) R s TR B, 3K LR A A9E ) st ) o AR ) i ) g
EHAE Fyfscans DAL ) 25 1E) B WAL onG H ¢

f
Wy one =~ (3.5)

\'

Jike (3.5) UL sl b S WA R TR . A RE AT LI R BN scan  «
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f
Ny = —2UE (3.6)

fSCAN

A, M) 15 A B wWacross A ¢
_ Weean  2-h-tan(8)- fopy

W cross = = (3.7)
N scan fouLse

Jike (3.6 U WI ) r TR B 5 RAT R AT OC,  RAT R RO R ] R A Bk 53 4b,
SR A OGSO, A RO . DAL, ARSI AR, 0]
s TV PR AR S P — SRR T s TR B, OG0 A S ABL T~ B BIL 23

1 AT ZHONMLIDAR RGESHOR I, n] DIARHELID ARE 8 52 i DX IR AR N0 ik o
HOHSEHOCHK TR CR B . AT LIDARBHE 7 o X SRR X I8, - /M AR AR
AN AR XnanATY wins - 5 KA ARBR AN AL B 4 Xax AT Y miaxs SOEIKITEOINALL, NI
K- 48 B B A«

SEBR F, LIDARE A 55 X — B A AR, XL N5 (3.8) 1HE 1
SR SRR RS, X AR O WIAE T AR, R, TR A A R D . 1%
FRWTGE~V- 2 s TR B, K B 78 1 X R 40 4 N PR R, SR T A SO G kb i RS B, B
DLl ks $, A3MEIERE Tk, WG IE G35 58] B wamop N «

w
Wyop = ——= (3.9)

Jk
% B BWOCHKMRFE R L LI KA S AL, U6 VB s b N T 1m I, 4%
HE T [R] B R 3 5090 78 5 X
T T WOCKPRAE 2 BECUG, ] LUR T e SR IR ds /R e AR R BT R
S E AR, R TS T A%, MY Nyquist R EEHE] (Nixon and Aguado, 2008), KFf
WA 3 A G HR TE (W IXFPRAE, EORFEI R R T RSB Aw, B4, &
MNP TNER S IDIVINE

Dy = 2W (3.10)

47



S AL B 5 5

3.2 #EmmAbE

3.2.1 DSM & R E %

S = HE A BT R R (Digital Surface Model, DSM) 1% M N i L AT IR £
i, 500 [ B S ANAE: (Inverse Distance Weighted, IDW) . AN = £ 32 (Triangulated
Irregular Network, TIN). 3¢ BL4&V155, XLy DA MR, Fralib & TESAR %R
1T, H AN BEAR b i ol 52 SR 43 A7 1) 57 AR I AL R TR AE . a0, e otk
e BRI T, 25 5 HE UM e [ — 00 s AR v, 1 59— BT R % [k,
KR T RO AR AR SEE, FTULH TR G . RS A =0 B
R S BEEMARAL, SE TOR R B A A, 2R =P R AR ALI

3.2.1.1 R=HIEMSRL

sz BRI RS A IR B 5w A IS Eds (K B oo A, X BLRE SO LIk 1P
SRR RA G TG o B TGk h 173 dRI B A — 2 Vs B4, B4, B
Mk ST AT BE 2 5, A IOHIS RO A AT REBEAT R XM oT N B A R
oL, A K LA AR A ST 0 T M SR s N B R L, S — /AT

3.2.2.2 M EE N HE

R BRI AL RO ATIR 2 HH GO0, D FEBoT A 2 AR AR
g6, Pk, nf DURHI AR SRR A Tl ie 5, A B oa i A {E A ) AR R 3 )T
PIE RfE S S/MERE, IRAEMOAR G (R R AR AL, X LG P B EAE 0 A R {E

FEAFEBOCHAT 8 DRBR T, WHARZFBERICH R/ MEN 0, HKMEN 8. MRk
P fts S AR PR e AR AR R TN i, RS AT DA 3 8 ANHEAT IS 5
FTA FAE BT AT NHs S o RGBT T W adis 5

(1 HREGICARFREG T 0 0 1, BT R E G A IR,
AT W fia 5.

(2)  XErfEEG T A I H R 3 oL AR EA TNy 1, R
BEAE 1 DA ARRAR BT, AEZFREC K55 T 1, gl DOl iR ACE A P i 5E o
AMFEGIC SFEBRITHIN 2 I, HESEAE | M ARRREIG o0, HARES
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SRR TAET 25wl OB EAIEA W SE T I EE B IG; HEFER TN 3
I, HEAEAE 1 AMATARR AR G0, HARR AN K F35T 3, gl DUl A g4
WA SE BT 2R T

(3) P FEGOCH A TSI HORSE 5 BiEOL: HEEB TN 4 1, R
FFAERT G 2R B, TR IS A IA A A 52 B N I T R AE BT R E BT NM
NS, R ELASR, BONERIBIOE “IE7 TR, SRFEE B0 12, BFER
TEIINMiA 6 I, RS MBLEE /M2, BRI “+7 7R, B EE T
N 55 HFEEGICING 7 1, Ko MU N, S NESTRIR = <107 PR,
PG ITTHCN 3; MEFEGITTHINuND 8 I, K HBLE /M2, e/ IR
N =T I, ST EARICEON 2.

IR A LR 32 P, AT EGIT, REOREREEET, 3
AT BB R A EE SR AT AR AT R AT AL N i/ AR RBER AL,
214030 F s A I X3

Nmin =1 Nmin =2 Nmin =3 Nmin =4

Numm =3 Nmiw =6 Nmmy =7 Nmin =8

3-2 AR A ST R B

Figure 3-2 Sketch of neighbor interpolation algorithm
PRIk, AT A A0 ) I S 00 A 5 RS IR AR K, IR B 12 ML R R I LA
ISR, NNk 5, A5 SR B SN RS, S ANy BP AT o A ARSI, Nu
PNTEET 4, HHEANS, NunwDT55T 3,
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FIADGEACH B AR I EAR G WA 18T A 3 IR AR G A U2 5028 N 2R IR —
PE, AL P A 4 RS2 B BEIBOWUY (RS20, 5 i D2 1) A S BRSO BEA T N 4 5 A 1) 22
DEIUECHEA T P (1 45 oK 2 AN
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Figure 3-3 Flow chart of neighbor interpolation algorithm of raster data

3.2.3.3 HEFAFLE

FLIAILS P A I A R] E 2 TR AR (B SRR e ) g1k, iy
e i T ARG SO ) COTanaRkAR) SIE IR, S5 A B 1 Ll BB S35 SR A2 AL 1)
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I AT REP ESLIRELGR o — W el 7 242 (10 LR LU AR (A S e 7 2R (K AL MR 22
A LA R e AR AR g i T St i AR o X AN LR, R AN [ 3R 78
%, KRR LI R TE ik, AL I3 U5 VA T b 2 R el £ (R 378
Tl

% & BB ek I TARRFAEAT — e AR A, TR S iite SRk, IX BRI AR & ot i
EMEAE R ARMEL, B NFF AR E TN 3, T8I 2 UOEACRLRE A I SEf LI I %
EHIRIC, BRUGEAE RER 7 — Rl ST I EAR T

3.2.2 DEM & &£

Az B A B S AR (Digital Elevation Model, DEM) I, TR 320} /5 2 4
BEAT 328, AT ORI T AP o 70 SORE ST ok b T RV E A SO 5, TR I
VSR AR, DRI, s I o AR R O B S IR . AT ) TR A
iy R — Ak

MBS FOTEERE, BT TIN (L SR E L S TlE i i H i
PRI, X BEBR R A AR BB E X S8l 1) SRy dee /M R S o, 4 AR IX s
Jr i dee/ IMELAVE I A T A, PRI AT A Hi T AR A I R R TR, AS O T LA TIN
i WAEFINESE, AR E S S YIGRIMOCR, ALK A S, AR5
FR (R b T AR PR R T, 20 B S 2 i, FERIAZL R, HAF AT
(BB R S5 ROEAR, A3 B R R 4 . SR A M TS AE R 78 25 5 00, whsE T
HbTH SRR LR AR S5 DL, IERRGIE I REVER S H S, B
LRI PEa & F et

F A 2 B v SR O T AL S gt rT DA R 10 50 PR A R B S A g
MG DEM. % B EREFAE, AICRHM DEM A =0 B PR
HAESEAL, ST HIRS B0 IR A SRR, AR D e A R AR R T A
SO PRI T 2, SR R s MEAS R D S =D S s 4, SR TIN
E AP

3.2.3 CHM £ R E %

6 J2 m FERR T (Canopy Height Model, CHM) 2 by [T b A ek v B 1) — R ik 7 2,
S T ARGt A BT ) B i PE AR AN K PJT ) B AR . CHM — R 7R A% JB
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Ko AR T EE P AL B 5 54T CHM MRS 200 1 RO ARFE HO G kb s m)Bg - C25 28D
g, BT OGP R RS AR, RO s R E S CHM Mk oo R
~ts

i1 DSM 5 DEM #HZE 154 3] CHM, 7 I 0K A 15— 27 AR T B 2 (Normalized Digital
Surface Model, NDSM). 7 ji 2% (Digital Canopy Model, DCM) Bk 7l /2 5 J3 A
A (Digital Canopy Height Model, DCHM) %5, 1T ¥l AbBERL FEFp A7 AE 1R 2, {#i74 CHM
PR RES L — S/ N Ml IR E BN E . W CHM b a AR X, filn
N LRSS, FEERIX X,

3.2.4 MHEEEETEE

BRMRGE S i I AS AN AR R, TR Z AR B, AR CHM
o AN e 1) 2 TRIAFAE U AN TG, SERR SRR e SRR I, —Fon bt sl T AR kA 70
R, AT ORUIESVEREFRAT, A FHZE CHM BT 1 a2

CHM I mT Loy e —0EXT DSM #1 DEM M T-PIF b BE, kA5 27
1B CHM; 5 —2K2& A% DSM 1 DEM ZEAT 11 A0 2E, 1 /2 H N CHM JEAT 11 Ab B
X PRI BRI B8 — 2RI P A R 5N T B I8, IX PRI ik
B)2:h48 CHM ISR -

AIAS B T3 SE B b — P A R B, A PR AR — 4R R B, ARG
WAEED G, B ST — O 2780, T 3x3 . 5x5 B KRR o B RaAR i A IS st L,
BOCE SRCE REAHTe, ARG INTE— & BHHE . B EOTEE H Lo AL AR
BT, PRAESDET IR A B b . IR B —AME0T, EEERUS R H 2
W B 14 5 (Nixon and Aguado, 2008) .

A O LRI 2dl, N RO B, x By ROR 7RIS Bt i A
AR 3-4 wh ) 33 BB T A ERAE, W LLR IR

W, x Ox_l,y_1 + W, x Ox’y_1 + W, x Ox+1,y—1 +
N,,=w,x0O,,  +w,x0O, ~ +w;xO,,  + VXye2N-I (3.10)
W X Ox—l,y+l + W, X Ox,y+1 + W X Ox+1,y+1 +
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] 3-4 3x3 B FIBUE R 2L
Figure 3-4 Weighted coefficient of 3x3 template
RGO E M RS B 3 S I, AR PR — R o Vi AE IS B s 1) A, DT SEOR R
TCEE R, L A TR RGT—2F. O T8, 1 =ik d%:
® KIS 0 (BLETSR]— AN HIHS KD
® RIRAEPIAN 5 ) K i A% Kt 52 1 26 95 1
® IRV B T
S B FH PRI RS B 465 K A R B5ORT v 0 bR A, 2 IRBE I HoAA TR e, R
FH e 307 o BRI — RO Ak o v 0 50D O 2 o FH T4 A i, y AL £ w8 47 bR
oA

[ xT+y
9(x,y,0) = 1 ze(z"zj (3.11)
2rno

AR RSO 3%3, B4R R BRSO i 0 b 5B (R B R B 16 3-5 BT

1/9 1/9 1/9 1/18 1/9 1/18
1/9 1/9 1/9 1/9 2/9 1/9
1/9 1/9 1/9 1/18 1/9 1/18

3-5 3x3 BRI 28 LB BIME R AL A B sk (62~9/4n)
Figure 3-5 Weighted coefficient of 3x3 template:
left map is average function, right map is Gaussian function (c*~9/4)

LA V- S0 28 e A AR MRS B 120 5 A B A AR A e i, 8 4 ey ¥ e KA Al )
R /IMER AR, HABE T RE A KIE T RES AR/, R o2 ARG o 2 7] (1) 22
FANT AT P A R U

XJ T CHM Mt Hctls ,  an SRARER B Ry de KA AN, DO B IMEREAT 1 5
i LR — P BT S50 2 SRR it P9 47 IR PR & s N 97, 3 X A A ol
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Figure 3-6 Flow chart of neighbor smoothing algorithm of raster data
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I, AR e T e TR e (R LA X3, 76 CHM A Jd il e 8 2 B 1 RV e
RIS 76 T

WE R DRI, SR BRI R E . BT R/ LU — I, w] AT A [
SER/NAHRE 1, MRE L RSFATLLY 3X3, 5X5 4%, EXFENT, HHRENR
SN, MG e A 2 PR R TR A AR R ERNR, WA S sl 2 R e
Tl B, 48R E 0Ty BL ] P AR AR S5 4 E DAl b U0n R 22

R SR R /INE s Y Y AR AN ] A R AR ] R R R, AR S A O b
b VO el R P e B e PRI, AR B v b e 2 DR DG R e R R,
R OR I R RIS R G R BN R BN R, ] PR IX R )
W2 A H 57EE D Z ARG R

D=k-H+b (3.12)

For ke b, b Dy, vy DUIE I SR v B el e X e M B 0 B i o O AR R B 2

24 T PR A ST v 5 TR 2 T R DG ZR I, — R Al PR v KT b AR R K T~ d
IR, PRI, 5225 BN T hane P A IR SRS B R AR o AR 58 TRt P U SRV R Il
K 3-7 for, ENEdE S CHMMHS Kt , 150 RSB R (B I, R W) e 5 el i ) 1) 56
RIFATIEIE, a3 B 10 % i 4 .

/N R CHM
Y
YN L] Mo REEE e B S EENXR
Y
i T

v

o

3-7 FAACHH e T A U A

Figure 3-7 Flow chart of individual tree recognition
I EGE RS, MRS N A 1 A O SR e R LR, A% SRR e
/N9 2 (L v RO AR 76 320 5 RO I (0 ek T, 7 BB 28 XD T T R e a5
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3.4 BAMMEIAFTIRANE X

HEp, COf S8R O 5L, (HRAREIR I CHM b U5 il 5
{5140 Popescu et al. (2003) $ i AYFE DU R 2 TG B iR FARSR IS, U
F) 7 CHM AN TARE B H I A d HAE: Koch et al. (20060 $i i AT~ X I K
(IR et i 5 U Bk, (FORIE SRR I AP AR B IR . L, ASCR T Mo
PRI RPN, AR A OEDI A SRR S, AR XUE D) el 5 )
WU TSR TR P R AT ANAH A R PR, IF B T PR e il F R AL S, B =
SCRAERTI T 1

3.4.1 SIEY] fatd 70 5251 31 40 )

I SR A RIS A 6 2 T A L 3e e, AEAR AR E R Z R R K . AR
A ey BT KN Z B AT s AR OGBS AR SCHE FUE BAT — AT X,
FEANGEI Tl BT I 5o XIE DI A AR et 120 57 0 R A 53 A et T 5 A el b Hes
MR SR A A B3R K, 2% BB T B My i A e T o b W el 320 22 1] R AR A2 Ak
XL, LAMEE TR 28 2 AR MR E IR

AT B HIXUE D) AR et 2 SN, X BB et FEARBEAT T e Ae A5, il 3-8
Pz o Bt s AR A, et CHopR o e AR o et 96 15 ) ARl I CHLR oA B et I
JEE B A ) o A AR (R PN B ety RO R TR (AR T, e i
AR s A A e CUUBR A TR JER D 5 9% T B A e a7 B8 8 B F) s ALk 1 P el 120 25 (e
PRATEL G o B 76 T L W el 120 5 2 ) (B Sl SRR TR D B ek B 18T, B ek e 55 W el i
S L IRV RIS T SRR g B ek B T o RS e 0 st 0 L5 0 e 0T ) 7 o DAy sk T 1), AR
ek E AT 1K) s 55 e T T KD SR SRR DA el A1 5 PARS T 120 5 ) 7P T A Tl v o i £ 5 1]
NGy ), Bk BRI R ST R SR AR S A, AT I R e A . e
Tt 5 b 2 ] ) 3 LB D ey (R A e Ty ) R i e e -t 1 2 i) 14 3 B8 2
BN (R, ek ATy i 2 ) PR T R B ek vy, 0 el T
e s gl 1Y EI NS AN/ on SR <bu R o sWct ] D T i he k= sl 1 10 NG 3 BRSSP
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Figure 3-8 Sketch of simplified crown
XU H 0 58 322 575 30 K00 F A KB AR T 3 v S e T g A e 2 ) ) A
IEVMfRAIWR S0 %%, il 3-9 Fras, A ARETRAL, B ARE ERIfAL, C AMIEL
i, AL B COralh Ay By CEHuE EIHGE, AA 1A 3E LR 250 W& H, BB’
Z B )T EEEE O hy, ABZIAIRIKSFREE N vy o AB 510 AN T 10 Z TR iR Af, B
4 BA'Y BB U5 I Z [a] R Ao ARBE B TR T A BB Zm C, el F i B 5K A

BBMWIAL N, 5k B /N THREBIME T I, WIAH BAMREILZ Co X TEHH# I, 24 B
PR T CWF, B AR, (X TR, 2 B I T C i, B AR RS,
I EIMAR T AL A IR oo BB A A SIS C, o HEWIAE K HAL
HRAEE, W) o A B I EIRAE T SEAERE TSR EBIE T, 0 TS, M o A1 B K
IEVIA tan(o) A tan(B)fREE —#, THE AN :

<T (3.13)

tan(a) + tan(f) = — +

I|ﬂ
> =
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Bl 3-9 XE DI AW ek i 5 4 a BE)

Figure 3-9 Discriminate rule of double-tangent tree crown edge
HBHCHEE(E RN, i (3.13) &N, XN 54— =D/2), C
AL ST e,

;Db D (3.14)
2H  2H,
TR Y,
tmﬁy)=2H-_HB (3.15)
D
M7 RE (3.15) AT LIS 2 e 1 2 5 C I s X Hg o -
HB:H—E'—tZ‘—n(—y2 (3.16)
Rk, ¥ RE (3.16) AAATTRE (3.14), LA R|HI(E T A:
D D (3.17)

=—+
2H 2H - D-tan(y)

e H 55 D 2 RIAAELIECR, Z W (3.12), TP AAERE b,
B A5 B E Ja M e H
H'=H+E (3.18)
k

KiRE (3.18) AT (3.12), 545
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D=k-H’ (3.19

MHa R (3.18) e (3.13), 433

LIPS (3.20)

H h

Hoh w A T 50k
h‘=h+9 (3.21)
k
T = D,+ D _ D,+ : D (3.22)
2H 2H,'" 2H' 2H -D-tan(y)

iR (3.19) ARARE (3.22), #5431

T K K (3.23)

=t
2 2-k-tan(y)

MTTRE (3.23) wlLIEH, = m SR AR MO R I, B IEEBIE T 53R k.
B, SR AR TR,

S5 BRI R LA A DU IE R AR T s o rholy s 2 A8 1 Ja Wl T A e [ _E 4305
SAME IE 5 PRI G IRER R, ERIAIK— AN Hh B, 5 —NMh a, MRAEHEERS L
CIEEE

D*  (Hg"’

- ~1 (3.24)
a2 + (H|)2
a= HZ D : (3.25)
JHD? —(Hg")
b Hp 8 1E G b4 el i 25 s v
H,'= H- D) (3.26)
K5 fE (3.19) Rl (3.26) fRATHE (3.25) 15
2k-H' 2(k-H +b) G307)

7 J4k - tan(y) — (k - tan(y))* ) J4k - tan(y) — (k - tan(y))*

Kl 3-10 Son TAFBHE R R E R, K7 D SR BT IE IE, B1IEEA bk,
PRREMEIEE I, R b2l S BIE TR, W SRR ek b I R A S AR TR 38,
W3 b A S W PR o A w1 - B R T AT ] 5= A e U ey v o M o W N
Ja 2 RPN DR, XE ) A0 ek a2 554 i 0 D0 g 7 ) 38 PRI RS AR AR A AN, S vk
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Figure 3-10 Sketch of equivalence surface of threshold

3.4.2 FELERTREF B 00

2 KA S I, XD ATAR e 12 57 5 R A5 38 0 B e 3 57 M) o HE B
BIG, B, 52— A S X e s AR o RS ek IR TR AL
AT RUR AN R AR50 R o

s ] P KD P ) R ) A5 2 S ) R (] 3-11 Fross ), AN & T R e I
TR B E TUR BE Y, 37 R BB 1 IR N TR 2R 2 (K B, R
THGE 1, I TR 20 AT RN BB I, ] DR A5 i A R 4 T
KRANZEFRIY, AR FIILE
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I I

< [ —
L N

Hiuif

Pl 3-11 45 R 29 4] 7 R0
Figure 3-11 Discriminate rule of equal distance
S M RN 2 A LG R, AR B v S TR AR e R R, S TR
(3.12), WM TAEEsEg A, SRS 4 e 29— mi @ TR, T A
BB RE TR R Y, F MR LLBIOC R, A R BB 1 1R B 5 R BRSO 2
(R B2 /N T iD 1 SiEED2 2 Wk, W As e 1, #5008 TR e 2

n_D _kH +b _H, (3.28)
r, D, kH,+b H,'

A CFI R R AR L, W5 R (3.28) W] KUK IRl

D, L kH, +b

= (3.29)
D, +D, kH, +kH, +2b

I <
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Figure 3-12 Discriminate rule of equal proportion
SF L R S AR R, 2 A s T AR, S S e
TR BUA, B 1 BB y1 KT 2 BB y2, R TR 1, 75 W Jas 14
jih 20 AP EEACE — I, R RICR IS AR s B el (A AR AR, A7 AR
RHIS .

el R h e

Al 3-13 AU A a1 A )

Figure 3-13 Discriminate rule of equal obliquity
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3.4.3 AR EF| A

ARSIV R T AR B Gi . FMEGE L RS, &0
EAE S . AR (Disjoint Sets) Bt 4 k4 7] U T IRAF R AR &, JFHIIMHG A2 XL
IED AR e A0 B ) me 15 s T d de &, R RUs TR E RS, RS
S FH 34 0 e ) ) R0 — 2 W s R B DG R o SR ANFR A R s S5 M PR s fR
UE TS PON SRR AR, N E N — P AL EREEAM S (Lipschutz, 1998;
Wikipedia), RJEMFREAMAEEE G454 (Disjoint-set Data Structure)

WRES S M T WA ~ITeR, MANMEGHZENTE, MXHMES R AMAL
1), i

SONT =Y (3.30)

ZE A REREG R, WERAESHE P AR R A A REE S 2 AAHACH), WS
&P AAHAZ B AARAE K . ST R TR, XTI RN, Sam—MES . iR
R T i, H

s,NS, =@ (331)

MA(Sici € L MPIAFHACHT . WER (S RN (BDUEWDMES),

BRI L

ns, = (3.32)

iel

SR, SO RENA NI,

EAXPINRIEXAETDTHLS 11 € BIMEEES, {(SHEMMmAMAN, H:
Us, = X (3.33)
iel

ANFHAS B B 5 4 02 Al s AR 5 20 R B s a5 K (Wikipedia) o & ) - 2 $R 5LV
(union-find algrithm) 23X P H{cHts 25 K4 1R 1 iy FH 8 £ «

Find: i i@ m &AM ES T, WA THE WA TR EAER—MES T,

Union: FHANESEIFR—MES.

B T AAHAS S FFIX PR, A BB RR N & JF-25 4% (union-find 5% merge-find) %X
et 5 —ANEERAEE MakeSet, H TAEBANEE A TTENES . HId X =T
18, AR 2 SZBR IR 3 X [a) AR B T o
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T BEORGH E SOX A, TSR OCREE S T R, W TR R NS ik
— M E TR ARAREANES . B4, Find(x)R A2 25 AR ITER, Union P4
REITCEME NS

QU ANAH AR B S5 W K TIPSR, — Rl A SEBE R (Disjoint-set linked
lists), J3—FlEAAHAZELRM (Disjoint-set Forest) .

AR — R B 4k, BRSO R, RNkt
72K ITHE . MakeSet B — M RITHEMER, Union ¥ MEELINE]—AL, ERAERH
S H 1ZITIER Bk SO Find 52 Q (n)BREMEN A, fERFAMERSS FUH R B — N8 ) B
PR BT AT LA %8k 10, Find 4545 & W 20N TR]; SR170, Union 7 % BB S IN#E R
MBE~oeE, DMERR RO RSk, 28 Q ()i Ta] . QRERER TREMER IS, il
P A RE RS I B R v LARALIZAT IS ], n /NJTE M m K MakeSet. Union H1 Find ##
YE 5% O(m + nlogn) I A .

AFAS AR A S5 K RN RS — DB Gy, LR AN SR 1) e AL
4 Rlo AT ERMBIE TR ZE SRS 5. Find #4545 R RS 5. Union
B IFPIAI, RE—ASB RRR S5 ROORIR S ) — M ROAR &5 i Lo T — A sy

function MakeSet(x)
X.parent ;=X
function Find(x)
if x.parent == x
return X
else
return Find(x.parent)
function Union(x, y)
xRoot := Find(x)
yRoot := Find(y)
xRoot.parent := yRoot

PR  SE I SOME T RER DTk, e B R Al BEAR AT, A7 Pl et
Jiidie BRI #5045 I (Union by Rank), SR/ SCIHE R B (AR 45 1 L,
MIANIEA S o Dy T PIWTHRA AR, (] — ) BRI, FON rank: — N ICER UM rank
40, 24P rand 2490 1 (B 5 IF IR, G IF45 R rank 24 v+ 1038 X R, B4 MakeSet.

Union Y, Find #4E 1112171 8] /& O(logn). i3 J5 MakeSet. Union #4F [ OAAHS 2 -
function MakeSet(x)
X.parent := x
xorank =0

function Union(x, y)
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xRoot := Find(x)
yRoot := Find(y)
if xRoot.rank > yRoot.rank
yRoot.parent := xRoot
else if xRoot.rank < yRoot.rank
xRoot.parent := yRoot
else if xRoot !=yRoot // Unless x and y are already in same set, merge them
yRoot.parent := xRoot
xRoot.rank := xRoot.rank + 1

5 b RR Ol path compression, 448 H] Find 8 AF IR 45 M BEAT P-4k o XA AL
AEE 3 i BIRR 45 ri i, U ie) i i RS 45 /i n] DLERORIR BIMR 4 =, e ATI3EH RN
RICHE. 2 Find WA, CREENEE R SCHREHR R R B AR, 5, 25 A2 S
o AR DU X L e a2 (R, dh n] LU 5 I eI e (3AE . SadtJ5 1 Find:

function Find(x)
if X.parent == x
return X
else
x.parent := Find(x.parent)
return X.parent

XPMITEA EANS, AT, REMRAEREAT A, O(a(m)), A a(n)
BRI f(n) = A(n,n) 1 [ BRI, A EHRIEIE K Ackermann PR, BESR a(n) 2 1% eR BT BRI
B, 2T A W SERRE n KU am)/N T 5 KPR, REAMRIERESAT I RE — MR
N E

XFF ARG 4 m Al n, Ackermann p& 3 [1938 52 SN »

n+1 if m=0
A(m,n) =< A(m-11) if m>0andn=0 (3.34)
A(m—1,A(m,n-1)) ifm>0andn=0

Ackermann PR AR AGE, DI S pR B K AR 22
3.4.4 BARWEIAFIRANE LK GIE

BT L PR 1 1 B AR e 3 S VR S50 4% 8 23 CRIDUCIE A e 32 75l R
ES T A R ANAAHAZ G RN A B AR, (B AN RER A e R AL
AR A RPREX L RIRAE i, JFgr DSl AL .

PR TR L A O SR AR ] 3-14 s, S AEE RS CHM IS Hes A e
T R, an 4 202 9 5 CHM b Bt . 1526, R3S CHM RO -2 ANHIAZ 4R,
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BEANBOTR N ARG $E K, PR T, AR R S AL E, #E CHM
BRI AL, A5 4 DGR UCA] B e 12 5«

RS ERBOBIIMELBEN], B Bl 1 MEoT, AREESUEDI AL A
SRR R 2 1 et B, WERAN R B, WAREE AN S R B W R ETE
sl WARPE AR S Bt At AR S IR 5 R 150 — R, WEARAN B T 55— B e )
JETHARTE s AR TSR, TR e S e ) ol R U 4R 8 B A e i
W, WRAE TS, WARSEAIWITE R IR, AR E T4, W 2228 1
MEIC, GREEAIWOET KU E Bl OB RO B, gkER ) RS 1 MR
TG, WAGH RAGER S B, R k4R SR RS 1 MEoT, EEL BRI, A
FIYUN 22 BRI I 5

i e A S T s LU, #3380 T RS AR SR, RIS AR AR T
Xt CHM #EATHAY, X HR A A4 it 5 SR RAE AR LR AL B VHAG 2], X N4 CHM
IR G ME

66



= PR R U SR B S S

v v
CHM RF 7 T

[ [
v

HILE A ASAHAS SEH A 457
I

v v v v
e 3! £ E 5 R i NG IR £ NG R

v

BUE YA e 2 55 L

v A AR LA
N
N

fih T
v v

BTK =4 H Y e 1 5 AAHAZ G R

TN B L

¥
D
= s
A A 4
FREU AR L | | e
S ML A
) 4
D
a i
A 4 A 4

FrRac TR e b bR o — e b

A
CHM #%wtd

v

C D

&l 3-14 BB T 1 S UM S R

Figure 3-14 Flow chart of individual tree crown edge recognition
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345 BiEinRrxENEL

Xt CHM BEATGMt LU, it n] ARSI i R A SR O et 2 1008, Wil
FORATE AT UG M2 AR 30 SO R 10— b s ik il 0 BRI B K
KEMWHLTERR I 2 L 5 W (5 BAROCHE, Dk, X B FH s vt IR se Bl 1 ik
Hn R ALk, R et i A R A S

PRI SR A SR M B AN B W R Y Je - CHM IR Kt A el T O e 2l
B W 2R s . E, ORI, ARYE SRR TR AL, AR
G5 CHM HH R BN NN E, X BICHRATR T o JIWTI jel 2 A R8st e 4% I
I EHERAE 2 DB BN 3 LRI ROV RS WA B IE I s s, R
NG I R SIS R RO MR B s BBl RO AR T 1R D THG s 2,
Wosl) sl e 0 38 i B, IR RIT IR R . M RE T N F A, iTd
PR b N RIS R N NS RO HTIA S R BRI R EE
TITIR R R

WA GOCE Rl IR E e D I B, IR A E BRI 2 3L K
FEAERER IS o BN TEAE S KIE Z RI B A7 — 42k, (HR AR STz
LE1 G St A /7o) AN 0 ERC PR S g e e T 2 POl L RS d St STWANG W] 1T
HHPIED T, ML G A T A, X RS AR T B — M A
MRIIETTIE, I TR, S MO SR T = SR R, ko
SRR AR T DY IR, AR A DU T R A S

3451 =X mR=UE X

= MR REASEAE AT IO F s RS SO R TS R AR B R AR I
Feifi b, BT = AT RS = SO B S AN S, 3
PEZORAF DA A R H AW LA e = SO i A il AR FE AR S R A2 X
w BRI, KT S A D A RO R A Ry R,
BTt s R — I S MO R A SRR T = 3. [ 3-15 25 T N 2 3L T2 1)
16 AT AE = X nifol, EH C &R ALt s, LRs E—100t i, N &R T a5,
P RIRAME R, BUr s = XM Wi 8 MG UL M A S b A R =3
Ja 8 Bl UL ML mAS TR A R =
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Figure 3-15 Sketch of three cross point type
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Figure 3-16 Sketch of type combination of three cross point
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Figure 3-18 Flow chart of vectorization algorithm of three cross point
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Table 4-4 Basic statistics of resolved error of double frequency differential process

A N A b2 w/ME S RE A - INIE]
Variable N Mean S Min Median Max
dXx 39 0.079 0.089 0.002 0.041 0.309
dy 39 0.080 0.088 0.004 0.043 0.281
dz 39 0.087 0.094 0.006 0.043 0.350
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Table 4-4 Basic statistics of difference value

between observation result of DGPS and total station

A N FIME bR 22 /M SRR IEPN: ]
Variable N Mean S Min Median Max
dX 39 0.100 0.678 -1.975 0.164 1.302
dy 39 0.204 0.437 -0.750 0.126 1.470
dz 39 -0.361 0.810 -2.398 -0.381 2.505
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Table 4-5 Average point space of laser pulse

L S
YQO01 YQO02 YQ31 YQ32 YQ04 YQ51 YQS52
Flight band ID Mean

HTUGF- 44 s ) e
1.753  1.777 1.747 1.782 1.765 1.726 1.535 1.726
Initial average point space

1B TEF- 24 s ) B
1.175 1.193 1.165 1.171 1.135 1.116 1.031 1.141
Modified average point space
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Table 4-6 Average point space of laser pulse of subset area

Fitts g 5 P
YQO1 | YQO2 | YQ31 | YQ32 | YQO04 | YQ51 | YQ52
Flight band ID Mean

B4 145 5 8] B

1.350 | 1.458 | 1.375 | 1.254 | 1.375 | 1.358 | 1.362 | 0.554
Initial average point space

& 1E~F-35 R T
1.139 | 1.226 | 1.137 | 1.038 | 1.185 | 1.152 | 1.146 | 0.537
Modified average point space
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Table 4-7 Percent of non-zero pixels of raster data with different spatial resolution

JGF (m) 0.10 020 030 040 050 060 070 080 0950 1.00 1.14

P (%) 99.58 98.85 98.05 97.16 96.06 94.85 93.19 90.66 87.86 8427 69.42
WAERT (%) 0.61 240 536 9.45 1460 20.67 27.70 3527 4295 5122 69.35
WIS (%) 061 284 1932 81.09 96.16 9843 9881 9891 9858 9895 99.15
M (%) 0 0.44 1396 71.64 81.56 77.76 71.11 63.64 5563 4773 29.8
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Figure 4-12 Middle and final result of DSM
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Figure 4-13 Middle and final result of DEM
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Table 4-8 Basic statistics of different value between survey points of total station and DEM generated from

LIDAR data

o M TEME bMEE BoME MU b B0V ROKME

Variable N Mean S Min Percentile 25 Median Percentile 25 Max

FFEE 1546 0.23 0.21 -1.32 0.13 0.21 0.31 2.33
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H BT ZME RO Al O e BR AR s T RS o 2o X Sl EE — 2 B e A, 200
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Table 4-8 Series plot of different value between survey points of total station and DEM generated from

LIDAR data
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Table 5-1 Regression equation between field-measured tree heights and crown diameters

(el 75 R FREL TIAH R R 2 NI
Regression equation R’ Predicted R? S
CS= 135+0.204 HS 0.607 0.606 0.834
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Figure 5-1 Fitted line plot between field-measured tree heights and crown diameters
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Table 5-2 Basic statistics of differences values

between field-measured and estimated tree heights of all matched result

R R TS PRI AN CPEE AEE BeME Pt B
Smoothing Tree recognition N Mean S Min Median Max
L) # f Constant 376 3.155 1.903 -7.196 3.116 8.363
Average 5% Relative 374 3.198 2.007 -7.196 3.153 11.281
T # f Constant 365 7.787 2.210 -5.226 7.854 14.762
Gaussian FI5% Relative 402 7.600 2.172 -2.327 7642 14.762
gt # . Constant 560 -0.086 2.743 -13.307 0.345 10.806
Neighbor 5% Relative 485 0.396 2.071 212760 0.524  10.806
AT 5 & Constant 501 -0.160 2.762 -13.962 0.256 10.806
Unsmoothed 5% Relative 462 0.346 2.089  -12.083 0.496  10.806

RPN AR, e REAGHE A0 m.

e =
T EIR

%% Constant recognition

IR ETE Relative recognition

Bl 5-3 RV CHM (R 76t 22 34 10 55 5 I S A B Y DL e 45 2R

Figure 5-3 Position matched result between estimated crown polygons of unsmoothed CHM and

field-measured individual trees
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Figure 5-4 Position matched result between estimated crown polygons of neighbor smoothed CHM and
field-measured individual trees
1B TE VLSS SR b SR = 55 A R e 2 [A) 2B R B AR e vk = an 3 5-3 g, MR
A LAE AR 85 R SRR SRR Bk, ZE T BRMEAE 0.4~0.6m 0] YA
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Table 5-3 Basic statistics of difference values between field-measured and estimated tree heights

R L AP FRYUN S L AN CPIE AMEE BeME P EORME
Smoothing Tree recognition N Mean S Min Median Max
B i1 Constant 362 3.159 1.585 -0.388 3.083 6.936
Average Fi2% Relative 358 3.151 1.593 -0.797 3.064 6.936
] # & Constant 352 7.951 1.730 3.451 7.904 12.097
Gaussian Fi5% Relative 387 7.679 1.803 3.285 7.669 11.734
A4k # & Constant 524 0.417 1.509 -5.107 0.419 4.618
Neighbor HI2% Relative 468 0.615 1.355 -3.523 0.553 4255
ARFH i 1 Constant 469 0.360 1.517 -5.107 0.386 4.618
Unsmoothed HI2% Relative 445 0.574 1.356 -3.523 0.542 4255
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RPNEOY AL, HERAG B AL m.

SR S AR i R RE e 5-4 Fngl, AR AT DL AR 5 AT
SRR RIS R LA, R KT 0.95, HE 5 15 BT 45 5K i T 45 SR,
FLIRT g R A AT 45 SR P R SRR SR A DS MR B vy, AR ZES TN, 4y
W29 0.865 il 1.344.

& 5-4 SR e 5 A DA e )1 R

Table 5-4 Regression equation between field-measured and estimated tree heights

S R BRI L (=] 7 7% FRRE PNAHC /A At
Smoothing Tree recognition Regression equation R’ Predicted R? S

B W Constant  HS=4.55+0.882 HE 0.766 0.764 1.543
Average HHE Relative HS =4.43 +0.891 HE 0.785 0.783 1.553
=T W Constant  HS=4.22+1.50 HE 0.672 0.669 1.561
Gaussian FI9% Relative HS =4.47 + 1.46 HE 0.756 0.753 1.578
Elso W Constant  HS=0.958 +0.961 HE 0.807 0.805 1.505
Neighbor HHE Relative HS =1.29 + 0.950 HE 0.865 0.864 1.344
ARV W Constant  HS=0.768 +0.971 HE 0.790 0.788 1.516
Unsmoothed FHIK Relative HS =1.22+0.953 HE 0.855 0.854 1.348

R HS ZoRI i, HE o I .

XHLZY Y T AT 1R SR v S A I L R, s 5-5 Pk, BT LA
A RPN EE R A R s, iy SO PO N T 4me BB ARG
ST LLRUN H D K/ o PRl DR S50 8 SR A A 2 S 1) 3 2 it DR TR S AR Tt 722
FRAA, A ULRCEs KA AR, A, XA R Rt A T 22 4E
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Figure 5-5 Fitted line plot between field-measured and estimated tree heights of neighbor smoothed CHM
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NS, (M AS R PR /N2 RAT S A B 7 A ZE (S AR = AR 225
Ko WIBEZEAEWI AR, SO ARIRANEN ;s RI4eRF- 45 KRR 222/ T I E 4
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2R 5-5 S ek i - Ak I el e ZE A (P FEAR R T =
Table 5-5 Basic statistics of differences values
between field-measured and estimated crown diameters
Rl ARG SELIE Ty 12 N P WEE BOME AL BORE
Smoothing Tree Crown N Mean S Min  Median Max
recognition Method
FH Axis 362 0.099 1.058 23750 0.113  3.250
i Constant
¥ MR Area 362 0.310 0.999 -3.020  0.325  3.337
Average F5H Axis 358 0.796 0.994 2.025 0750  4.250
FH7% Relative
A Area 358  0.856 0.978 -1.825  0.778  4.250
FH Axis 352 1.327 0.974 -1.400  1.300  4.750
H& Constant
i [fiF Area 352 1.387 0.962 -1.309 1337 4.736
Gaussian FM Axis 387  1.444 0.978 -0.900 1350  5.175
FH7% Relative
THF Area 387 1.462 0.973 -0.867 1.375  5.172
F5H Axis 524 0.151 0.968 23.025  0.150  4.350
H& Constant
LB, [fif Area 524 0.498 0.958 2359 0439 4.407
Neighbor FH Axis 468  0.412 0.937 2325 0425 4.125
FH7% Relative
A Area 468  0.560 0.922 22163 0.532  4.121
FH Axis 469 0.437 1.046 3.075 0425 4.350
‘H& Constant
A IR Area 469  0.999 1.009 2284 0.955  4.838
Unsmoothed FJ5n Axis 445 0.640 0.989 -2.575 0.600 4.575
FH7% Relative
THF Area 445  0.940 0.962 22284 0931  4.729

RPN AR, e REAGHE A0 m.
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Table 5-6 Regression equation between field-measured and estimated crown diameters

P BRI ek i 7 2% ISy MRZR PNACHR  brfEz
Smoothing Tree Crown Regression equation 2 AL S
recognition Method R’ Predicted R?
i T 7l Axis  CS=142+0.708 CE  0.364 0.356 1.011
) Constant A Area  CS=1.13+0.810CE  0.398 0.392 0.983
Average AHIE T il Axis CS=0.120+1.18 CE  0.381 0.374 0.989
Relative A Area CS=-0.289+130CE 0.415 0.408 0.961
iy T 71 Axis  CS=0.988+1.10CE  0.348 0.340 0.973
=i Constant A Area CS=0.761+1.19CE  0.371 0.363 0.956
Gaussian LEPN T 7l Axis CS=-0917+1.77CE  0.424 0.413 0.917
Relative A Area  CS=-1.19+1.87CE  0.446 0.440 0.899
S« T 7l Axis CS=0.623+0.887CE  0.437 0.432 0.963
Ak Constant M Area  CS=0.533+0.991 CE 0.441 0.437 0.959
Neighbor EPS T 7 Axis CS=-0.266+1.17CE  0.453 0.449 0.930
Relative A Area CS=-0512+128CE 0.484 0.480 0.903
W FJ5 Axis  CS=1.26+0.794CE  0.339 0.333 1.030
Constant A Area CS=1.084+0.977CE  0.365 0.359 1.009
Unsmoothe

DS T 5 Axis  CS=0.149+1.13CE  0.388 0.382 0.986
‘ Relative A Area  CS=-0.122+131CE  0.441 0.436 0.943

Ferh CS FoRszilleig, CE FonAdlang, A7k me
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Figure 5-6 Fitted line plot between field-measured and estimated crown diameters of neighbor smoothed
CHM
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AR SR AR e i DO P A VR B 2R, X SIS I sy S A ARG v 2 R) ZE (B M R AR
THREWIER 527 Prail. IR UG T SR Z K 2E 0 1E, ST T &
B LA, 5 8 B BRAREIE AT Z RN, A, B m AR 0 A T 22 e i
GRAR oy INANELLPE S DIEIN), R IAMAAER BRI 23, Al 2 B 1) S A R ) 0
BN s BTAT S R S MEI O AR, D8I A TREE (i 00 285 R A /> 2 3 308 g L
D i L o

R 5T ST e IR R e A A G v
Table 5-7 Basic statistics of differences values

between field-measured and estimated canopy base heights

AR CE; RS ARV EE N CPRME S AedEE BeME A RORE
Smoothing Tree recognition N Mean S Min Median Max
B ;4 Constant 362 2.107 1.781 -4.367 1.971 7.694
Average FHIR Relative 358 0.935 2.027 -6.274 1.015 6.536
e T %4 Constant 352 2317 2.132 -4.972 2.159 8.730
Gaussian M2 Relative 387 2.186 2.092 -5.829 2.124 8.428
Qe ;4 Constant 524 1.858 1.833 -6.117 1.660 8.232
Neighbor H1% Relative 468 1.170 2.245 -8.111 1.414 8.232
P i & Constant 469 2.196 1.955 -3.250 1.898 10.259
Unsmoothed H15% Relative 445 3.481 2.452 -6.947 3.430 11.347

RO PAMEL, HE ARG A m,

SEPBCN =y AR N w2 (A AR R R 5-8 i), MR AT LUA Hi 4R 5K
P A RIS E fe i, (EAS/NT 0.2, e S RO 22, T BLA D BEAT ARG
P, A B2 EEYL AR .
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Table 5-6 Regression equation between field-measured and estimated canopy base heights

R AFS FAARTUIE [EVEVYE: MREFE PR RS bR
Smoothing Tree recognition Regression equation R’ Predicted R S
¥fE H it Constant ~ CBHS =2.55+0.842 CBHE  0.136 0.124 1.778
Average FHIK Relative CBHS =3.38 +0.372 CBHE 0.097 0.087 1.775
. iy & Constant CBHS =5.03 + 0.037 CBHE 0.000 0.000 1.942
Gaussian FHIK Relative CBHS =4.14 + 0.281 CBHE 0.033 0.023 1.892
A3 iy & Constant CBHS =2.54+0.779 CBHE 0.194 0.186 1.818
Neighbor AR Relative CBHS =3.52 + 0.344 CBHE 0.129 0.121 1.811
RV # & Constant ~ CBHS=3.79+0.415CBHE  0.136 0.022 1.778
Unsmoothed FHoR Relative CBHS =4.63 + 0.103 CBHE 0.009 0.000 1.887

Frp CBHS &/nsElEL R (m), CBHE £ lE P (m).
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Figure 5-7 Fitted line plot between field-measured and estimated canopy base heights of neighbor smoothed

CHM
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Figure 5-8 Fitted line plot between field-measured DBH and estimated tree heights

LA H a5 05 IS H0a R REnR 5-9 Brdll. W T BLE
VU ZH 7 R v i 0 g 425 it 0B o5 A D0 SeE i ) — e [R5 R AR S B v 1 — e ml A e
5 AT RE AN SN S A, R AR S0 B A 5 A R v 9 SR B A0 Tt s 8 R 0
DR AR el =AM DU Ty RE A T A% B AR X BGEAT R A, s e
P R AVIRES, IFANRE HAE UL I PN RE AR AR T2 — AU R AR OCHE . T
b, ARYEEE A DU TR, Al DA s A IR T A A A, A 0 A
L5 S Mg A2 BEAT [H1JA 508, W3 5-10 Pl

M 5-9 FIZE 5-10 AT LA HE, 50 =2 R0 58 DY 20 J7 F5 10 S 00 0 438 551k 00 g 42 PR AL G
PEARE T4, S8 = Ay RERIAH LS e 1 S0 DU AL RE A G, S 58— AT FE
HIoNE 3hh, SEERIE, =410 Feh —olalV 07 R A R s 0 28 80 10500
ek I (0 2R A, 50 DA AT v SO S0F 0% 00 0 422 10 i iR /N Al 000 s s 00 Jg 422 1) ko<

111



FE PARSHAGI

2 R BB v (A DK S8 LU e Wt PR A DRSS iR AR 22, 2B AU ART v Xt 00 g 422 1) i ik
SEREEA G B, BT iy (0 2R BN K A i R K, 28 DY R b — ool /e
HATXAMRE AL B, BAREE =415 F b — o a3 75 BRI AR DGR B i, e e DU 4l 7
s T [ V= W S (B R 0 K (rp DA S S I e

R 5-9 SN At A I 2 i el )y R

Table 5-9 Regression equation between field-measured DBH and estimated parameters

45 [EVEWiYEs MRAE WA brifErs

Group Regression equation R’ Predicted R S

DS =-2.96 +1.87 HE 0.715 0.712 4.241
E il

DS=-139+9.57CE 0.674 0.671 4.533
Group 1

DS=-8.20+125HE +3.59 CE 0.732 0.728 4.117

DS =-26.6+19.1 In(HE) 0.622 0.617 4.880
o4l

DS =-22.6 +34.2 In(CE) 0.659 0.656 4.636
Group 2

DS =-26.5+7.57 In(HE) + 22.4 In(CE) 0.678 0.673 4.507

In(DS) =1.76 + 0.0946 HE 0.781 0.778 0.180
$=A

In(DS) =1.25+0.472 CE 0.697 0.694 0.212
Group 3

In(DS) = 1.60 + 0.0759 HE + 0.109 CE 0.787 0.784 0.178

In(DS) = 0.388 + 1.03 In(HE) 0.777 0.775 0.182
EAICES

In(DS) = 0.759 + 1.74 In(CE) 0.721 0.718 0.203
Group 4

In(DS) =0.391 + 0.717 In(HE) + 0.618 In(CE) 0.795 0.793 0.174

b DS RoRsilliite (em), HE Fonflilifm (m), CE Raxlillidii (m), In()FR7s HARX
e K

o = ZMER DY 2 U5 R b e Ry R S5AS 0 FR) A b A g 5 0 g A 2 Tl 224 ) 5
ARGV R 5-11 o, R eI LU Sl i 42 55 4 90 i 42 22 A5 K-S 2000 1E, - 3t
PSS A A~ B2 i Al 0 i A o

=AY R ool R A L WA 5-9 Fras, K a Roni =4l
g ep 1V i SR DK S 5 < S L S o N U Sl e Sl vl (12 S0k 17 R g 2 S D
DE £l fiife (em), DS FnsEliiize (em).
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Table 5-10 Regression equation between field-measured and estimated DBH

415 [EVEWSYE: MRZAE TR R b
Group Regression equation R’ Predicted R S
DS = 0.9485+ 0.9680 DE , 0.734 0.732 4.093

DE = exp(1.76 + 0.0946 HE)

DS= 2.434+0.9095DE, 0.654 0.650 4.670
=l

DE =exp(1.25 + 0.472 CE)

DS= 1.133+0.9599 DE, 0.744 0.741 4.021

DE = exp(1.60 + 0.0759 HE + 0.109 CE)
DS= -2.366+1.143 DE, 0.716 0.714 4.231
DE = exp(0.388 + 1.03 In(HE))

DS= 1.023+0.9659 DE, 0.673 0.670 4.540

s E]éﬂ

DE = exp(0.759 + 1.74 In(CE))
DS= -1.262+1.074DE, 0.739 0.737 4.060

DE = exp(0.391 + 0.717 In(HE) + 0.618 In(CE))

*H DS FoR S MI4E (em), DE FRonfillfigie (cm), HE Zonflifll#d s (m), CE FRoRflilld
B (m), In()ERRMEEAEL exp()RRTRERAEL
AR 5-11 SO0 M A5 1 000 i A 2 R ) S AR S vt

Table 5-11 Basic statistics of differences values between field-measured and estimated DBH

[EIVZ Py AN CPBME ez BOME b0 BOKME

Regression equation N Mean S Min  Median Max
gt 466  0.248  4.027 -13.685 -0.047 18.637
Al 466 0370  4.083 -9.887 -0.176 17.511

RAPANEO PR, HERAG R AL cm.

B 5-9 FaT UG Y, 22 AR Sl B B AR A A IAR . AU e e (R A0 15 2R
ML ZE N AN, Ul RTINS N ANBCRK s A P PR S R A 1 SRR A R v AR
XPHC AT B AR B 2l T 2SN AN, B R B R

113



FE PARSHAGI

50+
40
304
| £2]
=
207
10+
O_ T T T T T T O_ T T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40
DE DE
a b
5-9 SN A L A0 A2 PRI
Figure 5-9 Fitted line plot between field-measured and estimated DBH
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X HLAR A S DGR K AR . T2 2% PRI T 40834 1L K YR 75 AR B R ) A )

JFEESE T AR S At W AR SEAR O AR KT e, X Tl s Rk, /R
Py SR AR TTRE A

W, =0.2561(D*H)""**, R*=0.9718 (5.3)

NPWeRoR etk Y E (kg), DRSS (cm), HEZRM R (m). HTAWITOR
KIREHTATT LA BN SR, Dl s Sl Z AR S AR S AR KTy R A 2
)RR S B R .

PLEK LIDAR Hodfa A Be EEAG APy, H e b i mg ve o el i 55 2 400 ) B2 Al
YR ARIERDE M TN, A AT IR PR, SR T IR S 2
e LMIIEL a1 | I ¥ VI = i <ol 11 0] [E1 V2 W2y PR A WANG X7/ b R S PRGN
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FE (5.3), 2SS ES BV R 2 AR AE KT R, I AR A A G E KT RE, R
Al 2 BN A AT DR A KT RE vE A5 B A AE M) R Al B

5 AR R A S A S B T R IR A, SRR A AR SC A K
Jikee AR, [ M5 i DY A -

g SCMNSECE SIS EI A5 B

& EYR SR ST e MR DA o B

& B S IR T oo Mk T A

& EYIRESGIR L ARNGEIEREAT oo ge rE Rl A

A SCMSECS IS E A SR U 1Rl o B

& PSSR R B AR BT oo R

& PRSI iR 2O HdE AT oo Rl o

& B SIS B AR R AR B SRR BT e e IRl S A

= SCMSECE R A S HU R 18] 2 B

& BV A ACS I R AT oo PR DA o B

& B B ALE A IR REA T e M Rl

& Y BN AR L A IEEEAT I ml I

VUL SIS EE R RS A2 E B SR H ] o

& RV AR RS A DI R B AR AT a3 A

& EYE A PO ECS A IR F 2RO BT — on g rERE A

& EYIE AR ACS A DA Ry E AR B AR B AR B AT ook
EVERx

5.52%R509h

X2 PR A A AR A A S R 0 23 AT, JEHCAR BT CHM (1)
FH IR VU SR 48 R (0 A DA -5 IR g £ (R R AR ZE B S AR S A KT R 5
AR HA Hi A2 A5 I A5 2R W 04T, JEHUE XU A B 2R ES A5 DU vy B AR A e
i B AR [y BN AR S A S A KRS, A9 BB A AT SR AR TR N -

W, =0.2561((exp(0.391+0.717 In(HE) + 0.618 In(CE)))* (1.290 + 0.9501 HE))*™**  (5.4)
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BESZZHARNTTRE (5.4) 152G AY R, S AEY) &5 Sz A4 5 k4T e e
M, HEAG TR 5-12 Fral.
R 5-12 S AR S A5 A& i Rl H Oy R

Table 5-12 Regression equation between field-measured and estimated biomass

[EVEppE MR FE NIRRT bR 22
Regression equation R’ Predicted R S
BS= -14.73+1.121 BE 0.774 0.772 64.766

o BS Fons AR (kg), BE Lol (kg
XTSRRI R A I i, MR AR i A I AR (0 A, 3K LR AR
CHM (VAR IS PR SR A5 A b (R V8 b A0 R Al DN (R v 240 MRk B A et T i 00 45
R, X EIE B CHM A U Sk 45 R mh 1) T AR et e 1 2 Al
T et s 2 H . SN A S A I v s Al e e 2 1) R B R R 5-13 BT gl
AR 5-13 S AR A I 2K R ) 7 Fe

Table 5-13 Regression equation between field-measured biomass and estimated parameters

41 [EVEpsE: MRZEE TR RE e
Group Regression equation R’ Predicted R? S
BS=-219+31.5HE 0.689 0.686 75.955
L]
BS=-405+162 CE 0.652 0.650 80.232
Group 1
BS=-311+20.7HE + 62.8 CE 0.706 0.702 73.836
BS =-583 + 308 In(HE) 0.550 0.542 91.372
4l
BS =-539 + 568 In(CE) 0.615 0.612 84.504
Group 2
BS =-581 + 82.9 In(HE) + 439 In(CE) 0.623 0.616 83.722
In(BS) =2.39 + 0.199 HE 0.843 0.841 0.308
Hdl
In(BS) =1.39 + 0.976 CE 0.730 0.727 0.404
Group 3
In(BS) =2.18 + 0.174 HE + 0.146 CE 0.846 0.844 0.305
In(BS) =- 0.527 + 2.19 In(HE) 0.853 0.851 0.298
AU
In(BS) = 0.347 + 3.61 In(CE) 0.763 0.760 0.379
Group 4

In(BS) =-0.523 + 1.69 In(HE) + 0.971 In(CE) 0.864 0.862 0.287
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o BS RSt AEY R (kg), HE Fonflillb s (m), CE FR/RAiaEiE (m), In()ZR/mx%i4L
PR

M 5-13 AT LA, D2 R A sl AR S At e« A el i 1) — el )3 s
FERI SRR iy 1ol R, 56 4T RE AR BB AIG,  nT AR ER S AR Al
Py EARXT G AT H AR B T AR, e =4 R b Sl B 5 A B v
FRIAH S 20 DR T S0 i A2 5 A 0 et e PRI AR S

M2 = U DU AL R A 1 2R B AR SO AT IR 0 B, 2 eSO Bl 1) 26
FATIRES, IFARE ALV IZ AL RE A IR 158 — 4l RE A OGP DA, R
Yook UMDY R, Al I s A e A SR B Y, S A RS
S AP EBEAT FIJA 50 A, WAk 5-14 Pl

R 5-14 S A A D0 AR (1A 5 Re

Table 5-14 Regression equation between field-measured and estimated biomass

415 [EVEWiYEs MRZAE WIAHC RS A
Group Regression equation R’ Predicted R S
BS=26.3+0.893 BE, 0.753 0.749 67.660
BE =exp(2.39 + 0.199 HE)
B
BS=53.1+0.772 BE , 0.623 0.613 83.663
Group
BE =exp(1.39 +0.976 CE)
3
BS=29.1+0.874 BE, 0.755 0.750 67.392
BE = exp(2.18 + 0.174 HE + 0.146 CE)
BS=-279+1.21BE, 0.760 0.758 66.719
BE = exp(- 0.527 + 2.19 In(HE))
EAIEE
BS=25.6+0915BE, 0.666 0.662 78.734
Group
BE = exp(0.347 + 3.61 In(CE))
4

BS=-155+1.14BE, 0.773 0.771 64.907

BE = exp(- 0.523 + 1.69 In(HE) + 0.971 In(CE))

Frh BS FonsillEE (kg), BE RonflillZEY s (kg), HE Roaflilif s (m), CE &Kol
WrehE (m), In(RARXEEREL exp) R T ER L

M 5-13 I 5-14 Hnf LU H, 58 = 2RSS DY 20 7 FR I Sl A= 42 554k 0 A= ) 1 1
MR T2, MR B2 i T3 — T R AR O o S AR 5 A R ey 1 AR
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PR A IR E AR BOE L I B RE R I, AR PE R 35 iy T I 5 R (AR G
P, T RLE 58 R AR A i S T R

X b3 A 28— A Ay A I 5 3 R S A R A AR A s eV D R AN B R AR
Py A 5 rp B S AR S A I AR R R A R R, B B A SRR A AT,
PRAEZE AN ZEAR /N e M VE T AT SR A I AL )t 5 SN A= W) e 2 ) ZE R IR R AR e v
BN 5-15 Pra, IA&H Rl DA I Sl AR i 5 Al B s 2= A T B{E O IE, i)
S A=) VA8 O KT A

K 5-15 S AR S AN AE Y R ZEE N A G R
Table 5-15 Basic statistics of differences values

between field-measured and estimated biomass

ik N CPME iz BME P mONE
Method N Mean S Min Median  Max

% —F Method 1 466 9.17 6597 -177.26 -2.63  350.66

S0 Method2 466 11.54 6645 -172.66 -1.53 35537
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Figure 5-10 Fitted line plot between field-measured and estimated biomass

118




FE PARSHAGI

CH TR S AR YR S A AE Y R A L I 5-10 FR, a BISROREE —FRiOs Tk
(17 S A= ) 55 Ak O A= ) AU 5 2 I b PRI B R VR R S A A e Ak A ) A
S K, BS Rl EYR (kg), BE RonfillEW& (kg). MK 5-10 sl BUE 4
Py EE oA fE /T 300kg RS, A4 5 KT 400kg I B HHORE B B b 3 K

5.6 I\E

Hi LIDAR Hifs v] LLE EA W SRS & . BAE IR FI AR T a5 28, AR el
TR ) i85 S 4O BRI I AR DG AR K T RE AT T A I o SRR S B30 Aok DUKG FE 52 B gk
WSH PARRGERAE . PARE RN FIEE M R RN, AR LT T RS
AE UL AR AN ] 1 S0 R S A 25 R, BRSO FELL T 2

BB e (R0 AT DRSBTS R v A S B A MRS FE
CHM - V20T BACHR ey it WA B DR 3RO, 13 R v 7 P I SR ) s T
CHMHRIAR i B, [ C53 e T sst (R RIS, A P AR STt PR AR 31 1 B
TR M fif v 73X 2E i) 8L, i 4h, AR s S M oG 2R, T RA LB — S8 Oh e T
S v b e TR I UK T o R B v ) A ik I 5 SRy, &I CHMUR AR DG U 55
VR o 5 S AR DG de e, RERIS A3 I 0.865 T 1.344m, kR w5 LL sk
DA = P4 0.615m.

PR S W At DA FEE A3 () 7K, 3 v T B R m ARG B . CHMP I
YRR TR SR (4 R AR K, A M CHMII R 512 SR AN, P4 CHMIFI R 53
FUBaT L, W S TARXS 3205 A AR P R et R T 57 R R s AN |, A
XA IT VR E AT B A AR 568320 F7 1) et i 2 T AR 22800, 3 [T R el a0 5 1) e i
(AR ZERR /N o 7R AR (1 BT Al 25 2, A3 CHMUR AR S U0 S22 1 T ARV A
6055 S e IR (A D de i, ROFISAR 5104 0.484 F100.903m, Ak il 7k 1 L 5120 7
P78 0.560m.

FAARKE T i (A IS FE 5, AN A CHMPP I VBSR4 i A B . 7R SRR T
T A 5 B, 4RI CHMIF) i S DR SRV AR AR, v 5 SIS s P A G
Phdsermn,  REFISAMHI 0.194 F1 1.818m, AMIA: i Lb Sk R i P44 1.858m.

PP B A% (A DRGSR AR v AN SR A TRE i (A URG B, DA PR A 5 F R
W BRARTE IR L [A) FAH AR OR R o AR AR A Al &5 by, SR 4 9 SR
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B SR AR BRTEE IR AR B TR g DA T B, E A R e A
R T 81 PO A 0 P 42 5 s kg 4 2 T PR TR DAL 4 A 4 SRR B, RPRIS 0504 0.739 il
4.060m, ity P42 B S0 i 41240/ 0.370m.

BRI A W) (AR AR S ACHRS v RS AC Tl Wt (K A TUKG 138, DA R R A ) 11
MISCARK T RE . AE SR A (R P AR A U vy, 58— 5 35 58 R b i Bt
FEAEH — 20, ARRIX AP ITVE, e AR e A A D00 7 i o S5 3 1 At 000 A 4 i B Szl A=
Wy 2 I (R o BT e AW, 58— Rl 7 VE IR RIS 433k 0.774 1 64.766kg, Al -4
PGS i 22735 /8 9.17kgs 58 By i 7 AR RPRIS /1531 0.773 Fil 64.907kg, 4l AE
Wi LU S IR 4231340 78 11.54kg

B2, LIDAR Hdls o) DO H (5 AR & AR S48, T AR A KA |
Y INT i EP R S
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TEARSHATIN AL b, o] LA T AR S50 . RS AR 73 Z 8005 07 R AN ],
R UREAR 73 228003 D AU 2 M At 2 580 R0 AR 25 0] DU BROR 3%
S EAT R, BRI e PRECH 5 MR TRt 2 Hn] LU A 2B Ky
FEAG 2, LR W AR AR AR I LR H AR S 5 il ik &5
S 100 0l h B 2 M 0 R A

6.1 #h53F 145 1k

6.1.1 A3

2/ 3 =Y 3 7 = By g S R 2 i LB | T £ R by A s = 7 N 5 3 =TI = /NS Wy T
z”' (6.1

o H R M AT 5, IR AR R, NERHRAL.
S RS- v e v e T RIS 2 e ABAR O AR RO B, oA AN

How Z”' (6.2)
Z| lcaI
HA G IR PR S W AR, F7DR NIRRT, WGH:
G-7D (6.3)
4
R 7 N O R Y YT TR 2yl 1 G R S R =R (R Sy S BTN, Y 11 G G A = s = R/ Wy S
Hew Z”' (6.4)
Z| lA'
AP AR R, 27CRINEAENE, WACY:
A7 C (6.5)

4
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6.1.2 ER 59
6.1.2.1 LECER KB TS5

PG TE B A (R S, T A543 3 Flsiz bk 2311, BISE A1 CHS,, -
JI60 v BT T AR A 380 i CHS gy, O AR TR B35 CHS gy D5 HUGHC B A A U
Bt , T DAV A BB IAR S, RVEORSE YR CHE,, O R et I A A 1
B (HEg, )-

SRR~ 38 v S A M AR 2~ 38 R AT A SO 22, DA E] 6 PhE(ags A, HAEAR
giikEmnE 6-1 Pral. IWERAa] UG HEBR T LIRS AR 1w (K Tk AR 20 B3 et T
BB 38 i LA AR, L SRR 3~ 250 w240 v T-Ai DUARSP- 38 vy, SEMIAR 3 RSP 24 1
EG A AR 23 SR 34 v 2 1) ) 22 e /0N s SISO 2t T AR 1~ 34 s 5 At AR 2 v i T AR
P8 R AL ) ZEAE IR

61 SZMARAr~F34 wm S A W AR 138 s 2 M A G
Table 6-1 Basic statistics of difference values

between field-measured and estimated average heights of stand

AP ML A bRtk 2= I /IMH HRA AL IS YNE]
Variable N Mean S Min Median Max

HS,, - HE,, 16 0.593 0.434 -0.219 0.471 1.284
HS,, - HEy, 16 -0.208 0.544 -1.850 -0.147 0.709
HS,,, - HE,, 16 2.096 0.664 1.146 2.000 3.374
HS,,, - HEy, 16 1.295 0.478 0.560 1.190 2.164
HS., - HE,, 16 1.562 0.516 0.722 1.575 2.414
HS¢, - HEy 16 0.761 0.459 0.006 0.828 1.839

RPN (N PR, ERAGT R HALY m.
SR P2 v 5 A UMK 731 28 img R Ze PR IRl o B 4 SR sk 6-2 Frile. RHT LA
B, SEBIAR 3138w R SR 31289 vy (R AR SC R AR P v, L b SIS AR 0 SR vy
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RGBS B E A et e (RPN 0.946, Sk 0.449), LR Sl bR 2 B et i
FRIRCT- 1) i RO AR 2 B T T AR IR 28 s A DG PE (R4 0.935, S 0.474).
2 6-2 SRR 18 i 54 bR 43340 s fg el )3

Table 6-2 Regression equation between field-measured and estimated average heights of stand

[EPEpps: R A E NIRRT bRAEZE
Regression equation R’ Predicted R S

HS,, =0.692+0.993 HE,, 0.946 0.942 0.449
HS,, =-041+1.01 HEg, 0.915 0.909 0.562
HS,, =4.01+0.862 HE,, 0.868 0.859 0.636
HS,, =240+0924 HE_, 0.926 0.921 0.475
HS., =2.40+0939 HE,, 0.921 0.915 0.522
HS., =1.02+0983 HE., 0.935 0.930 0.474

FREZ (S) AN m.
6.1.2.2 ZEBEKRBIMN S FHE ST

AR R (K A TS B, W LA SR 3 RhSEIAR A R, R AR 3
CHT, O« T Wi AUIBCT- 8w (HT,, O ARSI RUNMACT- @ (HTg, D R3Sk
A K, W AT SIS R AR PR, ISR (HE, D RIUBTE i
BUIBCPEI 5 (HEg, Do

MM P-4 5 5 A DUAR 2 P I AT A XA 22, W LU BN A2 a3, A
GO RINR 6-3 FTol. MR FAT LA th, SR Fi v 0 T AT 449 i 5 A U 23
SR T AR A P48 v 2 PR PSS B R R HE 22000, 43 59024-0.056m A1 0.673m, 24
A9 70350 1 SR 0 g D TS T 429 s i A T bR A W 5 T RS BT 2 s 920
PR AR 55 Db 43 5 TR B33 0 2B P A B, 25 A 1R P35
T I SRR 23 57 ARP-489 s D S AR T A T3 T T R ST 420 5

SRS T30 5 A AR P30 e ML [l A0 W 46 Sk 6-4 sl erhmr LA
6 HHY SR 2 B g D T 0SS 429 5 5 A PR 3 T T A BT 40 et R R S d i (R
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4 0.855, SO 0.679), 2 TSI AR > Bl vy T T AR A4 vy S Al AR 23 SR vy
(R*H 0.707, S 0.965): S IAK A FA -1y vy 15 193 ol ik 0 bR 431829 v 1y A D P D v
&I A A
R 6-3 SLPBRII1-1 i B A DR 1 B i ZE A R A G o
Table 6-3 Basic statistics of difference values

between field-measured and estimated average heights of stand

At e FIME bRAEZE w/ME SRR EPN:]
Variable N Mean S Min Median Max
HT,, -HE,, 16 -4.015 1.077 -5.825 -3.847 -2.220
HT,, - HE., 16 -4.930 1.050 -6.521 -4.785 -3.149
HT,, - HE, 16 0.859 0.999 -0.158 0.721 4.027
HTow - HEqy 16 -0.056 0.673 -0.937 -0.022 1.808
HT., -HE, 16 -1.022 0.910 -1.946 -1.308 1.230
HT., - HE, 16 -1.937 0.839 -3.248 -2.011 0.096

RPANUOY TR, e REAGTH R AL m.
R 6-4 SZIAR IR 1g e L Ak AR 2~ B v (e 1] )91 5 e

Table 6-4 Regression equation between field-measured and estimated average heights of stand

a5 F HRRE TR E  ArdEx
Regression equation R’ Predicted R S
HT,, =0.83+0.642 HE,, 0.645 0.572 0.891
HT,, =-0.06+0.663 HE, 0.637 0.567 0.901
HT,, =3.56+0.801 HE,, 0.707 0.609 0.965
HT,, =1.17+0915 HE, 0.855 0.825 0.679
HT., =0.53+0.885 HE,, 0.766 0.717 0.917
HT., =-1.03+0937 HE., 0.794 0.757 0.861

FPhrdEZE (S ALK m.
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BRSNS o - I o (W NS 7 7 R T =y E R B K 3 AN TR NI 7 N R S s =y |
Ik, XPhZE SRR B ARICEC S R R, BT (8 A By, — SO R e
FEMRTRE bR T IR AN W2, AR AR A K
6.1.2.3 LR TS X Eb o

e PRSI0 BOH 5 A 0 50 1) B USRS o, ] DUKE S B0 43 o4 DT IRE Sl B« R
VCTE S 3 4o AR A 20 S B v LLar v A5 21 3 Rk~ 34 i, UCHE SZ %L
HRE 3 FhRRAN T 1 20 A A UC AR AN S A28 CHS,, )+ DEHC AR i e i T AU AR
V¥ CHSy,, ) FIUCECAR > B e A IO 34 (HS, Ds ARUCHCSZIERE 1) 3 Fik

S8 e R AR VEFCAR 2 A4 CHING, D+ SR DEECAR 23 1 v 7 T BRI B34 v

=

(HNp,, ) RIADCECAR SRR TBUIABCT 34 (HNG, D, AFBScilidein i) 3 Fhbk o744
FIYMAE g A AR AT i CHT,, D A iBbR 0 B s W i AU B T35 CHT,, D Al
AR T T RUINBCT B CHTg ).

A S B AR 3 m e A 22, T A3 3 4 CRR 3 B, 3K 9 b)) ZE{i4h
R, BIVLECAR P25 i B R UL R AR P 2 IR 220 VL FCAR 23138 vy 5 bk o3~ 3 iy
MIZEfE . AT 2 5 RILECAR P 220, AR MEEAR G R WER 6-5
Figle WRHATLUE H P et s 0 1A, BRI ULRCAR 138 v 2 i T4 AR a1 2
[P il 7 Ol R P R N UL 7 T PR WL T 7 S ST RS NN Y S S S P
IR ZE (R, BIRT Sm, ZEEINEKAE D 10m 2oy s UGHECAR 73 il sy i i A pnBd-F- 1)
ey 5 AR 0 ) g T T B N Y- B4 iy 22 1) 2 (R~ A AN b o 22 30 Dl e/ (ol Ay
1.514m A1 0.464m).

ANTF SN B R V-8 e 2 TR Y Ze PE DR 3 A 4 R WA 6-6 Frdil. NARH Al LU
VEHCHR -2 v b A B R 01 B2 vty 2 ) (RO AR S PEAR v, G r DG b 2 g v B T BRI A
1y v 15 A AR A3 0 e W TR IS 180 e A G M de e (R4 0,928, S 0.479), BEHHIL
PCAR -2 ey T AR AR P-4 s DR CAR 734 v B R DR AR 7P 4 e Ak
G311 S ARVE AR~ 1 i Z IRV AH S PEAS LA 2, U WO DR E AR 231347 v AN REHE A
AR (1 HEARSEFAIE o
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R 6-5 —AICMAHE M V-2 2 A G

Table 6-5 Basic statistics of difference values between three group field-measured average heights of stand

At N FIME bR 22 /M RAIA¢ EPN:|
Variable N Mean S Min Median Max
HS,, - HN,, 16 7.431 1.676 4.678 7.100 11.005
HS,, - HNpy 16 5.019 1.995 0.306 5.310 8.640
HSqy - HN¢y 16 6.522 1.710 3.939 6.613 9.930
HS,, -HT, 16 4.885 0.877 3.241 4.730 6.597
HSow -HTow 16 1.514 0.464 0.138 1.580 1.939
HS.y -HTeoyw 16 2.861 0.537 1.972 2.835 3.817
HT,, -W 16 2.546 1.010 1.437 2312 4.944
HTow - HN oy 16 3.505 1.832 0.168 3.473 7.521
HToy - HNy 16 3.661 1.536 1.807 3.295 7.095

RPANUOY TR, e REAGTH R AL m.
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R 6-6 = AL INHHE R V-3 i 2 T8 R B U5 R

Table 6-6 Regression equation between three group field-measured average heights of stand

EVEpp e MRARE WACRE ez
Regression equation R’ Predicted R S

HS,, =9.26+0.737 HN,, 0.221 0.000 1.704
HSy, =12.1+0352 HN, 0.165 0.000 1.599
HS., =105+0.550 HN, 0.261 0.000 1.592
HT,, =-0.42+0.690 HS,, 0.792 0.745 0.682
HT,, =-122+0982 HS,, 0.928 0.900 0.479
HT., =-2.53+0978 HS., 0.914 0.894 0.555
HT,, =3.40+0.877 HN,, 0.522 0.364 1.035
HTo,w =9.51+0.449 HN, 0.258 0.000 1.536
HT., =6.50+0.680 HN, 0.381 0.136 1.491

FPhrEZE (S ALK m.

6.2 PREE FE flr )

6.2.1 A&

PRACE P P T AR BRI AR, T BB BT o 28 T R RE S o SR
3 PO REAS RO EL AT, AU AR 3 P e U] 0 A A 38

6.2.2 RS

P S0 R R DU, TH AT 30 SR B8 R R AR R 2 B, e rp ST B3
FE AT RLAy oA U HE SEPU AR B B . AR VL AE SRR B BE AN A SEAR B B 3 4, AR
FHREHLT AR (25m*25m=625m?) 8 2 BA7 A Cha)o
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SRR ESC T 5 A MR ECR B AR AR e v Rk 6-7 idl. R AT LLE 4 sk
DRAECR BT B 20 A DS TRC Ak R HS % P SBT3 A%, UGS SN AR EIC BT Il S5 Ak
DRRECT- B 2% AR B, R UUHC SRR AR L 29 A A IR L 2 £, U294
2/3 HIRRBOR BETRIN HE Ko

K 6-7 S PRECE 5 AR U K A G v

Table 6-7 Basic statistics of field-measured and estimated stem density

A e A bRt 22 /M SRRt = PN
Variable N Mean S Min Median Max
NT 16 1439 415 592 1440 2448
NS 16 466 118 272 432 752
NN 16 971 323 320 984 1696
NE 16 523 103 400 504 752
NS/NT 16 33.37 6.26 23.85 32.99 45.95
NN/NT 16 66.49 6.22 54.05 66.75 76.15
NE/NT 16 38.24 9.66 28.89 34.92 67.57

T NT FoR PR, NS RoRULE SR EC R [, NN s AR VLRSS bR 4502 &2
NE LR B, 3 B E/ha; NS/NT. NN/N Al NE/NT #omotf RS B 1 LA, fpr
%

X AR S MR £ 5 UL SRS R U SRR S Al DR B A T e PE [TV 3 47
HENAI7 R 6-8 Pl MR AT LAE Y, 4 Sl kA 2 DU S I AR 25 1) A Sk 1k
R, SULECSEMERE . A5 IR E I AR OGR4, 2R i TR ULEC N 5 RS 5
Y A AR ECR 7 A P S R H80 1 B8 0 AT 35255

K 6-8 SN PRECE -5 A PR 1 e 5 7 R

Table 6-8 Regression equation between field-measured and estimated stem density

EVEVIYE: MR FE MIEE ST Ny
Regression equation R’ Predicted R® S
NT=4.5+293 NS 0.694 0.593 14.829

NT=13.6 + 1.26 NN 0.960 0.945 5.348
NT=-13.9+3.18 NE 0.624 0.465 16.437
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R NT FoR il MMRECE 2, NS RoRULHC S ARECRE 2, NN Ron AR VLRSSl bR o i
NE For A MRECR L, L35 g bk K/ ha.

6.3 Bt = [ E AR ik )

6.3.1 A%
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Table 6-9 Basic statistics of field-measured and estimated basal area

B AR N FEME PR 72 /ME HRA A YN
Data Variable N Mean S Min Median Max
BAS 16 20.540 3.700 15.985 20.148 28.677
UNIRRAET
BAE 16 19.110 4.380 12.950 18.660 26.720
Matched data
BAS-BAE 16 1.427 2.504 -3.031 1.880 7.267
BAS 16 31.07 5.12 2391 32.25 39.94
A E
BAE 16 20.81 4.53 12.40 22.01 28.92
Total data
BAS-BAE 16 10.27 4.04 4.67 9.51 18.62

R BASK RS I = WA, BAEZR AL I8 S Wi AN, BAS-BAER /R —FH W ZE(H, AN

m?/ha.

2R 610 50 i i D i - ot 00 P g T T R e [ )1 7 A

Table 6-10 Regression equation between field-measured and estimated basal area

Hdla B Epipss KRR TR RS brdfEx

Data Regression equation R’ Predicted R S
VERCHE Matched data BAS =7.29 + 0.693 BAE 0.647 0.571 2.188
2% Total data BAS= 15.68+0.7399 BAE 0.429 0.288 4.004

TP BASTE S S = T T AR, BAEZE A0 i 2 W i A, A hmP/has
6.4 ¥k

6.4.1 A£

MR S AP A R AT RE (5.3), W LA SEINEEE v AT SISl B Y R4
MAEANRARTTRE (5.4), Al LA K v 5005 2405 I A=)
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Table 6-11 Basic statistics of field-measured and estimated biomass

B AR N BN FrifE 22 /M SREDA IS YNIEN
Data Variable N Mean S Min Median Max
BS 16 96.40 19.32 69.37 94.14 136.69

N
BE 16 92.13 21.84 60.11 90.46 129.88

Matched data

BS-BE 16 4.27 9.19 -10.80 5.27 27.85
BS 16 142.55 25.14 100.90 149.09 173.12

A
BE 16 100.38 22.77 57.34 106.56 140.80

Total data
BS-BE 16 42.17 16.17 17.54 43.38 68.96

Rrf BS Ron Sl EYE, BE Ron B, BS-BE &on HIZEE, A4 tha.

S Ay g A AR ) R AL RN AT a5 R AR 6-12 g, MERTRT L H 4l
SN A= 5 A A I AR R (A S A T S G 20 A 0 5 DS RGP R R AT R
PE.

22 6-12 S 55 A P A ek £ [ 9 5 R

Table 6-12 Regression equation of field-measured and estimated biomass

G EVEpiy KRR POAOCRE b

Data Regression equation R’ Predicted R S
VEFC % Matched data BS =22.5+0.803 BE 0.824 0.769 8.400
A% Total data BS =56.48 + 0.8575 BE 0.603 0.490 16.393

Frp BS LRSI AEY) R, BE Ros A&, A4 tha,
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