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BT 7 A BRSO, T DX e B R A BRI A4 S A8 AL o FLARHOE ik 22 R T e Il
Bl PR RO RS, REREIRIC CATHUE N J7 e e IS Il N i Kt . T bk a3/ X3 B P AR bR 1
WL o PO TR IR 22 RS BRI O A AR SE, ARy O BRI 25 (B N 3B, T T A/ 3
T B B BRAR S A UL . O A SR Al 7 125 7] 23 CHMER R 5 | NPCEAARTEFATTEA AR 338 . CHMEL
AR Sy AU R TR T, SR FH DX A A P 4 2 0 S AU R e i S el el 07 1), NPC AR —
FiE L 25 ) R R BOE - E U, PR TTE R TETE3GEAATT S (W) 2R FH DA A R s s (] SRR PR e . AR
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MR R A S RGN T, BRI L
Xof il 2t 21 40 Pl K At b e i P A B R, AR
AR A 7 DXl A 25 5 PR BE R A R . 24
BRAURAARZIEE A PEACRIE ] o ARAR AT 22
Ik 55 68 3 MCH T SOt AR AR A B, D Sk
K. FRPFEY AR RN, 5 B, 2
ao by DU X 9 58 OGBS A, T R
A FE S A3 AU RN BE 7, AT AN R RUEE R
MRV A AR T R oK

#Ot TR IALIDAR(Light Detection And Ranging)
VE Ry —Fh T s AR, i & O RE A
WO P55 1Y 77 20, R SRR e RS B A AR AR 25 [ 4

AR T #HIEAE B, BA 0 &R I
PIRRETH &, 2005), ERMEEEHSEER
G EA T W BN BE 71 (Hyyppéd 55, 2008;
AR, 2013; P 5, 2014),

2 WOLHIRARS

POL I8 R Geic s 2 23 s il I A
EPIE PR, SPOEHOEHERICRIE E S
A4l AE S, 19 2 MK SO BT B, B AL
PO R BT BAWE A, Rk AR
T JE I AR 5 o F O IR BOA R,
A AL AR A2 2 07 1) SRR Bt
SO PO TR S T e 19 R I — R R Y T P 19

W EH: 2016-07-08; fEiTHH: 2016-07-15; EFHFHAREE: 2016-07-22
BEWR.: EHEE SR L EHR97311H0)4 5 2013CB733404, 2013CB733405)

E—EEEN:
lizengyuan@ifrit.ac.cn

BIEEEET:

FHIL(1959— ), i, B, T EMLRATIR BT BT TR, BT 1 RO E SR K . E-mail:

XPEFE(1978— ), B, BERAFSEGL, WFR5 1 bl iz B R K& . E-mail: liugqw@ifrit.ac.cn



RO % BOCT IR SR BT T 1139

AR UL DN ES A o O O B AR — R T ) T
B, OERERSHE O LORECE R, B ANSLICER |
LVISFIGLASSF(CE MK 55, 2013), BofiiBoLH A
R GE ] LUK /N G PR #odls . I ANRIEGL
Q6805 , PR b 7EAR Z2 )i H v o 22wy fifi /Nt B
BRI e o R ] R R O TR A LA
Optech, TopoSys. LeicafIRIEGL%:, i # #RIE
BERE RS = % BT C AT B S s S5k,
40 KA R AR ko R
FORKHEMMAE, MTEEEWN, FEEE
i =

21 EFHBFATERS

BEEHOCFBUDENEETLE, HT2ER
FRUBE 1) Ml F R RAE S AR AL . 56 [ VK = 5 i L s
£ D EICESat(Ice, Cloud and land Elevation
Satellite) I 44 20 1 #h BR B4 B0 = RS GLAS
(Geoscience Laser Altimeter System) /& & 1~ 2 24
HFILRGE (Zwally 25, 2002), FTlE vkl
A TINI R 70= SN L | I B
2 BERSHEAE20034E—20094F 4 BRI 75 3k .
GLASHLFE OGS R4 . Bk E M REGPS
(Global Positioning System)3ZULHL . 2IRERE: R
5, WOE TR KAFELAME(1064 nm)FIA] 14k
JE(532 nm) A, Z K RE N4 s, O K
KGR R40 Hz, HEOEABMAL0.1 mrad, YEHE
HRAEZT0 m, JEBEEHLEMRZ170 m, FOGIK %L
FALRFE D PR N1 ns, FIR183 dEE R4,
HRIE OGRS A BRZ15 km, 80°Zh [ FOGHERE
[B]FEZ92.5 km,

GLAS¥#a ™= il G 167, 73 MLevel 0. Level
1A. Level 1B. Level 225251, 5Level 022535 re
fn Ah SRR R S K S B
NSIDC(National Snow and Ice Data Center)43 % o
GLASO1. GLAS05. GLAS06. GLAS12-GLASI15
S E P, GLAS02., GLAS07-GLASI1E KA,
FEfh, GLASO3FIGLASO4/EGLAS T LA 3 5E i/
7 e GLASOME S T IS TR RIEE , GLAS02
& RATH, GLASO6M & 4 k2, GLASO07-
GLASIIUEKIEM IS . =2, EREE
P, GLAS12-GLAS1543 i & vkas . vk, FfiHb

PR b B O B Ik & R T ) A 4 55 E Y

VCL(Vegetation Canopy Lidar)(Cooper, 1997).
DESDynl(Deformation, Eco-systemStructure, and
Dynamics of Ice)(Hall 5%, 2011)fIICESat-2(Abdalati
45, 20105 Yu %%, 2010), UM f#EE ) Carbon-
3D(Hese %5, 2005)5%, VCL. DESDynIflICarbon-
3D P EIRIEZHGN, ICESat-2 2K T20174F
KA. VCLILEH TR A 93 4R 251, 114
B8 2 WA O B i MBLA (Multi-Beam Laser
Altimeter); DESDynl 2 H T2 BRA: ) f134EAa
gty , TR B L B AL & AL A2 ik Pol-
SAR(L-band Polarized Synthetic Aperture Radar)#l
Z U R EOE R IR K 1064 nm); Carbon-3D TLALH
TG eERAE YR, TSV CLAYMBLARIXL k]
J2 8F 4 BE(BRDF (Bidirectional Reflectance
Distribution Function) /%1% ; ICESat-2 T2 HF vk
MU DK AR AL, 45 280 e R U O I = &
%t ATLAS(Advanced Topographic Laser Altimeter
System), ATLASRKHMMKHETIHEE AR, #ok
PR H532 nm, KA 10 kHz, #OLDA6H,
B2 —4, AREEZ43.3 km, HMEEZ500 m,
JEREEARZ10 mo FEAEBOLHE BT HBRE T
B, TR A e Aol B B O R
SR,

22 HEHAEERG

MO T B UM Rz AL R,
FH T DI RURE 1 1 2 AR i B 728 AL . HL 2O
B IR RO K e — J O 25 RIS 7 1] o) RO,
SN I E NS R S (IS RO ALY S =R PRI BN
WOt A B ds . SEECh TIgiE B2 2O HE
ik, BOF T —RIWEBEOCTF IR RS, Bt
WO UG AL %A/ Bl MR 1 5 VK A% SRR L VIS (Laser
Vegetation Imaging Sensor or Land, Vegetation,
and Ice Sensor) . 72 [ # #HOGH il BUR AL
SLICER(Scanning LiDAR Imager of Canopies by
Echo Recovery). 2l & I oA 56 30k & i
MABEL(Multiple Altimeter Beam Experimental
LiDAR)ZF (¥ B FI5K TN, 2006), LVISJEVCLI
B #ATRIHLERE A, MABELJEICESat-2 12 3 fif
LAY, JTRE T 20 AT, IR,
TR IR FAR KSR, BT — R I ALK
WEFILRSG, #liRiegl, Optech, Leica,
TrimbleSF A A HEH THOLEHR B RG, TERKHM
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A RS AED mAR R TARG N . MR OfEis, HhOptech Titan iy ZUEBEOGER L, K

PO TR IR RGMNRIFTR, KA A B B

K 4532 nm. 1064 nmAN11550 nm,

F1 HBENEHATELRS
Table 1 Typical airborne LiDAR system
ST WL/nm PRF/kHz SF/Hz FOV/(°) MR/m LBD/mrad EM
NASA LVIS 1064 0.1—0.5 — 7 10000 2.5 W
NASA SLICER 1064 — — — 6700 1.5 B3]
532
NASA MABEL 5—25 — 6 20000 0.1 YTt
1064
RIEGL LMS- ,
0680i 1550 <400 10—200 60 30—1600 <0.5 W
1
RIEGL LMS- ,
1550 <400 10—200 60 50—5800 <0.25 32
Q780
Leica ALS60 — <200 <100 75 200—5000 0.15 A[a]3k%
Leica ALS70-CM — <500 120—200 75 100—1600 ~0.15 B3]
Leica ALS70-HP — <500 120—200 75 100—3500 ~0.15 37
Leica ALS70-HA — <250 60—100 75 100—5000 ~0.15 37
Leica ALS80-CM — <1000 120—200 72 100—1600 0.15—0.18 B3]
Leica ALS80-HP — <1000 120—200 72 100—3500 0.15—0.18 B3]
Leica ALS80-HA — <500 60—100 75 100—5000 0.15—0.18 B3]
Trimble AX60 pliAN 100—400 200 60 50—4700 <0.25 Erlis) 2
Trimble AX60i pliAN 80—400 200 60 30—1600 <0.5 Erlis) 2
Trimble AX80 pliAN 200—800 400 60 50—4700 <0.25 Erlis) 2
Optech ALTM
P — <100 <70 50 80—3500 0.3/0.8 EAmE)3
3100
Optech ECLIPSE 1500 <450 100 60 50—1000 — 71813
Optech Galaxy 1064 35—550 0—200 60 150—4700 0.25 8[ml 3k
Optech Orion-
P 62300““ 1541 100—300 090 50 501100 0.25 Al
Optech Orion- .
1064 50—300 0—90 50 100—2500 0.25 4[E]3
M300
Optech Orion- i
11300 1064 35—300 0—90 50 150—4000 0.25 4T3k
Optech Pegasus-
P HDg " 1064 100—500 0—140 75 300—2500 0.25 4l
532 0.35
Optech Titan 1064 50—300 0—210 60 300—2000 0.35 ZAE V3
1550 0.7

H: STHfEEERZ A (sensor type), WLIHOGHE K (wavelength), PRFJ}Jiknh & 5K (pulse frequency repetition), SFAFIHlifi= (scan
frequency), FOV AL ffi(field of view), MRyl (measurement range), LBD A& #Hff (laser beam divergence) . EM Ay [l

(echo mode).

ML O ik
AN ) A% B2 LN £

5H AT LR, 7T RARIE
S —EUE, IR A RUE E R
SB[ [ 22 A 25 00 o A7 i) T ML 28 L]
3F-£5 AOP(Airborne Observation Platform), AOP4E
J TR UL/ T A A ETEAL

BB HOE A

A HER A AAL(Kampe 55, 2010); 32 FEHTHHAR
K2EE ] T R i 60 25 WL SF- 5 CAO(Carnegie
Airborne Observatory), CAOIXI RAEHEM T 1]

DL/ 21 A N AG TS ASORN B 306 75 35 (Asner 45,
2007), CAO-2fURGHEM T o] W—H P LLIMlAE



T

HOLTE SRS BT 1141

EIEA . XA I PO T 34 R 5y 25 8] 3 8]
W-ELLI B S (Asner 25, 2012); SEFE T
Jay Rk fEzs | P i & T G-LiHT(Goddard's
LiDAR, Hyperspectral and Thermal) &%, MOt
WA OGS RIS I, TR AE R E LS
T FRARARTT J'E T 2 ®AT S5 (Cook 55, 2013),
Hh RO B A 5 e 5 AR SIS BT AT [ e
T CAF-LiCHY(Chinese Academy of Forestry-
LiDAR, CCD(Charge Couple Device)and
Hyperspectral) R4t, HEOGTHEIL . mOGIEATASAH
PL3FIE R AL, B RATRE AT DA [R5 AR BGHOT
I ADGAE R, FE P ER R BRI X TR T
N A (Pang 45, 2013, 2016).

Ffi# JC AFL(Unmanned Aerial System, UAS;
Unmanned Aerial Vehicle, UAV)& B4 A HYHRHE
KIE, WP T —2J AL E I8 R 4 (Nagai
&2 2004, 2009; Jaakkola &, 2010; Lin %,
2011), FHHUAS TN H . Nagai 58 A (2004,
2009)JF & T —MIC AWLHOETRIA RS, #5380 7K

WO SO B SARNLAE . T EDSM NS
PRAFAE; Jaakkola 55 A (2010)F1Lin 25 A (2011)¥
T/ N ANLHOE T I RGL(FGI Sensei),
EH T HOEHEAL . CCDAML ., Sk 4h
AL, SRR, AT DU S A AN [A] 18 &
fRi&ds, IFREH TABB IHIE; WallacedF A
(2012, 2014a, 2014b, 2014c, 2016)ffH]| T —Fh
TR T MBI TR I8 R G (TerraLuma), #5251
TRATHOC AN = 35 AR, T BRI
£r; Gottfried5E A (201547 T —Fh £ HEd o AL
BOETE IR RS (RIEGL VUX-SYS), 43 T m=iii
SCHE AR WL SEARAL, T ) MOl S 2 R ATl
W o

2.3 HEHNAEERS

b B TR IS — PR AE [ 7E b 5 AR B A
B, TR/ R R s M 3 4R 25 UL .
FROCTE R AT AR THLEFOCH L, —
H A 7K - T R 3R LT PN ) Rl e 2 ke W BRI 2
[N R, SR SO FR Ik sk 2751

F2 BABMEHETEIERS

Table 2 Terrestrial LIDAR system

eI WL/nm PRF/kHz SF/(Hz) FOV/(°) MR/m LBD/mrad EM
Trimble TX8 1500 1000  30—60 360x317 120 0.3 11m13%
RIEGL VZ-400 LT 100—300 3—120 360x100 1.5—600 0.35 LW
RIEGL VZ-400i pizan 100—1200 3—240 360x100 1.5—800 0.35 4—150a13%
RIEGL VZ-1000 LT 70—300 3—120 360x100 2.5—1400 0.3 32
RIEGL VZ-2000 LT 50—1000 3—240 360x100 2.5—2050 0.3 32
RIEGL VZ-4000 LT 30—300 2—240 360%60 5—4000 0.15 32
RIEGL VZ-6000 LT 30—300 2—240 360%60 5—6000 0.12 32
0.4—40
Leica ScanStaion P16/P30/P40 1550/658 <1000 —  360%290 0.4—120 0.23 317
0.4—270
Leica C5/C10 532 25/50 —  360x270 35/300 0.09 1713
1535 3—1250 0.15
Optech ILRIS-HD/HD-ER/LR 1535 10 —  40%x40 3—1800 0.15 1AL
1064 3—3000 0.25

3 BOLHRIBHARE AT

B IEAE JRCRRAR B AR AR oy, LA ) 4
Wy R AR WA 2y A R AR AR T RO
A RSB T SE T B G RN T 15

SR LI — R TR . B R g 2% T
HE e fie . wwg . Bohe, s N T,
ol R BRI Y 7 SN R SRR A, B3 S KR
el Z 5 M AR SC R R IE S . BOL T ki@ gk
VIR @)U ESI L N s I o o e L L O )
FICS A5 5 R IR AR 48 21 73 1 3 448 25 (] 6 5 25
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B, WLEREOE T 2 i L 3O B IR TE — 2 i
70 Bl BB FH TR ORI £, ALEROE TR IR R H A
R AR, T b RO TR IR SR H A ]
SRR, 3 Z ALEAA —E ) T AMAE (X
EMPEH, 2014),

3.1 NEMAFZREARETF

ML O T I8 76 1R B MO )2 1 — o =
AL A ] T W, AT DAAR S iy b AR HOARS 5eE L
et () 25 (B AE 38 2k AR 5 P S DA SR e 2z [ 1)
2B, DU e P AR MU () 23 [ RRAE, FR
F0 5 A P R e, AR X R BURS T 9 23 [RIRRAE o
AL O TR TR BE T DL B R O OR R L
WA, AR e T A A T RO, 4
G AR R RN 438, AT DL — 2R
7. BRE., EYE . RS S,
2008; BX#AFE, 2013),

O A B X BIL RO B A PR B R Ty vk i A T
TXF AT FIZE IR (Hyyppd 5%, 2008; Larsen 55,
2011; Kaartinen %, 2012; Vauhkonen %,
2012), WO REIR SR I AL A K1 7 ik T
PR3ZE, I RS A2 AN (CHM) H
P B R HFME (Brandtberg %%, 2003; Brandtberg,
2007; Koch %%, 2006; Popescu, 2007; Yu %,
2011; XUVERE %, 2008, 2010), FRACHMEAA
% SE2SE M B 1H—1k s ZZNPC(Normalized
Point Cloud) a5 51 B AR SETE (Alexander, 2009;
Reitberger %%, 2009; Lihivaara 4, 2012; Li 5§,
2012), FRANPCHUARM:; H3IIEH M n g 2k
TS [BIHE A AR FEAFE (Morsdorf 4%, 2003; Wang
&%, 2008; Vaughn 5%, 2012), FRAWRICEHA:,
X T BRI A IR0 e 1k B s 8] 23 A 19 4 SR SOt
TIRBAER L, — M AT EOE S, SO
TS R B A, SR FREE U R 4544 [+ (Liu
S, 20115 BRdtBERIE AL, 20115 £ % 55,
2015).

CHM AR 1 B AC SR B B I s o5 = 4 Sk b T
SUFVRE B A5, SR FH 4 {8 58 6 A ORI DEM AL
DSM#iiHH% , HIDSMiI Z:DEMAFEICHM, 3 i A7k
PO EE PRI TS . A i SRR . BT
CHM Y SRR TR 5 i — e o3 i ap, S5 1R 2
3 o S S e KB BT A Sl T, SRR AR HE AR e T
AR AE PR e 121 57 BB s 3 5 7] (Popescu 4%,

2002; Holmgren %5, 2003a; Maltamo &5, 2004;
Roberts 2%, 2005; Koch %5, 2006); #525p 2@t
CHM /B e W el i AL, SR I A oet 0 53 P Jmy s
I RABAE #4568 T 5, (Brandtberg 45, 2003), 7E
CHM H 8 2 Jey s 5 K AR I P SR FH [ 52 ol mT A8 7 1
RoF, %0 B RSH RO T e i . AR % B 45 A 1
(Zimble %5, 2003; Roberts &5, 2005), #CHMFE
TE—LEUFE X, T X CHME T8 AL #H (Maltamo
&5, 2004; Koch %%, 2006), IR R FAY
SEREVE S D3, B AR 2 SRR, B
SRR R, LB — e DA e R E
(Brandtberg, 2007),

NPCHURE B A0 G /H— b s = 4745
H, AFEKIERIA L . = MAF A Dk
B R R LA (Morsdorf 5, 2003;
Alexander, 2009; Lihivaara %, 2012; Li ¢,
2012), KIE RIS AR 21 = A br Z 6] A BRI
FE B RAAIE 23 [0 50 43 A B AR ARLEL A DX, R A
23 [0] PN 22 (]G 28 22 Rl /N Morsdorf %5, 2003).
= R A — e RO N R BT R i
KAE, R XA K L 7 (Alexander,
2009), DIt E A TR L L iR AR
SRR FE IR NI, 3R 1R 2 PR ) BRI 45
H(Lahivaara 45, 2012), Jaili KA RRE R
B R R W i I L e o o B N W= W)
i e AR PR L TR, AR A S R R A R B A
RS, A S P RIER, ERITA
R ARG (L 5, 2012),

TV N S LA - 7 21 LNy wieed 11 I N =
PERRICN T AL & 10 R 8, SR DB S 225 8
5. WangdF A (20084 HJE 0 — 1k i =52 5
Roozs ], X —m B R AT IR0, [/l —R
ARG I 28R UL, DATOU 2] S BR AR 56 1) 3R S
TEAHEBUAA . VaughnZE A (2012)82H T —FhLT
Iy BIE, Wim )2 R, B —)=
Koo, RIRITZ MIIEEE TS [ R 26, K
SHALFE SRR IT A EmE L B
TR 5, JE I X S EGH T A

T, A SRR N R BRI 2R A R
AR R AN A5 . Morsdorf 48 A (2003)7EF- i
JE DSM ARSI R R AR, B LA S SRR S
(B K R WPl ST AR 535 . Reitberger
5 N(2009)K- CHM B TE AR TTIE AR ZS A0 2
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ARATEA, BEA T B el il 7 KI5 2 53
FICHM, K73 H BTN Rl RAEAE y EJR AL
B, ORISR G 3 B BN B s B8O B T A
], SRHIRIEELDUIN R T FIRE . Gupta 55
AN Q010)%F LA BT T 3R R A[L, WifkHHEA
5 B TE KIS (fl H J vl e R e/ A e B R
JEE 445 U0) AT FH B RSP 289 (U IASU R 472 WPGMA
(Weighted Pair-Group Method using arithmetic
Averages) 7 2R, KB AR A CHMA SN
o s D i RS 4 i 1) 165 T KA B 1 2 i) B
AT AR T

3.2 HMEBFAFEREKRETF

i FEOG TR IR — AR AR AR L, e TR
— AR R B R 8 A K- B A AR BT N R
s, ARIGE B N RS, R R
— B G 2 T AR KT TR Y IE R 360° 3 R E
25 18] PN FFE 5O o PPk LI A f R B ImT v 000 s
[f] () ST AR TR 2 ()RR AE , 3 5t A B 3 i 2 0
SR, 7] AR BGI AD) 58 82 (9 57 R 25 [V R AE o 3
OG T I8 AT AR RS o b R BURR AR P9 8 25 T RR A
H T4 568 22 ) P AH B RY R A P AR oy 2%
T, ARMEFR OB 6 000 14 23 [RIRRAE 25 5 i AR
AR v o 3 2 b SO TR R B TT DA R U
KRODE . MR, iR, BESEgmE T, 465
HA R AR ] H 3B i — 2R DG

O M LSO TR IR BRI B AR 7 vk 22253 32
(Liang 5%, 2016), “H1ZEE24E 2RIk, 7El
UGS 24 Y] 2 TP T, SR R
G SRR LRSS, @ R R A
AR J2 AT DA R I 25 2 (Aschoff il Spiecker,
2004; Maas 5%, 2008; Tansey 5%, 2009; Lindberg
45 2012; Strahler %, 2008; Yao %%, 2011); 452
RN PR BRI T, AR D i (45 e IR R
ol R A SR B A T oL, K 3R I i R
2 4k 75 0] K 2 7 12 B AL R (Haala 55, 20045
Forsman 5§, 2012); #E3J8 2 A 00k, #2H
R B LA R G RIS T (Liang 5%,
2012),

LB TR IR AT DL AR AR 6L B AR £
WEEE, TR M O TR IR, BRI R E R AL
RGN MIREAR, FERREUR E H200—400 F/ha
IFRBAR P REREERINS0% L ERA, fEfERR B
KT1000 #h/hafit 25 AR K AR 70% IR A, Xt

T2 M EHOETHIS, HlFAE62%—100%Z
(B8], AR T AR ARG AL RISt T # 5 W A 0 ok
— N 1—2 em, MO T FRMISRUFNI v B A
A BARAT IR 25— MR LK (Maas 55,
2008; Yao %, 2011; Lindberg 55, 2012; Liangfil
Hyyppé, 2013; Kankare 55, 2015),

T T R R

ARG 2 FRAAI PN 5 285 A0 R AU RS A A AL T 5 208
AT M B SO B I DX AR, T AR i A R 4
B RRPRECUER . AR . BBEAE . MOEZ IR SER T
R PR SEH . RG24 4 TR 1 T LA T 00 s 2 B v
Sy RRDL, BRI SR TR, AR R R
THREM, Bl pARETFEI SR, F
R . MR ERES, 5 HEl 5
3], BIAAREA S . ARZEE . B EOLE AT
FLAEAR UM 53 4544 9 F (Holmgren %%, 2003b;
5 4, 2008a, 2008b), AT K RGARILT
MRS [RVE B 22 e K, B 3RO B T8 AR A% R X
LR LI, AL oL B IR RS AR U
B UL, b I HOR TR AR TR INE
ORISR, AN A5 R T ) T 7 i 23 1 HH

PN Ay V€ RE o 1 e v S R 1 T
DIAR 5 568 22 w8 4 A R A 5 e v 0 8 {7 1) ) 5%
GRS SE, plndye . HEME.
1= W T AL (Nesset, 2002; Holmgren, 2004;
PackalénfilMaltamo, 2007; Hudak 55, 2008). 3
S I8 B R AE 25 8] ] LAY b s 2 AL P
BT SRR S ] 5 i B R S B AT 4
B, TFEAR G e AR ERR R, B WA [R] )
FENEC, FREIME . bR R WA, Bl
BEEBIAFE S . S TEAR 6 2155 (Goodwin 45, 2006;
Wallace 45, 2014b); JETPIEFRIESS [ 1) 71k 02
FE—E P25 [ B PY , 4a HR S e 1 v 2 [ o ol
TE BRI a0, AR iR 55 A Al
B, WWHEBICRER, BIBIE 05 BB %
H. BIERIE . BRI AR ik
B RIVERE R, SRABIEST . Hldess ) 5
LR A SE AR S 8 (Zhao %5, 2011; Gleasona
FiIm, 2012; Garcia-Gutiérrez &5, 2015),

5 WOLTEIRBRMN A

ARMRAL A T B AR — 5 I 18] Ta] B Y H T AR AR
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H S AR . AN TP 5 R 2 5 A i AR
H SR AR, BRI AR ROIR B A AR R
FOBG I, ARSEE RO B, AR 9eE =2 [ 23 B 1 i 2>
B, AERUR. KA iE . ST RSN R &
HIE MM A R ERRS . o, NTAER . (8]
B/t . BRMOE L FALRE . SRYIA AR L AR
Koo I RS A 2 LR e ARG ) AR
fE(McElhinny %, 2005). i id 2 i AHEOG T A%
Pea, W LA AN O AR ARG AL AR AT

YuZE A (2004)f PTG TR S50 AR AR A 1
T MR HOAR B AR [] 2R 199 8 4F il
20004F, Ao REAERKERE NS ecm, HEHINE
ARG N 10—15 em, RERSHRIN T A B R,
A, ABEBRI IR RAKAY /I . NaessetFllGobakken
(2005) i AT TR B 0 T ARl Ko, s
SR ] R 19994 F120014F, K e 2 5 i A A
A Al I AR AR A K, BB L B
H R A L D ) v BRSO 28, HORER
TRA I 24 JE 0 A K RS B AIK . YuSs A(2006)
i PO B s R T 2 i A K, B
SR ] A 19984E FI20034F , X Fb 00T T W5 Y
I RZB2E{E . DSMZ ] 1) 22 (5 F & B 4 5K
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Review on forest parameters inversion using LiDAR
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Abstract: LiDAR can be used to obtain forest spatial structure and terrain under canopy with high precision by transmitting laser energy
and receiving returned signals. Full waveform LiDAR is able to record whole energy of returned signal and characterize vegetation vertical
profile with sub-meter. Discrete return LiDAR records single or multiple echoes from stratified canopies. Spaceborne LiDAR usually config-
ures laser profiling system with full waveform or photo counting technique to acquire single or multiple beams data under satellite orbit for
vertical structure or change observation of forest at regional or global scale. Airborne LiDAR often use laser scanning system with discrete
return or full waveform technique to obtain scan data within special FOV under flight trajectory for structure measurements of forest at stand
or regional scale. Terrestrial LIDAR mainly carry laser scanning system with discrete return technique to get scan data within spherical space
centered at observing station for detecting vertical structure of individual trees or forest stand. Inversion methods of individual tree paramet-
ers may be group into three category including CHM-based, NPC-based and voxel-based methods. CHM-based methods recognize tree tops
by local maximum algorithm, and detects crown edges or crown main direction by region growth or image segmentation. NPC-based meth-
ods distinguish individual trees by spatial clustering or morphology algorithm. Voxel-based methods identify tree crown by region growth or
spatial clustering algorithm in 3D voxel space. Forest stand parameters can be estimated using individual tree based or canopy height distri-
bution based method. The features of canopy height distribution may be extracted from point cloud or full waveform. Multiple temporal
LiDAR can be used to monitor forest growth, biomass change, structure changes caused by deforestation or disaster. It will be widely used in
the field of operating organization or scientific research such as forest inventory, ecosystem modelling, etc. as the development of LIDAR
technique.
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