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Estimation of Forest Parameter and Biomass for Individual
Pine Trees Using Airborne LiDAR

Liu Feng Tan Chang Zhang Gui Liu Jingxuan
(School of Science, Central South University of Forestry and Technology, Changsha 410004, China)

Abstract; The LiDAR point cloud and a survey of seven plots Larix olgensis plantation in Changbai
Mountain area of Heilongjiang were utilized as the experimental data. A method combined crow height
model and 3-D point cloud segmentation was used to identify individual tree. The forest parameters and
aboveground biomass based were estimated by using stepwise regression analysis. Experimental results
showed that the forest parameters estimated by LiDAR had good correlation with field data. The
coefficient of determination between prediction values and observed values of the tree height, crown
diameter, DBH and aboveground biomass were 0. 8732, 0.633 5, 0.790 3 and 0. 799 2, respectively.
The average fitting accuracy was 88.34% , 83.46% , 85.11% and 86. 19% , respectively. The average
biomass of young, half mature, near mature and mature Larix olgensis were 25.12, 94. 08, 117.74 and
279. 33 kg, respectively.
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B2 UA M FAMLEL LIDAR 847 K X 38 6 2f R 7% U5
PEAE D TR R RBE A A DG 5T L AR 4k 4R
S RO 2 I A e AR R, AR
Ji FEHER 1R G AL B AR 45 4 2 i)
[ P 2438 R ) LiDAR 78 AR 43 RUBE P9 X6 SF- 24 4%
o IR et A5 1 210 BBOA T AR DG s, TS TR
FERORCR M s A AR IR AT TR, R
F AL, A PR RL 2 K R AR P e U PR A
SCAE R M AR S PR W T TR I %) FE B
A SCER T — R R I HLER LiDAR A5 80K 2 50F0 4=
YL ) RS HEAROIL R IR R A SR AT i AR

1 HARMREHARTE

SR
WEFE L DAL T PR IEVLAS T 22 T 2R B 2% B bk 37
(44°2" ~44°55'N ,129°24" ~129°37'E) , bz b I LA
Tl st Ao 3 3 m wm AU AR, ~F- 2T 4k iE 400 ~
800 m 17l DX J TRl 2 XU fe | 4 Z= 7608 T4
HERBEZE, B 3. 5°C 4K & 500 ~
600 mm , JCFEHIZ 120 d, 23— R RERR AR L
M PEAE B DU Y% A (Larix olgensis ) i 1)
BRI R S AR, FE BT R MROM AT L0 K ( Pinus
koraiensis) JFaF ¥ ( Pinus sylvestris var. mongolica) |
PHME ( Betula davidiana) \¥EW ( Quercus mongolica )
& ; FEHEARA BET( Corylus mandshurica ) | IS
( Lonicera altamanni) KL ( Lespedeza bicolor)

1.1

FAEBE ( Cerasus tomento ) %5 ; EEEARY A & 5
( Carex tristachya) MWL E; (Herba artemisiae) %,
1.2 LiDAR R4 55 4

PO TR IR B SRR E] 2 2008 4E 9 H ik
FERAGE A 2 47 RAT , MR AR 6 b DX 5 ] R
TR YRR SR DL, W s 2R 18 2%, iy
[ E B4 25% , AT 800 ~ 1100 m, HOELH
KRG LiteMapper5600 , 1% R G L6 Riegl LMS —
Q3560 HU L, AEROcontrol-TTd 42 1 B 2 {37
A4l — 4 IGL DigiCAM 14K Y % % 48 AL,
LiteMapper5600 4t 38 1+ & 5 B o A8 47 SO ik i -
FEUSCR ST 0 11 A5 510 S Mo i 23 [R) {8, 0 oS
+20 mm, YEBER/NZ) 25 em, P ITERALBIBE 1 ns, Bk
PR AR e 100 kHez, OB A BN £ 0.5 mrad,
AL £22.5° FAIBUEZ 5 ~ 160 17/s, F4H A
FEIE 0.002 5°, ZXR PR 0.6 m, VI 5 = B
5~10 1~/m’,

W SRS IX 35 N Y 2005 4 R MR ¢ T 3% 227 A
[ % A B S 2008 4F 9 H B AR #b 7T RE AL
i, W HIE A E R s 7 MK 50 m x50 m AN
TTARTTTEAE M, XA b A T R ARG R . P g 728 R
N B A8 5 B RGN St et R 5 =R I v 4 S
B 155 s DGPS T4 i A 8 4 Hb B AR 2 67, Sl B
FFEARJGIRER 568 MRIKIFEA , = ZERFiOE I i
FILLHA , 5 85% |, TIHERS HIBLSE i 15% , FEAGE T
HANER 1 R,

R1 BEHEHER

Tab.1 Field data characteristics of sample plots

R TN MR L Py

WRTE  FREiE

IR EA TR Mk MOmE

s /a /m W/ m /m HA#&/m F#%/m /em /em /#f+hm 2 fn

1 7 412 2.64 0.85 2.06 0.43 3.55 0.32 2185 0.20
2 15 425 11. 66 1.09 3.43 0.88 10.97 0.65 1850 0.55
3 20 458 13.26 1.24 4.58 0.97 13. 62 2.91 1 060 0.70
4 24 550 14.77 2.03 5.25 0.99 15.59 2.98 1150 0.75
5 27 421 15. 63 2.14 5.41 1. 11 16. 88 3.12 970 0.85
6 35 526 18. 54 2.31 5.32 1.29 18. 94 3.45 680 0. 80
7 47 606 23.33 2.41 5.99 1.32 25. 46 3.92 520 0.85
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M R A IS RO AT R O 25 0T AR
RGEVEDR S, AT 4R it 18] (1 PN BB — 3k, ke s
U FARZE KT 5 em PO SOR FHSCHR[ 13 ] A9
RUEA AT 22 . @R Axellson' ™ $2 H A AS LI
= A6 0 D 7 i TR AT A TR A A D A )
2, il id — S BURADT R — DR B TIN, R 5
HR AR~ A5 TIN B BE 2T A0 2R AN 2% 5 2= % B
A RS IEBE N AT N T dn 4R LR AT g
FETE B R BN B BRI o, i — 2D AR S o NG B
43 9% LT A5 2 AR H T 8 =< #E4 T Kriging 4 {E , 18
RPN 12 ADEE A A UM T 55 T e R A A
(DEM) FIECF R AR (DSM) , i T i 56 3 X 2
MHL, 7T E K DEM A1 DSM #:47 K & 22 {H 12 15
BB 7eE = A2 ( Crown height model, CHM)
1.3.3  HR

SKHITE CHM b3k 7748 56 £ BRI E — 4 2 [ i
TR R = o3 B S & 0 I e AT ARSI,

(1) BRI A5 7 /& CHM 42 HUw 7 A7 38007
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AR RIBG 1 Wk K 5 TR S
TCE PR AR S5 A T A S T R AR IR
CHM H R ek Tl 19 5 5, 1 S R T s A
Laplacian 555K H A% 7 DX 38, 7 8 P A5 L 7
BRWEN o (1 Ja FB A AR RAEAD 1 35 K0 W el 2 %5
SR p! T R T A 38 B e DX ) 7
(M 1 AR A 1T AT AERE 1 AR
0 B ARG RSN ERERR S BRI
TAHAR R Z IR WU R 275 R4k p”,
F e R MM 4 p Cp' Np"VENFRIC, X CHM 3
Fror oKW 73 E) LB S L, b3 T ik IR AT AT K
SE AR T A BOSCR B G, Fi HCAR) AR 7 1 552 00 155 250
FEAKH R (EAE = HIS P el 2 e ) 7 0 T ) 5l 23 1
WRIEBOR A WX 2 R T 1), 2R
JEHGE T Yk CHM AR EHS A8 e A0 1t H 2 350 70 0 1
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W, B RSO SRR 2%

10 15 20m
()
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Fig.1 Crown edges with CHM at different canopy densities
(a) AR (b) HAEABEA (o) WM

(2) FE =42 [ th A BRGS0 B R S H 2
Qe O 7 2 N = o (Y = e
SR ] FeAE A ( Markov random field, MRF) 414, MRF
FEAY R RE Sz e s 25 B B AL SCRE Sz M s 25 T R 25
[B) 4544, FIIFH Bayesian PRIEE B 55 2 S0 560 1 4%
e oy 56 56 o3 AR B A, SR T B KO 5 Ah T
( Maximum a posteriori, MAP) 753 &5 = b3S 15070

arg max p(flx) =arg max p(x1f)p(f) (1)
A p(flv) W5 5 e E
p(x1f) \p (f) ——ri 53 A I ARLSR AR 25 1A
EhR T SRR

FR4E Bayesian BHig, 20 (1) A2 F K i & 4B

W T ( Cliques) I BE R E Fe/ME

E(f) = X 0(xluo0) +A X w, B, (2)

{p.ql €d

A g PR P R A

,3;,,—%% N 5455 (kronecker delta)
w, — AR BUE

pP.q

ARG AR KL AL, B 25 18] 56 RANE N

w}’v[I =
0 (f(ped) =f(qed))
e 00 e 20w o M) o 000 (f(ped) #f(qed))
(3)
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Fig. 2

(a) bricfEml oK I LB E (b)) AR =%

1.3.4 BORSECS Y RARI
TES AP A HEAl AT AR SEAGI, oT i
FEAS BN A W v R EE I G A28 AR A ) e e 3 o A O
AR REREAR S, 7F =2~ TPl R AT
I R S M T R 2 (R A B R RS B
H(m) 7E CHM | i % 5 i & 43 %1 31 530 5 i
D(m) %A T ANE A 7 Mk,
HT T 5 I P bR A3 v AR S 4 1) 2 AN U E
AR MR 3 AR PR L 4 AT il sk IF R
D=(R,+R;+R, +R,)/4 (4)
HL#AL LiDAR %% 4 AR X & 2 4l W 5 oK fg 42
@ (em) 3 R I & AR IR [R) 42245 21, — oo e g7
PR A SR HOE
Ing =In(a,D) +In(a,H) +a,
KPP a ., a0, —WEEESEL
HLEL LiDAR HE A A B A6 I A= W it H g id
o B PR i R A S5 2 ) e Al 0 A ) e, 2 IR
SCHRL 18 ] M 5 ik, ST K VR AN 4% e B AR W) i
1 (kg) Al MY
n =B, (¢ H)" (6)
X B, B, WEYRIESE, b EAYRER T
Y g BAEYE p, MY E 9, T, R
J SPSS 16. 0 8 73BI% X (5) L (6) #HATZ LB A
W15 43 A1 , 76 B b LY 568 PR SR rf il B 32 %
70% 4 AKLE | BRI 398 Bk HA KRS N LIDAR %X
P A AR R4S 30% , B 170 Bk S B B 1E
ATRERIPEA 30T K B0 TERE AR AR R 56 E
REAAT IR T4 2 4005 K A X Oy AR 22 PR ik —
I3

Pm:% 21 (1 —abs(Tl.—};,;) x100% ) (7)

(5)

(b)

PE MRF BRI LK 5 2 0 4 RS RE A B
K 2¢ JEAE BB FIHERN - SRIAIAERSCR 558
WA —2,

©

=S A R T R AR

Individual tree point cloud segmentation in 3-D space

(¢) H.zorEJE PR e

1 n
Epyse = an (Ti _Pi>2

i=1

(8)
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P, —HIA KGR
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2.1 EIRKIAFIE

S H AR H K 83. 63% (F22) , i 4 Fl
55 PuRE s (b AR B9 IR R AR, g
88.46% M190.91% , 55 6 % 7 B (U BN Al 24
MY, 5350 85.39% F1 84% , 55 1.2 .3 Bkt
(4R FAK, 43 9°h 72.73% 79.57% .82.93% .,
1 R H IS AR AR R T R 51 R, HoR
SEAARH], LIDAR 8= 43 A A FLEE, AL CHM A1
SYE SR A EI S A O BE A RO R R R LU
5 BRI AAR T AR A, S AR e 1% I 8 S, 7F
CHM I — A48 XN AT BB AL & 2 BRR i %))
AR AT /N, MR 9 LiDAR S = #/0, H
25 5 5 Mo TG B AV A 15 VRV, 1 R B R AR
2.2 HWE.EIRFMEEEN

B AR v Ak 0 {1 S 2 ) Y R R
0.8732 (&l 3) (X Fw LM, Y Fon Ak E, T
H), LA K N 88.34% , ¥ AR IR 2 N
0.46 m, KW LiDAR 45 68 5 -l DU 3 2R AW 57,
R A P Aot DO P38 3k i K, 2 i PR U2 LiDAR A5
75 5 P AN Il AR 5 TR T v A B A AR 1 T
FRT Y CHM 45538540 Bl PN SR A5 S04 000 4 X o 4
S Xt R v Ao O 1 4 1) A8, = 82 AT 3 ok AR el )2
SETR IR PR Hr " K L b 3o BB 4 L% T
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Tab.2 Single tree recognition rate and parameter setting

FEH FEH vl vl (A= ae] 8 S8

2t TR % Rk R/ % WE/m  fRifEE/m o BE d,p/m Z(p,q/m M, y/m b, /(%)
1 77 56 72.73 1. 60 0. 56 3x3 0.5 1 1.5 60 ~ 80
2 93 T4 79.57 1.62 0.58 3x3 0.5 1 1.5 60 ~ 80
3 82 68 82.93 1.52 0. 56 3x3 0.5 1 1.5 80 ~90
4 78 69 88. 46 1.37 0. 54 3x3 0.5 1 2 80 ~90
5 99 90 90. 91 1.38 0.55 5 x5 0.5 1 2 80 ~90
6 89 76 85.39 1.45 0.57 5x5 0.5 1 4 80 ~90
7 50 42 84.00 1.46 0.55 5 x5 0.5 1 6 80 ~90

A1t 568 475 83.63 1.52 0.56

BORARE = BT BN, DA i S RS 2

LA S R At 00 S =2 T 1 e R Bk
0.6335( &l 4) PRGN N 83.46% , ¥ 5 i i
FER 0. 82 m, ¥ ok 7 M 1 A7k 000 A R O R 1) D R
CHM S0 FER AR, B 7 1 5 AN WA 8 5 591 J2 7 S 1]
G R v RS T R 7 Nval < YA £ R 3 o 4 A =
FRic4a il 37K I 57 v ek B o3 sk 40

3071
Y=0.799 4X +2.450 2
251 R?=0.8732

z,
=

(=]

w
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LiDARIIH 5 /m

5

0 s 1o 15 20 25 30
SR L/m

B3 e D S DM e
Fig.3  Scatter plots of height between estimated

value and field value
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Fig.4 Scatter plots of crown diameter between

estimated value and field value

LS NI E-AL /N N R ERSE = I P R X Y
G UG RERHAG), FIHRE o o, oy 539
410.534.0.632.,0. 136, ¥ 77 R % 22 4 0.23 cm, #
SEREULR 70.818(p <0.001) , MIE R ECHIFR
HETRZEE , 16 B B I 428 5 A 1o R e s 22 B 3% 1
FHOG . HHAT o, > o, 0 I M A28 (0T U 7 2 rh AR v % iy
FRAT IR ) TR K T el iR A9 TRk 3, X 5 At A
FERRFEAR BT A A A T 5 S 2

[ AP RO 0.790 3 (L S) , XL K N
85. 11% , Y HiR 2% K 2. 01 em , IEL Gt 22 F £
PRV RS, 0 B S ) 428 1 1 98 o) 2505 e it R 35 11
SR X B T ] U 5 2 56 4 7N BALA 118 il 422 8 Uk
T[] 9 5 2Rt R A AR et I AR it i ) SR A

25
~ ¥=0.699 4X +3.450 2 °
g 55l 5
8207 R?=0.7903
D\t
= 15t
%‘ 107
g =l
s 5 5
0 5 10 15 20 25

S AR/ em
5 A ke S R A
Fig.5 Scatter plots of DBH between estimated

value and field value

2.3 BARLEWMEMHN
KA E YR S AR A (R 3),
Vo454 B AR RS B A EAEY) 8 g = n, +
0, +m, , FhIIE S S 22 18] 4tk 2 2250 0. 799 2
(B 6) , PG HE K 86. 19% , KW o* H AER T
WA R TR IR | KN R T A
X BAACAE W R A, HLAZ B TR BE S5
JITLAAG B K 1) PR A AR Shii Fe AR
£3 BAREWERPABRRSEIEE

Tab.3 Regression equation and parameter setting

of single tree biomass

EIEER 4 BTk

i - - 2

FIRIR B B, i';iﬁ/kg R
ns =B, (¢’H)P 0.026 0.8992  9.85  (.898"*
ng =B, (¢*H)P2 0.019 0.8001  2.54  0.854**
1, =B (*H)?2  0.0013 0.9434  0.93  0.799**

# % p <0.001

4 SRR 3 AR 7 Sk p 4
FIVE A PR A 8 B S A i, T L 2 AR
e BRI B R TR 0, REE T R A A %)
IR (FEHL 1.2 A1 3) FAARSERBE Yy 25. 12 kg,
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Fig.6  Scatter plots of individual tree biomass

between estimated value and field value

HS AR (FEHE 4 F1 5 ) SRS 4= )5 94. 08 ke,
PTBBR(FEHE 6 ) FIRLAAR (FEHL 7) FRR A=Y 5
117. 74 kg 1 279. 33 kg, L& FRAAR 4], £ 0 15 5]
FEo R BEANEN T URALE Y RAZ . BiE
AT BTABIA , 1 1 I RA A AR I B 15 R TR
SRR BRI R 7 B 24 SRR K
APt AP A T, 26 2 35 AR AROR

F4 AEHMKAZEHRTEHREREYE
Tab.4 Average individual biomass of Larix

olgensis at different sites

Z IR H BN T A, S OB e A o R, B
AR AZ IR DRI K B IR 8] B A A= g 18 AR
g, BEJE S ARE AR, B AW, B
RIS Kl B, (o’ H) PR ARIHLE T R
S T RS R 45 I LR i, I XA )
B KA RIS SR A i 2R AT T AR5 0, 25
REEFH = BIRART A

3 HRIF

DLRR B VT 24 B AR 37 Sk i 5% X, 2R /N O BE
LiDAR i xt N M F17% AR SRR HEAT T S804
R AR R, R CHM 56 i 5 48 BBORT = 4
Rl Py 3 = b N7 B¢ o~ 2 5 e = 7 N ]
RF v R IR W E AT A B LA K B 43 1k 88. 34% FNI
83.46% , 45 FFRWIHLEL LiDAR Al 0 (9 K (1 7% i
FURSHS SR HLA BT WA DG, BB A2 5K
Bromi FHZESR . WA 2 Ae A v et s 1 Sl 4 5
R, WALBROCRE , A SCT7 R/ IN A2 iy Akl b
R U,

ARSI 2 FL A A IS T A X R A

s S BRI kg FIER AR b, T2t PR AR e TR ) e S5 %1 L
1 nt At 1) A3 A DA SR T S8 A S g MR LS &) 1
1 7 0.985  0.840  0.173  1.998 FE o T ELSTE O, % T BE AT R ST PR EE SR R
2 5Bl 64 145 21069 TS HUR 2% BE (AR TR 8 A T ] 4[]
3 20 38.522  10.904  2.542  51.968 X
4 24 69.441  19.428  3.895  92.764 SHBFFETARRT, — AR B IR Ay
5 27 73024 18421 3.953 95 398 YRR RS B A AR o T L PR AR A 9 i
6 35 88.955  23.823  4.966 117.744 FiAh , ANEZEST LiDAR £ F B e i A e (5 Bt A
7 47 224.454  45.545  9.331  279.330 [A], DA U A58 X5 G A R 456 1 5 s L TR PR TR 25
& £ X W
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