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Abstract

Forests are crucial terrestrial ecosystems with wide distribution and substantial biomass, playing a vital role in the
global carbon cycle. The estimation of aboveground biomass (AGB) in forests serves as a significant indicator of
ecosystem productivity and is pivotal for studying material cycles and global climate change. Traditional methods
for AGB estimation rely on individual tree-scale or forest stand-scale tree physical structural information
measurements, which are often time-consuming and labor-intensive to obtain. Remote sensing technology offers a
solution for comprehensively and multi-temporally obtaining forest structural information in large scale, making it
indispensable for forest AGB estimation. Therefore, it is important to review and summarize recent advancements
in remote sensing techniques for estimating forest AGB to promote their application and guide the development of
related industries. This paper presents a comprehensive overview of the principles and methods used for
estimating forest AGB using optical data, synthetic aperture radar (SAR) data, and light detection and ranging
(LiDAR) data. It also analyzes the current status of synergistic estimation of forest AGB using multiple remote
sensing data sources. The study highlights three key findings: (1) The use of novel remote sensing data, such as
high-resolution satellite imagery and Global Ecosystem Dynamics Investigation LiDAR data, is expanding the
boundaries of spatial and temporal resolutions, providing enhanced data sources for forest AGB research. (2)
Synergistic approaches that combine multiple remote sensing data sources show promise in improving the
accuracy of forest AGB estimation, but further optimization of related models is needed. (3) Machine learning,
artificial intelligence, and deep learning techniques have been widely applied in forest AGB estimation, but
continuous research on remote sensing mechanisms remains essential for innovation. Improvements in models and
methodologies should revolve around a better understanding of these mechanisms.
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FRAH A2 (AGB)E ARMAES KRG s
(1) RE = FEAR AN TR, VP AR A R G R
R GEATHE R 55 U5 ] 7 2201 FH DRI 1R B H A (ORI
T MIITHE 2, 2004; Lu, 2006), 2347422 R Gim
PEIR SRRk AT A SE R . WERA . KT Bl I T AR AR
AGBX RS RGeS M4 R 8k P A
 E X (Kumar & Mutanga, 2017), tH72& 4Bk X
AR A S BB A A S R U DR R

& 40 1) AGB A% 5507 6 M St 3k A2 K O 72 B ¢ T
TGt 22 0 FE A, X Fh J7 V2 MO T S A 7 45
W, FERGUFEITANRARIN GG . &E5%
MRZEL, AR S E(Dong et al., 2016), i#
SRS S G O sl O = VARG O/ Bl == O i
(Bond-Lamberty et al., 2002; Dong et al., 2016). J#it
A7 2 ) A T DA S s 347 %
AL B, AT 3 6 4 AN BIF 7 X380 A2 ) R
(Houghton et al., 2001; Chave et al., 2005). {HJ2&, iX
FhJ7 SN T AR iy 578 RE R, TESLPRERfE R
P BRI BR D7 WA T SRR A, HLAER ) RUE
Az (a8 R BRI, oy i sl 22 WAGB
EEWEM(Lu et al., 2016; Tsitsi, 2016).

TE A R AR MR R T 8048 L FL RS B &
BHARTFE, S50 HEE ML, PR KR
fE B NI 0. W JiRIntE] . R EGE B K
W AR HORTRUAR 156 b [R5 S 8 77, I H K
MR T T IREGR G BIRCR, S 2 N AT
MRAZ B BRI AN B B (FF A5, 2002). 201H40904F
R, T TR R AR TE Hh B R 2 R 7 AR A
(IS ], — 28523 F| H Landsat i B4 A T2
TIE BT T AERAS [F] b X AR b A 4 2 (Hame
et al., 1997; White et al., 1997). BEHE R AR
B, ANE )RR AT PARE RO AR . AT
FER—BUNAE B, 1K EG T LLid 5 oK JE Y (1)
I THARGE R FETRAR . ZEARAN ) FEAN [F) 2 (R A
(R 7R 4k, BRI AT DA 70 B R AS 4 F0 25 [a)
B ) iz Hh AR AR AR

MRk, [ P A AN [ 1) A R AR ) B
MR AR SCHI FEIEAT T 2538 « Guof§(2017) WA Hiu A

B AR W R IR B T AT SRR, W T AN R IR
S AGB RS FEAT) 3 4k S22 7, XuZE (202 1) X0k
IS (LiDAR) HHE 75 FR AR R REE AGB il B304
THEA, B T LIDAREE /£ AGBAl 548 17 /)
AL, JEHRH 7 HA LIDARS: 577510 J5 IR 14
PLR it — 30 G I 775, Abbas®(2020) )i T 3T
AN [F) 1) 2 I A B AT AR AR AGB 1 3812 B ik 22
fEEJRTE, FF5RIHLIDARXS #R M e 2 i i K 7 BL4G
FIROULIAR KRR b2 sk AGB Ak 5o SR,
DA b 53R S A [ 3 Jk 7 sU7E FL A AR B 2R U AGB
B R, BRI 8 BT SO AR AR B R RUEE
(PRI, A 5T AR AR A4 B AGB A 5 I 9
SR, I A Sfe 1 R AV A e, B B B SRR 1
HIRZE BRARAGBAR R R T8k fE . Bk, A3
O TOB B R R Bt e & i 7 A R ARAGB
ST TSP RgER, NOEEEIR. &l
1275 15 (SAR)MILIDAR &5 28 J& 77 U R, % 8 B
ARAERRARAGBAE 577 7] 1 B 5 K 3847 % EG AT
I3HT, E98 CA B FUAE AR AR AGB At 557 TS ) gk
J& LA R T I B i) R, AR Sy A DG 9 4 41 225 A

FEC
1 BETFAFEBRMAGBHAR
1.1 #pA

LT 20 20804 FEAR, Dt 1 BRI 6 B H
TR Al AT (Eriksson et al., 2003). B4 8 &%
HRBZB I e, R 2 i 25 73 2 i
I3 PR IAE AR F T EARAR I AR &, AN
8L TR A5 36 [E i Landsat-8 < KK T K J= 1
Sentinel-2Fl1E[1 & [f]CartoSat1-1. E N KHEFE=5T
B(ZY-3)F &4 R T RS R R gt & 4
PERI D REMAR, Hh, ZY-3KF =2k Sr ik 2
P, R 2 R IR AR M AR R, ] 5
SO0 AR RS B A I GBI A, 20125 koA
2 2016); mor R4 AR E A FHH A,
BAEB S HER, T /BT E A TR IR
. HEISHTAGBMEM &S R NFTER
GF-1 (Liu et al., 2022a). GF-2 (Gou et al., 2019)All
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GF-75 P& . HiR S NGE-75 P RERM T WL
USROG S E R 3 2 &M g A s, fs T
Z M EAE B 5RO S EdRE, XA R E ROE T A
AR KB (IS, 2020). X S8 T BEAL B AR AT
SR HOHE A R SRR T 2 T O 5 08 8K 1) AR
AGBHFL(H#, 2017).

FERBIEAR LAk R e E R, flna.
G, AL AN B, AR, X IE(E B S A
WIS WA < B (Song, 2013). Kk, HATM A
2 A AR 0 BT SR IR AU R AR
TSR A RS, EAE S EA
BATMAR DSOS &, MRIL AT DAL SR TE R A A
SUHE B S G50 B IR SR A Sk, mT BAYRD
SRR R, Boa iR A E B A IR — A
RS A R] LA 3] Ll S ) ol 1 AR B B A PR A 28R
(Lu & Batistella, 2005). % 45 202 X 1 A HOIR 0
Ifei . HARORA SRR R, B 2 N T VPl
B A ROIR I A WG ] A 7= R W A 7= 45 O T
(Foody et al., 2003; Zheng et al., 2004). 2151 1 #F
i FH PRI RE B 8 8 R R A
12 XFERGEEAGBHERAE

2 18 B R T ARt 2 i iR R, T LA
fefitmE ik R . 26Tk R B AR AT DUR I

RL O H R EO H R

Tablel Several popular vegetation indices and their characteristics

PO 2 e 5 B, B EA RS 2= 09
N, TESEPREA Y, T 20 E T R
W2l T R0 B 615 ST A DUIA Bl R R
Ho G EE AT LLIRAS 22 FhAS ] )02 ] RUBE
(RN BRARFAE . RS A TGS S HR N T E 1D
5, ATCAR AR A T AR, Rl R R A 1
AR F(Colomina & Molina, 2014), 7E#xMAGB
Aoty U 5 HP 2 T H A v R TROURS B o (E AR 2,
FHEC T 7K P50 AT 45 0, FROPK IV 2 B 45 44 B0 2 2%,
Atk fE3EAT ARARAGBAL HIN, 141 R 24 &%
K 3RAR KT 43 A A7 RN A 18 B R SR 1 B
45 ¥y 15 B LAY [ 33847 AGB A% 5. (Zhu et al., 2020;
Tang et al., 2022). H A 2T 2 6 i R vm e i i 8ty
HARMAGBII 772 KBTI 43 N A S ik fdE S
ik, wEFR.
121 EIYASHE

T A B FE 505 AGB 2 0] B A BT (R AH S5 1,
D] bk AT DA e 3 g 37 B A R SR 3 AT AGB B A
. AGBIE AL IR 7T W AR B E B R v 20k
TR v T T S AR s P R — 3 SRR A 4R S AR A
AGBSEIE 2 (A Ze M R AY, SR I R A AL K
AGBAt A b HE 2| X8R EZ(H#E, 2017). Naik
(2021)2&F Z I #Hf¥)Sentinal-2. RapidEyeZ###2Ht

TEHEIEEL Vegetation index 115450 Calculation formula

5§15 Characteristic

H— A R
Normalized differential vegetation index
(NDVI)

R SR R 2
Enhanced vegetation index (EVI)

EU B R B i K RVI = NIR/Red

Ratio vegetation index (RVI)

ZEAE R R E DVI=NIR - Red

Differential vegetation index (DVI)

HIH— AR R
Re-normalized differential vegetation index
(RDVI)

AR R AL
Soil-adjusted vegetation index (SAVI)

A% TF 3 TR B i A MSAVI=1/2 x 2NIR + 1 —

NDVI = (NIR — Red)/(NIR + Red)

EVI=2.5 x (NIR — Red)/(NIR + 6Red — 7.5Blue + 1)

RDVI = (NIR - Red)/ \/(NIR + Red)

SAVI = 1.5 x (NIR — Red)/(NIR + Red + 0.5)

R Z L I A 2 1) 73 Af 5 AR AR T

It is widely used and reflects the spatial distribution and
growth of vegetation

LA IE RS AN LI S, AN S i

It can correct the influence of atmospheric and soil
background and is not easily saturated

VHSLI B, TR A B I R e

It’s easy to calculate and has high sensitivity in densely
vegetated areas

X b3 AU, 5 X S AR

It’s sensitive to soil background changes and easy to
distinguish between soil and vegetation

AT IX A3 AR A, AR AT LS A A5 S

It can distinguish between soil and vegetation and
reflect vegetation information
FREHOCE IR, A TR AR X IR

It can take into account soil optical properties and is
suitable for areas of sparse vegetation

AT R 35

Modified soil-adjusted vegetation index
(MSAVI)

I R
Perpendicular vegetation index (PVI)

JI(2NIR +1)> ~8x (NIR — Red)] )

PVI= (NIR - 0.791Red — 0.043)/ /(0.791> +1)

It can remove the soil background

P R S i S
It can be used for inversion of surface vegetation
parameters

Blue, ¥ 6B NIR, JTLLAMEEL; Red, 00T EL.
Blue, blue band; NIR, near infrared band; Red, red band.
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[ Univariate linear regression )

BV || LIt m e
Regression analysis method

Multiple linear regression

ERo ik

Principle component analysis

— ATz m%

Artificial neural network (ANN)
‘ it o SRR
Nonparametric method Support vector machine (SVM)
. BEDLARBR
Random forest (RF)

Bl ObesE B S BRI,
Fig. 1 Methods for estimating aboveground biomass by
optical remote sensing.

HH R B S S AR R A AR 4, SR T Btk el 77 =0
AT T ARIRAGBIK i, whiE REU(R) S H180.53
H10.51. Du%%(2019) MPleiades#s i it 5 Hi 41044
TR FE 2L, ALFE L EM BT BRVD . H—UAE T
HNDVI). G0 — B FEE(GND VI LA K KA
BHATAE A T B ARV SE, i oA Bl H8 H0d i A
AR, B a K DLARVIF T 45 5 AR 56
17, R40.939.

FELA R T DUIE b 5 A 4 e 57 ] A1 0% okt
ITAEIRAN S, SR, XP VAR TE R PR o 43,
T WY i B TE 70 35 R PR bl /> - 3815 AN, X AR
RE MR B P A — @ LB AR 1 ey
Ftr 2 (Silleos et al., 2006), X2 50 A4 & Al 5
KRS oAb, 785 2% FEAOR B TH R i B0 s 1Y)
Xk, MEEENES WML+ 50 E
(Mutanga& Skidmore, 2004). WINDVIFE % T /28
INRAW) ¥4 B URAR 4= A M (EP S Py =y K-
AL E100% I, 8 B AT LA i 20 0% & (610-690
nm)ik B WEAE, 10U 400 B R % BT 2 U AL
N4k SEIE N (Mutanga et al., 2004), X FE 5415
THI AT 25 5 BIND VIS AE 3 AGB 2 8] R AH 26 1
FA o DRI, 55 I LA A 26 R AAE ) IR (491
Pie M. eI M, MR BEAGBEE T
THI 5 FE PR B AR I

BERERETH R R, B UE, RO,
H 2 75 8] U5 R 7 5 AGB A7 75 B 11 28 14 ¢ R 1
KR, YTEKRL . ITHBRE N, 500
AR A 2 o H L SR PR %, A7 AR BRI iR Z FA

ARG SE: AR EAEY) R AL HT U ZRE 1359

T e Ve
122 FSEE

H TG HAGBR I R, RHAE R+ 1 & 28
ik — B R MAL G el AR R T SRR . R, X
BRI 1) vy 2 4 P RN A 2 1 SRt Al AU AR R F AR
SRk B G TR IR AU T AR AR AGB Al 4 BiF 9838
Wiyt 2, HEDEMNAL SR LA RN B HRIRAGB
B ERTTE . AESEEW TN 2,
BLES 57 ) VEAN 6 0 Bt o3 A A tH AR AT R, T LA
H—H SRR A1 BT I 2Rt i A= st
e B I I AGBA A% 8 (Breiman et al., 1984).

N L AHEZE Y 2% (artificial neural network, ANN)/&
H a2 B T A EAE L5 2 Eik . ANN
AT E B TR AT R, SRR T A T
[F) AL, AW A\ 2 & 5 tH AR 5 2 A
HIHEZ MO0 R (R I5 5, 2022). Kk, S54&41H
FERUAR L, ANNRLRY T AGB RS FE 58 &, 5 A
Pl ) 7 A b, AR FRog YA B
FE 5 T 456 AR AL IF (AL et al, 2015). PEGIESE
(2022) & T AW E AL H R T (M B AL A (AR W s
FEMR)EE . T ANNAE SRR, FER B —38 X
RV A AT AL IS, SRR AANNIE & T AV &E
fH B PR TE . ANNTT LA 3l 53 #7238 & 2 (8] )
KZ, W LUK AR KT 5 AR P 2 TR B 2R N3
BHIRR, EAHR AR OC R I 5 A R AA R
SR, AP R HE 52, ANNMIINZRsE B A4 b 3
fn R R RS, BER TSRS, IR AN
AT T SR R

SZFrIA AL (support vector machine, SVM) /&
H AT 2 L 5 2] J7 2, BT DU i A% ki 25
VNSRBI e e B0 = 4E R AR E 1A, B e — AR
SPETH, AR T T 5 Al ) O e TR 2 [A] () PR B A
Ko Ul Zhang 5§ (2015) % H SVM 5 3% XF 42 B (1)
Landsat-7 315 S H0 T AR, HRERE
7R, SVMBLIEAE YT B A H B OR 5 10.9, SVME
R RAE T Re g R A BRI A(E B, RS
AR BEANIUA B8 ) 2 1] F- A 1Pl L, R A
A R ) B P2 A, (AR LA L )72
TEHERE T SR, FESEBRILH A, SVMATISALE ifey
e S AERNFFIEER . 0 NP E 2 AN s AL 6 L
SRR 5 5 THAEAE —LEPR G, FESE—Pw .

BEALAR M (random forest, RF) & —FEER 22 2]
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%, EEA T REREN . AW RN — AR
PR, X ek PR ) 4% R I s M ik AT 21, IR
Z2 )% TR AR AT 7, RESEETE Tl e 3 250
6] 9 |11 | (Breiman et al., 1984). Zhang(2019a)ifi
it 2 e M A AR A (MSLR). SVM. RFAIK T
AREE(KNNY T R ML ARRAGBIEAT T 455, H
X AN [ B AE Al SRR T T AT 1 X e, 45 5%
FUIRFAA 5 H AR AR L, A5 E 5 iy HAEMERE DT
T RIS LF, PIOARFALR B A SRR ) [a] AR A
MR Wt AT A e 7 A0 i T AT R PR AT
EREPE, EAGBALHE R B A (B 2)..
2 FEAE AGB 1) 4t B b 40L& HH ke B 455 18 2%
FIEE T, ROy ] Dol A 2dE 5
EF 1R 32 55 R D I SR 4 | i T 1 Bk v G &R, B
AR MBI, &R T IR RE— P eE.
ZWFURY, Mo RS AR Rt 2 5 A
)& (Dong et al., 2020; Widagdo et al., 2020), £
JE IR FE R, AT N AR AR R, s SR AR
TR 75, IR EEPR - A] DAPR AL A8 A% ST AR )i
FHYGH, At m] DA A A F T RS B o SR, WLAS
SIEAEAEAE — 28 B B [E A B AU A n) /KA
ARG HeAk, LA IRV ZRIN G 7 E R

300 MLSR

R>=0.846
250 - RMSE = 21.062 Mg-hm™ .
200 |- RMSE, =15.332% .

150
100 -
50 -

0 1 1 1 1 1

B REE R BT, B Bl 2 AR
JE3E Rl s R S (EAEHds RO, Ik
AR, B, Ml /N SRR e
X — 1) AT M AT I — DT T

2 ETFSARHIAGBIFR

2.1 it

SARHUHE ] 2 AL A SRE P B4, BRLA
1045 E.(Sherwin et al., 1962). b J&, ZA™E KA 4k
KT A SARMLIESE I T E (Wi, 2015, 2450
22020), WIFK2FT/RN. XU TR RS R b &
T SARIEHE IR A B, SAREEH N AR |
FARE . BB D AR Z IR Z AR 2 WAk,
FE T SAREHE (M AGBA E AL [ 17 S kb
FEEIAZWIEE. TWER. MUETHER. £
BfE B R RIS . 5 G EE IR, SARTER
T Z2n. 2EFHFERAEMPERME, BA RIS
JETHPR S T B 45 M SR BE 71, N H RTARMRAGB
S8 B W 77 )38 R U (Zeng et al., 2022b).
22 SARGEAGBHIERZE

SARFE KK, HA 4RI 4 KA Wl 6E 77,
AMLREAFRAMIE 2 K AAEH, ERH A iR

_ KNN
R?=0.866

™ RMSE = 19.965 Mg-hm™

| RMSE, = 14.533%

%

300 - SVR

R>=0.884

250 - RMSE = 18.751 Mg-hm™
= 0,

200 RMSE.=13.650%

<,

150 - *
*o

T A= )& Predicted biomass (Mg-hm™)

100 -
50 -

0 | 1 | |

R2=0.902
RMSE = 17.534 Mg-hm™ .
RMSE, = 12.764% .

3 $

|
0 50 100 150 200 250

| |
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

SR A= 4B Observed biomass (Mg-hm™2)

B2 AFEHLEEE IR —Z 0B P 4P B A (MLSR). KT ABHIAKNN). SR ] &[5 ) (SVR) FIBEAL AR AR (RF) 5% T
Hb A=A (P B X L (45 Zhang 25 (2019a)18T0) . R, YiE R40; RMSE, #5574 1%%; RMSE,, Ht 55 iR % .

Fig. 2 Performance of aboveground biomass estimation with different machine learning models: multiple stepwise linear regression
(MLSR), K-nearest neighbor (KNN), support vector regression (SVR), and random forest (RF) (modified from Zhang et al. (2019a)).
R, coefficient of determination; RMSE, root mean squared error; RMSE,, relative root mean squared error.
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Table2 Synthetic aperture radar satellites commonly used for biomass estimation

ARG SE: AR B R AL HT T ZRIE 1361

E ZKSAHH Country or agency TEAFK Satellite name A4y Year 4k 755 Polarization mode
ERES| HJ-1 2012 VV (S E) VV (S band)
China GF-3 2016 AT ik 345 AL (Cf &) Optional unipolarization (C band)
Qilu-1 2021 Kui B Ku band
#§#2—'5 Hisea-1 2022 VV (CHEY) VV (C band)
LT-1A 2022 S A (LI BE) Full polarization (L band)
LT-1B 2022 S ALY BE) Full polarization (L band)
H5—'5 Chaohu-1 2022 (CHEY) (C band)
ES Seasat-A 1978 HH (L% B¢) HH (L band)
uUsa Capalla-1 2018 HH (X ) HH (X band)
Capalla-2 2020 HH (X ) HH (X band)
Capalla-3 2021 HH (X B) HH (X band)
Capalla-4 2021 HH (X B) HH (X band)
NG ENVISAT 2002 XURRAL(C BY) Bipolarization (C band)
European Space Agency (ESA) Sentinel-1A 2014 XUARAL(C BY) Bipolarization (C band)
Sentinel-1B 2016 XU AL(C B B) Bipolarization (C band)
JN%EK Canada RADARSAT-2 2006 SMAb(L. CiE%) Full polarization (L, C band)
T TR TerraSAR-X 2007 Bl XA A XBEY)
Deutsches Zentrum fiir Luft- und Unipolarization, bipolarization, full polarization (X band)
Raumfahrt (DLR) TanDEM-X 2010 AL XU 4B AL XD
Unipolarization, bipolarization, full polarization (X band)
HA ALOS-PALSARI1 2006 AL CH ) Full polarization (L, C band)
Japan ALOS2-PALSAR2 2014 A HAL(L. CHE) Full polarization (L, C band)

HH, KPS AT 4G HY, KT RS ELERIG VIV, 3 ELUR G 8 BLR I

HH, horizontal transmitting, horizontal reception; HV, horizontal transmitting, vertical reception; VV, vertical transmitting, vertical reception.

UL S AR BB R AR (R, 1999), %%
RGN T SARTE A, AR A: W) & J7 HIHITE /) 2410,
SARMHARMAGBI 7 % 22 o 7 B R4 T
WA AL 1% H 1A (interferometric  synthetic aperture
radar, InSAR). AT & lAL42 B & (polarimetric
synthetic aperture radar interferometric, POLInSAR).
JZHTSAR (TomoSAR)Zs (Franklin & Strahler, 1988).
221 REESFEHEEENE

SAR [R{G 58 B2 A5 208 5 HLJG MBUH REOETR
W, RAEFALTAR b H bR 0 G508 1 i e O R
71, Ja MBS A RS SR AR 3 RRHIE . A2
TRESARKIA R B #7730, AR HE IS S
T B 9 P 5 AR AR AR B 2 TRV o0 R AT T WU (2
HEIESE, 2020), BFFCR B EIE A FHUN R B AR
S G HRMAGB R IEM KK R NRBEERMN G
) B SR EON A BUREAN[R], LANPIERAERT
TR BN S ARME S H (WIS Wi EYES)
B AR OGN, T CBB A R BUR, X2 BIAL

P B P K B CR B R K, i e S5, 1 e
[ ST 2 p e 2 PR R AR T 2 5, R LRI
BCAT LA B 8 2 M 1) = 44545 B A — IR B
AN TR A% Ak 77 3% A= 4 1 P R R B R A TR 17,
HVOKF R 5 1 B30 B AL 5 300 A= P B R UK,
VV(TE B 5T B8 A 7 SRR PRI, R 2
HVRAL 720 NS KR SR A1) i ) 22 5
B K(Le et al., 1992), STEA S AGB T HIFS B & .
H A2 T 5 19 SO REGREUE 8 AGB I 7515 K30y
NIRRT, FAIBE, PIEERL.
2211 ABERE ETAEYESHEEE R EGT
R H 2 8] AR 5% M (Sherwin et al., 1962; & %,
2018), £ 50 B AY ik E 4K 5 ) BUR &R H0S Rk
AGBEUA KAEY S HGHATARIRIUNA, MEAG A,
B SEBARMRAGBAL &, 72 H iiia i iz 772,
i DL 22 B ARG S A5 A (Villard & le Toan, 2014)
FIXT B R (Lucas et al., 2006). 4R0M0, 7E92brfbiE
o, SRR ZUH T i S AGBEE, HIG M
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HU 2 HO0 AR PR AGB (19 85086 4 00 23T v T HoAth 0
A, 75 DU HE DL HAS 36 = R 2 R (Sinha et al., 2015).
SAREHE 5 17 BUR R ECIGR TR 2 7 T, gkt
W55 B % EE5E) (Smith-Jonforsen et al.,
2007), AR RECROCGRZ . LK. HiH
& £ 45) (Ranson & Sun, 2000; Bai et al., 2016)%5 .

DRI, 7E 2 RS A e DA B 3R 36 R 1 1) i 2
Ja, 77 AT SARJE M B R8T T AR HRAGB
%,

2212 FZRWERE LRI
Bl b AT TSGR T, SINRAR I ERRE, R
PRI AE ARG 2« ZEFF AN T S0 AN [R] AR U AL,
gt kit BN G, Ak 1 e
E(BERT, 2022). HEl, ETFEEEAGERITIT
AEXT D, o —Fp 2 R IR v R B T K s i
(water cloud model)f3 2] 7Kz A& 7L 48 & f
TR A . b4 B T SRR A R R )
8Ky, &—FRAE G R O AR B, UK
DI TR SR AT A B 3R 7 5 ALY (Attema &
Ulaby, 1978). Santoro%(2002)3 T /K =AY, ¥ 1L

FIIARWE R EE RS HOE LA FE R AT RAL,

MR T R B A LR TE B A R
B BbJE, %2R X T C i Bt SAREE X
A6 75 BR AR SR & AR & 34T 4k 5 (Santoro et al.,
2011). Cartus¥(2012) XK iZ - 22 Ba s A vh 1) 37 R
BRES WM ED &, HEE T IR S 1 5
HE RIS AR R A 5. (FRAER A I
BRI 7 B A o ) S EHEAT PR, AT R
I NECR A 2 .

2213 HLEBRE:  HLEBRAENS 75 % IR AR AR
AFIHUR LI, B8 OCIEC R A YR XA S
. HAICA&KETEZ MRSty a
FEMIMICSHEL R (Ulaby et al., 1990)FIFRMk =45 ik
J ) B AR AL 45 (Sun & Ranson, 1995). 2R H R i
FHOGHIF T K 22 RO A Y FH - A MR J5 ) O SR A
B, LA AT SRR S DL IR 200 5 1) SO 2R 2
frsem, 1R/ BB T RS H L &
BV il % (Ranson et al., 1997). RansonZ%(1997)
I ARAR AR AR g ARl 2 5 A S A 28 2 it A
ANZH, USRI G O 5240, Fas g g
PR RGBS RS EMREZERR, 7T
T ARV RS . BRI BRI GEs 75 00 %

www.plant-ecology.com

FERRPR AN [F] B3 SR W LR A AR bR 45 ) S H i, 7E
X — BB A B B A E M, BT
JRBEAT 4 R A2 S8k LLUE R, R AN T4
ISR S IO LB H A 7R SEBR A
HET IEAAAE— S MRS

gx bRk, 78 B ain] UEH BISARTE B, J5
) S SR AT R AT . R R R R £
SARE B, E& THRMAGBIIMH . FEEENLE,
YA RIS B KPR, SR RO RS HBUE
SR, C LAPE B IHAGB LA 235371
H430-50. 60—-100F1100-200 t-hm> (Askne et al.,
1997). VI 2 K3 2= 520 S s AGB AN £, il 4n,
25 7€ IE T IX 4 Hh PR SR AR I AR AR T BUHRT AR AE
rh R ek F T (Sarker et al., 2012). HETCEWIF
KW, fERMAGBAH IS FEF, KTk B AL 7
AR DL R SR A& A S HOA B T 8B (5 5
MRS o ZengZF(2022b)45 1 T8 A A F) A0 38
T8 1) 5 1R O R DL CUR BERL Y B A ik Ak
SARHHE T £ BB Bl Ak 2 BOR AL AR MR AGB 7
71, @REY, T HRWGE = EY &, KN
BRI B BB R % . Lin%s
(2022b) T J5 A B R 5. HUE R R AR AL i S
BAGHAGB, JHHH =F MGG, @ T KEKSe
PRHRER (G HARRAGBRIBLTY, Fe AR A Rt
T IRIEAGBIIHI A 1
222 InSAR/Pol INSARf&EAME

L SARJG M B REHLL, & RALEEE T
(InSAR) AJ DLtk — 5 4R A AH 5 FE A5 2 DL R T 4
M5 B Wt T A sfL7E A (Pol InSAR)FHE A
InS AR Hh 3R AR AR 7 11 2% 8] 43 47 FlPol SARFR K
B AR T AR AN 7 T OB R, 3 B B 4y
fife 45 A [F] B AL 8RR AE 23 B B Be T (B T,
2019). i H BT InSARFIPol InSAR 4 5] N\ E|A4= ¥ &
il s, B2,
2221 ETHTEEGEME 5H/EMEUN R
ANIE], AH R RE 32 B TR ARAR BRI AR AR 8 PR AT AR
AN (Zebker & Villasenor, 1992; Hagberg et al.,
1995; Askne et al., 1997). AHT 55 58 5 A2 HH B[R] 2%
AHA L 2 [B] SR AH T A S 2R AT € 1) (Askne et al.,
1997; Bamler & Hartl, 1998). ] A T2 8P IX
SARFAG Z [A] (i) Je SR 85238 40 S 8 R AT 2
[F] SR T TERRAR X 5k 32 AL S PR 7y, ARARHBR B
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S AR FIFRAAAHUR 2K AH T (Askne et al., 1997),
AR BB R, ARARAREC R AR 5 A T
sk 7 R AH T A2 e 7 5| 2 IR AR T IR = AN T T
RAT 2 FHAET 8 E BRI I ARARAGBE =,
AR 2 7= A BRI AR T 52 MR, AT 5 BRI 1 AH
T o B, T AR b X AE T R — AR s 1
(Treuhaft et al., 2010). & FHH TR E ML G 7
RIE A S AR AR AGB 5 A T 50 FE A5 B A 2 il 5
F AR 5 T #RARAGBA & (Fransson et al., 2001;
Koskinen €t al., 2001; Cartus et al., 2011), — i H
AT RS S AR R A IS R R LB
B, 5 )5 M EUHE B AGBARE, BT AH 58
A B Al S B A LE AR 15 Ul (Askne et al., 1999;
Eriksson et al., 2003). SARM T 3% 5% MAGBH
AP AR R R, HEMHFZ MM RESZZ
J7 TR R R, 0 AR I IR 8 DL SRR KA
(Castel et al., 2000), AT 5 2l oG FE B

2222 FETTWMHOAGE HETHAMHEAAER
S A R (DEM) 22 40025, R Y Bk
B A InSAR £ 5 3R B Hb 3R (DSM) 5 B, FF4%
DSMIEAUE A e 2 i B, %o T 1 i vy D) FH Fe At
FBOREL, Q0o bRl S A wb e DX 3k 1 v AR b
=2, A C R AT KIDEM Fh3k B I = ), 8k
FIH LiDARECHE 35 B 1 75 5 - Ranson®5(1977)i8

L InSAR i £ S DEMZ ZESRHL T ARMA T L,

R w8 P 5 LiDAREUE SR AR E 2 = A
BT AHIM: . InSAR & 5 DEM . [A] 1) = 5 22 3 LA
BLAE AR RE, 5% 0 B 2 5 AR bR B S 7k
AW EAFAERAT IR DG BE, R VF 2 F 98 B 42 7))
P 2 S T Seill A= ) AT A, DU TR
WA RIS FE T T AR 1 5758
FHT 9 P A BT 5 SR AR, SR A BB A
223 TomoSARAEXEYE

PRARTE S5 M BB A Y&, TomoSARZEF
FZETHEARIRASAS [F] 76 J2 15 o () HC o P R A5 B AR
MR B 452 5 (Cloude, 2007), 123 5EM B A%
(AHRFAE, 28 17 2 AR AL AR ARAGB . T AR AR L
SRS TR AR R T RS 2, 2SI 3k
WL B UL TS LA T 28T
HE(FE A, 20175 2 34 19 3% 43 #77% (Cloude,
2007). TEFEEUGRARSHUGHE T = B 250 5 i
FEHUZ TR A5 2 LA S Hod LA F Y, 1R IUZ

ARG SE: AR EAEY) RO A R ZRE 1363

HT T b (A X SRS 3R AR AE, AT SRS SRR AE S AR
WS HUR o Rt LA AR . HoRT T
TomoSAR [ AE ) & il B A, 1R B F,
B AT P 23 2555 b T P50 AL A 0090 B e — o A
H i1 2 1773 1 R 78 73 1) FH TomoSAR SR HUI) =
FEIHER

SAKTE, SARTE X 45 A 4 BRRFE PRk 3R UL
PFIAGBAL & A MRS, RS SARE:
AT DAAE KRR FE b S B R Al AR FRAGB
(VLA s PR A, DX AN A BROR B T J 1R 2 i 9
AT LAIE B A 250R) FH SAREL AR AIAS [ SAR Ei 44 5 7]
DA ey DX 3R 4 BRORUBE AR AR AGB i K B2 s 8 (1) 7]
171 BR1M, SARMESLAGBASRAELER A = R,
WISARMALAT EXT ARG R AU, (H R ALAE
S AT LR AE AR EC A SO A T —, T8
AT TR AR A G MR . SR B0, BAAl
bS5 S BT R AR AGB O AN AR, 7ERR
MRAGB & 7300 t-hm > X 38, J& 1] 5505 X 2% 4k
AGBIWAL AU . JbAl, SAREE BN R
e, ZHIEEE MK, MInSARAIPol InSARNS ¥4
BRE R, FURIGEA fri— P FEE . TomoSARR
EAE AR AGBAY FLHRE = VA 50X — 5 T AR EL B,
B H 51 O R 7877 AN RE 78 20 R EE AT SAR SR
HY AR = 4RI THI{5 S . 7EPol InSARFITomoSAR
FOR N FHRIE AL T, H AT E AL = I pL 3R s s
Hm, HdE b5 SHCNEMW, SARM R H AR
TIERZAMAET FEB B, b AT R 1 B2
FIET . T ZAISAREHE#: TomoSAR . InSARF
Pol InSAREUEVR=EE H 5 TR, DRI kst
% SIS AREUHE B [F) 3E AT AR AR AGB A B4 e A F H
SARHHATARMAGB I L Z —

3 HEFLIDARBIAGBHZ

3.1 #hR

LiDARE RAZIHE T20tH 22 604E4X, 20004F LA )5
G, T A e i B A T () — ol o Bl K
FiAR (Lefsky et al., 2002). LiDARN #RHLTE 2 A 1R LT
(28 RE 1, AT LA TH SO kv 2 6 R [=1 1)
B[] 22, 43 BT 3R 5] B30 ik e 2 1% R 3R B A7) (]
BB, AR R = 4E Ak b (5 5, 18
FRARAGBA F AT AT R4 19 B2 7T 5% (Torre-Tojal
etal., 2022), KN BN Z.
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32 LiDAREEAGBHERAE

FEGE ) Ty 1k B S T LIDAR AR /KT HI 4544
ZHE I A KT Rk AL AR MKAGB, LiDAR A
273 BRI ARG 1 2= B0 3 e 2 (] R )
AR R SR B AR ROBE B AR AR S5 44 2 B (2 3 70 5%,
2016), MR MfESE, IXLE(E BT LUAFRMRAGB
(A HERF il ST 3R AL R B (0 A A . LiDARF: 5 AR AR
AGBRIJTIEA 43 R #5TF FHLIiDAREHE SR I 14
miEfE B A ST S RMRAGBIEY (2 =
2 201 HARMAGB; FIF 5 = B A4S B3R
MG SH, BELARMRS S RIRAGBZ B 15
RUE B ARARAGB (ZHEEE, 2015).

FR A AL B 28 P E 1 & DAL & BE A A,
LiDAR 7] B & 43 o4 i 3 30O 75 14 (terrestrial laser
scanning, TLS). #4180 # 1 (mobile laser scanning,
MLS). J& AWL¥E 1A (unmanned aerial vehicle laser
scanning, UAV-LS). Hl# ¥ % & 1A (airborne laser
scanning, ALS)F1A #IHO i (spaceflight LIDAR
system, SLS).

321 TLS

TLS & — ML T Hi i A LIDARH# R 48, A
AL LGB £ A0 i Bl 2 AR AR 1) = 4E 45 14 (Wang et
al., 2020). 1& 40 I & ARpRk = 4k 2574 (1) 7 sUiA =i
5580 J15%, TLSHJ LASGH X — SO E R REE B4
HUAR AR = 445 7 (Stovall et al., 2017), 4n: fafe. #
ws MR RE . HIARTEESE, fEAGBALEAUEA
AR J1. TLSAIE H T HAR REE 4%,
WuZE(2019)FF & 1 — Fft FH 0% s D0 A0 e 4 54
) B 35 i S B AR SR (CSP), SRR R T
W2 B HERF I (Tao et al., 2015). KimZ5(2016)HN
TLS s = R T — s R B A AR A AL (VoxLAD),
DA$E s B ROBE et J2 o0 B HERA 14, SR 5 E AT
AGBfti S, FEEBRMKRE, &0 ELATLS it
HE BROR 2 1T BB RS A IR R Sl A, iR L A AT
B et (Stovall et al., 2017; Wang et al., 2020). TLSTE
R KAP AT BLRLEE ) R B Al AR AR AGB, {H
TLS 5 = ISR E 5 #ERS (Brede et al., 2019), HH
T A AR W el 2 B) (44 B S, 7 5 AR b i B
AGBW. 2 — ki, Hhoh, 783 B MR E ARk
W, TLSIX 73 b2 e 2 45 Re A B, 1X— A
A DU TLS 2 A #15 LA X

www.plant-ecology.com

322 MLS

MLS A ST H TR 1) = B, B R AEARAR
ET, X ETLSZ. HTLSARL, i HMLSH EA
A R R BRI AR 13D 15 = 8% (Bauwens et al.,
2016). HHTAHAMEEFIMLS, 7l E8E0CH
IE(VLS) MO H X (BLS). H i, VLSHIBLSH
T EABAL T AR MUAD 73 BB B, X RA B R
WARSEAAGBRIEAL o, BLSTI#E T 2 1K
T, RFENEA TTLSMVLS, BLSKHA T R Efr
55 B R (SLAM) R, TG 20147 22 b B
(Yan et al., 2019). LuZ%(2020)# FIBLS% 3k 4 ik )
P 7 A AT UAV-LS F SRR I, 2 25 48
BAANBE AR I AN 43 B I - Zhang5(2020) EL A
T TLSHIBLSA 3 B (Malus pumila) i i K & Ak
B9 77, 45 BB, TLSTEAL TH A K B 5 T o
I, BLSTEM B & v 307 T S 4 . #8177, BLSH R
FRATOAL T AR B, 0 A P8 A i 22 Y v AR A5 3
REGMIRE
323 UAV-LS

UAV-LSTE50-300 m(¥) &% €47, LALSH R
i, B, HECAEL(Wu et al., 2019), H7E &
TR/ UAV-LSTE T BRI 7K 7 ) b (1 5 2 25 B A
m(Yan et al., 2018), #8851 mz X 4 W e g
(Bazezew et al., 2018). UAV-LSK ] T #xMKAGBAE
S B PRSI AN 3, BRI A 5 43
7T E S WIS MR T 2 R
(CHM) [, iXFh 7ol CHMMN TR & D (3R
58 B /N T e B4R, DAER B e B KA IF
TR AAL B, AR5 AR o R B R
(Wallace et al., 2014). 5 Mg TR R, £
A 2% 2% (8] Hp W LIDARZUE (1 5 = EAT TR 2R 40 Hir (191
w, KHMEERR), HherBaaR, SRE1E3DE
Ferp 8 %)= B A K AEAE N BOK AL B (Yan et al.,
2019). HHIMUAV-LS fi =4l 1+ AGB B 77 12158
W FEE K E (L et al., 2020); B, BN
FUOKER T AT B 31 H R BCR i AGB.
324 ALS

ALSTE500-3 000 m = 25 3K = s, HHLE
T TLS AT LA BE K ¥ [ b ) 55 AR bk = 4E 25 44, (R itk
ALSH] DAE X I B H 5 REE Al H AR PRAGB, ALS
TE R 7 5 ) (CTARE D70« R T T 7 S5 ) S B T
T TLS. T ALSHE R AGBH] LL4y A X 45 Al B AR
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JFUBE, X 48R 2 At 52 AGBIE £ ALSHR B 1) 45 74
DA - 5 b T 0 B 4 A AR G vk A 2 e A Y
(Kaartinen et al., 2012), BA R E T ARIRAGBAE
BRI W AR T B8 1 S AE KA RS (Vauhkonen et
al., 2010). FA T S A KA YW iy A0 I A2 1 B i
VR B SR R, R ALSHE I B B R v 7 T
HIE S, (B8 ALSFIELA 1 57 3ol A KA RS Y
52 B AR AR & — Bk (Vauhkonen et
al., 2010), X — A URHE ST HEE R OG5 52

HY IR A Z 0 (9 b =) A E B 4% (Kim et al., 2012),

A FH AN A2 R AR AR AR A B R e . el T
AR B AR 02 2P, ALSTEfH 5L AGBIS A2 H1 4K
IR 32 B Bl B S BUERE R, B, BEA
NAFIHALS (BBt . pRE. ek A et i AR
FITLS (FRAR & BRFIAR, DL AR AR B e
JZ T )T AGBAfi 5 (Apostol et al., 2016). ALSAI
TLSE s 1) ik [R1/E F S 05 UE B AT DA AR 2 AR AR
AGB{iti i (Hauglin et al., 2014).
325 SLS

SLSLAEE N6, siriid s, MM,
RS AAR, T DO 4 BREEAT H7 8 50 HHC I
(B PR A8 DL SLS BLFE M ERF} 2 W0k e
1T & 4i(geoscience laser altimeter system, GLAS). &
OG- TH U S i O O = BT £ St (advanced
topographic laser altimeter system, ATLAS). 48k
= R 4 8 & W & (global ecosystem dynamics
investigation, GEDI)PA & i 73 L &L .

55— R0t Hh S B LIDAR R 4 GLAS, 2003 4F
& # £ 1CESat P& I i I & 4 7+ 4% (Wang et al.,
2011). GLAS(H 5l # e % 7 i AR MO /2 BIIA L i,
BE S AR MR ELA5 A A (5 S, E A A K&
W& W A LIDAR R Gt GLAS REWS $2 {1t i 5E 1 %%
PEHEAT BRARAGBA (B %%, 2013; Tang et al.,
2022). Hayashi%$(2015)f8 FH GLAS &4 %) in HL & 14
By e 2 m L AAGBREAT T AGEE, Al A R Ta A
AGBF#4191.8 Mg-hm?, 25 R E W], GLASHIE
REMS LT 12 52 HOHS BE A KGO AR ARAGB - 723
TP IX, BT GLASHHE e 0% 18 B iy 45 2 1 AR
MO 2 s B o ARTMAEHIE 2% X8, i1 T GLASHIK

JEPE ] RE AR AN T 45 SR S A — Tk X o),

XA A2 [ B 70 A e 2 — o
ANFTF GLASHI B & 8t, #5#3 T1CESat-2 I

ARG SE: AR EAEY) RO AL R KR 1365

B2 FR#HT—RLIDAR R Gt ATLAS K H 6 T 1141
HFR . ATLASKSI Rk RERAC. S m. Frsent
()%, CsR BT IR DG AL BR(E B (Abdalati et al.,
2010). Y T IH B LIDARTE SRR AGB A 5 HH A A
B AR5 — RBIELBE AR/, RIURES H Y X
PRS2 S HER RO FE 52, 2 50 2% 5 o s,
AT N B ST b SR BRI H bR ) RS R, AR TR
Mot 2 2 50 1) = kG B I . Song 55 (2022) i
ATLASHEFE KA F AT Sk . SIS HhIX M =
AR BBl X R KAGB, 8T8 S 5 L RF
TR E 54/ H THRE A (1 2R P s Al 45 SR B
ATLASEHE 7T LASE & L H AR MR AGB Ak 57 (1) HERF
A, T IHBLIDAR K G 5 R ik ek, %
5y 52 B RCK P 5 RGUHE &R DU
8y, HIaTFM s Atk (S w2 P,
H R A, S ECHE A S S A BRI, X4
PR 2 2 B0 T8 LU S AGBA S 724 R T Bk
(RIRIHEE, 2022). DRk, o] v A 530 i ol g s
ST AR ARARAGB A B AR, ZATLASTEAGB
il B HP T AR () B 1) R RN

GEDI& —Fi B 3 2 ORI R MOG TR I8, #4K
T AR 6 T RS HOE I 1) 2 PR e 1)
WO E AL, & AR T AR R S 50 2 iR
EEHOL T IL . GEDIN I 34T A B A 72 T
— RGVEH = 5 P R TSR AR 7 2 5 B SR 5 A
UL AGBZThRE S M. H20194E 5l A A LAk,
[ 4 Ah 2 % T #R ARAGB I i 25 AR 2 F 7T
(Silva et al., 2021; #HBMESE, 2022). Killisly 5
(2022)#E B IF AL FE T GEDIEUE, LAhiH#Fh 4=
i FIUREDRS 1 T (%) /N ROBERRIX IR =5 FIAGB,  UE B
GEDI5 £ S i F B 1A 5215 45 6 vl B AR Ak B0 1 A 1
EMECASAS S ML . Shendryk (2022)Z5:42H T
M4 GEDI. Sentinel-1. Sentinel-2. EfEAl+#i7E
5 BE AT KT AL A GBI B WL g 27 =) i,
WS AN 5 [E 358 7 M X 3E4T T AGBIIHIEL . BFFC
R I GEDI 2 1 15 43 % 22 (1 ] 1] o 386 0 AN 1 7 1,
X2 T GEDIH & B2 22 . M B o S50 &%
ZEFTH R . T GEDIEUE 2 A5 i IR 5248, %1
GEDIEHE J i Hh Tl =y A2 I S AT AL T e b e K2
B OU T, GEDIMTH = 2 4ih U PR HEBf B2 46 241R =,
{EL 3 GE U 1) L X BR A, BEM (B E2>30°) % GEDIZ
IR PP, 2 P AR 5 % 4 e (I A1 P >9.0%%) 1)
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AR RG22 FRACTE 2 5 FE A v B A %

GF-7 B2 T20204E8 H20H IER BN, H
R T B o R R BRI RE 1T, RS T
EAR IR = e A A a5 EA SRR T
AR, GF-7T84 0 e s FE s, WOk ks &
Mo, =4 STAR R SRR T S (R T, 2020),
TERRMAGBIG AR KM /1. TR S R4
T, S TR AR AGB AL ST B 5020 o

Zx b, HETLIDARFIARARAGB Al H 7V £ 2
MIALE T Z I R RE S SR IR 10 2 H 4515 B,
T HR e il 745 SRR R4 (Xu et al., 2021),
SR LR 7 RAE R B AR — S WLEkiok
IS DUIRECEE Rk P 1 e 2= A, AT B A A
HUAG S ARAREE IS EL, (ER B SR U AR AR T 3L
fhRE K77 R . N T FRAREAR IR A, K2 3
RKRATmEE, TR FER B ERRIC, #2015
AR FRE B2, A2 B =5 B Al AR Ak &
SR FRAR VAT R B, 9RO m B B, /b oy
KA R = B, MO B IR TE AT m AN
M EE TP e EmE, BB HE AR
IR R MEdE, HB T BERE R, HOH
RAMT BRI A 22 (B S5 M (5 B X T /N X,
Al VA TE DX IBE I P OEBE p i/b, TEiEA ROT it
FUSLH, BRI K 2 FH T4l 35 Bl 2 A 3k RO I 7
WS, WEREA—EMRE. HHbETEh=

P S8, $&FLIDARARMAEY B 2 WA B
AT R T e K BB o

4 %IFEBEIENRRAGBHR

e PREHEM FERREET G RE
5 ) 35 ECERC AR 1) o = DT 5% 1R 4% Ak AGB I Al B
el R % B AGBE m I, DA E B R, SAR
45 5 AGBI ¢ R Z MW BEVE T B2, 4%
MR = YE (5 B LR R 240, SARIRAIAGB R
g2 3% T % LIDAR BUAR S5 A W0 8 B IR A 56
PE, {H e REERA . B A3 DA K A 2 (i) A )
R JR PR A R B N (3R 3) . A T ik
XU R, H AT AR MK AGBI S 338 K £
BB A T R TR S LIDARSL
Wi 62 E s 5 SARSE . LIDAREUE 5 SARE,
Jt% . LiDARS SARKURE WA, B ek —3K
T A J 285 004 M LA A2 1A FE () AGB A 5 75 SR 1)
F1
41 HXZFSLIDARBIEHESHELEYE

27 R RE 0% SR K P 07 TR B2 1) IX 5k
PR, FRBUSRTE N Tz, BB 50 S o oxt
TR, 5 F3REL. BeAh, o MR 2R A%
5 T REMNGH., BRETEIUTE R, EHT
ARMAGB I, 1] DR 2R T GiE(E B, I
B B SO R G {5 S N (A A,

R3 B, A RILIEEIA(SAR)FNEOE T4 (LIDAR)E & A4 7 & % b

Table3 Biomass estimation comparison using optical remote sensing, synthetic aperture radar (SAR) and light detection and ranging (LiDAR)

Sensor type  Advantage

Py

Disadvantage

Optical

S B, AL PR, T T AR R
DR SEREIC. BSR4 R AT AR R

JCEEARIEAS 5 R, BIERE SR EYE R 2N, A
e R AR R TR BLAS M5 R, R BE R 1) 55 5 B0

remote
sensing

SAR

LiDAR

Spectral information is abundant, and various spatial and temporal
resolution images are easily available, which can be used for
biomass estimation research at different scales. The data extraction
methods are relatively straightforward, and the results can be
visualized to a high degree

Ae S BRI R AEAE R, R SR/, R U
BORKIH., £EENEE, Ly E %

SAR can interact with leaves, tree trunks, and canopies, with
minimal impact from clouds and rain. It can rapidly acquire
large-area, full-coverage images and is highly sensitive to biomass
measurements

LiDARHUE (#1725 (8] 73 HF 0, AU BE R 3R AR bR 1 T B 45 4
(EESSTNER Y SR R VR ) a] {3

LiDAR data possesses a high spatial resolution, enabling the
acquisition of vertical structural information of forests. Moreover,
LiDAR data overcomes the limitations of signal saturation

HRILL

Optical sensors are susceptible to weather conditions, and remote
sensing signals struggle to penetrate beneath the vegetation canopy,
thus failing to effectively capture vertical structural information of
forests. Additionally, optical sensors are prone to saturation effects due
to variations in vegetation density

SARAZAIRA R B D, Bl b BB A%, ZHIEA T35 1Y
WAL, i v U 2R B S A A T AT 1k
SAR images have relatively limited data sources and require more
complex data processing. They are significantly influenced by terrain
and soil conditions. Estimating the backscattering coefficient in SAR
images can be subject to saturation effects

BRAKEL R, SR T LA, R AR TT IR 2 A T X R ] LR
LiDARTE K RS ] FoRBEAELE, TR B o4 E o, BB
PRI 3R R A 2 (8] S5 A S IR K

LiDAR technology is associated with higher costs and lacks historical
data. The specific models and methods may be limited by the research
area. Airborne LiDAR suffers from discontinuous sampling at large
spatial scales, making it challenging to achieve seamless coverage.
The LiDAR waveform is greatly affected by the understory terrain and
spatial structure of trees

www.plant-ecology.com

©U 00000 Chinese Journal of Plant Ecology



2012; B HIESE, 2021). {HJE, J2EBIERE & 15,
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(X B, 2022) T4 P b B4 45 G ] LB i b b
WAIRE D], P ARIRAGBA, HRE

ot % 5 LIDAR B8 B & il 5 AR MR AGB 1) Ji7 22
2 BRI I S G AR ) AR TR e i A
BEBIE. mafEZ IR, FER G0
P RELIDAR PN B IX 3, SO 2SS, MRS
(2022) NLiDAREHE o 52 B H 1 28— [m] 5 1) 23 Ao 2
I ERHE AR B 5% RHEE R, 456 T GF-1mE06iE
s R P A A B FR . U B AL A R T SRR,
el G T A A EE, SR AL ) R RO T 3R
[§ Howland R Pk AGB, 1% 45 R40.927. Dekker
24(2022) i il T Landsat-8 22 )it i 34 A 2 A 7 Fl 2
[543 2T AR 7t e P8 AT L SO L R (I LID AR L
W, P T — RS EARMRAGBREIAE AL, Xf 3¢ E L
RB RN R EBHEAT T AGBAEE, B KM R %L
M0.625 . TangZ(2022)KMODISYt %4 FILIDAR
BB AR —RTT R T 6Fh T ML 88 2% 2] Ik s
AU EARRAGBIEAT T, 45 EW, HEM
FRRAGBHE 219(53.16 + 1.63) Mg-hm 2,
42 XFE5SARKENSHELEYE

SAREL#E % 3&E e /15, AT 3RfFEE L5 MME R,
I 2 A 7 R I S B YR, (H R ARG
ERMELR, HAZRADZEEmM. B &6
HHE 5 SAREUHE X K K 1 18] 7 41 ¥ R #RAGB
i B EERT R

H A6 5 50 5 SAR U B & 4 HAGB I &
77 TR 2 B Bl SARELHE SR KA [F] R Ak
ARSI TR SOE R RS
FE 19 B R B TE AR N S8, P @A
N ENAAER, 58 AR PRAGBIF i . Zhu%5(2020)
#p[F] Landsat-8 OLI%(4E F1ALOS-2 PALSAR-2%( 45
FEHUH 15 R HURHE B AR T RFBAS RN 2 e 2k 1
(o] RS IR b 5 I AR ARAGBHEAT T At 5, W78 R B
% LR (1Al S AGB[1IAE FE 5 5 « Zhang$(2022)
{8 FHLandsat-8 . GF-1 W IE 67 528 MIGF-3 SARFZ AR,
PEH T —Fh 45 A REFAKER T AR 34 1B 5%,

NG SE: AR B R AL HT U ZRE 1367

1y W 0 S [ 28 8 2R Pk AGB B 35 1) 1] (10 41 7% 5 /< i
AL A AR AL o« LiZ%(2022)1% 115K I PALSAR-2 A1
Sentinel-2 54 45 1148 A8 &, I 25k H RF [B] 542 2 fiky
BT H AR E S kA (Cedrus deodara) i) #k /A AGB,
IR, HEKkH 2 AMME B RE BT DU Sk
MAGBAh H R PERIFR E % . ShaoF1Zhang (2016)
[ By 25 5 Tl 2 I i 236453 B IR AR B 18 BRI SAR %
P THV B AL 5 1) O R H0M0 8 T T 0 R B e 2
Combined VI (COVI), &5REZ I 1ZIBEAERIKAGB
fili B 1 B N FH AT

EAR H AT O W 2 P [RS8 FH SAR DL 2= 44
SRR S H0EAT ARRAGBAE 5, (B 72
AT TR E S R ST R AR, BRI
REBEE— Lo 5 0L T $2 Ml BAS BE, (HEk = MHLEE b
X P S 1 P R 5 R, R 2R T [ e A Y
(YRS D7 VEAE RV R S A el e 2 52 2Bk K
43 LIiDARSSAR¥IEHEHELEY=E

SAREUEAZ KA G, FiEhRe 1ok, H5%
HE sz, T AR YRR E I 25 5 A, LiDAR
SR T SARMIA R, (AN A8 05 SR IR R 28 [A)3%
Oy A R 2 S5 RIS B, S SARBE LA AT SLBL s
W RS AT ARSI . P LIDAREE £ 2
DA Fh Tl e b LA P [RGB D92 26 $0ds 18
(RFEAR), PARAEAMGEBER NS .

HLiDARSE NS 25 40 32 B T 5 T R A,
— /ELiDARTE R AGBAL B A IRk FE A i, &l
] S AP AR A D, JE T LIDARE S v] LA B &
HOH s . Musthafafl1Singh (2022)F Radarsat-2 Ci
Bt. ALOS-2/PALSAR-2 L% BRIGEDIEUE Kb
RF%: 3] 5 EX R RAGBEEAT #2458, 455K B, SAR
K45 5 LIiDAR B #H 25 & 76 il AR M AGB L iie
BAFIME R, BT HRR 2 922,11 Mg-hm *, Wang2%
(2022) % FH ICESat/GLAS [1J LiDAR #§ #& F1 L 3 Bt
PALSARZHE, X B AR A6 KD 2208 Rl /N M 2214 1
FRARAGBIRAT N &, Sl AL IE I GLASE U 5
PALSARFHIE SRF[AH 4 G E R BOR B B T
BUFI SR, TN AR AR AGBFE(79.81 + 16.00)
Mg-hm 5 . Zeng(2022a) % MLIDAR %4
PR I ARARBREE . B mE S 4L, MInSARZEL
I BRI A R E LA S M POISAR K5 A $2 X 1)
JEAT BN RECNIRAL 2 i S8, KAl H AR RAGB,
LERRW, RS B E IR, RET0.81.
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44 NF. SARSLIDAREHSHELEYE

20 58 JEAE B[R] RT DA S IR o — 2 SR A U
FIRTE, 26 2 MEERR(ER 805 . SARYEE
FILIDARSE) (1A 34 7T LA BE 4 M 4 v #R MR AGB Al 55
(4% % (Ehlers et al., 2022). GuptafiiShrma (2022)f#
T 258 5E . SARBE ALIDAR SIS, #yid
RFFEAY, o BB ol 75 h R 0 BT A S (R4 X VR &
A RRAGBHET T 5, 45 R RV AGBIYY
TR IR 930.44 Mg-hm 2, REA0.46. Wang5(2022)
ARG T H T AR AGB it 511 3 Fh 12 S E 40 5 1)
PERE, 13 AOBEE 7 B NGLASHdE . MODISHE Fl
PALSARA#E, 45 543K 0 2480 B A% 1E 9 GLAS
PALSARFHIE(S B SRFENVAMH A fE B E 7=
AT B RMEHE AR . Kanmegne Tamga®$(2022)fi
A T Sentinel-2 76272 %#& . Sentinel-1FIALOS-2 SAR
Hds UL X GEDIZUHE, A rh 2 B HS 1 4 i oA o 2
ST BAE LA 2 23 (0 T0I R 7% S I 6 3
o IX AGBHET T i, 453K, REFEZEE
SRR FISAREUR 45 5 R T B U4 .

TR R, TESERRG S R, AN [RE RA
08 B Kb 8 IR )RR AN 25 ) R AR AE 25 5, 3K
W AN AT a5 | N EHE o) ) e R 22, i R E
il SRR P T B8 o 491 A [ 2 S A P SR () AN [,
RAE T AR (8] S A RO IR A, (R e DA AR IR Al &
SOERE R, HLAEREAT U [F) B AT B 2 A7 7E — 7 B IR
I ) A R 2 (P 15 0 8 R A VR 5 o U A A
TEFEE F S AEE ORI 2 7#:(Wang et al., 2022).
DA, FEEAT AN [ B0 R B[R4k S AGBIT, L% 7
I3 75 REIX N ZE S By R RE IR, R AN [ 288 2 3 Jek
HE A0 Bh A B R A, WA R P [ 7 R
(AR TT R, FARUR A Rl Tk R Hh (0RE 52 ) R, A
7 B AR 25040 0 170 3 2w R Ry RUBE AN UC FiE T s 5K (1)

S o
5 it

51 HRMYEFHENAGBEE RN

AR A A T, AS[E] B AR AR S 1Y (it R ]
I bR AR 23 225 ) (B — AR AR M) FE S5 M 0 A B
E K H) 2 5 (Cho et al., 2007; Bargali et al., 2018). Yt
SRR T SR A AOE E OGRS S, (AR
WO A, R E R F BRI R, Tk
SREUE 2 DL N ISR R A B R, SETE
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AR AGB it B ARG FEAS 2 (B IHSF, 2022). SAR
FIEVEE G, BRI B IERR AR, L3k
HW AT B 931 PR AR B 45 W A5 JEL DA R 1) = 4 &5
¥915 K (Gama et al., 2010), K, 5i&EH T Bk
AGB{i%. LiDARW LASEHUE & % FE a1 A= B
T 0 56 B B W A, AT R ECRE v R R
FELL RS R R E S WS, EEE AR
MAGBA L FIEdEIF(Hill & Thomson, 2005).

H HI KB 7 AR AGBAN B 1) 7 1272 i S 4%
WA e i A AR 2 AN G R, AR, KT AN 1)
BB, AR AR A e 1 5 A6 1R R B A8OK R
WAFAEZE S, DR EAE 2 ST AR MR AGBAH G AL WA Y I
T AR AP 9 5 LA 2 AR AR ) B A B R A
RT3 KT AN TR AR AR S 2 3 ST AR AR AGB 5 38 A
P10 0GR, AN [R) X I3 AR I 5 J31) ek 7 A A7 o T
BRI )R 43 I3 2 AR 45 ] — DX A BOR
[y ARG o« FRARAGBAY S A2 75 ZAR A4
ARG ARRE LR, A — AR T 8 A 5
BB NG N = S N TN E R LN e
Bb Sz EGE, 7B TR AR AT R 2R DL
FHUARAR 43 A {5 J2.(Zhang et al., 2022).

w4, RARAGBIIIEFL 22T KA TN R
JZ RV, AT P AL R — R RO R, R
FH 22 V08 A A R AT AR AR AGBAS I A 78
I 2 SR G R K P 450 5 T A 18 B AR IR AL
(1) 22 B 45 R EAT A5 B ELRD, RT DU o 5 B b R B AR
g7 N iy AR S N SN A o b= R bl B S
e, KUk, fEARMRAGBALHI, 454 AR Rl
BUPAIRE R, 32 EURT A AR Foft 218 284 B 3 45 1D i AR
B CRAGIER ZIREERE T %, X T ARARAGB
SRR EE H AT
52 HENEEXNAGBEERF M

TEAGBAl S FE h, 38 S HUHE T DL A K
Bl ZETAH. B2 2 e m B, 18 R )X e
K RUONAGBAE EER AL 7R R BRI 7 (a5 FF . &
SR JERAE B 25 43 R R TR CL A3 3 1 R OR 1 i Fn
FETF, SRR P A b St iy s st o R b, F 3%
SRR 5 A [ 2 2 1) 4t B BOHE A 45 5, W 1A 5
(canopy closure). i )= 51 5 (canopy height). 4 [#7K
F(AP). FFYIEEMAT)MDEM, #7185
& M AGB i 5 19 #E 8 1 (Hall et al., 2006;
Main-Knorn et al., 2011). WFREH, SV EEER
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JKEN900-1 600 mm [a] i P BN MEEEHL /), bhEsz
SE; MR FRIRIRG CAAR, AVENEL R iR
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al., 2019b). DEMAITE 2 i B B Ha A FE Bk =1, AGB
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TR A D

6 SERE

ARG T 21 F T R AT AR ARAGB
ARG 5T, X3 62238 /&%, SAR. LiDAR
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AL A, G . RS . FRARA B
18 % B PR 7 45 0 21 AGB 1) it 552 R Hh ] LA 2%
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[ 3 B R Bl B 23 R S T AN W o, #E—2B
B T ARAAGB S0 AR R

(2) 2 U538 S A v [ 77 2 R B8 4 b 2 i AR AR
AGBfEH IR, RAERKM KRR . HR{EL
B e, R [F) J8 BA I YR i 2 RO A7 2 e i
T JRAE 5 S PR A 7E R AR 22 S
DRt 3 BRI AN 7] 28 7 B R ) e, 7
ANRHAFAF NIRRT R, T4 A i fe
DR FE 1) R, WA AR AR A 2R 25 7 R () AN e 1

GV EV TN Tl PR 25 AR
ZH, HAT K ZH0h AR v R M A5k, DR,
FRARAGB A 5 1) A AR BT 75 34T 1R 2 IR AL,
ol 51 N Skt U A HHE B I A A B A DL A A
M, MAN, HETHLES A, N TRRE. IRE¥S)
(¥R AN 8, W] LA FH T AR ARAGB 1 5,
{EL A 3 SR LR P AF 72 G0 AEOAR IR, DR bk B 1200
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