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Status and Development of Spaceborne Lidar Applications in Forestry

PANG Yong, LI Zengyuan, CHEN Bowei, LIANG Xiaojun

(Institute of Forest Resource Information Techniques, Chinese Academy of Forestry, Beijing 100091, China)

Abstract: Forest is the most complex ecosystem on the earth land surface. The spaceborne lidar system, which

combines the advantages of accurate vertical measurement and large-scale data acquisition capability, has its own

superiority of quantitative forest parameter inversion over a large area. The characteristics, data processing, and

forest parameter extraction of full waveform lidar, photon counting lidar, and imaging lidar systems are described.

To serve the construction and development of forest detection using China’s own spaceborne lidar system, the

sensor development, parameter settings, and application potential are summarized, and the sensor arrangement

which suits the forest applications based on lidar radiative transfer models is discussed. The inversion methods of

forest parameters are demonstrated by example data from the ICESat GLLAS and ATLAS. Finally, advantages and

disadvantages of existing spaceborne sensors are summarized and recommendations for future hardware development

are provided.
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Fig.1 Schematic map of forest echo

—
D=30m

waveform of large footprint

PO 1 R 2 ph A S5 K b RO G BE Y 1) 7R
AR H T 3[R P SE Y. R R A AR B K e
JEE bk i BE B | ' BE RS A S (813 bk e i) I (] fi)
B 5 Jm 4 SO G B P A5 BRARY B9 057 B L o B AR A

5 R /IR AR L9 2 B B 36, DA I b 3 1 R 43 5
YerE e AESE, ke R R kA #HOL R R
B@ﬁ%@iﬂzﬁ’ﬂiﬁ?%ﬂ@ SUN S50 Ff bk A K
TR 5 BT IR IR BRI R A 25 5, 4L T 2 F
5 G0 AR O B I T, I R R S R AR AR 8 B
FOHOGTR IR EE XL SR AT T R, e B D A
SCHRL2 VBERY A B il b 04T T 00 L (i =22 W] AR
F I TE 25 AN [R] 23 [E] A% Jmy A% AR 9 [l 9 9 O L 3F F
— W TR S O B A AR BRI A AR
IZB AL FE 43 25 18T WO S K ol B A5 fR R A
£ 5 DL KA LI ZR AR AE L M A L 0 3 B AN A7 £
B 7R - BlE A A B R AR AR S B T e ) AT
FITREAR, 557 1 68 11 38 e B B AT — %%ﬁﬂﬁo ARIHFET
RIS SEBE T T B 2 4 0P WOt B 38 ZR MU I 19 A
PeCHE R ) AR 20~30 m. ASHAEE/NT 8°,

1.2 £EEEERHERERWKILNA

LIV O TE R RS B W 1 K S0k B AR
AR IR (R B P 1 s . R T B R T R
3 fifk |t YT AT B [ I R AR BOH R kI T
WV 6 U ST AR MRS B RO AT S A T .

ST A L A U TR SO T IR R S T LR R
Giik AT 7 W 5E . LEFSKY™ #1 HARDING™ fifi
FPLE O 15 SLICER (scanning lidar imager of
canopics by echo recovery) ##5 8 2 T [ - Ak 19 &
|23 N S N TIPS TS 7y s S |
DUBAYAH 5 48t T 2R E st FH ik 24
(VCL) 18I iz it R R AL 50 50 R 48 (LVIS) 78 3%
B g R R ORI W A 2 A B R HEAT T BT S
5 B0 UE T R RO IR ORI AR E T &
Fofr TR (1 FR ARSI

2003 4 1 H . NASA K4t T4 1 WA BB RO
FiE DA ICESat, L2 B8 T GLAS, ot 't 5t
HAEL N 70 m, WH T 1CEEE R 170 m, BT
GLAS HOGHS B TAE 75 iz i T T H 4. 3
JEAE LI B R T OB Ay B TAE . &2
2009 4F ICESat T3 A MR % 25 0, JR L T 7 36 42 Bk 18
ASWEI B 4 Y B dE . 2R 1 o ICESat GLAS A [6] W
0 1A AR R B . BT RN ORI S
ZUR LA 3 A BOGH, Hoh& Dy, ALY
SR TR 8Ky 2K T A A A 0 ) 30 380 4 5 + %
SCFBEFIR L B SO BRI A SR AR B I AT 55 I
m la R 1 ADEOCERMEE 1 WM,



TIPS

22 AEROSPACE SHANGHAI

9536 4 2019 445 3

% 1 ICESat GLAS % il & #A #n Bt B
Tab.1 ICESat GLAS observation period and time frame

i [ 2 A 3H 4 H 5H 6 H 9H 10 A 11 A 12 A
2003 4F 1 1 — — — 2a 2a 2a —
2004 4F 2b 2b 2c 2c 3a 3a
2005 4 3b 3b — 3c 3c — 3d 3d —
2006 4 3e 3e — 3f 3f — 3g 3g —
2007 4F — 3h 3h — — — 3i 3i —
2008 4 3j 3j — — — — 3k 3k/2d 2d
2009 4F- — 2e 2e — — 2f 2f — —

ICESat GLAS ¥4 7 iz H T Fz it X 48 R B2 1Y
HEE S5 AR5 S8, LEFSKY 4 A
FH GLAS Ftfpi X € HLE 38 0 & 3 ) (SRTMD %54
BCIIAE T By gk Al 38 JLAS IR 56 DX AR bR B
W TR T GLAS W25 A &1l &
WG H VR 1 o R W TS AR X 1 T 5 i 2R A 7
MER 7 58 . i GLAS %408 68 5 4 b H T K5
(AR AR SRR L IF 5 MODIS # 8 7 & 45 &tk 7
TE 1A A ER B IVP(ICESat vege-
tation product), PANG Z£0Y B T GLAS %#i 4
T A BRAE B B 7 B T AL ARHO0 R Ik
5 R A B 0 B UE i L A SR TR P I R 0 LA B
25t AR B DCIE 52 GLAS B 5 52 180K 35 45 5 5
B I o 76 2 R B H R X — A B T
FHAR 5 BE ML 2 O 7 38 B0 ds E 4T GLAS i 38 A 1Y
YNGR ANAG 56 /9 9L, PANG 209 78 of [ 75 7 Ak
X % B E] U000 J5 1) GLAS 3598 K 5 ML 3k 0ot
TS ST A = AR S PE R TR A . Xk
K BWG 7™ T AN [ 9 ] BE X ZR AR S B0k T B R
PANG % RS T 3R 5 2 5 Wi R HE AR PO
e 18 BT 3 3 A T A G0 A U0 Y 9 T R AR I
S5 T E R G I AR I e 2 RS B R L B
AR F AR, B — 20 TF R R R ] R
GLAS B4l A i 52 180K 32 85w HC Al UL I ) 48 1
R EE R . TR Bk 250 v K b KBS T
AN TR 33 B 4 2T AR B Y S T g

BOUDREAU 2 ffi I GLAS %4 A AL 2% 1
AT O B 38 471 8 2 5080 %o I 2 L AL 5 1 AR AR i AT
T AR AG . BACCINT &2 ] GLAS %4 fi
MODIS 8 % B i # H IX 377 T 28 AR AR 4 12
K, SAATCHI %77 % GLAS ¥ 5 MODIS,
QuikSCAT S5 504 AH 45 G » X 4= 3k $7 [E 5 R0 Hb [X

HEAT T AR W Al 0, IR 45 T A2 W B T AN
B EPE AT . SIMARD 26220 1 A WL Il J& 391
GLAS (#4855 MODIS, TRMM ., [ 7l 25 % #
G5A L HESL T 1A — B RGBT 1S 2 BB
JCREE R A T

TANG 255 3 F A4 Y9 B 6% GLAS BB
VEIBIA 43 # » 2 HE T/ WO &35 1A 1 LAL (leaf
area index) I B M H| 1 (VEP) , 3 76 38 E M g
85| By T TR A D M N o S N I o7 A T A
BT GLAS BB B4 WOt 7 B 8 8 (LPD, 3 T
LPI i T LA Jf i@ i Mlas % > 5 Landsat TM %X
Pt w A X DX AT A7 B3, 45 S R % 7 ik 18
PR

FEGIR T 3 WARBOLEFE LS A RILEERIE
454 1 DESDynl TR X1, 5 >k % T2 i R & .
RO TR R B4 AR Ol 8 Uk AR I O B Ak AT
AL 1SS E A iy GEDI &3Ot & ik, T
2018 4F 12 AW & 4. GEDI 2% 1 A~ £ H A
HF AR 9 6F 08 DU 35 ' TR 35, R B A4 F R AL 4
51. 6°Z ) (ISS b 1 %8 A 55 A9 DX 380 14 2% AR08 0l
BOHE P IT R AR B M A A R
7 T L H A Al 7 LRI T OISS B
MOLI & 4%, MOLI 2R i XU 35 38 52 A X0 ) A5
3 FE RN H AR 3 3 38 Y e R I . T AR
)2, GEDI il MOLI #B /2 % T ISS °F & iy iz 174k
NI TR, bR 5 E 1SS SF & ML R 2067 55 40 °F & 2
BERE AT P & . BRI 38 3E i3 Carbon-3D,
LEAF 5306 18 o E8mr i) TR S (M A i
2 VAT

UEAE K [ N 2 R B IR R AT B 3RO
IR L 3 E R & G 00 Bl b 2R 2SR Go e T T
B R E BT TR RS R e MR MOE R B



5536 4% 2019 4E%5 3 1

VT34 RO B 5 AR % 23

F G0 A il AR 2 AR G e e I TR RS 43 U
HH PO IR M 2 A G SE AR BIL, DT S B RV
PN T 5 1) 8RR e B2 R A A

2 RFIHHLER
2.1 W@

PR i G 3 B AR SR R R R R
B BESEBLAOL T GO B BRI . ASCAS K S bk ol Y

i /I FLR SRR L BE FE 2 AL 15 BRI
WL B LS RO L OF TSR R HOL A . &
BIE WO H 1K 506 T I BHOE & R MRS F 3T L
w2 FrRs . RUPORAE S R ok A M EUE)E |
TR HTE A 181 AR S DL T BGROE E k
VR A R A IO B0 22 1 X R DG B0 St AR
W, 6T I EOHOE F R RO R S R
S0 WA AR e B AR S R D' 9T SR A W AR
SRR

Rzidx

| |
HLH J:___ i:m"m

*
R B
B
%
=
— -
ER/CE
BRRCEAL BHOAE | REMERT  BHMGET
BRI BRI e T8

B2 ©HEBHETESREFIHEALTEINMRKRESITLL

Fig.2 Comparison of full waveform lidar and photon counting lidar for forest signals
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