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Fig.1.3.1. Diagram of digital models.

DSM (Digital Surface Model) shows the altitude of the tree
crown surface. DTM (Digital Terrein Model) shows the alti-
tude of ground. DCHM (Digital Crown Height Model) shows
the height of tree crown surface above the ground level.
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YITDOFETITB ) LT HRAIE. TNFTIINWLD
PATONTE 2o 72 21 WiEA A T2 X 5078 (&
B 1991) L —H—7Fn1 Y2 %— (Tanaka et al
1998), L—H—KRA v ¥ — (i 1999), H 1L —
P2 F v F (KBS 2001, FHAF 2001, # 5 2001)

L. VL=FEMOZHENRALN TS, HE,
BHZEEA THRES M E L T B L —FAF v F
X2 7= BIRORES S0 HWGOiEHY
E— bV YU rEEELTRROAL R TEO—D
ThHhHEEZOND, WEL =% 2% v FI2X5HM
FHOHETIZ. S (2001) ASVARMHIOLY V%
I 2 HETAF v FAREORE S & W U S 07
REEOFHIE L TWE DD, AF v FOiki#E
FUAHEEIIIC & iz, BRI TOMEEEOR
W FEE 2 EOFHINIZFHTE 2wni &, EH
PO CHENRH - 720 T THRIFETIE, TTAF
X P XY R S N R R TE T VLY B Fik
DOIFFEZR ATV, WFEE B & OV AN & O RIS E
MEEZAT 9 o

/2. IhETOMEL—FAF v FI2X DL
3. F12 DBH O MlEN;ER DBH » S L7234
F < AHEEIT OV T ST 5B (RS 2002) A3,
COHEEHCTESFSELMFIFH LIS & LA
Wity B ilE 2 R TWEEEEZH 52 Lo
M TAAER T 2 LT D ) FAEIRED B > 72,
Fro, RHAEEHIL L0 L LeBa. HEuarso
P T — % 2 AT 2LENH L. L L. Hkok
BAREROWAREEEEE LTHT % & IEMICHA
TERVEWVI) YD > 120 BAOREERIT 5
JikE LT e oihill 5T oM R % AR
CHEILC, ORI TOM RO Z 5T
BEREZOND, ZDLX) eMGED L LT,
MARREDOTHEIZLSTHERITE ) L T5R-AIES
NETIZLITbNRTEY., TORENLFEIE Y
% —1) v ek (Bitterlich 1947) TH 5, ¥v ¥—1)
v R D TICROARHLIS B W CTIEEA IS
HE L. ZORICY o THED RO & Z B a o
Ay FPTHIMIL. €O E KR 5 2 & Tl
Bl ZEHNT 2 FH:TH 5. OB ZOHPEEITIC
SPH (1955), Essed (1955) 12 & o THA P34 s
ZWET 2 HENEERINIZ. S HITHGMEEDEH
T DT, M X 553k 55 (Bitterlich 1955)
—HEFINC X DM ED: (bR 1964), RERE
PENAENC & B AR MR e (B8l 1976) . = RICh:
KRZEMA~OBI (EE 1979) %2 ~T, PEHWICHE
L7z (M52 - 48 1990) o AWFZETIXEHIA T — % 1
BB DOV L VRN 2 TETH L2 LR,
E AR R R OM D S LoMRB L TBL /8T
A =5 OUEMEDR VA ZE L, Eiw (1976) oL
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WEA & B MRHEEE (DT ERE) oMR
HWTH EV—F A F v F7— 5 2 WU T 5 T O
FERATV, SEORELRIT 2 & & B ITZ0FHIMED
R EERGRE %2 AT 9 o

KISy B _EMICEHIITE 2 2 L & HEEIC,
GRmig L R E ORI PES R AIRY X%
W2 TR ATV RN - M E SR o FHI
R ERGE % 1T o

SO AW BRI (OB E» 2L T 572
W, BEWNEICE AT v 7T R
ARE DR HEOWIE ATV, RO FHIR BEGE 2

P

1790

2.2 MRBEEHE
Pl L7 ROWEEMBIT 22 LT, INFET
DYE— IV Y FFETIEDTO L) 238 D
B ENWNPIT R o 72,
1) WoroMiEdedie L CidmEsmiHmiT
DL LT 25 HFICHAME ET 5720
I HWBLRBIZIEWz o TRV, F 72,
Landsat TM % I\ 72 T3 CTRIL IS O AT %
T ITIE#E L T 25 Mo O REM 2 T % 1%
5ETICEV o TRV E W) REYRDH 5,
2) IAEREEAL S N7z AL 22 Lidar % w7251
FEIZE, BRI G2 3 e 9710)
HEY IS MM FE ORI REE 22 b & Vo 72
Ay BB b, 7272l L-HFAFxF+EH
WZFHITT T B 2OV A ORHLC TR AR A
Fr v FENLNWILIZLDHEMK T LV
7o MEDFAET %o
3) MiZetk Lidar 2 W 7225H005 83, LD
KETH DI ENLMBEDTERAEAET,
FATE D DIT 5 72 R R R HIY 22 T ASAS ]
EE VoMb H %,
4) FiZek§ Lidar 7 — % 2 SRR R 28
B 2B B AR B R 2R AR & AR B
OMHBRXZEKT B UEND D, FORIILL
O AR AT ) BED D DA I FHA
MhB L) MEPD S
AFFETIXINSITH L. AT OH LTz A b
ZriZl7,
1) #itZet% Lidar & W 728 4 F < Z5HIT
oWE (38 - 48)
2) MBI OISR DE 277 % HLzetk

WO% 41

Lidar 5HNGEA$ 5 2 & TR EN L, &5
2y BEMIEXOZELR L TRAME O E 7
ERETDL (38)

3) R EEOT Y Y VAEHRICHLZER Lidar 225
fER L 72 DTM % fllaiits 2 L12 & 2 KERGISH
Mz RET5 (458)

4) M H NS = ZFEH AR AT 720, H ke
L—H2F ¥+ - GENGE G TEOMRE %
790 (5%)

VU EOWNEZ LN, A< AGHIFIRE LTE L
WD Fig. 2.2.1TH 5. B - FkiTbzoT
DIEIINA F < AFHINZIE, HZer¥ Lidar 2 V5 2
ENTED, F— MBI AN THOYE, HAREZ
W5, HOREETIZBEAF OMAE X R 22 h B RO b R
VB ENTEL 2D, LT LLHZICHE%E
AT BT <L HLZERE Lidar GHIZZ0 TNA 4
S AR ERAT) SN TE D, —F, BEIASERLT
B % 720 B O B 2SR 7 KR OB Eid, bk
BREDONA A AWEERAT) o T2 HARTEOM
WREMED D B SR — A MICB VT, M TH B
SFOBMIZ X AL & DX 5525 2 35 6121 IF
FRICHEMARFE D S DA A< AR D WHETH %0 =
DFETIE. BARLEORICEEAF OM I L 2w
720, WETOYYT) v IRANLEE RS, HE
TEEL OV 7)) Y IREPLERZ LS, BE
L—HF2AF ¥+ - BEHEPWIHETEEZ NS, Z
DY T ¥ TRAT, A - MR T 5
CETEERDONA A AEFTNT 22 EHREE %
bo T MEOHFEHIZOWTHHEEEA S DSM
VR 5 2 & T MiZet Lidar 5HI & AR 2 LHEC
NAF R AGFHNEATH S EDTE 5o

2.3 TFZRsdsR#h &SRB
2.3.1 WRMRH

AWEFEE, AbigE S DAL o bk g £ 2
gl Urzo dbiiil BAS YT DL o sk i3 LEHE
B (Tatewaki 1958) 2R L THB Y. HAFHH
SAETHANDOBITHIE L TwWb, FAO (2001) 12
£ % AL ARIE S D FAR ML D 33% % 1F & B iR D
AT%IZROCTRERETH Y WROPCTEE 2
M HEDTW5, TEZOIHFHROFTH v v 7
WL T, RBUKBHE, RER, ARSI XD bk
EROWADHEATEY GREDT 1998), HMRES
IIEALRI LD J2 5 Z O#ATHEE IS Tnd, L7z
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Biomass Assessment

Individual Tree
Method ( § 3)

[ Biomass Assessment

D

P30 THUERIREAL OB IE OB 25 Z O Hil O Fpk
ERELEZY ) VT ATFHEOMRENLEL Sh
TWhe O3 7HF ISR B = i 5 & Tl
JENT ) B L O T A S HSER A~ ORATH ) (L L

Biomass

Fig.2.2.1. Flow chart of forest biomass survey process.
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TESHIO
Plot WB, W

SAPPORO
Plot H

®—___Plot ABC

NAKAGAWA

Plot N, Np, CM
45°N

URYU

Plot Up

TOMAKOMA |

40°N

140°E

TSUKUBA
Plot E

200km

Fig 2.3.1. Study sites.

2T, dtipEE HFOAIMOE=5 ) ¥ TITAL
HIKTZ 2 RN D 5. b, —EHEHITLEOME
2o TR AL R E O A, AR THILEWIZAT > 72
(Fig. 2.3.1),

2.3.2 INA #~ AEHAIB AL
AL TIE N F < ZFHNEHCY 309 A5, —#%IC
INA F 2 ADHALE LTI RENGER - WA - K

EFEOBIESS, TRZPIURERR (C) - N[ 4+~
Z (R D - VABME m®) 2Hushs,
T HRFEWIHBOFER BV CIRER RV
S5hCTwb,

RFEER - N4 A LARBMREO MO 2
i, EAMICERORICE > THETH L IBA
2001) o

W="pP xVxE (2.3.1)
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We=WxC (2.3.2)

ZZTC, We trFEER (tC). W HER (b).
Po : HFREE (t/m®)., V I@MHE m®). E i
KRE. C REGHRBCTH 5. AR IHE
& o THRARY . SHEER - FRLIE - WL O
EIGMEIE TARM LN Y BTy & (BR3ERBRI 1982)
&z &, #h2EN0.37t/m® - 0.47t/m® - 0.61t/m*
Tdh ) & THMHIZ0.45t/m* TH B F 72,
IPCC 4 K94~ (IPCC 1996) THF7 + )V Ml
& LT0.45t/mP ANk E STV B o SRR HHAR -
I & > THRAR D5 SR - REBOTHME L
LCERZENLT - L8AMEH SN D (AR 2001),
FEAEIZ, —HEMNIZ0.502MEb N Tw5b  (FRSERER
¥5 1982, IPCC 1996), ARMFFRICBWVWCRERE %
ROBIZHTzo TIE EROFE: - REEREAE L, —
M ETHONLREEZEH L T 5,

EREORRIC, REFEEE - N <R SLKRBHME
DO TR BB R Z &5, RIFZEIC
BOLTAA F < ZFHNO ¥ & L CdMRER (m®)
ML, LESCCREFERR (tC) - N AT R
(eERt) NEERETH). Thid, SHETOHR
MR TIRAMAEEICEIREZ B TWzo, Ml
HWMFZIEREE LSRR (M - HEEH
B - MLZe G R M RTERSE) ARAIR - AR S h
THEY, MEZZERIINZ 22 ETINSDHRZF
MTBZENTELOTHL, TMBEERDLZ
& CARWFZEDS i WP EFA 721 C 7 SMREER 2 7
FTOMABZENTE, LSHHRERICHHTZZ L

Fig.3.1.1. Diagram of airborne lidar.

NTEDEERTOTH S,

BIE THAE EAVAEMERE LidariCL 3
Eptl

3.1 LIS

Lidar &, M@ RWIHS Lz L — L
TR TL 2% 0I5 F TOHMLIET 5%
BTHb, Hzerk Lidar TR L —HF ¥ — 2 HHRHEIZFH)
T 5 ERFNHOGORIEHE D % 88T 5 720,
ZOBBOTTHEEDM O GV 2 & BT 5 2 L8
WHETH Do AN ET L2z 2 Mo, il gt
L7:d 0% Ml L ARET 5 2 & THIE O 5E AT ik
&% % (Fig. 3.1.1),

#iZekk Lidar 12X 23R T — 2 2D b O OREE
3AKFE+30 cm, FEE 15 cm Th HA5. HMROKEL
B W O BT CIER MR T 35 Z &Pl s h
bo Z T T, RETITRMIHZER Lidar O FFAMIBIC
B BHREEBGET 5o MG O LB HbZ 7 5
< ALHRIZ B THARNE & 47V 2 O F TS & R it
S ORERFEZAT) 312, 7y b 7Y ¥ A
AR IOV AR Z A ORHIMED RS EZAIC
DWTOREEIT) o T2, HZEH Lidar (238 L7241
B - RFEEREFHN TR ERET 2700, MER - HE
BRI - AR MRTR (L 1993) 2 HWT
M- REERZFEH L, ZORERGEE1T) 3.2),
RIS, I (B OFROBREE=5Y » 7
THHARZHEL, L EVETORHIT EORE
2T WERTO—2DOEKE LTIE. L—FH%
WHZH DWW L2 X - THERDNGHE S S 2
EDHY . SNVAEENTRDITEL - HRITT A
HLEZOND, MEOE=5) v rHERE L2
A AR R TR L o> TV ABEIIER T
BEEZON, WENEDODIZIEZ OWERENEZ
RIS B LENH B Ty B FHIE O % B AR
PEDIRH 24T S 720, BEmE L2 BT %, F 72,
RERTOL ) —20KKEE LTLEE,SOFHITI
WETZHIENTERWTRAPGEAET S XD
%o RIETIE, MOMEELZHEET LI LICLD FHEA
bEOIMBEHITFLREOME E21T9 (3.3). WA,
XU B 7 AR & O BRI B T Rk o BUORH
WO EMGES 5 72012, $HRRRKAMHICE
WCHIR AR - FHUM B OMGEZ 1T (3.4)0
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Measurement by complete Measurement by airborne
enumeration.(1) and heliborne lidar.(9)
Altitude of d Altitude of d .
| T <Emn ST p ity
M v
DBH—I—Zeight Dividing into individual tree » Average diameter
curve.(l) by watershed algorithm.(12) " of tree crowns.(16)
Tree height.(5) Verification.(see section 4.1) Tree height.(13) Average height
| of trees.(14)
The Number of - - . The number of
trees.(9) Verification.(see section 4.2) trees.(15)
Tree volume
o0 ogmeenen Sl S ety
Stand stem volume.(8) Verification.(see section 4.3) Stand stem volume.(20)
' .
v
Relationships between stem volume and Relationships between stem volume and
oven dry weight above ground level. (21) oven dry weight above ground level. (21)
Bulk density and
expansion factor.(25)
Ratio of oven dry weight between Ratio of oven dry weight between
above ground level and below one.(22) above ground level and below one.(22)
J
v
Carbon content factor of wood.(23) Carbon content factor of wood.(23)
Carbon weight of trees per km?2.(24) Carbon weight of trees per km?2.(24)
Fig.3.2.1. Flow chart of estimating carbon weight using DSM data measured by airborne and heliborne lidar.
3.2 Mz Lidar &2 BV 2 ATMO/NA F < ZEHA RIMEICL, P—FNATF—Ta v 7°1) R 2% e
3.2.1 RAEMBIES LUFHRIGS TME Lo £/ WE LEE»SESIID &
3.2.1.1 #REEMSBE 1.3m I L 723570 2 AR DRAEE & & L7zo Bl
AN NS B B EARR G ANLI197HE D TR R EROMREARZ JE L Bl (3.2.1,
BE - 1198FKTED 2 X 2R G & L7z MAICHIzo T 3.2.2, 3.2.3, 3.2.4) ZELTEKRIZHTIEDS

W&, 197FRPFI21E300m % 100m @ 71 v b (LB,
Plot A). 198#PEIZIZ100m X 70m O 71 v b (LR,
Plot B) % #%& LIAHFHAZIT-7 (Fig.3.2.1(1),
AAEX MO MEEE (DBH ; H EE1.3m {7
TOVAKRERE) 5 cm Doy Kizx L. & E e
(Fig. 3.2.1(2) -« VARMNEOWEZIT-72, X HIC
Plot BIZBW T3, FVADOWARERZ 5L 72
(Fig. 3.2.1(3) MEmEAOWEITHR 2 Hwv, 2
em RN CHEZ T 720 T27 Ty b 4FBICI
AW, EAREREAB L4 5= Mak V)
F—=%NVZAF—=33 ¥ (Nikon 74 =V FKATF— 3
v GF-1) % JiZ i |2 C R - s % s L7z
SEARD RS E DO FEEE B X ORI DWW TIEAM

ZEIZX ko7 (Fig. 3.2.1(5) F72. SAREH
fit (Fig. 3.2.1(8)) \dMmE e - B & 0 spbr g
M (Fig. 3.2.1(6) ZHWTRKDze BT~V
WO WAL E Y AR R (B 1948) # ikt
ZHW, V<Y REBHIC O W TR AR (B
BRI 1970b) A E V2.

(ho=v)
FI =0.435719+0.515867/H +2.481278 /H°
F2 =0.439004 +0.916461/D —0.073809/D
V=n(D/200)2x Hx (F1 +F2) /2 (3.2.1)
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20 (=)
V= 10( —4.0744 +1.824080log D+ 0.934568log H) % 1.0048
(3.2.2)
15 1 (= 3E8)
/-E\ V= 10(—&068644—*—1.75615210;{ D+0.906210log H)
T (D<12)
o 10 _ 1n(—4.335395+1.903051log D+ 1.025410log H)
5 V=10
T (12=< D <22)
V= 10( —4.332596 +1.853014log D+ 1.166956log H)
5 |
H=-1219 x 10 + 8.568 log D <
R = 0.8642 (22= D <30)
(3.2.3)
0 Voo EAREMEE (m®) D o R (cm)
0 10 20 30 40 H : B (m)
DBH, D(cm)
Fig. 3.2.2. Diameter-height curve for coniferous tree in FRHBIZ19574E (Plot A) - 19584F (Plot B) IZHE
Plot A. WENoh F= (Larix leptolepis) NLIRT, 1IH
20 20
*
15 15 b
E G .
T s
; r ;10 |
2"
z z
5 r H=-4481+6.117 log D 5T H =-8.485 + 8.229 log D
R = 0.7703 R? = 0.8861
0 0
0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
DBH, D(cm) DBH, D(om)
Fig. 3.2.3. Diameter-height curve for coniferous tree in Fig. 3.2.4. Diameter-height curve for broad-leaved tree.
Plot B.
Table3.2.1. Flight Data.
Observation Name Obs.O Obs.A4 Obs.A6 Obs.A8 Obs.H
Carrier aircraft Airborne Airborne Airborne Airborne Heliborne
Observed Date 9~10-Dec-1999  12-Aug-2000 12-Aug-2000 12-Aug-2000 26-Sep-2001
Model No. of the Lider system ALTM1020 ALTM1020 ALTM1020 ALTM1020 ALTM1225
Altitude above Ground Level (m) 600 400 600 800 200~300
Flight speed (km) 180 180 180 180 50
Pulse repetition frequency (Hz) 5000 5000 5000 5000 25000
Scan Frequency (Hz) 17 26 23 23 25
Scan Angle (deg.) 20 15 10 8 20
Pulse Density [ First + Last Pulse ] (m® 1.20 2.34 2.25 2.32 81.12
Beam divergence (mrad) 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.3 1.2,0.25
Footprint Size (m) 0.18 0.12 0.18 0.24 0.05~0.36
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O Broad-leaved tree
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Larix leptolepis
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Fig. 3.2.5. Histogram of total number of trees in Plot A.

2=y (Picea jezoensis). LEBPEAL TV
% (Fig.3.2.5, 3.2.6)c MKRIZA ¥ ¥ (Dryopteris
crassirhizoma). > J 37 5 ¥ (Dryopteris expansa)
REDYFTHWIERD T v ¥V (Pachysandra
terminalis) DRAET LWL o THD LN, —#B
I XY AW Y (Sasa nipponica). 7 <4 ¥ (Sasa
senanensis) DM L TWb, ha 4720 K - MR,
Plot A #%120074</ha - 148.92m%/ha, Plot B #1010
A/ha - 152.77m*/ha Tdh - 72,

3.2.1.2 fize 4% Lidar I

M Zet¥ Lidar 5HlliZ. Table 3.2.112/R3 520D
B 247> 72 (Fig. 3.2.1(9)0 MZEHERA Lidar
WZOWTIEEMFOENT X RGO AR &2 MGES 5 72
WU, 7SV AEIERZEZ 728 (Obs.0:1.20m ™,
Obs.A6:2.25m™%), # X O FRAT 5 1 % 25 2 72 L
(Obs.A4:400m, Obs.A6:600m, Obs.A8:800m)
AT o 20 T2, MRS Lidar &~V a7y —
A Lidar & ORI ZAT) 72D, N 3Ty —I2k
L (Obs.H) #47- 720 HBARTIE. MZEH
A - ) 3Ty = Lidar % &b THLZEHE
Lidar &EBL L. M5 % X509 2 B & 1AL 22 i i i
Lidar - NV a7 ¥ —### Lidar 3562 & &
T 5

3.2.2 F—af@Eind JURERIL S &
3.2.2.1  #iZH& Lidar 7 — 2 DR
HLZERk Lidar (2 X Y B S 727 —2id, L—H

500

450 ] O Broad-leaved tree
B Picea jezoensis
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Fig. 3.2.6. Histogram of total number of trees in Plot B.

PCFHE D 3 RICHEAE & L CHUS S5 . & 0 5 E
Last Pulse X W RSN/ TF—F BV KED /4
AEBELEZDOZWET—% L L, 0.33mGrid ®
DTM ¥— % #1 L7 (Fig. 3.2.100), % 7=,
First Pulse & ) H(f# S M7z 7 — & 13 E oS
THbHE# %, 0.33mGrid O L1 DSM % 1R
L7zo E512, BHE L DSM 225 DTM %#5[< &
&ETL HEERER A v ¥ 27— % (DCHM) % /5% L
72 (KBS 2000) (Fig. 3.2.101),

3.2.2.2 BEOHMESLUEHEER - HE O
MLZefE Lidar IS X DS o NzEEBhiEm 2 v ¥ 2
F—% 75, Watershed 7))V T X 2 % v CHHE

O E AT o 72 (BB 2001) (Fig. 3.2.102),
Watershed 7 )V ) XA IZDFOFHENTHEITE N5,

1) AR OBKAEIS Y — I ZRET S0

2) BIEEABRICH> Ty =7 2 RESE S,

3) BT ABEDY— A EROh oA, F
72id, WSS ELASBEAE DL TS 7 o 72 R T I8
WaEld %o

Watershed 7V T X 22 & ) R S 7ziE D
IR A R Y T AL BEERY T & L, BHER A -
HEEBDE R - BUEE A Z RN L7z XY Pl bR
ARV T EFE NS First Pulse D BEHEOHTEH - &
b 7 EE () o O BER L L,
Z DR 5 DTM R 2 51 7o i 2 EEiid e & L
7o (Fig. 3.2.103), F7=. @M@ - b A%
5 %% Plot 0¥t s (Fig. 3.2.1(14) & ha 47
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DA% (Fig. 3.2.105) &5 L7z, BhHEEeaiEmm
L72RERHTEM L, ZOEEEEEOTIMHEE
LCHIBL, & 5122 OBEH M % v T4 Plot 17
OV EHEER (Fig. 3.2.100) 25 L7,

3.2.2.3 FEE DKL
FHl S 7 DTM B & O S B 8 o 4 1 % Mk
T A0, HmAFAT— % LI - MGEE 1T - 720
DTM 22T, BARTAIC & 0 aHl L 72 A R
L FO XY FEREE [ UL O DTM i % g L 7z,
B IicoW T, fER ) T ¥ & mARFIAEE O AR
7= % % LT OFMHCTHISFHT 2475 720
l)mﬁfujy’owfib®XYWﬁ%?b\
WHEERIE S % Z R L L7205 T %o
2) VAMLE Y XY FEEE L, SRR Z B
L L7 AR T %o
3) Fidl) - 2) TERLZNORTHEHEDN
TEED, TN d 28R Y) T LV RO
R7E L7
R7 e olBER) T - ARTFT—=FIZO0
T BHER AR S B & OHE R SO W T HIK - MRS
i1 o720

3.2.2.4 MBESLUVRFEEHTHEE DR
NAF AR H 2o TR ETHEZ KD, #
0)?3%\ FEBIERTHIEICE VB kot 2
X, **ﬂ("ti"ib BW TR SN 5 BAFEOER
(*ﬂp? WEEHN - MG ERG MRS 13
MOPHMELRERE 2o TWEZZD, HiEEHVAS

CLTINLEBFOBREFNT A LN TELZD
Thbo

fiiZeb¥ Lidar GHIMEA S M ZEE T 5 10H 72 -
T, M - MR o BGRRE V2 (Fig. 3.2.1
am\AL%%EMﬂU(%ﬁﬁzmm M5 J5ik
(Fig. 3.2.108), ZEiBEMAMAETZEZ V5
(mg321w)®3o®$&c;bkb zhzEh
DI DWW TG 24T > 720 B, HLZEH Lidar
R S RO BN R 2 7200, SHIME L 3Tl
OB ERTHLH I~V EEL T,

B - MRt R (Fig. 3.2.107) &, #&
st (Fig. 3.2.2, Fig. 3.2.3) 3L 05, X (3.2.1)
X0 R LI FE % 2k 72 (Fig. 3.2.100),

NS EE PRI, W - A - BB o %)E
BFHET) 20K SN2 57 THY. hadiz
0 bR & AREOBIRR 2 SIS A - ST
HiR - S S AR - EARAGERRIC & D BEED ) T
Wb RIFZEICB W CldAbiigE b T 71 7 < 0 a8
BHMEZH W, 2 Oh o R R S8 o 3 5
(Fig. 3.2.108) %MV CThHuyitiEz kb (Fig.
3.2.100),

= (0.0651368 [ 12301814 9492 9 g 294855971
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V : hadz0#HE H : EEAROFERE
N @ had7zh KK

2P BRI R, BT B SR -
EAE - AR WT - T - R R T E LTHS

Mz RODLMEETH 5. MREZICIERT AT T

Table 3.2.2. Volume Table for aerial-photographical analysis.

Items R?

Tree height 0.69

Tree height umber of 0.76
canopy trees

Tree height Number of  Diameter of 078
canopy trees tree crown

Tree height Number of  Diameter of Forest Age 0.89
canopy trees tree crown

Tree height Number of  Diameter of Forest Age Warm index 0.90
canopy trees tree crown

. Number of  Diameter of .

Tree height Forest Age Warm index Slope angle 0.90
canopy trees tree crown

Tree height Number of  Diameter of Forest Age Warm index Slope angle Soil type 0.91
canopy trees tree crown

Tree height Number of ~ Diameter of Forest Age Warm index Slope angle Soil type Altitude 0.92
canopy trees tree crown

Tree height Number of  Diameter of Forest Age Warm index Slope angle Soil type Altitude Surface 0.94
canopy trees tree crown texture

Tree height Number of  Diameter of Forest Age Warm index Slope angle Soil type Altitude Surface Beaming 0.96
canopy trees tree crown texture

Tree height Number of  Diameter of Forest Age  Warm index Slope angle Soil type Altitude Surface Beaming Canqpy 0.96
canopy trees tree crown texture density
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Fig.3.2.7. Relationships between stem volume and
oven dry weight.

V=R aT7HEIFRRENTEY, Wz a7
EZMNAEST 52 E THRIZRDZHDTH S, AL
TR ERFO L ) F b T~y N LD ZEHR
BEMGMETE LIRS EHm R 1978) % i1
(Fig. 3.2.109) L. Moz ko7 (Fig. 3.2.1
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121.25%3 U5 2 & TRz (Fig. 3.2.1@20), &5
2. RFEEHBRE0.50 (tC/t) (Fig. 3.2.103) 2
WORFRHBENOEWZ {7572 (Fig. 3.2.124),

BEARRERE RO RFZERANDOLEWRIZDH 72> TId,
BT =IOV TR0 EERK (Fig. 3.2.12)~24)
2RV, TRy REBICOWTIE S T VIR
THAERORNA A AP DN L, BHEEE
OV - JRARE (IR 2001) % H v R TEH
%4T- 72 (Fig. 3.2.109),

We =p, X VX EXC
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Fig. 3.2.8. Canopy DSM and crown polygons around Plot
B. Shade image shows the altitude of DSM.
White lines shows crown polygons derived
from DSM.
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Platel. Bird-view of canopy DSM and DTM around plot B.

Table 3.2.3. Difference error between measured ground altitude and lidar-derived ground altitude.

Plot Name Observation Name Obs.0 Obs.A4 Obs.A6 Obs.A8 Obs.H
Plot B RMSE (m) 0.513 0.720 0.783 0.369 0.575
Average error (m) 0.439 0.658 0.727 0.240 0.484

S.D. of average error (m) 0.267 0.296 0.296 0.304 0.315

Table 3.2.4. Difference error between measured tree height and lidar-derived tree height.

Plot Name Observation Name Obs.0 Obs.A4 Obs.A6 Obs.A8 Obs.H

Plot A RMSE (m) 091 093 092 092 094
Average error (m) 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.13 0.27°*
S.D. of average error (m) 0.90 0.92 0.91 0.91 0.90

Plot B RMSE (m) 089 092 087 086  0.87
Average error (m) -0.09 -0.05 -0.05  0.01 0.06
S.D. of average error (m) 0.88  0.92 0.87 0.86  0.87

Significance according to ANOVA ; ** P<0.01
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Fig.3.2.9. Histogram of total number of trees by height class in Plot A. Lines shows the lidar-derived histgrams.
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Fig.3.2.10. Histogram of total number of trees by height class. in Plot B. Lines shows the lidar-derived histgrams.
Bars shows the histgrams drived from complete enumeration.

Table3.2.5. Number of trees derived from Lidar and complete enumeration.

Plot A Truth 3599 1689
Obs.O 986 27% 949  56%
Obs.A4 1230 34% 1205 71%
Obs.A6 1237  34% 1207 71%
Obs.A8 1257  35% 1232 73%
Obs.H 1455  40% 1445 86%
Plot B Truth 707 466
Obs.O 224 32% 170  36%
Obs.A4 290  41% 228  49%
Obs.A6 286  40% 233  50%
Obs.A8 300 42% 245  53%
Obs.H 362 51% 320 69%

*Tree Height >=11
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KTREAPEEN TR WD, TRARDOME M
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Table 3.2.8121&, ZEMEEMG MR X HHE
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94% L HEEMATHE SN TV B, T, Zeg ik
MR EPEEOWHE L ) MR HEET 5720
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Fig.3.2.11. An example of extraction error. Shade image
shows the altitude of DSM. White lines
shows crown polygons derived from DSM.
The central polygon contains 2 or 3 trees.

Table 3.2.6. Stem volume and carbon weight estimated by relationship between height and stem volume.

Plot Name Observation

Stem volume (m®/ha)

Carbon weight ( Ct / km?)

Name All %  Canopy layer*® All %  Canopy layer* %
Plot A Truth 148.92 125.81 4243 3474
Obs.O 73.09 49% 72.05 57% 1937 46% 1910 55%
Obs.A4 90.89 61% 89.94 T1% 2409 57% 2384 69%
Obs.A6 92.55 62% 91.76  73% 2453  58% 2432 70%
Obs.A8 96.53 65% 95.86 76% 2559 60% 2541 73%
Obs.H 130.03 87% 129.74 103% 3446 81% 3439  99%
Plot B Truth 152.77 142.50 4453 4097
Obs.O 67.87 44% 66.88 47% 1799 40% 1773  43%
Obs.A4 91.77 60% 91.41 64% 2432  55% 2423  59%
Obs.A6 91.37 60% 90.38 63% 2422  54% 2396 58%
Obs.A8 97.03 64% 96.31 68% 2572  58% 2553 62%
Obs.H 116.41 76% 116.15 82% 3086 69% 3079  75%

*Tree Height >=11
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Table 3.2.7. Stem volume and carbon weight estimated by yield-density effect curve.

Plot Name Observation Measured data Stem volume (m*ha) Carbon weight ( Ct/ km?)
Name ﬁ},iigoisii};ts i‘ﬁ;’;’sr of All %  Canopy layer*® All % Canopy layer* %

Plot A Truth 13.44 563.00 148.92 125.81 4243 3474
Obs.O 13.61 316.33 61.64 41% 61.64 49% 1634 39% 1634 47%
Obs.A4 13.55 401.67 74.10 50% 7410 59% 1964 46% 1964 57%
Obs.A6 13.61 402.33 75.09  50% 75.09 60% 1990 47% 1990 57%
Obs.A8 13.69 410.67 7744  52% 7744 62% 2053 48% 2053  59%
Obs.H 14.16 481.67 95.72  64% 95.72  76% 2537 60% 2537  73%

Plot B Truth 13.70 665.71 152.77 142.50 4453 4097
Obs.O 13.50 307.14 58.75  38% 5875 41% 1557 35% 1557  38%
Obs.A4 13.56 410.00 7543  49% 7543 53% 1999 45% 1999  49%
Obs.A6 13.64 397.14 74.69  49% 74.69 52% 1980 44% 1980 48%
Obs.A8 13.66 420.00 7839 51% 7839 55% 2078 47% 2078  51%
Obs.H 13.93 465.71 89.46  59% 89.46 63% 2371 53% 2371  58%

*Tree Height >=11

Table 3.2.8. Stem volume and Carbon weight estimated by aerial photographical analysis table.

Plot Name Observation Name Method of estimation Average height  Number of - Diameter of Stem CaI"bOl’l
of canopy trees canopy trees tree crown Volume weight
(m) (m) m) ) GCkm) ©)
Score Score Score
PltA  Truth Measured data 13.44 563.00 - 14892 1243
Volume table for aero- Tree Height 132.9000 13290 89% 3523 83%
photographical analysys Number of Canopy Trees 63.6339 83.9420 14758 99% 3912 92%
Obs. O Measured data 13.61 316.33 5.38
) Tree Height 132.9000 13290 89% 3523 83%
Zﬁig;;ﬁ;ﬁo;ﬁf;ys Number of Canopy Trees 636339 664705 130.10 87% 3449 81%
Diameter of Tree Crown 250208 678979 90097 10493 0% 2781 66%
Obs. Ad Measured data 1355 401.67 476
- Tree Height 132.9000 13290 89% 3523 83%
Zg})‘t’;’;;:ﬁ;ffﬁl;sys Number of Canopy Trees 636339 664705 130.10 87% 3449 81%
Diameter of Tree Crown 280208 678979 451231 14104 95% 3738 88%
Obs. A6 Measured data 13.61 402.33 476
Volumme table for acro- Tree Height 132.9000 13290 89% 3523 83%
shotomrahiod snslgs Number of Canopy Trees 636339 664705 130.10 87% 3449 81%
Diameter of Tree Crown 280208 678979 451231 14104 95% 3738 88%
Obs. A6 Measured data 13.66 414.33 467
Volumme table for acro- Tree Height 132.9000 13290 89% 3523 83%
photographical analyeys Number of Canopy Trees 636339 664705 13010 87% 3449 81%
Diameter of Tree Crown 280208 678979 451231 14104 95% 3733 88%
Obs. H Measured data 14.16 481.67 423
- Tree Height 132.9000 13290 89% 3523 83%
Zﬁi‘gg};ﬁ;ﬁiﬁ;ﬁ Number of Canopy Trees 636339 664705 130.10 87% 3449 81%
Diameter of Tree Crown 250208 678979 451231 14104 95% 3733 88%
PlotB _ Truth 13.70 665.71 - 152.77 4453
Volume table for aero- Tree Height 132.9000 13290 S7% 3523 83%
photographical analysys Number of Canopy Trees 63.6339 83.9420 147.58 9% 3912 92%
Obs. O Measured data 13.50 307.14 5.44
) Tree Height 132.9000 13290 S7% 3523 79%
Zﬁiﬁi}lﬁ;ﬁ::ﬁsys Number of Canopy Trees 636339 664705 130.10 85% 3449 T7%
Diameter of Tree Crown 250208 678979 90097 10493 69% 2781 62%
Obs. Ad Measured data 13.56 410.00 164
- Tree Height 132.9000 13290 87% 3523 79%
Vﬁi‘t’ém:aﬁil;flo;zms Number of Canopy Trees 636339 664705 130.10 85% 3449 T7%
Protograp yeys Diameter of Tree Crown 280208 678979 451231 141.04 92% 3733 84%
Obs. A6 Measured data 13.64 397.14 474
- Tree Height 132.9000 13290 87% 3523 79%
Z}‘:})‘t’;’;;:z;ffﬁl;sys Number of Canopy Trees 636339 664705 130.10 85% 3449 T7%
Diameter of Tree Crown 280208 678979 451231 14104 92% 3738 84%
Obs. A8 Measured data 13.66 420.00 448
Volumme table for acro- Tree Height 132.9000 13290 87% 3523 79%
photographical analysys Number of Canopy Trees 63.6339 66.4705 130.10 85% 3449 7%
Diameter of Tree Crown 280208 678979 451231 14104 92% 3738 84%
Obs. H Measured data 13.93 465.71 431
- Tree Height 132.9000 13290 87% 3523 79%
Zﬁiz’;;g;fl‘):j:f;ys Nurmber of Canopy Trees 636339 664705 13010 85% 3449 77%
Diameter of Tree Crown 250208 678979 451231 14104 92% 3733 84%
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FEERoORERZWE L. #Eiix 3.3.1) %
E L TERICHTIZDE I LIZX Y RDdT,
H=-4.481+6.117log D, R?=0.7703  (3.3.1)
2T, HE# (m). DIEDBH (cm). Rk
EREE T,

F VR R MR - B &) SRR
Wz W TRD 2 BT <2120 UL
AEpM i EmER (W 1948) 2w, =< -
JREEB IO W TIE AR R kBT 51 m R
1970b) #EL % H 720

(ho=v)
F1 =0.435719+0.515867/H +2.481278/H°
F2 =0.439004 +0.916461/D —0.073809/D°

V =7m(D/200)2x H x (FI + F2)/2 (3.3.2)

(=v<)

V — 10(*4.0744+ 1.824080log D+ 0.934568log H) %1 0048
(3.3.3)

V2]

Y =10 4-068644+1.756152log D+0.906210log ) (1) < 19)
I = 10(~4-335395+1.903051log D+ 1.025410log )
(12= D<22)
[ = 10( 4332596 +1.855014log D+1.166956logl 1)
(22= D <30)
(3.3.4)
VoEAREMRE (m®) D o WEEE (em)
H g (m)

Table 3.3.1. Flight data of lidar observations.

Flight Name F1999 F2001 F2003
Flight Date 9~10 Sep 1999 26 Sep 2001 9 Sep 2003
Carrier Aircraft Airborne Heliborne Heliborne
Altitude above Ground Level (m) 600 200 ~ 300 300
Pulse Density [ First + Last Pulse ] (m?) 1.20 81.12 6.56

Crown Polygon

—

High Density

=)

Decrease in density

Crown Polygon

Underestimation
of tree height
r_ —

Low Density

@ Point clouds regarded as crown point.

O Point clouds regarded as terrain point.

Fig. 3.3.1. Problem of tree height underestimation using lidar data.
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3.3.1.2 EHRIRHERISHIERE

WiZekk Lidar FHIIZ19994E, 20014E, 20034 12 #i
ZERRFERRIN, N a7y —F Lidar 24E 12 X D AT
57z (Table3.3.1),

MLZeb Lidar ISk Bl S Az 77—k, L—H
SHALE O 3 KIGHEEO R L LTS N5, 20
HMBEEZ 74y Y 7 FP (@) 2003, Soininen
2003) ZHWT, VAZED ) A X2 BE Lz 0%
7 —% & 1L0.5m Grid ® DTM 7— % 2% L 720
F72. % Grid PO S EHWEE O N7 — 7 13EE L
WoEETH DL LF 2, 0.5m Grid O #HE L i D
DSM #AER L 720 & 52K il DSM 20 5
DTM #5[< Z & CTDCHM #4E# L. DCHM %5
Watershed 7 )V 3 X A % W CTHIE ORI 217>
720 Watershed 7 )V I A A X ) AR S 728
DI ERY) T, BHERY T2 L LAY T NI
HHLEBOPTE oL Z B () Homud
OEBEREESE LT, T0EE» S DTM 25
FlL7z i 2 sHs e & L7ze S OREHI S a8
PFNFFREIRIC S B0 AT L — AT L b RIS
W72 LIERS T, FUHED T35 ORI 72
LR S WMAT H720THSH (Fig.3.3.1),

D7, 2OV A D R BLZER Lidar 7 —
Z & I TRERFIIFNT 2479 BRIZiE, Z oI
ARAT U 72 8/ NEFATMEL ) & Al IE 3 2 LB DH B o

ZIT, AETRROXEHWTHIERZITH) 2 L
L L7

He =A + B X Hs (3.3.5)

ZZC. He ld#iEME (m). Hsid Lidar 12 X
VRS 28 (m). A & BRBRETHY., 2o
FRENX20014E DFHI T — & 2 SRR L 720 20014E D i
Zep Lidar 3HIICld, 81.12m 2 JEH IS WEET
T—=7 2 WHELTNE7D, TOT—=FhbRbNb
BEIEEM () THHEEL. 207 —% %1999

4, 20034F £ W U1.20m 2, 6.56m 2IZ 572K
A (Hs) L OBR2L. 2D A BERDZ,

FZRMEOMSMENE. ZomiiEd s (He) 2
53 (3.3.1) ZHWwWTDBH %, X (3.3.2) %
HWTHAMEZH L, HET 52 L THhO DM
L7

3.3.1.3 TEBADHEESE

T CToOMZEIHIC BT, TREADON
WHEEDWIRA K & RETH Ho £ 2 TARETI,
HLZeBE TRIN OZ ) 2 FIEARORERA & T R AR ORE R
EHETHIETHREMSL I L L Lz, ZOHTEL
L C. Osawa & (Osawa and Abaimov 2001la,
Osawa et al. 2001b) OFPE M2 L& L7
Osawa b DFHL, & 5 WG IV TZDOEH
fit - AR ELF A, AOKRELDBOPS—HDADT —
% % MNY #: (Hozumi et al. 1968) % H\CHEET
55 TH D, MNY FEEEHIT— % 2 X— & B
74T 427 (Hozumi 1971) §5Z & T, 4fik
DR - B RKDLTHETH S, TD MNY &%
72 Lidar FHORRICHEH T2 2T TRALE
DI OMAL - kFEREZ KDDL T EHRRICR S
EEZEZHbN 5,

MNY #EOFHEFNEZ LT ISR T w % & A Ef
DM wWmax WGP ORKBEERMEE. ¢ (w) %
W O EMEE DA EE L. ROBIBE % &
#%7 % (Osawa and Abaimov 2001a).

Wmax

Y (w) = Iwgb (w) dw (3.3.6)
N @) = ¢ @) du (3.3.7)
M (w) = }GEZ; (3.3.8)

Table 3.3.2. Total number and stem volume by complete enumeration.

Investigate Name P1999 P2001 P2003
Investigate Date Dec 1999 Sep 2001 Apr 2004
Total Number of Trees (ha™) 1028 1036 1009
Total Stem Volume(m’ha™) 145.43 156.27 162.90
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Fig. 3.3.3. Histogram of tree heights. Dotted lines (P) , thin lines (F) and thick lines (B) are as a result of com-
plete enumeration, laser survey and prediction from laser survey using the MNY method.
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Y (w) & M (w) OBIR» S, 74 v T4 ¥ 7IH#H
L7220 A D 5 A TENRGT A= 2 BB ENTE
b0 T2l ZIE whBR=FHAIHE) S, KD
DO BRI Y D0,

M(w)=Aw + B (3.3.9)

N (w) (1-A)/A _
¢ (C | (1-A4) /A
W (A-1) w + ‘\Z) (3.3.10)
ZZTA, B, Cl3»Ng x—=%T»H% (Hozumi 1971,
Osawa and Abaimov 2001a), < % B %I

RO 75 (Hozumi 1971,
2001a) o

Osawa and Abaimov

¢ (w) = C [(4-1) w+B) P40 (3.3 17)
W DORMIEI w 25O R/MEREICESHZ 2
z&c, KX 3.3.6 & (B.3.1) »okwbrZ
NTE D, AETIE, WAWATORMKDBH Th 5
5 cm OAEZ w b UTHH L7z,

3.3.2 WHREEE
ARHRAEDRE % Table 3.3.2135RF, A

]
[=3
(=)

—_
>®©
=}

1

‘s 160 |

(mh

—_
[
(=]

—_
(=3
(=)

- = = = (P) complete enumeration

Total Stem Volume

60 | —— (F) laser survey
40 F (B) prediction from laser survey
using the MN'Y method
20 |
0
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Year

Fig. 3.3.4. Estimated total stem volumes. Dotted lines
(P) , thin lines (F) and thick lines (B) are a
result of complete enumeration, laser survey
and prediction from laser survey using the
MNY method.

w6 1

F1020A R CHER L CTB ) . MR8 % i
ZH o7z,

20014E DHLZe K Lidar 7 — % 7 SAERK L 7219994F
& 20034 F DR i IER X, TN ZENROBEY ThH - 72,
He =7.755%x10'Hs +3.635, R =0.7419 (3.3.12)
He =9.738x10'Hs +5.851, R =0.9650 (3.3.13)

PV AFEEDS6.56m 2 & EWai(3.3.13) 1B W T
FHIERD B WY TEE D 2R L7225 2OV ABED)S
1.20m 2 & R (3.3.13) 2BV CTIRAIER O Y Tt
FDLHET LTV, S, 79V ZEEAR W &4
FORHIKE DR T 5720, WEROETIETFY B
BT LAEEEZ BN, Fito;THilE L7z Lidar 12
X B MG EREAR O L SR A B % Fig.
3.3. 213" T AR OB E O M A R 7Eh
Ao (—IChE ST, P <0.01). # & 04
KPR R130.23~0.25my "Tdh o 720 AFAHICBE
B3 A119THIFICCTH I V10K 218 L. WTEAR%
B < 9ARIZ D W TN D B pi BB BB 72 ) @
MERAZHAL72E 250.2520.05my ' Tho722
EM D AT K B O R EFHINI AR %
FEThHbHLEEZOND,

RIZ, FEARFIA - HZek¥ Lidar - #iZed Lidar &
MNY #:12 & AR AR % Fig. 3.3.315R ¥, i
Zei% Lidar \2 X D Ml C & 22K EREAKRDOATH
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Fig. 3.3.5. Estimated total carbon weights. Dotted lines
(P) , thin lines (F) and thick lines (B) are a
result of complete enumeration, laser survey
and prediction from laser survey using the
MNY method



VE= MY I VTRV, < ZEFHI CR)

0. MO PRRIGENGE I S h B WM H - 7o Ll
MNY #EZEH Lz A, ZolEEnafikkidmA
AN L o THS AR &RV R L o 72,
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Fig. 3.4.1. Histogram of tree heights. Dotted lines (Field) and thin lines (Lidar) are as a result of complete enum

eration and laser survey.
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BIEHROMEIZ GPSICE B A Y 7 4 v 7 il
LDPEL, BIERNOBEARMEL M= VAT =
a v OLIEMPEER: GTS-703F, Topcon) % HwWT
Z Al &) PuE L7ze BISAAR16, 205 1281F % H
AR B 6 cm DL EOMEAENRIZLTH
0. B R E (VERTEX I, Haglof) #
HeTHEEZE Lz, WEEEZarxy 7 2%
WTHISE L7ze BAME (V@ m®) i3, hBERost
L LEMOMBREHVCHE (H - m) &
s (D @ ecm) 205 (3.4.1) KTk L,
Z DR & HFHRER R L L

V =1x (D/200)% x H x ¢ (3.4.1)

ZZT, cldiEfRET (3.4.2) KXy HEHEhs,
C=(F1+ Fz)/z (342)

Fiv FoldZ 2 s i S U iR B & 10 258 s ) A e
fR¥c, (3.4.3) XEvHEMSINS,

Table 3.4.1. Estimated stem volume (m®ha™) .

F1=0.61-0.0055 H +5.48 ¢ 0% H (B13EM)
F1=0.515-0.03 H +2.814 ¢ 0-550H (I3
F»=0.5-0.0008 D +0.4210 ¢ %127 ($t3Ek1)
F»=0.48-0.00066 D +1.216 ¢ *4% P (34}

(3.4.3)

B 6 75 - 125 TS ORI 2175 T e w
72, RIEHFZEMRICB W CHIK GBI E SN TW A EE
FEORBE AR Gl DX SE5EM 2 R, A 2 Ml
D UUTRIEAT SRR iR & 3 %) 2 Tl
ELRE H M &2 HEE L7z

JRAT I 72022 8% Lidar 7°— # 1&. 20044F 8
9 HICME SN2 DTH Do WE S N7z pifEr 5T
RED ) 4 X% WL Lz b0 xR KRG T— 5 &
L. DTM (Digital Terrain Model) 7— % % {ERK
L7zo F/20 ETCOHBET =IO Ay T aNORK
EE A L, P LB 24T ) & TR E R O
DSM (Digital Surface Model) +¥— % #{ER L 72,
DSM 75 DTM % 5|l \w7zfi (DCHM : Digital
Canopy Height Model) ##EOIERIZH W2, X v
YaDORKEEIFZ20024EH2 m X 2 m Ty 20044E78 1
mX1mTHb,

3.4.2 Lidar ¥— 2@ 5%
BHE D213, 3.2 & Al Kk Watershed 2: % 1]

Plot No Complete Estimated
Enumeration Coniferous Broad-Leaved v, BEERY T A Ve, FY T YN0 DCHM O
162 ?;i ;i 1(7)?1 KiEEB & Lizo B & RIGHFIEARAEAER = it
16 208 49 215 FHochsEazamL, X 3.4.1)~(3.4.3) #
20 230 47 244 HWCTHAMBEZ LN L, £COREEY T2 DA
Plot 16 Plot 20
20 2
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Fig. 3.4.2. Number of trees within the extracted crowns.
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MR ZMT 5 2 & THROMAMZ KD 72, Lidar 5Hll
TSR - IR ORISR 7 7200 4z THH5EM
T b EME L12E L T RTLEME CTdh 5 L IGE
L CHIMRLZ RO 72,

3.4.3 BREER

FBIEMITON T, AT Z V74 SRy AR
Bk Lidar # 728 @SR A% % Fig 3.4.11IR
9o Lidar sHll 2> S S M7z PARREE. REARS
LTREARTE CH/MIFHi SN Tw5, i, THREA
PEHTEZ Wb 0D, FEARIZFHITETH > 720
IV NIMOFER L IR L > TWD, £ZT, A
PLEOME STV B BIEKIET 2051250V,
Watershed 3 CHill L7858 AR Y T2 O#EPAICE F
NBVARDOERPOBES i % Fig. 3.4.2 1TR L7z,
ZHICE B & HE L2BEDO I ZBDVARDE X
NTWBIEDDbRb, TOFEKFELT, 1 DO
MICTREADEIN TS Z LD, B FEA
PEENTVDEILDBEZHNS, Watershed T
FY— 7 IR 7 — 7 OB AR dht s8I %
BIZEAR T U D AW 22 )L BER 28 FE AR %2 (D C
Wb, SHEEBHIIOWTH IR - Fr v THPEFIC
L OBERICEEL T A 720, gdliiassmL7zd o
¥z o6N2%, Table 3.4.112, WARETHE LK
BIEMROMISMIEE R T TNITE D LT RTEEEMH
EACE L 7S5 A/ NaTAl RS & AOE L7223 A
ARFE EEVEIC R > TWh o it e s 2
o7 Yia W —ME7E & SEEER X 0 IR 0 T 25
BENKE K BN H ) FERIISTHIMEAKR
EL D720 THD. Lol EBRICIIBISMHITLEE
B TIZ W70, ZOIRFEB O A &) K 7 7UE
BHTIRESEVWEELZIOND,

UL XD RBRMRICEIT 5 BRI IS BB AR
B WARBUIHEGET 2 H ) . Hl LA -
MG IR BNl S D 2 LS % -
720

3.5 &

ARFETIE, EICALHRICBIT 51 F < ZX5HIl %
119 2 &% HMIC, HLzekk Lidar 7— % 2> 5 Water-
shed 12 & 2 HAI 217 9 HikoMmeE 247w, D
ToXD BEREPELN,

1) NVADEEL Am LT, 7y N7 ¥ A X
0.05~0.24m D HLZEHE Lidar 5HIE. I <V A

THROMGTFIB R OFHINC AR 2 HETH S &
Zzbhiz,

2) M ENBEIECEEROLDOTHY ., TE
KiZIFEAEHM IS NG Do 720 F Ml R
B & ORBGEHIES FATIE OV R O DS L
T3 EEZ LN, BEEXELT LI MR’ D
S BAR DD D & Tz

3) MEE - REEBHEEICH /2o CHEH - PURE
FERI M E W72 A, ERRARO AT/ &
NABEMIH -7z UL, BHREEA M EE
MGa, FBARDAOFHIET b oML % 1t
B & CHEET B2 ENTE,

4) GRS I LT R E R 2 TR T S & & THRE
SO EBREHIA T RETH B Z LAVR SN, FHIll
FEZN LSS5 EDBHELNICR -T2,

5) MNY &5 Z & TFRAOBERNAKE
WET A EDMEEL 2 Y FHIMA O/ NETATE
A5 S MG MIEO B REFHIATT L 25 2
ARENTZ,

6) RKBMITBWTIE, BHEMEE /Ml s h b
I - 72

HAROMIMIZ Watershed #:% IV TWwW 325, K
SRR OHIHAEE % T2 7201213 & 5 7 B AL A
VLD, L, ZREEHIIZ A bo EA 24
72, RIOFRAENHEEIC R D EEZ 5ND, HAGR
ROVTEN T WP TONA F < ZAGHI T 0BG
VELEZ BN,

FA4E "HEMEEE ZHVAMZEHE Lidar (2
K BEHRIEMEEEIC K 2 BRI

4.1 IFLBIC

45 3 % Cl3 Lidar Z W2 REIC L B3, F =
AGHN T OMGE 2475 7208, RMIZB W TId#A
DOHMEAEL - MESH/NMERI S NS L) BREDEE
572 ZZTARRETIE, KMITHT 5 Lidar 5HllF
B LT, DSM & DTM 23 F M7= 22 ok Tdh
BHEMBREE V723 F~ AR TEORE 2B 2
%9 (4.2 T2, WEISOBMELE AL T2
ZEHS 2720, W S NG I E RT3
LHEERE Lize ATV ARy F Y I TERINWT
DSM # 3§k &, ZDZEALH & HEME oA % R
By B SICHEMARZ V723 A F < 2 T oM
AcHsr 4.3).
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Table 4.2.1.

T A

s 6SE 1%

Test site description.

Number of Investigated Ye.ar of
Plot Name Forest Type Speces Area (ha) Trees (ha-1) Year leaF
Survaying
LTER #05 Coniferous Abies sachalinensis , Picea glehnii 0.48 777 1999 2004
LTER #06 Mixed Abies sachalii is , Picea j is , Betula Spp. 0.5 806 1999 2004
LTER #11 Mixed Abies sachalinensis , Sorbus commixta 0.49 720 2002 2004
LTER #15 Mixed Abies sachalinensis , Sorbus commixta 0.5 626 2003 2004
LTER #16 Coniferous Abies sachalinensis , Picea glehnii 0.51 1294 2004 2004
LTER #18 Mixed Abies sachalii is , Picea j is , Ac 7% sciadophylloides 0.24 679 2004 2004
LTER #19 Coniferous Abies sachalinensis , Picea jezoensis 0.34 706 2004 2004
LTER #20 Mixed Abies sachalinensis , Betula Spp. 0.5 474 2004 2004
CC-LaG #1 Mixed Abies sachalinensis , Betula Spp. 13.09 376 2000 2002
CC-LaG #2  Broad-leaved Salix Spp. , Betula Spp. 1.05 363 2002 2002
CC-LaG #3 Mixed Abies sachalinensis , Betula Spp. 0.97 182 2002 2002
CC-LaG #4 Mixed Abies sachali is , Picea ji is, Betula Spp. 0.98 187 2002 2002

4.2 fRZEH Lidar & B =RAMNA F < XEHA
4.2.1 RAEMBLUOHE
4.2.1.1 HAEH

A, B R AT A E 7 1 — v FREF
v & — RIER AR (BRAERT F2RISER)) IC3E ShTw
% 8 DO RIMBIEME 4 DDOWf7EY 1 b (CC-LaG :
Carbon Cycle and Larch Growth experiment % 4
b)) MW7z (Table 4.2.1)0 HEH 4 LN M

RUSISHATAEAR, 3 M ASEHSEMIAR, 1 b 2SR s
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P R*=0.8745 °
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=
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[
g
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S
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Fig.4.2.1. Relationships between stem volumes and

forest volumes, which is the space between
the surface of the tree crown and the
ground.
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FHNE R EAE 6 cm DLEOERZ RSICLTBY.,
e E I ER (VERTEX 1T, Haglof) #JHw
THEZME L WEEEa Xy 7 22w
WoE L7zo HAMHIL, X (3.4.1) ~ (3.4.3) &
WCHINL, ZORAZMRIMITE L7z, BISHS,

500
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M.-G‘
E 300 |
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g
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E
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Fig.4.2.2. Relationships between stem volumes and
forest volumes for the validation.
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6. 115 B X, CC-LaG %A b 4 #i i TIIHE D
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HWIZBWTIT- 72,

IR, AbiE LRI R & 35
MRS 2 A Z &2 HiE LT, 19664F 126 K
SRR AR B (U & R
WOEART OB AR (Y SR TRE S B

Experimental Forest for
Control Method

5 Km

Location of the site.
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Table 4.3.1. Aerial Photograph Specification.

Date Regiontt Focal Length (mm) Scale
Jun-1980 Yama-918 213.80 1:20,000
Sep-1986 86-1 213.80 1:20,000
Jun-1991 91-1 213.58 1:20,000
Aug-1996 96-1 214.88 1:20,000
Jul-2001 01-1 214.88 1:20,000

KHJA0EDHEM L T D (RESH 1988, F15  1998)
B O IX124.33ha () HiEZEA 51X 110. 3ha)
T A B TR 7 TS L
JeiEtE KA 5 AW 7 4 — v RRMRE v & — Ak
A 7= a v IEFZE bk D208 ~ 211 AR BF 128 5 %
(Fig. 4.3.1)o T ZIERBEN O FIETHFN D
WAL, #hEih B B AN & T, EEHE
W EEEZ40~220m TH Do OB IIAEDE
VBt % RT 5, WEIEPHA LD R 228
FEVRRIRENEICE L. He - Rah 5D e AR
MTRIMIET &I, BRI O T ICERMELR SO
WCIHED 720 DFEARH A Z EEL TV Do £ TN

Table 4.3.2. The year of investigation. For example, the
stem volume derived from aerial photo
taken in 1981 can be verified with the re-
sult of complete enumeration in 1983; the
felling information derived from aerial
photo taken in 1986 can be verified with
the record of felling in 1985, and so on

Complete
Enumeration
1981 O

1982 Stem Volume (1983)
1983 o] .

1984
]> Felling (1985)

Year  Aerial Photo Felling Verification

1985 o
1986 [©]

1987

1988

1989

1990

1991 (¢]

1992

1993 [©]

1994

1995 o
1996 ¢]

1997

1998

1999

2000

2001 0]

2002

2003 [e)

Stem Volume (1993)

Felling (1995)

:\—YJ :H(_):

Stem Volume (2003)

%ﬁ:

WCHMBITEAGE 658 1w

FEAE 12.5cm BLEOVAR (FEAR) 1220 T, ®E
1.3m (7 iE O EEAEE 5 cm Fi8 TR % v <l
ELVAMAE A RO TV D, ZORE, SRMIICE
B MERAEE P 720 RO BN E & IR v
FTHkLTWD, FRVAMAIE, AR TOIEMN
2 & A R O Bl & W A S g L 7R B R
I REMIER) FHOTROLN TV S, KBk
OFEEFIT TIbiEE R R (PR 1948) 12
b LI, b N~ (Abies sachalinensis) - <
(Picea jezonensis) + 7 71 "< (Picea glehnii) 1
WHESNZ8%EH (N 1), Y51 H )N (Betula
maximowicziana) + />') ¥ ) (Betula maximowic-
v F 7 ¥ (Tilia japonica) + I XA F F
(Quercus mongolica) + X F % € (Fraxinus man-
dshurica) + 517 5 (Cercidiphyllum japonicum) 2
W ESNBIEER 1% (L 1), L1UMNOLESS
L OSEH O FAIHE SN DIREER 24 (L 2)
AT TER L. ENENOERMIEEEZ KD TV D,

AWFgEIE, AR o ¢ 8 /NJE (Plot CM
:6.72 ha) & AHRITAT - 720 MEARTAAT974 - 1983 -
19934 M B E £ 12. 5em BL RO RIZOWTHTh
M. ZNEHDRDETH 51975 + 1985 + 19954 12U
TEED T DN TV Do FIARMALE 2DV TIZ20004E
=% VAT =Y a vz, fERCHEELTY
TEVARIZOWTHEDSFHII SN Tw5, $72, 3T
L (FRER - BERRGSE) L T 7zfiRIiZDowTH, 2000
AR~ 20024F UM R BIAR Z RS 2 LT X ) L3 e
ENTVE, 2OFEITLY . MEkmnfEasr (BA)
TR DE0% A FE SN Twb (Noguchi
and Yoshida 2005), 7. xt@MTOMERIE, T
NIHRAE B S (K4S 1988) 12 & b Mg
B BRDIz,

ziana)

4.3.2.2 BifbLURIEAE

BRI A1Z121980 - 1986 - 1991 - 1996 « 2001
EHSEOMELE 2 L7z (Table 4.3.1)0 %5t
EELMEGEARY 74 VAR 20 37UV TAF Y
v L. i B REERIA0cm DY & OVIlIHE B VER L 72,

20024E LU L 72 ML 22 8% Lidar 7— % (O A%
JE1.04m™®) » 574 V¥ Y v F%&4Fw, DTM,
DSM %1 L7zo 2 DSM 7 — % 2 JH v & 225
P IZ GCP kg L. AMBEEE 24TV, AT L AR
TRYF VT ERIT) L THEED DSM 25 L
2o T TOHKEED DSM & Lidar 12X % DTM
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LD ERIT A LTy FAEED DCHM % 1R
L7zo MLZEEEZ X D /ERK L 72 DSM D F§E % Mgk $
5728, 20014F DAL ZEE 3 DSM & fitZe4% Lidar 12 &
% DSM O [ D G 247 - 726

BN X 5 AN & BRI T IS & % %
FiEOHRZ ) DL L LC. Morisita (1959) @
Co Index # H\W7zo WEORAEIZH VWA Co Index
ZCs(p) £THL

q

22 PxiPyi

= (4.3.1)
(5(p)x+5(p)y)q PPy

Comy =

P.;, P,; = coverage in per cent of species X, Y in
the 7 - the quadrat
ﬁxv ﬁy =

g = number of quadrat

mean coverage of species X, Y

Lo Cop) HODHBBEIZ1ETOMELY,

DCHM (Pg2001)

Plate 2. Bird-view of DSM derived from aerial photo.

40

[%%)
f=1

DCHM 2001 (m)
(3]
(=]

RMSE=3.994

0 10 20 30 40
DCHM Laser (m)

Fig 4.3.2. Comparison of DCHMs derived from Lidar

and photogrammetry.

1”2 472 1672 642 256”2

Area (mz)

Fig.4.3.3. C¢ index of crown coverage and tree loca-
tion. X-axis shows the area size of calculat-
ing Co index.
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Disturbed Area

v
b [ 19811986
o

Felled Tree (1985)

:
k4 J
% DBH83
..7Xi s
;

/ ° 2530

o 3540
° 4550
/ .

-
. Disturbed Area
- [ 19911996

‘. L. Felled Tree (1995)

>
A3 e
ol W o r D
e\ DBH (cm)
LIS 7< . 15,20
&

/ ° 2530
® 3540
\ ® 4550
/e 5560-

\ < [ 50 100 m

Fig.4.3.4. Extinguished crown coverage derived from photogrammetory and location of felling. Upper: 1985

Lower: 1995.

1OHBAEEFIXEY OGMIEELR>TWD, 0DGE
BHEL->TWEnI EE2%KT, TD CH Index ZHw
Ty BRI X o Tl L728hg = ) 7 & SR i
DELY) OB EITH o

MLZeGRGY - AA - (R Thbh iz ehe
NOER%E Table 4.3.213R8F . MEFEIWE SR
7z 1981 - 1991 - 2001 & fEAF A DFTH 72 1983 -
1993 - 20034E1d., 2D AL 3D B DL VIEERD 7280,
ZNENORIET 5 b D L% 2 CTHZEEHEAIME & b
R ORI OV TOMGEEZ T > 720 F 72, 1986 - 1996
EWSE DML EIZZ 211985 « 19954 DALIRIE %
Dt & # z MAEGEFHIE & RO BHE IO WT
DOMGER AT > 720

W22 B ECFHIAE & IR D B2 D W T OMGEE I,
FFRRE AT OMZ2EEE O DCHM > = 10m % #7d g
&L, IREHOMZEGFHIZOWTIEDCHM < 5 m
BHETALGE L, RIROHIE TG~ A L 7
> 7B A B R & B L7z KIS, Z OBEY
W EARIRARDOALE & DOBR%E Co Index & HV TR
AL 7,

DCHM % 5 Mk & F 3 2 720 1M A & 1R
L7z MEERIZ, M Z50m U oa FS— bzs
HELT, 2 K5 — T & @ DCHM 8% & BEARFRATIC
L 5ME L OMOEREREZFHRT 52 LI X D IERL
720 AWFZEICB VT, Lidar RIS X AR5 2 5
L. Thz#LkofiZesm DCHM A4 Tido
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LT ETHERLEZITYI L E Lz,

4.3.3 BRHSLUVER
4.3.3.1 DCHM &EBRRD3IE

Plate 2%, 2001 4F D 22 G HE» 6K L 72
DSM B L U5 m® DCHM 7 5 A BN L7z
B RT, BHEofi,. HEF v v 7RI TE T
W5 ZENbNb, Plate 31id, 214E M OB i 5
ZALRE M Z IR L7z BHEREZED 0 m LTI R - T
WA, # L R S N HRE LIRSS £ 5
BIREZEZ DN Do BEBEL10m P& K& %l
AR, WML & OFFHR R TR 7 &R R
DR NKHECHEIK S 72 Al R0 bR o & P A CA e 1
TR L7 Cd o 720 BHERE R LRI LD
HBMMEOMIM PRI TE B Z LARE SN2,

4.3.3.2 BEASEOEER

20024F \ZHU# L 7z Lidar #1C & 5 DCHM % 2
fili & 5 Ly 20014E B O ZE 5 2 X 5 DCHM @
BN 21T 5 72D M3 Fig. 4.3.2ThH b, K& il
FENAEL TV BYHTD H 5725, iE1d RMSE T4
mBETH 720 APES (2004) 1. FILTHRET/
VLFF i DAL 285230 % O 72 AL 2250 20 ik 00 s 1 M
il EOMGES T — % 2T T2 TW 25, 20
M120.45~1.65m TH B LME L TB Y., A%t
TOMAEFZZIOMEY KEVKERLE o720 ZOHH
ELT, #EESEMMNEO/NS W AR L L7 B
WEOBER T, FHiJ7 ORI DR

12 472 1672 6472 25672

Area (m?)

Fig.4.3.5. Co index of extinguished crown coverage
and stump location. X-axis shows the area size
of calculating C¢ index.

5.2 50BN DIk Ly RO FMEDO KR
EME G L LzYa, Pl OIS
MOFRAENGZ B EPREVDEEZLND, L
LA, Fig. 4.3. 200G EROME X 12ITIX1%
RTZEPL, A mBEEORLELELLOD, #iZE
GHPLHE MO DCHM 2SR TE 2 Z LS L2 L
ol

4.3.3.3 HIEEBOBKRE

Plate 4121, 20014FE DG HIZ X % DCHM O
7 AR E RN % TR M R O TS0 &
VARMBERELZ o TWALIEEZHANLZ ENTE
% Fig. 4.3.3 12i&, #E=1) 7 (DCHM >=10m)
DB IE & SEARD N i Wi OB BE DT Co Index
REE LR ERT, ThICK 5L Co Index 1,
T A% A3 102mZ B O 3540, 580 o MBI AR 2 % L
TBY, TOATFr—NVTRZEEA. BEWOGITE
HoTWbIENbhb, 2O L5, DCHM i
VARDPHSAI R ELTCHWBEERZBLIENTE S,

4.3.3.4 REROHKRHE

Fig. 4.3.4 |2 DSM O ZAbi A S L7248
THIREEPR & | 2 O IR IR S N RIRAR O % 7R
WM M PH & AARAR DB ARG L TWB Z EDD
Hbo Fig. 4.3.5120&. ki 2 i pH o Bl B & &
BARDO W E MR OWEEDOM T Co Index 27 L 72

500
y=1593x10"x

A0 R2=0.4025 °
TN
m.SI
E 300 |
(&}
£
3
S
Z 200 f
g
N

100 |

0

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5

Laser DCHM Volume ( % 10° msha’l)

Fig.4.3.6. Relationships between stem volumes and
forest volumes.
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Plate 3. Amount of change in DSM and its situation (1980—2001) .
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Plate 4. DCHM and location of trees. Small dots show the locations of trees and it’s DBH. Color coverage shows
the dchm value derived from aerial photo in 2001.

fiRkZELOT, TNIZL DL Co Index &, HIRIAH  OMBAIEL ZoTwad, UL, FRSHRNE DL B
502m” B E Y4050 EOMBBIRZ R LTH Y, TR E ABHEFHH OIN AT 20 0bH 5
DR —IVTRZEAE, BLWOSAIEE LR > T Lap by MARNLE & BHEHHOO T IEREA LS L b —
BT EHbdrde WRARS02M LT ORAE, Bl HLaviknrEIohb,
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4.3.3.5 N1 AV ZADH#TE

Fig. 4.3.612. 20024E® Lidar #HlllC X % HAkik
fie ha - Y Moo RN Z RS, RIFORMIC
EHHBIBERRASA H L, ARBHMIZB VT b HMAFE S
MOMEEE KD D T EDWEETH L Z EAW S MR
5720 2O A 2001 - 1991 - 19804 DAL ZEH ELIC
LB HEMAERITEHN LTz R0 L, ZhEhit
3 RMSE 1£39.93 + 66.49 - 52.43m>, #M3ERK 0
RMSE 1316.8% + 21.4% + 23.7% & 72 5 72, fH7E®R
2P RS MAEEO HEM L ) K& was, Lidar
FHI & FARC 1L D FARIZ D W T b BT S Mg
BRODHZENPTELIEDBWALNIT R -T2,

4.3 £&¥

PR & M RE OB A ER T 5 2 & T,
BR85S 72 R BV THD A E DO Rk
SRR RD B T E DB TR o 720 MRHRIRE & bk
KRG OB R OB BT KIEFEM TIld B X 20.0030&
20, IRgERR OB X 20,0015 DA 7% - 72,6
WEFEAM S (1936) &, Tharandt #EMHO S T <
MCTHLZEE A TR 2 47 - 72 AR AR 2 © ARk
R % e LMo Mt E R 223161 &2 fi4 L T 225,
ZORHIZ0.0013~0.0020& LTW5B, TR,
PN OIS T~ Y ROFFN TN L 7o 72
A KIEWFZEMR DML E R M & 7 o 720 RIWFFEA
{2°C Lidar &Ml & bk - #h5 o BRI O W THFZE
AT o EIES (2006) 12X B &, RIEWZEA TIZM
ROV HENE L L=V 2w w7z, Lidar
FHUICIEYHHES L) THOBRMEFMicE v i
WELTWS, 2F ), FHHEOEHVEHITIE, &
MAAAE DSV B & 0 TEORRE D72 TN 2 D
TeORBOKEL BB EEZOND, T/ MR
EMG MO R ERK (RD) THEZITY &, K
WEZERR DS &0 i IFZERR DR D F5 A3 S
M@ o720 AL, FIEMFZEMR D ARSI He iy MY
JEO/NSOHIIZ T Ty FEFEELTWE T,
iR N2y N EY LI LB ARV N N U E Rl DAY Y
®» DTM OFHIRSEDIES 2 &, 2 F ) HFWAFEoR!
WHEDIXLDENHL720EEZ LML, 5k K
FHLEOR KRN I, FARAEAT & AR OB % 1
KS %7200 EFA T 2 e 2 LT REE E X
LNBA, TE TITHMKXZER T % 7200 M 1
3TN ERBEFEALRL BHEOTF—5 %)
WAHZEEFIAMEETH L, D, ATEOBIC

Bz o THFHIFICH A 2479 A, Zeh G ERR 53
MR e AR MREERE LTRSS 205055 5, »
FTHILTH, 2L oM EREETLRTINELR S R
WEWw) DK - 72 LA Ly ARFPE Lidar 7—
¥ DM TH ) ABMES L FiLETHh 5 7
Wy RO A TETH L EEZ BN D,
ARETIE, REMRICBT BR8N 1 4 < A0 &
BERHIZE L Z KDDL ZHWE LTDCHM B L O
BMEIRICEE LTIIT 21T 2 & T TRLOBURD
(CY (i
1) #izetk Lidar 02 S BESICHINT 5 2 & AT E
BIEMAEREE VA Z E T RRHIZBWTH R
DFE KM Z KD B Z LD HEIZ %R - 720
2) HWEDOHEEEH)S DSM 2 1ER L. #i 22k
Lidar 2* 53K 72 DTM L #lAGHLESLZ & T, #
Z:0 DCHM 57i & 51l % 2 L A5 RE & 2o 72
F 72, #FD DCHM O 5543 \ & AN 1 D 534 %
WLTBY., 202 LERD L Z L THRMIEHEDIR
R - EZ SRS A 2 LD TREE 2
2720
3) #7: DCHM 554 5 & kA 2 2k 5 2 & T,
BWLEOMSME LR LIRS 5 2 LDREE o
72

BHE MEVE—-—MEICTERVENAF
< XEHE

5.1 EL®IC

KETIE T)VE— VYV TZDTII Ry
NV—=AL LTHIHT %) B REZBERLSES
AT HEEWE T 50 AFEO 5.2 b EL—H2F
¥ FEHWZHEAROFHN, TldH BV —HFZXF v (1
X5 kR BGEYT 525, BB TOMEEEOR
FERE AR EOFHINMC AN T & Vil A RT3 72
B, AT A F v FI2 & 0 EHI S 7z B2 A
TEFMET A2FEEMIEL. WEER - UAMED
ARSI B L CHEAROFA LI E LCoOMSMEEDR
HWHEORFEZ4T) 2L & Lize 72 ThiEdby
Ty B b HMOM L — W X F v F B O KRG
HFFIo 5.3 # b L —F 2 F v F % F 75 M
OFHIL TIE, WEL =2 F X FIC X MM
RN OWIE % AT 5 720 HERD T Tramd s HhiFi =
SE B & KT MR B R MR T B LD
0. FBEEDSOFHINT — 8 R IEMEICHEAST 50
ASHE L D DD o 720 AWIGE TR TE O ML
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Table 5.2.1. Specification of Cyrax2500 and LMS-Z210.

Name Cyrax2500 LMS-7210

Developed by Cyra Technologies RIEGL Laser Measurement
Systems

Precision (Vertical) +6mm(1.5m~50m) 25mm

Precision (Distance) +4mm +25mm

Measurement Range Max 100m 2m ~350m

(1.5m ~ 50m Recommended)

Scanning Range

40°(Horizontal)x40°(Vertical)

330°(Horizontal)x80°(Vertical)

Scanning Rate 1000 points/sec. MAX 20000 points/sec.
Laser Spot Size <6mm(0m~50m) <50mm(0m~~50m)
Wave Length 532nm 900nm

Laser Class Class 2 Class 1

Software Cyclone3.0 3DRiSCAN

Modified from Tashiro (2001)

Fig.5.2.1. Cyrax2500.

EHCCTHEL =X v F 57— 2T 2 T30
PFZATH C & TROBEEMI L, ZOFHIMEOK;
JEMGE % AT > 720 T5.4 BEZ W72 RN, Tl
B RCFHIITE 5 2 & 2 HEEIZ, BEllE
FUH L 7z5Hl 5 Lo 217 - 720 B2 R L7-#
WHHEICOWTIE, WS A T2 X B ARME - e
BEEOWEFTTE (BR 1991) RFIF VAT 4 VA
AT X B MIBTEIROWE T (S0 1993) 23Ka)
ENTwb, ZOEHTIE, GEEG L EEROBEAT T
PEG IR Y v X & L 72 B RIS X 2 B
BEANOWFEEIZO VT, WEFEERWMEICET S A
B - B oBlE, SME 2175 720 6.5 GH & v

Fig. 5.2.2. RIEGL LMS-Z210.

TG Tk, AMZBNTTESE O A Z 205 <
T 570 HE~ v I v 7Tk E Ak
R A G D TEONGE R ATV MR O RHIKE R
AEZAT 5 720

5.2 #EL—YX¥xvFz&ABERER

5.2.1 L—¥Xx+FBLUTF—20EHE
WRFMOFHNIZI1Z, Cyra Technologies

Cyrax2500 (Fig. 5.2.1) 3 & 0F RIEGL #: LMS-Z210

(Fig. 5.2.2) #{fiJiL 7. Table 5.2.11ZMj A ¥ v

FOELRFEMEERT, WHEOIEHE KT &,

LMS-Z21012)5 PR 7 — & WS % w35 2
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R

Scanning Points
RIEGL: P1~P4
Cyrax: C

Tree Location

[ Plot

Fig.5.2.3. Tree location and scanning points.

ERTEDDITH L. Cyrax25001% R & W7z i %
EREICRTE O TH S (HA 2001),
FWL—HFAF v FI2IE. AF X FIRER T —F
WO bDY T VI ITHH Y 7= 5 OFH - I
M EOREED 2 TWwb, Cyarx2500l Y 7 +
T 71t Cyclone3.0, LMS-Z210fiv 7 b =7k
3DRiISCAN T® %, 3DRISCAN ix £ 7— % ®
FEREE e - FERRAEH - 77— & 7 4 v ¥ BERE R FEO D5,
REET— 2 2 BRI R £ 03D £ 7 VI biEhg
FHo T v, Cyclone I3, 2 S ORI Z
ILHD3D €7 NALKERE & 20 L T\ b, SHEHIS
N7z =B 57— % 1x, Cyclone+ RIEGL 312 Cyec-
lone3.0lZ X - T3D & FWLALEL % 1T - 72,

5.2.2 FAEHMDOBIE

MEREIZ, IO XIS 5 E N BREENT e
N7 H <M (Pinus densiflora) \Z3B\WTHT- 720
MPIZ60m x45m o 7Ty F&F%EL. DBH (M
HEE) 8 cm ML EfKic oW T A #E, DBH %
WsE L7zo F72. DBH RSB OMRIARITO VTR
ZME L7, DBHIZHAFEOME (b L#1.2m)
OAEIC T AT VBB R % FIVCllE Ly VAR E
W h=F WV ATF—=Ta ryEHWCTEM LA (Fig.
5.2.3)0 b—F VAT —¥ 3 ¥ OREEIZ AR

EO—EFPAHEE SRR L72#%,. DBH 2 HWT
SEARHUMLE 2SI L7, BEoRMEIZH 2o T,
B sl sE % (OPTI-LOGIC #:#% LASER RANGE-
FINDER 400LH) % w72,

A O ha 8720 KE- MATIE 3744 /ha -
278m°/ha TH o 720 MRIZEWIM 2N Y 12X D ik
FEICAI ) b T b 7280, YARDBIGE TORML
RV,

5.2.3 XX v FEHEMEDRE
5.2.3.1 #&IEHE

2% v FRHINE, BEREIC X AR, 2 F v UIRE
JEIZ & %R 2 MGET 5 72912 Cyrax2500 (DL
Cyrax £ W) & RIEGL LMS-7Z210 (BLF RIEGL
EWEY) ZPAH O Fig. 5.2.3 L0 CB LU PI
CRE LEH 24T 5 720 RIEGL 12D W TIERHIEE D
AESHEEIC K B ARERAET 5729, 0.2gon (=
0.18°) - 0.08gon (=0.072°) ® 2 >DE— FIZTHf
MEIT-720 F/20 1 EPSORHNTIR I RKOBEIZ R
D, BROVAPMEIN W L FEINE, &
D7z BT S OFHINS X o TEHIMEER - )
WZED X HITEALT 22 e 3 %728, RIEGL 12D
WT44 (P1-P2-P3-P4) IZHELT
0.2gon €— KTl #4T o 720 F72. z BEEEIZ P1OD
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Bl Z1.2m () & LCHEOMEERIT- 720

F— % OfFEN 21 Cyclone B & U° ArcView,

ArcGIS & v 7o BARM 22 FIEEZ KITIRT .

1) A% ¥ FallE4T9

2) PG Lm0 — 556, #EE0.2m ~2.2m
DHPAD T — % ZHIH T 5,

3) Cyclone ECHih LzafE7—% 2L, —
DO LRI S AR C 2 A MR
TUTEMT 5. ZhOMEEZ IR 70y b4
TiT9.

4) M L7-MEoEFEEZRSERL T 5, 720 [
FOHULH#EE 2z =1.2m Il & D28 mUERE & AR
EEd %,

5) WARMAEIZL ZUART—FITH LT, AF v+t
WIZXBUART—F D) bigbiiwiiAKEFIET %
VARET S,

6) EFL 5) ORE LT DI %,
BT ATty FEOKHEN1 m P Eob
DIFELDUAREHE L, BRIV 5,

E LTS %,

7)o 72 AF ¥ SRRV KR® x, yo DBH X LT,
ST B WAL BFHIVAD x. y. DBH
EHMHE AL, NFMOBEERD S,

AR O RS ORI IE R O R 2 % . HIED

M I ZEE O & w72,

H65% 1%

5.2.3.2 #R

FHL 727 — % o Blo Bl % Plate 5 12783,
ZOBITIE, P1BXUP 29 50BN REZNZ
NWIREFO R TERILFER LT b, VARD N
DI O3 R, B BHE OB E CHEEEANIL
BENTWLIERbhI D, 72720, NADEIZRD
FHIICE R VRS D B Do Wit TR LAZHIAEIR0.2~
2.2m B OEBEEMNHEEFTVTEM LK RETDH
%o

BB X O R DE IS X B FEHIR $ 2 Table
5.2.212, MgesEpEo & RHIME & SEE O K % Fig.
5.2 41789 o M 2 00 0 5 R AR L B A & FHI
SRR E COREE (DTFHRHEHE T ) Shab
59, Cyrax OEEA 1 cm DIN. K23, 3cm L
WeoTwd, ZHICx L. RIEGL (&4 S i pH
20m A CTHEE 1 cm DAL B H4.3cm DIN & %25
T2 H0D020m YL EOHIPACTHERE - R & HIRT
LCTw5b, F7:. RIEGL ®0.2gon £0.08gon % LK
3% &, 0.08gon DI IEEHHTTREARAS B2 o 72 25K
T L o Tz, 20, 2gon TIXVLAK & HIWFT
Eaholzdboohizy, 0.08gon TlXLAE HKT
EDLHDONFAE LTz L L, INHDOVAKRIGZ/MER
RO VVARDERICH ) —H LRI STV iRnd
DNV NT2DO FEEDEALIZ O ST E 2 B b,
AR Tl 37 b W R EEPH20m il D35 &)
T0% BT & TW/zAs, RRHPH20m LLETld 5

Plate 5. Bird-view of point crowds derived from laser scanner (RIEGL) . Red: Point Crowds from P1 Blue:
Point Crowds from P2. Yellow: Cylinder Model Fitted to the Point Crowds.
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Fig.5.2.4. Comparisons of DBH measured by complete enumeration and laser scanners.
Table 5.2.2. Results of measurement according to scanner models.
Measuement System Scanning Counted Number Count Measurement Measurement Error of DBH(cm)
and Scanning Distance of Trees Ratio Error of Accuracy Precision
Cylax ~ 20m 8 72.7% 1.7 -1.0 0.1
20m~ 40m 9 45.0% 33 -0.1 33
40m~ 60m 10 22.2% 2.8 0.5 2.1
RIEGL 0.08gon ~ 20m 13 72.2% 4.2 0.6 43
20m~ 40m 8 27.6% 2.6 2.4 8.4
40m~ 60m 5 11.1% 7.7 15.5 43
RIEGL 0.2gon ~ 20m 13 72.2% 43 0.7 33
20m ~ 40m 7 24.1% 23 4.0 1.9

40m ~ 60m 2 4.3% 5.1 -2.7 6.5
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Fig.5.2.5. Comparisons of DBH measured by complete enumeration and RIEGL 0.2gon Mode.

Table 5.2.3. Results of the measurement according to scanning points.

Scanning Scanning Counted Number Count Ratio Measurement Error ~ Measurement Error of DBH(cm)
Point Distance of Trees of Location (cm) Accuracy Precision
Pl ~ 20m 13 72.2% 43 0.7 33
20m ~ 40m 7 24.1% 2.3 4.0 1.9
40m ~ 60m 2 4.3% 5.1 2.7 6.5
P2 ~ 20m 10 47.6% 5.8 1.3 2.9
20m ~ 40m 13 29.5% 2.5 4.8 5.8
40m ~ 60m 4 12.1% 1.8 132 6.0
P3 ~ 20m 14 56.0% 2.4 3.4 23
20m ~ 40m 25 39.1% 4 4.0 5.1
40m ~ 60m 0 0.0% - - -
P4 ~ 20m 15 55.6% 2.8 3.7 2.6
20m ~ 40m 6 19.4% 39 8.7 7.1

40m ~ 60m 2 4.8% 8.1 5.6 3.1
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ZOBETHRHIARBETRIINE0%TH Y. Tz W
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Fig.5.2.6. Comparisons of DBH measured by complete
enumeration and RIEGL data of some scan-
ning points.

5.2.4 ™R - RREEOHEE

5.2.4.1 M- RREEOHHTE
MR E A 2 e (Fig. 5.2.7) L. Tl

OMRX (HEPTRIIER  1970b) &2 MR 72,

log V' =1.863288 log D +1.004738 log H —4.249808

(4 =D<32)
log V =1.895653 log D +0.811988 log H —4.060353
(32=< D <42)
log V =2.002385 log D +0.888616 log H —4.347438
(42= D)

(5.2.1)

ZZT VMR D EEAE (cm) s H A (m)
Thbo
PFEFEBEDOGFIINIDH 72 o TIRA - FEL (2002)
OHEEHBL Y. K (5.2.1) ZHWTRD 2, BRI
JE (0o) £ LTTH=Y®0.405t/m>, AR E L

Table 5.2.4. Results of the measurement using the data of some scanning points.

Scanning Point Measurement Arca Counted Count Ratio Measurergent Error Measurement Error of DI?H(cm)
Number of Location (cm) Accuracy Precision
P1 60m x 45m 22 21.8% 4.1 1.9 4.6
P1-P2 60m x 45m 42 41.6% 4.9 3.6 5.4
P1-P3 60m x 45m 51 50.5% 3.5 2.8 4.9
P1-P4 60m x 45m 46 45.5% 5.2 29 5.0
P1~P4 60m x 45m 69 68.4% 3.8 3.6 43
P1~P4 60m x 20m 44 84.8% 42 23 3.5
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Table 5.2.5. Number of trees, stand volumes and carbon weights.
Measurement Measurement Number of Stand Volume Carbon Weight
Method Area Trees (ha™) (m’ha™) (tC/km’)
60mx45m 374 276.9 9532.3
Complete
Enumeration
60mx20m 433 333.9 11494.8
60mx45m 256 208.7 7185.7
RIEGL P1~P4
(0.2 gon)
60mx20m 367 340.2 11710.9
25 HTOL—YOE Y FHkEIE6.3 cm (2, 0.2gon DY
H =1.108%10'log d - 1.955% 10! HF1X15.7cm 127 %o ZOMREEOHIK O, 40
2_
m,R‘M”l . BONAMEMEIS Tom MTFICME>ThY., ¥
) ° . N .
BB S S0 MEET— 7 OB L OIS X 5
POFEIREN LICHRBH 722 EFE 2 b b,
20 . HREOTRORE L LTIE, IO RMINEE,
x FREE 7S 2 BEORENE 2 SN DA, D
10 1 (2001) Oy VETIRIO LD ZHEEOTHIZHRE
ENTVLV, XoT, BEroBETIEL S, T
5 F FIWALKE DFRETH B W REMEA S 5. Cyclone 128
FAEFIVLIE, BT —FICEFVEEPD ST
0 ETIT ) 72 & 21, B2 5 O HiEEA50m T
0 10 20 30 40 50 DBH 30cm ® 3. K% 0.08gon {4 % THlE L7234
DBH, d (om) VAR EARTFHICIBS SN L —FoEEuE 4 ~ 55

Fig.5.2.7. Height curve in the investigated stand.

TEEEBD1.7% vz,
5.2.4.2 R

ha 247z ) AR¥ - MAT - RFEERIE Table 5.2.5
DI o72s 70y PEKRTOZAF v FIZ X 25HI
FERA, ML - RFEEEAT5% & E/NMIFHI ST W
720 70y MOHTERI IV 20m F53 D AR -
7o ORISR IZ101.9% & 7 5 72,
5.2.5 E%E

DBH O EHIKEIZ DWW T, Cyrax 255 WS EE
THHWWEETH - 720 RIEGL DA, Z I H
b 5T AF ¥ FARKD S 20m FHEFHP T E WG E
THREMBEZ2 25, 20m VL E O FEPH TR EN T 255
BRI 2S® o 720 FRMEE D TN LMEM2H 5 72,
RIEGL ;6. {8 530.08gon D4 T H 50m H

Thbo MHOBI EvE, L OFHIROFED
ETFNVOEPHERICKRELEELBIEITEEZOLN
b0 F RGP ASTAR L) KIS HD 1) T
KH—EL TR THLZ 0D, EF VL
WCHENRAELWHIELH 2, 2O ERDH, 514
MO FRAN IS L 72 SR S AL T2 M) 3 5 03
NhbEEZOLND,
VAR EFERE IO WTIEiRE R B ecm TH - 72
A5 DK ER B o AR ENE TIEZ R
DENEL D ERDbNDE DT, ATRITAN R TE
ThbLEZOLN,
Mg - REBEROWEFEICOWTIZ, Fay o
THEMTITE W 20m EB0 D AR - 72356, KD
ML Twiz, LA LI, jriiﬁ@ﬁ/l\aﬂﬂﬂtﬁﬁk
J s 16 AR O R FHI B TR S MR TH B L %
AN AT LIRERLGHIIS N3 EZONT,
SHDOBEHADPLETH A9,
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5.3 #EL—H ¥ v FEROAKRSMEOEHE
5.3.1 H#&mEDFHE

RIETIE, W ELV—FRF ¥ FOF—F FHTICE
Wi 2 AT 2 LR T 5. kI y ¥ —)
v e AR I NEmTH L, Ky y—Y vl
wE SRR AR A WEST 2 TFETH Y, 2ol
EHFNIROBY TH Do H5HTHITIEVHIBIZE W
THAEAICEZHEE L. ZTO R THEDNAD
mﬁpﬁ%ﬁﬁa®xuybfﬁM1é Z LT
HEDS, Zo8fla XY RERVVRKOBERZ 5. »
i\u®ﬁkﬁbflﬁétb®%ﬁﬁ%Btﬁéo
oM (0 T) OREIIHREAE G i3,

G=3Tm3%

CEoTkoHNE (ME - 5l 1990),

EHIT, Thae ZROCZEMIIRER LR M % ok
WXL LZMED 1 ONEREETH 5, %un+ﬁ
AW HIC BWTHAEA ISR ZE L L, 2O R
of—%®Wﬁﬁféﬁﬁ%ﬁEL\ﬁMf%tﬁ
KOYIWiE d () LYW h 2 e % (Fig. 5.3.1)
CETHERDMBEZHET L2 HETH ). ST
FERATRDOHN S,

(5.3.1)

N T N dZ ( h)
=2V 50oF 2ZE[— (5.3.2)
ZZTC, VMM e L KRR OBME. T

SMIMRE N SLARAREL koI dh) C YIRTEET
Hbo T=1lhat$5ZET. ha¥72)MEEIRD
5Nb.

Fig.5.3.1. The parameters of Minowa’s method.

5.3.2 REEMHEMS
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FHERAT 728, WM HAEZ b5 T d B T N TRk
2 717 (Plot E+ C) I2BWTITo 720 KIS, MRl
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O7ay FEEEL, REXNOMWEERES cm DLk
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Z LTl & OfEE KD, Plot N &, Ak il
BB T b i K& N e TR IC 3 2 L2 R
WBIEM 7 » & ) @bk No. 3 Xl 1 ~[Xlj 2 %
HE Lz 78y MIMIS o LICAE T 2 7
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EZ10cm PL EOMEARIH L THEAREZIT- 720
ARIAEOIE H I E R - e - SRS L7,

Plot Up i1t 38§ % A RN P IS 0 i 76 K 5 7
BEEFEARAT6 AR PRI 352 & M7z RINBIEZHk NO18% %)
G L, 100m Xx50m » 71y b2ikE L7, Plot
Np (A 1A e T o At i 36 K 5% b 1FZE AR 99
MIFIZ R S hz R B ﬁ%%%%zEE%ﬂ%
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BEATo 72 MAREDOHH IMESHETH > 720
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Table 5.3.1. Description of investigated plots.

Plot Name PlotE PlotC PlotN Plot Up PlotNp
Plot Area (ha) 027 100 050 050 0.3
No. of Trees (ha™) 441 1087 616 412 736
Stem Volume (m’ha™) 276.9 1589 2619 363.1 260.0

VREMAER (R 1948) # v, TARY - 1Y
Y RERHI O W TR ARSI AT (BREF TR R
1970b) % H\7ze %70y k@ ha M7z 0 K - #
fiix, Table 5.3.10&BY) TH o 72,

5.3.3 EHRIB KOBITAEE

WEIE, kL —FAF ¥+ ThS RIEGL £
#LMS-2210% 720 A ¥ F5Hll %2 47 - 72510
BB L UFHIE £ Table 5.3. 200789 ABRHEAEAS
L BELOBWPlot E. C. Np oRHllicisWT
WA F v FE2REAE (R 2m, Jbi#EL. 3m) 12
i Ly MORKAEAZ < Hoi L o v Plot Ny Up
OFHINZ BV T WALE (b E1.8m) 123 L7z,
RIEGL Ok Had, FHTH 5 Plot E. C Tldk
S U CERE A E Lz T 2R TR, KT
Mk LCEE I &3 %453 (Plot Up, Np) &
o TR L S & 35 )7 (Plot N) o
Zal ) ok a kA,

FEH AT, B A 1 JKTE330° X L +£40°,
FPESRRE © KT20.072° - TETELO. 144° OFHIPA Z FHI L
Too =MD 72 0 OFHIIZ A% 5 KERTIZH 8 53 FEE T\
IR - BRI - FUN D FORISRETH S,

@M DTN & Fig. 5.3.203R 3 MLBE RN 13
DToEBh,

1) BiHlEICBW T L= 2AF v FICL VUGS

Table 5.3.2.

7RIS HGE, PEAE - KPS - REA - BOFIREE -

) TR S 2 BRI R & LTS s,
(Fig. 5.3.2(1)2)

2) PHEAEWR A AT Ly GRS - e AR - M
&z 5, (Fig. 5.3.2(3)

3) WHEEMI{EZ . ZROCHEBET— FICEW, T4 v s
) v 7B & 4T, DTM 2B $ %, (Fig. 5.3.2
(4))

4) BHHRIE 247 AR 22 K22 B & RS %0
(Fig. 5.3.2(5))

5) FlmE A LMt E kD 5, (Fig. 5.3.2(6)
(7))

Plate 6 (DIZEHII S Mz HiEEmE o s 2R3, &
OWEA S, KRR L ) EEOHMOXENDH 5
M (4 cm) LT omofaHsz it Lz (Plate
6(2)o O S N/EEFIIE, Mo fics
HiHIhTwsd, 22T MHREEE IRV S
W AT, SEEHEEE RAEEM L 2RO
EhHEoOMEMAEZFTIL, S HEE S5 H
LB (£25°) DINOMIS % #INT 5 2 & THHH
WA L7z (Plate 6(3), Z OHliH L 728t w sk
DR & BEHEE - AP - EEATEHRE VT g
LT DT O AT ER - B BRI - BRI E T
ORFREAR R L7ze KIS, EEIIH R AT TH
52 EEMELTWAZD, M S e R 0B

Observed points.

Plot Name

PlotE PlotC PlotN Plot Up Plot Np

No. of Observed Points

Height of Observed Point (m)

5 8 6 4 4

1.2 1.3 1.8 1.8 1.3
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Complete

Laser Measurement (1) Enumeration(7)

Distance Image (2)

Analysis of Generation of
distance image (3) DTM (4)

Slope correction

Q)

Calculate stem Verification
volume (6) 9) Stem volume (8)

Fig.5.3.2. The flow chart of data analysis.

Distance 0 I W 50n

Plate 6. Analysis of distance image. (1) Upper: Distance Image obtained by the scanner. Colors show the dis-
tance. (2) Middle: Extracted image by using region growing method. One color shows one region. (3)
Lower: Extracted stem images. One color shows one part of stems.
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BV ER O IE & AT ARSI 22 [ & VRS % 228
Hbo ZD7=0, TR (DTM) % 1B L 720
PR 2 5 S 2 S e § 5 x vy 2z DRI
BT — AW L, ML — a7 — % 2 5 i
EE—= 7 BT A DO RE T4V s Y VT
ZATH LT, MumEm L b EL—HFAF v > &
DEIZL B DTM 7— % 2% L7z (Plate 7). #}
MHIEDORHIX % Fig. 5.3.3137R ¥ HigEICHLHE
MM h 206 i RORTRD .

Hrs (x, 3, 2)=Rrs (x, y, 2) sin (075 (x, ¥, 2))

(5.3.3)

Drs (x, 3, 2)=R;s (x, 3, 2) cos (075 (v, ¥, 2))
(5.3.4)

h=Hrs (x, y, 2) + “Hpray (v, 3, 2)) + H'py
‘ P \ (5.3.5)
ﬁ=tanl[mj (5.3.6)

ZZT (x y, 2 FEHIIR OB O 725 O
FERE, Rrs (x, v, 2) + Ors (&, y 2) 3 EL—F 2%
Y F TRH U 7 BEAES R - 0. H ey SRR 5
Tdh 5o WRREAEEIZFHI RGP T—ETH D LR
£ LTy L= 2% x F 51l 5 A 305 oo bR Al AR 5
Hpy TR L7z,

KIS, BERBICE DM EREIIL, L—F2F >
F R R OMFEAE A T T 5 2 & THRG oM%K
Do BB, BICIFTEALLZITRE MM EMRT
%72%, RIEGL O KM TdH %40 F DR %
35 e Lz 720 HEEHNL 228 LEE
BRI A4 ADEEND 720£535°~40° OFHME
DATAT AL, WMHI1E37.5°L L, 2O
TARTE S R & Lz

B, L B L =2 F % F13330° Dk
FHDOARFHNTEETDH D, 360° DI ZE —BEIHAE
BHIENTER V. ZD0, MgEiEDHETH S

AbiEE AR S 65 1T

=

GROSENBAUCH # (H%
ZHwv, TREoXTHIIE L 72,

Y =360,

330° (5.3.7)

ZZT V. i HHHETOMM, V:idbdsHTL—W

AF v FICEVERLMETH D, T2, L —

P2 F v F 2 KPS L CIEE I E L 72 Plot

UP. Np &¥41E. Fig. 5.3. 41583 &5 28w -
AN L CRERMALZHERT LI LN TEL

Vo ZO728, RHEISIERE TR M 1807 W4

DOHZM L, FH#EIZ GROSENBAUCH #% MW T it
DA THIIE L 720
~360°
Ve ="g07 V (5.3.8)
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HHROHDPSHM LM TH %o

bdh

Fig.5.3.4. FOV (Field of View) of laser scanner.
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Fig. 5.3.3. Diagrams of slope correction.

< EWR 19900 OF T

Vi &R



VE= MY I VTRV, < ZEFHI CR) 109

Table 5.3.3. Result of laser scanner measurement.

Plot Name Plot E PlotC  PlotN  PlotUp PlotNp
M d Stand Vol
casured Stand volume - 2769 1589 2619 3631 2600
by Complete Enumeration (m”)
Estimated Stand Volume
. 3 271.1 150.5 2539 400.1 288.6
by Using Laser Scanner (m”)
Error Ratio (%) -2.2 -5.6 -3.2 9.2 9.9
600
_‘/-\
‘s 500 Up
s n=4
£ N
p
g 400 =
2
= |
300 T
=
8
n
3 200 N E
= n=6 n=5
£
2 100
K n=8
0 Plate 7. Bird-view of a data derived from laser scanner
RIEGL h i f .
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 ( GL) Green dots shows point crowd of data

Measured Stem Volume (m3ha'l)

Fig.5.3.5. Result of laser scanner measurement. Black
dot shows average and error bar shows S.D.

The gradation from blue to purple shows
ground data. The ground data are the DTM.

Table 5.3.4. Carbon Weight using Laser Scanner Measurement.

Plot Name Plot E PlotC  PlotN  PlotUp PlotNp
Estimated Carbon Weight of the Stand (tC/km?) 9331.0  5681.5  9582.1 157523 113653
RFERBOFMIIH72-> Tk X (5.2.1), X 5.3.4 HREBE

(5.2.2) ZHAVWTRDZ. HHEEE (00) - KR
BelLTZEhEFN, Plot ETIET7 #~YD0.405
t/m® - §F#ED1.7%, Plot C. Plot NTiz# =
Y ®0.444 t/m® - 13 D1.7%, Plot Up, Plot
Np Tld, SHHTHD0.45 t/m® - SF34 & 1 58
DD 75%FH L7z,

MM B L OmARREIC L 2%, Table
5.3.3B8 X ' Fig. 5.3.5\2R %, TFHMED RMSE &,
21.7 m3TH o 7zo F72 Table 5.3. 41T K FEFEE % /N
K

IhHicksbe, Plot Eb C N (BUF Ax)
WHEE AR 2 ~ 6 WREETH - 7225 Plot Up.
Np (BLLF Bx) Tld, 9~10%HE)E & MK & <
Tole T FHIEHOES D & 2R d R D
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Plot Ax TIZ/NE W25, Plot Bx TIZ A& < 7 %[
A o720 Plot Ax TRIFTSDXRBMEKL /NS L,
WS TR & 720 $FIC Plot N Tl fi#H©
HBI2H 2hb S FTMOF MRS & BRI MM#M
TholzZeh b, FHUHIED TENENTH B L%
2 5M7z, Plot Bx TIXIZS52 &, SRy k&L
AR A SNz TS DJEKE E LT Plot Bx
FEHNE DD W2 LRI T o7 — % Lo
L 7o 72907 RIS 3 2 KK 2% 2 %héo
B2 IBDOE Yy ¥ — v v Tl MRS
DING X — 7%$mﬁétm‘%£ﬂ<ﬂM¢ét

Fig.5.4.1. Fisheye lens specification.
(From NIKON instruction manual)

SEN

Fig.5.4.2. Calculation of measurement position.

Photograph

Photograph
0B image B

image A

Fig. 5.4.3. Calculation of tree location.
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BB EDRLT B EZENZT, FHIRROIES D &
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TEHOWEZRET D20 ESNZTa Y bD
72 OMN TIEIAY— Tif)\iﬂﬂj:l,fiﬂ)\ ZonZEHiF
LOENKEL o RNEEZ 5ND, KA TIE
70y ML T4 BMOFHNEZ AT - 7225, RIS
BUTRINVEOBMNSLELEEZZ bN5,

KH (1987) 25AF N LHOMGHMAFEZHET 5
72, ZOXGM T LR E BRI S
T2 AREEM AR (BREP/FRIMER 1970b) 2
WEZR L2 2A, 86 %D VilEWEIRT
ELTWd, Fo, Gl Gy EE L - ZHEWY -
PEAMEWY - B ZEW - FXEW) ITXAERAED RIS
2%nithdH . WEREEE LTEEINZALKTD 6
~T%IETHIELH D (EH 1963) & SN TWnb,
AFHRICLABREIINSOFR L ERTHFHBOLR
WHDTHY, ATFEPHNLETETHS LHlsh
720

5.4 RAREEZ% A -BARER
5.4.1 [RIE

M 5E121% Nikon Fisheye-Nikkor 8 mm f/ 2.8
ERHIHLZ. 2oL ¥ X1E Fig. 5.4.10 & 31 180°
D PERRIFNICH 53 XTOWBNRE 7 1V 2 Fh L
WIS L L CHBT 24055 5,

KIEA O, &7 4 VAHEDO RO HEHETO
FHEEY LDBICIZy = ¢ Oy DR D B (¢ 1ITEED -
F7KPMOLIET 4 VAL I 0, & LTHBLE
N5, Lotz fAdTE, sgrmicB s Hm
WE TORT-A LN % GRS 5K D Z EHFT
&b, Mgl id Fig. 5.4.20 &80, BALSA, B,
C (HFhlof#tEcid7ay ro 4% £ A—-BR. B
—SCHofEa, frBrgroRk, FilTa2 L
TET %o

VARMEOWEX Fig. 5.4.30LB0., =M
HOBEHETIT) o ZOMOEEE Lag PHEAITH 5 1
A, HBIZBWTEREKFEL, 0. 0 ZKD, H
M ONLE % T %,

B o Fig. 5.4.40E B 0475, HiWY
DALE DHEE S ITIREE ¢ DHEET 5720, BArd Lk
mﬁi"’“ BiZh =0 tan 0 TRKD B, EBOWE L

VHRGEE L N L, h=4( tan 6 + t TR®D B,
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MEEEOENIE Fig. 5450830479, H

W OALEDHEE T UL, Bk - PHEES 5720, F

Fridr=40sin (6/2) TRDD, MEmELEX
DBH=27r=24{¢sin (0/2) TRDD,

Fig. 5.4.4. Calculation of Tree Height.

0

Fig. 5.4.5. Calculation of DBH.

5.4.2 &AL

MGk, AbiE RPN OV =L - F 5 a Ty
AL L VAR IES25 A /ha D)L BRI B\ TRk
E FETITo 72 MAIZ20m X 20m @71 v b (Plot H)
ZRE Ly BEEE 4 cm DLEOERIZ D W TR
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BT o720 AW, WEEA - BoO2EIIH
JCTAT o 720 MSER AL, EREBIEHI O 7201238
WOWRFEZIT- 720 WEE: BIE, HEsER N
D72 OYFICIEHE S IR ZBL > THEARREZ 1T 720
WEFEAICBNTIE ey F210m A v ¥ 2 ZXY)
S CVARNMIEZ, BEEHERICL ) WESEELZ, W
FAR=I Th— 254 AEERICE DR ZRD
2o WEHEBIZBWTIZ 7O Yy F%22.6m A v ¥
XY > TVARMEZ KD, ZOMIZE Ll
WA LR UETHE Lz, kL > X8 (L&
WEEF E$5) &, 70y NS 2R 7ay b
MEBIZ 5 m MFE. 59 AT TH A T % ZHICREE.
L v X% SR TN T TAT o 720 BRECH) G e 12 M
FELEOWREEBH T S22, Tay bHEEO
FRARIIMT — 7 2 W Ll & & 7. £72
TN Z AR ST 572010, TOKT—T Dtk
LCUARFEZOTF 1HA1 - 6 OffkICIZE v 7@
.27, 3-8, 4-9, 5 00AEKICIZZ
Nz, K, #, ROt R L7z, Il
ik, TV YN LAEbORAA=TVAF ¥y F—T2
V¥ 2 — Z Y AR WEERTY 7 & (NIH-Image
1.57) ECHEEITW, #RiEZ~vrasarJ A0
IDFFAI 77 ANICEEH L,
TN PIsE () L FRuERE
IIHICLTRD,
(5 = (R L > ZWEM) — (EAH)
A, WEEBICL2MEME Lz, ZOMlER
DY B PR, BRI A R R L L T
SO ERE EBEICE LT, PR - fE
MAER FAOTY TR L T, PR - e
TrRDI,

(F) 2UToO

5.4.3 WRHLVEE
P2 W R DALE % KD B 720 DREAI & LT,

Table 5.4.1. Measurement errors.
A\zr;;g; Ecr;or SD. of Error Ratio ](;fr lzzferage Ratio Ff)rfr Sr.D. of
Position (m) X 0.40+0.45 1.16
Y 0.06+0.12 0.31
DBH (cm) -0.7 0.7 1.93 - 4%+ 4% 11%
Height (m) -4.6£1.5 3.88 -50%+16% 42%
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H65% 1%

Table 5.4.2. Errors with reduced measurement points.

Number of Counted

Average Error

Ratio of Average  Ratio of S.D. of

Measurement Points Trees +95% CI S.D. of Error Error Error
5 18 Position (m) X -0.20+0.65 1.41
Y 0.36+0.77 1.66
DBH (cm) 12425 532 - T%+14% 31%
Height (m) -3.4+£25 5.32 -36%+26% 57%
4 16 Position (m) X -0.80+1.27 2.60
Y 0.39+0.68 1.39
DBH (cm) -1.9+£2.8 5.61 -11%+16% 32%
Height (m) 34428 5.61 37%+30% 60%
2 5 Position (m) X -0.20+0.22 0.25
Y -0.10+0.25 0.29
DBH (cm) -1.5£2.5 2.89 - 9%+15% 17%
Height (m) -6.3 +4.1 4.68 -67%+44% 50%
Table 5.4.3. Measurement time.
Measurement Method ~ Process Number of People Working Minutes Total Man-Miniutes
Fisheye Method Make Plot 3 20 60
(Method F) Taking Picture 1 20 20
Reading Picture 1 240 240
Total 320
Complete Enumeration Make Plot 3 20 60
(Method A) Complete Enumeration 3 100 300
Total 360

Tay bR TMER - VR L. 9k
WM OWN 1 AT, BE RIZBW TR A — LS
SAEHIFETE R WIIND - 720 D O 8 WIS
DWVWTONMEOTYMAEE, Xl —0.23~
0.04m (95%A5HEIX . LUF B Y#hJiaAs—0.24
~0.23m TH > 720 Pt OFFE T & 72 8 Hsg bl
W2 & 2 VAR, R, B oMER R % Table
5.4. 1R T o MRAKRIORD ) 526K DR E AW HET
o 720 P IINLE O X A7) —0.05~0.85m,
Y #5104 —0.06~0.18m, HEHEEIL —1.4~0.0cm
Tholzo FMEHEEOTHRAESRIL - 4%, il
MARIIN % TH o720 BB, WETE o7 VAK
RMAERDOKE D o 72 VU ARIIMEEE 6 cm BLF O
A% 0o 7205 THEHREEO/N S ko1
ML, AFVLARTEADT SN0, 2
YEa—% 74 AT VA ETOMMEEIARD B R
BN Lz b b, MiEO X mE Y

T TIE, PEREICEIA DNz, Ui
HENBIARDMEMBICERT 2 DEEZZ SN
A SHOFETIIFEHEZRET S LIETELRDP >
7oo Fo MEEAANKE REMAR T MEEFEOM
RGNS L BB MMM A SNIz. —T7, BhE 3N
ERICBIRZ C RIS R & e 4 U, TFIasE,
eI IR & r o T2 TG, R GMSAS
IWEBM G TH o722 L DD Y. MmO R HEET
HolokBbhs, KIZ, WREHEEZW LS
DPEMFEE Table 5.4.2127R L7zo i s ik
U212 EMETREARRDSRA L, P, s
JIZHIR T BHIRIC D B 0% BOEHE R 2 DA 13
HEREEARAD LT 5 b ODOHIE M REARED i LT
Wizo AU, JE R 2 ARSI SEASRE S 7 o 72 72
DOFF AR WD L7z b D EE X b D,
RICHEICEST 2 ANEB L OB TH 505 WE
EFOGHEMIE 1 ANTIT) 2EATE, Tuy M
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ED 2 NTHRER DT, MEEAR IR 2 ATHlAA
THETdH o 720 FAMTOUERERH L Table 5.4.313R
T LB Y205 T, W OEATALD FEITHART
HEEFHTRI28000 i35 2 & A CT& 7. Lo L,
OB G AR D 1 IO W TR0 RET
Hot: (8MTHAKER) . Thbb, Wi ToOME
T B U MR S0 C & 72 S AT 2R e R S 2000 0
BRI OFTEREENIMELZ A L IZIFFR US> 720

Doz hb, KFEEHVLZ LX), 7
By FEEEZ T 5 2 LR E e o 7o TEERT
FIZoWTh, BIVCOMEERMZEHTE 52 &8
DN T2 o 720 WHLO AR HETL MG, WGk T
45 7 AT R DR C & AR A o BUIRIE R
[ AVASRE S HoF (W

5.5 BHEBIE% AV MNP ER
5.5.1 1REI## B KOBIRAE
ML, oo FIEED XD 2 [F L BRI
Frsts N o 7 1< v #k (Plot E) I2BW T To72, il
WG OWAFANT X B HE13276.9 m*/ha ' TdH -
72
FHINE LT OFITIT - 726
1) SRHHDOWL D90z B VT, Ez s T
5LTHEEIT) o
2) W LAT VARTEEP S EHENEZIT)
& CHEREEm S & TR 5.
3) BHEEEW (% 5 ik E RO MR E 155,
WWicid, FYVINV—WLTIHIRXFTTHAbH
NIKON D70 (CCD : 6004 Wi#%) (Zf = 20mm O H

ik, D52 LOMHT A2 AT MEFY )T
L= arF—WRETHHH, LA A5
RAEH®DZD, ZOF—=5DAFHHRETH L, 2

Fig.5.5.1. Calibration Sheet.

T, W A5Fx)7Lb—yary—1>+ (Fig. 5.5.1)
E3HMPOHEEIT, W ATFY )T L=
(Photo modeler Pro3.0) #/HWTHATDOFx )7
L—2arvyEiro7,

B L72H AT - LYy ADF ¥ ) TL—3 g 4k
Hid Table 5.5. 18X UKX5.5. 102 BN TH -7z,

AD=2.876x10"47+-4.550x107#" (5.5.1)

ZZT. ADIZEARR (Lens Distortion : mm), 7
BEEPSOHEE (mm) Th b,

PRI 5 AT TIT o 720 P IRICIZS
LR o FLHE 17 (GCP) % g it A I TP D R —
VEFRE L7 (Fig. 5.5.2)0 2HDOZAF LA XTH
GRHICZ DIHEENE D X 58 %17 - 720 e
WZH720, 2HORTFLARTHONE GEHE) &
920 cm &% B X HIT L7,

BRI RHT 21 Leica Photogrammetry Suite
ATE 8.72 i, Fx¥ V7 b—vary7F—%, g
BHZANL, 8512 GCP - Tie Point 4 AJJL7z0
GCP 3z sz s R — v omifg FIZRkE L, K—

Table 5.5.1. Calibration Data of the Camera.

X y
CCD Size (mm) 23.476 15.600
CCD Pixel Size (um) 7.8045 7.8000
Principal Point (mm) -0.0205 0.0347
Focal Length (mm) 20.3063

Fig.5.5.2. GCP Pole.
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W st Ul-a— i VR AJ) L7z, F 7z Tie
Point (&, BEOEGE FCH—& Rad 2 HICHWIC
%% L7 GCP - Tie Point DA 5 =MillE%
TV I AT OHNTEEE (B AT Of7iE - Wiz 1R)
RO, BHOWEHTAT LA~y F ¥ 7 &2iTV,
Mg EDOED x,y,z FEEEZ KD T2,

R EE i % W3 5 7200, GEMR TRO 72 x,
v zJERER AT % JFT T B MEAE 12 L%
fLz4Twv, Y yEYa YHERKETa 7S5 A
(HALCON) % Fiwv CHUSRL R T & ) B 2 fili i
R ONE OB EA - WEs - Ao BEEH 247
o720 BBy A LITIZTE B2 K E 20 & iR
T 5720, HEEEO FiG40° A E O E TS %
Zl& L7 FAEBERNL A R E AL
A AW EENE720, W35 ~40° DOFHIMED A 5 1
TYERMIL, MMIE37.5°8 L. ZoMM TR S
BERFHIEE Lz, Bkt #5107 - TS
SNBMEDOEL T MO AHT0°TH 572D, RO
X5.5. 2 CHIEZR AT > 720

_ 360°
70°

ZIT Ve i HAHAETOME. Vi dHDETRIET

HHMOARDSHEM LM TH 5,
REFEROEIMICH 2o TE. BA (2001) D

Ve (5.5.2)

%65% 1%

EH AWK (2.3.1), KX (2.3.2) W TERD2,
BABIE (po) L LTT A=Y D0.405t/m>, LKA
Bl LCTHEBDL. 72 iz,

5.5.2 HREER

Plate 812, AF LA~ v F 7k SN
NEET— Y OBMXO—FlZ/RT, 72, Plate 9
Wi gt o —#l %, Fig. 5.5.3126R L7235 0Bl
WEEERT, ATFLAYyF v ZICkDimcE 7
P W O RS 13590.2° Tho 7o HWEICE B
Wb, REEROGHMIZELZN212.7 +
81.3m°- ha 1, 7322.2+1646.3tC/km? (Avg. = S.D.)
TVAERIE - 23.2% & 7 D /NG ) 23 5 7z,
S W—adERlc Ty Y =) v e R FEST S
Wi, BERZEZE L Chadhzh 5 MBEOERNE
LB LIS TS (& - Hiw 1990) 25, 20
WA THROMEERERIING%E SNTw5hH, Al
HTIEhadz ) RETISSHTHMZTFo TS
A EH L TV B K TEARTCTH D EHE v ¥ —1) v
ETHWHENS360° X V&NV, HEERE
BRFIOLDENKEL Lozt E20N5b, LALE
A3 RFA TR I AL IR RAEEE R 2N E -
TWAIZENDL, INHLDIELDEE/RSLTHIL
ATENSHH MG 2252 5N 5,

IS0 E2/NEL T B0, HogkoK T

Plate 8. Bird-view of point crowd data derived from photographs taken with digital camera Color information

shows the distance from the camera.
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3)

Plate 9. Analysis of distance image. (1) Upper: Distance
image derived from photographs. Colors show
the distance. (2) Middle: Extracted image using
region growing method. One color shows one
region. (3) Lower: Extracted stem images. One
color shows one part of stems.

ZRELLAHISE A MR TLELD D, KTAE K
ELT 57201013, WM THKEEZ THoe i
WRTHEE, ZVEMOL Y X 2T 250
bo VESERNZRD ph 5%, RSB i I 5 1Y <
FTEDLKPAZRELTLIEIENEEZ BN
5o LA LKFEAZMERTDIELYEMADOL VX
R LEBDH Y BENEOREMIT 52 12
%%, Fig. 5.5.412, NEWE COHMELEITEZDO
MAOMRERT . ARETH W { =20mm. CCD
: 6Mpixel TH UL, W5 T TOHEE20m (23 LT
0.8 m BEDRENEL D, LVIEAOL YR, 72
& ZAERATI 2 FHNS f =14mm TI1E20m (23t
LCl.1m BEDBEL 20, SRR/ EIE
% %o R A 2 CERR I OR EAN ) 3 2wl REE
BB )Ty GEEOR D % 0 GRS RIS
W EE G 2 DS D D, RFEFEEIR L —
Fd 7 OBRICH Y BRI DH 72 o TR 2 215 11
EROEZTULEND D, L L TREMNER A
L, 728 2 IECCOMEHMTIIRAERNI AT TH
12MPixel ® b DT TR EN TV 5, TDOHE,
f=14 mmoDOL >y AL THEENEDFEZ
20m 2R LTO0.8m EDRAEE &Y, f =20mm,
6Mpixel DG LASE L 2%, 5%, ZOML—FF
7 OBIRIE CCD B DFEIEIZ L o TIRR S ND b D
Llbhs,

— £20mm CCD:6Mpixel
31 — fidmm CCD:6Mpixel

= = = f:14mm CCD:12Mpixel

Theoretical Error of Z-Value (m)

0 10 20 30 40

Distance to Objects (m)

Fig.5.5.4. Theoretical error of photogrammetry.
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VU Eo T E V=42 F x5 % v 72 BERIFAT
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O EARBNT ) TEEZ T W72, @4
DT EDWEI S, 7572 F v v—AFHIOHRA
HEERERT 2 L3E WEL—F2F ¥ FEH
TR RN 2 W CIAZAT) ONBBETH 5, L
L. ZHE0OMEZIT) 2 & 3N 28280551 T
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TH 57208 PAIRED > 720 BE % v 72 BORSiR
HrCld, ARMLE - WE B AR OB A & il 12T 2
5—7. WEICKE RAHEDDD 5 REIFE- 72, B
B O Tld. D S L2 mig %
AT VAR F U ITHTVINERENREE WD D
LT, MRV =¥ A F v F LD T — 7 AU B
Lol SHICERBEZMINTAZ LT, ZIZTHE)
N Z 9 5 2 &SR L 72 o 720

6.2 HMENEERAEADERG
FAROFHICE L Cld, — ISR A2 K
TORMESLETH ) ANF - RRICEA2HELICE -
TUOEB I ENDLHMRORE—1k % LG BET W %
T2 CHUENRH D, ZD L) BHIELOWHE b 5D
A EIERER - BEEL A X - SRR - BB & v o
ToBERLARM (P - AR 1987) TH Y. ZosERE
LCRBIENTEDEYAL 7 Mk (k- F
1993) THbo ZD &I REEHAHIR TS 1 7 fik %
BT % 2 Lo BEELE 2 25 LT, Fohhko
M2V CA ETOERELRIETHD, LALINEF
TOWFE T, WM - DI TB I bhizd ons
%< B - KAz B 2 BEELAK % 8 5 % ifge
EATGRIREETH 5. ZHUx L. B - Kbk~
0y N EERE LA 2RO L EEST L o h
(b 1991, AR 2001) TH Y., ¥4 JaLTER
(Japan Long-Term Ecological Research) & L T
fii&hooH 5 (M 2003), LaLIhsDHE
7ay PERERTEELIZ-oTELT, T8
km2& Vo 72 ek E hN—F 5T a v hOikiE L
FEATEARTETH Do 2D, BHE - B km?e
Vo TR - TR O FRARENE & S LIRS 2
oD T — Y OEROPA T TH Y, B Bt

HELTHER->TWh, ORI MRS 5L
LTEZOLNDLDH, VE— by ¥y 7 FRETHiZz
BHEMNWSHETH S, &2 TRETIEARIIZE TR
SRR v, BEN - BRIRREZ1T) .

A AR E AL AR 3 % A R A=A T 2R
P74 — 0V PR v 8 — BB A 7 — ¥ 3 v R
ZERD3STHRIEIZ I\ THT - 720 BRI T Z 1T >
cRikiE e VEARBICRI N TWwWBE EE X b5,
72F1R2H OWHFIC X D #EE D T2 e SN M5
(g - FYH 1986) % &rde & 9 1219934E1270m X 90m
OFAEX (Plot W) ZiEE L. BAREEZT- /0 S
512 Plot W NI270m X 5 m O IKIX (Plot WB)
ZRE L, WARRAE REHEICL 2T v 7R
o720 F72. RIS 7o THMOREZEAL 2 88§
B72OIHZE BT Y ¥ VBN R 21T > 720 B
BURERATIC I 1984 « 1999 4EHRE OMIZLE 1 2 i
L7z (Table 6.2.1),

W25 H P12 GCP % & o THEEZ TV, &5
Zeh SRR ATV, BIEOINREERR (g
B x,y,z BEMBIOHEAETH L. 00 K)
AUz TSGR T R0 HE ) B e W e 7
WD Tzd, HARIEARR (1:5,000) &HizEE
HEDOMEREETONHETH 5720 & 2 TUHM
TSN L —FEHIT— & (20044E5TH. 9L
ZHHE0.25m %) 25 DSM 21K L. 2@ DSM |k
DOREGBHE EEORIBRZEL GCP & L7z RIHE
BRI BB O AT LA RT Z v, W
B~y F ¥ VM EIT) 2 & THEESERO DSM %
T L7z SOICHEMOZE T 572012, L—
PR L - TN E N2 DTM £ DEEFH LT
DCHM Z 8 L7z 2@ DTM IZWF5E k) S i v
WKELL TRV DEMRELTZ, T—F I3/ 4 X%
BRETHZDIC, ATFAT Y74V —2H0T, 1
m fRGED S D% 5 m R L & 4T - TR
L720 f#HTI21E DCHM I X B8 %2 0-5 m O
VARH, 5-10m QAR 10m PLEOEAMKD 30
ORE 7 T A5 720 RIS, 19844F & 19994 D 5

Table 6.2.1. Aerial photograph specification for digital photogrammetry.

Date Regiontt Focal Length (mm) Scale
Aug-1984 84-1 213.80 1:20,000
Aug-1999 99-1 213.80 1:20,000
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7 TAMS 9DODBEBRNY =V EERL. ERELD
BRERZRD I, $720 1Im U EDZ 5205 0-
5m, 5-10m 7 7 AIZER LGEZML L7 LR
& L. MisBift 2 sl ki d 72 ) OREER D S5 5
MRHL O B fiEEE ] % R 720 MLE O FIH% Fig.
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Plot W @ ha & 720 OARE - ML - Wit %
Table 6.2. ZL\ RHES X % Fig. 6.2.212R L7z,

MAIZIE, 2o THREARRE 25 L Twiz e b
nééﬂ@i’ﬁ%%ﬁm:otMﬁ&t‘*ﬁfﬁﬁtfmto Nt}
WiIEAR D ha &7z ) ORI, SHEB1087K, L HEkt

6.2.11Z7R T, 2K, FHI0ART, $HEEM 8% % i %, Plot W
Aerial Photograph (1984)  Aerial Photograph (1999) Airborne Lidar(2004)
Filtering
TM(2004)
Digital Photogrammetry
DSM(2004) Shade Analysis
Jeut a@f\& Study Area
DSM(1984) DSM(1999) (except shade)
DCHM(1984) l
\ DCHM(1999) +——————
Height Class(1984) Height Class(1999)
Fig.6.2.1. Flowchart of analysis.
Table 6.2.2. Number of trees and volume per ha on plot W.
live Dead
ratio ratio ratio ratio

number volume of No. of vol. number volume of No. of vol.
Species (/ha) _(m’/ha) %) (%) (/ha) _(m*/ha) (%) %)
Picea jezoensis 74.6 64.73 8.2% 35.8% 52.4 104.44 47.8% 66.2%
Abies sachalinensis 319.0 66.17 35.0% 36.6% 20.6 20.66 18.8% 13.1%
Taxus cuspidata 6.3 0.02 0.7%  0.0%
N 34.9 24.64 31.9% 15.6%
N-Total 400.0 130.93  43.8% 72.4% 107.9 149.74 98.6%  95.0%
Betula platyphyl/a 6.3 1.55 0.7% 0. 9%
Betula ermanii 38.1 10.49 4. 2% 5. 8%
Sorbus commixta 290. 5 6.37 31.8% 3.5%
Acer mono 76.2 2.50  8.3% 1.4%
Tilia japonica 6.3 0.05 0.7% 0.0%
Acanthopanax sciadophy. 17.5 0.43 1. 9% 0.2%
Kalopanax pictus 44 4 1.93 4.9% 1.1%
Mongnolia obovata 6.3 0.78 0.7% 0. 4%
Quercus mongolica 25.4 25.88 2.8% 14.3% 1.6 7.91 1. 4% 5. 0%
Prunus sargentii 1.6 0.03 0. 2% 0. 0%
L-Total 512.7 50.01 56.2% 27.6% 1.6 7.91 1. 4% 5. 0%
Total 912.7 180.94 109.5 157.66
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Fig.6.2.2. Crown projection map on plot W in the year of 1993.
@ : Dead Tree © :Height >10m O :Height =10m
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Fig.6.2.3. Chart of belt-transect on plot WB.
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Table 6.2.3. Number of trees plot according to height
class on plot WB.

Height(m)
Species ~10 10~ Total
Picea jezoensis 1 2 3
Abies sachalinensis 45 7 52
N-Total 46 9 55
Betula platyphylla 2 2
Betula ermanii 3 3
Sorbus commixta 47 2 49
Acer mono 9 9
Tilia japonica 1 1
Acanthopanax sciadophylloi 2 2
Kalopanax pictus 9 9
Mongnolia obovata 2 2
Quercus mongolica 2 2
L-Total 75 4 79
Total 121 13 134
250
200
5}
2
=150
5
2
£ 100
=]
Z
50
0
10 20 26
Height (m)

Fig.6.2.4. Number of trees on plot W.

MIZREE L7z Plot WB oI, 3 & OEHEd 24
% Fig. 6.2.312/k L72o F72. Table 6.2.3124 %
WA E R L7z Plot WB T~y « K< -
FF H = ¥ (Sorbus commixta) + =% 7 % (Magnolia
obovata) SN ARIE % Ko, BMABIZIEZN Ky - F
FA= K- 4 %X H x5 (Acer mono) HEN%  fF1E
LTWa,

KIS @tk 2 &5 729, Fig.6.2.412 Plot W
DR EMIERDE SR AR Z R L7ze THIZE D
&L RO 4 m AL & 18m T2 E— N &2

D2 MOSAE L TWAEI ENGThDb, T2
Plot W O FRAEREE OB I L € K"tz &
75 A —=5MEIT) L. 1~10m &11~26m D 2
DDTN—=TIH T bbb, —H. ¥ T VKO
ERENZBHICEL o ThHDEH (Fig. 6.2.3)
& B, BEI0m BT 07V — 7132644 LU T 0
TARTH Y. 10m £ Y KEWFV—TFIF694EEDL F
DIETH 5. D EZOWGTIX. ZOBERERA S
b IR & b W ISR AR SRR ICH T2 &
MTE,

KOG OEEE B2, BiEl0m U Lo
AR ERIERDOARE, MR LD BT oMK 2
HEE L7z (Table 6.2.4) ZhICEkBE hadhzh o
AEUE3T0A T, SFEEMHIA29, JLEEBHI60AR L 2 D |
SHEBIN81% E B, F720 hadh-V OME T
320.91m® 12 % 0. &F 3 A 13 269.54m3, Tk BRI
51.37Tm> & 72 V) T EEMIABA% & 2 B0 — 7. AETIE
IRV, bR BRENEN3AYL. MFETIIZ VY
IH51% % 5B, TOTE XY, AR
WCIEZ Y OKRFERE L E L72EEEBKS TH >
2l #zZH5N5, Plot WTIHEZY=YZiulk L7z
KERDPEAREZ HED, PF=Y - FFATF - R=
47Xl L/ANMERPMEAREZ HDTW5DH, D
&), Plot Widf#EZZEIC, =<y &2l
L7288k 25 b Ry - FF A K - R=( ¥
Yapb e L7ZSHARZHRICHER L Twb EEZ N
5o

GEPERATIE, RICIER L7z DSM Ok
MREEZ AT o 720 BGRIEIZIE, FIASHbIT 30 00 38 5 O Lot
K> TFzv 294 v &ERL, F2v 294
OMZEGFNREIC L S DSM i s . fzekklL —
AR X % DSM B O i % 17 - 720 Table
6.2. 51285 R E R, BEEEO RMSE 134 2 m LT
TdH o720 KT, T T D RIBEDOREERGEZ 1T > 720
TR O LI DO WT, HEGIEHEIZ X %5 DSM £
FEE & HLZERE L — RIS X % DSM il o Mg %
T, RMSE #& L7z fiES (2004) 1. &l
THREFIT /BT DO L2251 & HI v 72 il 22 5 Rl
DREERGLEZ B E O T — % 2 W TIT> TW A,
ZFDFEIZ0.45~1.65m TH B EMELTHY., &
DFERIIARWIEL WET 5. Lo T 11200000 H122
G E WA Cld, AL S OEIX 2 m
UTThrLEEZONA, LL. HFHIETIEZZ Ofi
FOBRENPKEVIERE o720 720 ABIZED 4 3
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Table 6.2.4. Estimated numbers and volumes per ha before the disturbance on plot W.

number volume ratio of No. ratio of vol.

Species (/ha) (m3/ha) (%) (%)
Picea jezoensis 104.8 162.56 33.8% 50.7%
Abies sachalinensis 104.8 82.22 33.8% 25.6%
N 39.7 24.76 12.8% 7.7%
N-Total 249.2 269.54 80.5% 84.0%
Betula platyphylla 1.6 1.33 0.5% 0.4%
Betula ermanii 25.4 10.32 8.2% 3.2%
Sorbus commixta 12.7 3.46 4.1% 1.1%
Acer mono 3.2 0.32 1.0% 0.1%
Acanthopanax sciadophylloides 1.6 0.12 0.5% 0.0%
Kalopanax pictus 32 1.37 1.0% 0.4%
Mongnolia obovata 3.2 0.76 1.0% 0.2%
Quercus mongolica 9.5 33.68 3.1% 10.5%
L-Total 60.3 51.37 19.5% 16.0%
Total 309.5 320.91

Table 6.2.5. RMSE of the DSM derived from aerial

photographs.

RMSE x(m) RMSE y(m) RMSE_z(m)
G T e G
1984 0.92 1.17 1.79 5.55 5.34
1999 1.76 1.8 1.34 4.77 4.56

T 72 EHEDRETHSH 4 m LD HKE LM
ol ZOHHO—DE LTIE, HOEERICE
FBME~ Y F v TIHOFRENE Z HNbE T T,
MG HOHE HRED» S KB E - FiizfmL, &
DT — 5 EHZEFERL —FEHNC LS DSM 77— 205
GIS ECIIDREEIREHEE Ly T DR R S BAVS
HZEIZLTe TORE, RMSE IZEEDA SNz,
(Table 6.2.5)

RIT, BESEALORNT 24T 9 720 I B HMIEIC X
LRE 7 9 AKX (Plate 10) Z1EH L7z, 72,
BIWHRAE L OO 720, Plot WAHEZIKEH L7
DN Fig. 6.2.5TH %, Plot W TIMGDMIE -
TG L TWizd, 2o Z &id Fig. 6.2.6
O 7 T AP Db L b2 ENTE b,

19844F 70 5 19994E D R DMt 7 5 2 D ER X %
Plate 11IZ7R ¥ F72, BE7 7 A0 ERMEERZ

Table 6.2.612/R9 . EREOBEIEFIE ORI H

Fig.6.2.5. Height classes analyzed by digital photogram-
metry. Upper: Year of 1984 , Lower: Year of
1999.Rectangle shows the extent of Fig.6.3.1
Height class ;White grid is the exception area.
BW:10m~,  5~10m, :~5m
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Table 6.2.6. Transition probabilities of canopy height N
classes.

Csl;(s)f ?nh;;ilt Canopy height class in year 1984(m) Haig Etf;a: 1
1999(m) 0-5 5-10 10- [J5~10m
0-5 0.497 0.192 0.033
5-10 0.281 0.283 0.060
10- 0.222 0.525 0.908

Table6.2.7. The observed and equilibrium rate in
each height class.

Canopy height class (m)
0-5 5-10 10- = R
Observed 0.101 0.130 0.769 9 30100 200 300 400 00m
in 1984
Observed
in 1999 0.100 0.1 0.788 Plate 10. Height class map. Colors show the height class
Equilibrium 0092 0103 0.805 delived from aerial photos and lidar. White spaces are the ex-

ception areas in this study.

Class Transition (1984 ~ 1999)
W o0-5-05m
5-10— 0- 5 m
Wi0- >0-5m
[Jo0-56-510m
H 5-10-> 510 m
Wi0- >510m
]

[ |

| |

0-5—10- m
5-10—10- m
10- —10-

m

0 50100 200 300 400  500m
L |

Platel1. Changes of height class. Colors show the transition of height classes derived from two annual photo-
graphs. White spaces are the exception areas in this study.
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bLF—~ETHLYNA7HBETHEERELT, &
25 APNRE DS IBOIRTEC 2 2 T TT OERBEZHY
% L 72 (Tanaka and Nakashizuka 1997) #%5 %%
Table 6.2.712/RT o ZOHMREOMIRE I, 19844F,
19994E DRI WAE R & B 5720 L72dtH T,
ONTEBMERIIZU DD THILLEEZLILNT
Ebo IoT. ZOBERMERIOIECHFZHEM L,
BHOWEMEETH 5 15FEP LW EHERZRT L2 &
THEMOREEREMZH T2 08 TE 5%, L%
(10-) 7 FADBMD 7 F ANER LIS EG L ERL
7 M A O W R, 24,675m% 4 M I A
347,875m* T - 727280, EEFF IR 21 14 & HE5E
THIENTE D,

AR A M RIEWFSE Mk D 214 - 215 - 216 -
220 + 221 « 222FKBEIC BV TR HPH D & M Sk
WARDFE 2 A L2k (1981) 12Xk 5 &, M
0.3m 2B 5TV~ Y ORKERRIZ322AK, b F
Y V226K TH D, FREN100~2604, 100~140
ROMBID L WE LTS, BE50.3m T TICHRE
T 5DIET ZERORKIZZNZN23E, 22F L
HINTWDLOT, BHEB B X £120~2804F - 120
~1604E T\ g K#Y3504F - 2504E CTH B EF 2 Do F 72,

WCHMBITEAGE 658 1w

BH50.3m ~3.95m ISR T A DIZE L 724 R 7 ~
1174F, 6 ~834ETHh b0 T DIAEFZ VT D S IR S
NDETOEMEMET S & ARIRARDHEIE D S M
ENTH S DERITZ N ZNIRK T2304E~ 3404, 170
E~240ME L B Bo TS DR L ARFRALH o 1] §iz
M DOFI2004E I W HEERLTB Y. B Y%k RS
Y AR HSF (W

AHHTix35ha, B, 15EZFREL T, 7
I NVEENRAT 2 VB 2 E TR 2 5 ADZEL
RIS A EDWRETH ) wF bR o IR %
BT 22 EDTE, MEGEILRI60FEITHZD
HAZEO S ONAFTE, RFFEISL Y B - LH
PHOFRA DS B & 72 2 72 O MR BEOFAI W L 2 T
BThreEZOND,

6.3 IREHEMNA A v XEHREEESHEELEADT
JOo—F
Jei RS K ZE RIS BV T, 20044F 6 H ~
9 BIZT TEMRERRICL —FFHI OV ZEER
1 m2) CTEHUATbIR TS, UM EICR
B E T HHMTH 2720, RIFZED HEMMAFL
BEORREEHN NGRS, ZOF—72HMPLTL—H%

Table 6.3.1. Forest Area and Suggested Sample Plots.

Stand Class (Outline) Stand Class (Details) Area (ha) SI‘;‘;“;:’:’I,;’;
Coniferous Forest Coniferous - Dense Forest 921.8 2
Coniferous - Middle Density Forest 1937.5 6
Coniferous - Open Forest 1103.0 3
____________________________ Coniferous - Scattered Forest 1506
Mixture Forest Mixture - Dense Forest 8
Mixture - Middle Density Forest 11
Mixture - Open Forest 6
Mixture - Scattered Forest 1
""Bload-lcaved Forest  Broad-leaved - Dense Forest 37058 12777
Broad-leaved - Middle Density Forest 5
Broad-leaved - Open Forest X 4
Broad-leaved - Scattered Forest 2

Pinus pumila Forest
Alpine Vegetation

Treeless with Sasa
Treeless with harb
CIliff

Slided Land with Harb

Slided Bare Land

Others
Building Site
Others

SUM

22566.4 68
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FHAM R O & ERMRROHEE 21T ) Hikz LD
FL0b,

MM ZWET L LTI, aephik &Rk
Wik B o & % WERT GO 2 AT 2 55 h
RSB Z EHBTH L. L LINEA G &
% LMENREREZFENST L L EIATETSHY .
EAZHIIM L aheET 5 L) TR2 L ALEN
Lo ZOFEIIEARAEL L IFEN TV 5,

AR AT CTIIEEAR IR 2 — B ITR D
AT &R H L %22 SEEAR O T AL & 8B % g
B ENPIERNLRETH S0 T2, EAIOHM
THRZIERE < T WA 2 N - LA
ZoRHE: - SRR - AN - RN A
bho HAMAERMMZEIL, BE - WIPALLZ VL
DA 2 \HEARZ TN T 2 HETH 5o BALIIES
L, AR % & B W0 o 22 BRSO TREA %
9 % 5 AR TH ITHEER L 2 7 E

BB ENTE D, RHMIMINEIE, BARZ —EH
ML L B HETH Do I TR A
FRRET DI LWL 20, SRAHIIEDS W S
N5 DL, BIRIMBEE. JdRe w2008
SCHEIL. Z0boe il EAL e LCHllg 2 ik
Thb, ~EMPPIL, IANSDE Y 2SR VE
DY, ZOERPSEARMBLCZIhBHES
N7z FIH L C. &2 iET 5 HETH 5,
WLZe BRI X A MR E T, SEMMESE L
b TW5, 728 213, BEFTIX O &2 e
THGEITKREAR L L TEBOEAR % fi22 5 5 11
L. S SIMERZ T %0 AMEARD BT A
LHFE ST A =5 (BHAE - 5 - B ESE) OBy
LM EZER L, KEROMREZHEET 5. SHIC
KEROMEE D b EMOMBEHETH2DTH S, F
7oo TR EDEARE (0S) L REAR (nl) %
NENROFIZH 2 b b,

Forest Class

I coniferous - Dense

m Coniferous - Middle Density
- Coniferous - Open

“:i2 Coniferous - Scattered

- Broad-leaved - Dense

Y Broad-leaved - Middle Density
- Broad-leaved - Open

8 Broad-leaved - Scattered
I Vixture - Dense

Y/ ixture - Middle Density
[EEEEE Mixture - Open

‘i Mixture - Scattered

Secondary

Alpine Vegetation
[ Pinus pumila

Moor
I siided land with harb

Slided bare land

Treeless with Sasa
- Treeless with harb
B ciiit

Building Site

Arboretum

Others

5,000 10,000 m
1 1 1 |

Plate 12. Forest classes read from aerial photos.
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2 =<ﬁ)2[(1—p2)+p\/1—p2 \/E—T
S

p’ |G
7\, (630

n; =ng

2T, EIZHEREEE. o l3HFE & SENAE M B
BEL Cid7ay MMEOEHRI. Cr,Cs lE A
ABLONERZENZEN 1D ORETH 5.5
E=0.1. C,=0.50, p =0.60, L—H5lll7¥—%
3 TS E A 2o DCHM 25 ShTwnb
ERETHECL=0%DT, Cr/Cs—0, Cs/Cr
—oo k), ngld64, npldcok b, np Hioco, O
F ) L—HEHINE MR R & 2 525, Thida
Y 2—F FETHEHICAUHT LI ENTE L, 2D
64 i DOREARF A WEFEM CTIER L 72 MM fE B (Plate
12) ICWRERLS L7220 %Y Table 6.3.1T&» 5. MM
JE % 8 DDOKIEHRIZAT. SHEEm - N3N - SHAR
bk - NLAK -« ZRARICAEE L7 b OO T, BEAR RS
A2 VD DIZ 4 DDEAREZES Lz 2
DRGSR, M DIEAR AL VW) T LIl h Do B B,
EE LB - IS ARHIC OV TR BMMFENIFE AL
WD L7z ZOMIZOWT D RS TH 720
B L 720

Bl A O & U TR 2 V254,
Ty FOY A ZARMEE b, NS Tay MET
0y b OEEHK X WAHRRE ORI A { T A,
KELTH Y MIEBHHIVN S WATEEIZRVIER A
MBIz, TR EREEBRE L CEY R X%
SULENRH D, Kk (1957) 1&70 v MEOEBHRE
DOWFFEER AT EIREA—EDOMERTRE L LT,
Ll db 7oy MIESOAREL I L& L, KRS
BwTid 7oy MAfE%0.08~0.15ha L5 2 & %
FELTWD, F40 (1962) &, RIEEBHMH® (4
) 1I2B W TREHEHROMIEAE 21T > TV B A%
7y M4 ZX1Z0.25ha (50m X50m) & LTwb,
F2ZOKE, Ty POYREIZOWT IR Z1T-C
BY., 7Y b1OH7D 3 ATI80~3705 505 &
LTBY, 20% < O (90~260%7) 3B~
WATIE 728 LT 20 FEBOmARIAN DA 5 R
DEENL RV, 7Fay hONfEA%0.15 ha TH
5TH0.25ha THoTHIBEH TV EDLL LWL
WS NBDT, 0.25ha 7Ty b2 HWDEOHREY
LEZONSE, T2 AEIZFIZOMITIT B ADER

FTOBBEM G 2252 Lh5, 1 DOMEYD 1
HIZATH) L OTEZHAMIIHNEEZ b5,
COTENS, BUBHRAIIZ64 A x 3 AH/HE =
12 ANHOPBDS 202 L AL 52D TE S, B
WIAA T 9L, REHEmRICT—Y 2L FL
B, KIEHEH O DCHM & Mo a2 7E L
X2 ERT 52810 b, F72. 44k DCHM &
FEOMMENTHE L 72 HCiIdb LT, £
WOMBEHET L EHNTE D,

P EDTHT, EMMEOHEE I RETH 2 75,
SHITHERN EZITIBERD 2 DT T u—F 0%
Zbhb,

—DOOT T —FIIERRE LT HIETH %,
ZOHEE LT, e KIEHEINIEEA K Z 3
TERHY ., ZOWE. MO 74 v 74 VT HRR
S B D AEREASIA b B 2 & TAMRHEE R LI AN
&2, 72, HOFETIE, ZhEEHSHREER
MR (P8 1993) OF z &, MEREEICH
MhEwEBbh ol (& 21 Fh - et - My
B - HbRE - B - BOBIEA) 2R L. TR ERICEE
KREZFDT BTN D 5o MEIHBE DR IE A
2% LT, ENOHEEREDR EsHFRFTE 5, Bl
WAL, 7% %X L —FEHIOBHERITI WX
AT OHFLF LS, s LuAi34s oR
L 72 B 5B A 5 /ERE L 72 DCHM b A ARIC i) 2
B2 EMs, ol ZAFARMEIT IS XY o S b Rize
BHOWIEHHCBBRELZITV, TEUEICL
DCHM & BihFiA oMM & oM Ttz ko b 2
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Summary

The purpose of this study was to develop highly accurate methods, using airborne and ground-based
remote sensing, of measuring boreal forest biomass in a wide area and understanding how biomass has
changed over time. The following methods were tested on three subjects: 1) In a coniferous plantation,
data on upper storey trees were extracted from airborne LIDAR (Light Detection and Ranging) data
using the watershed method and the forest stand structure was estimated from the upper storey data
using the MNY method; then forest biomass was calculated from the forest stand structure. 2) For the
analysis of a permanent forest and its change over time, the forest volume, which is the space be-
tween the surface of the tree crown and the ground, was measured from airborne LiDAR data and old
aerial-photographs; then the forest biomass was calculated using a regression formula between forest
volume and forest biomass measured by a field survey. 3) In the field survey 2), the forest biomasses
were measured using the Minowa method - an extension of the Bitterlich method - from the data
obtained by 3D scanning LiDAR and/or digital camera, then the regression formula between forest
volume and forest biomass was derived. These three methods were shown to be effective for measur-
ing forest biomass in a wide area.

Key words: Remote Sensing, Photogrammetry, Bitterlich, Biomass Measurement, LiDAR





