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Analysis of Canopy Structure in Fagus crenata
Forests by Airborne Laser Scanner
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Abstract:
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In order to quantify forest stand canopy structure and leaf area we used
LiDAR data to analyze the three-dimensional structure of forest canopies in
the Appi and Naeba beech forests. Parameters related to canopy structure,
including gap ratio, variations in canopy height and canopy surface area, were
then calculated from the LiDAR data. Leaf area index (LAI) was estimated
using a standard forest census. Comparisons between LAI and canopy
characteristics suggested that LAI cannot be estimated using a single
parameter. This may be because the foliage distribution within each tree
crown is variable and has a complex branching and foliage clustering
structure. To estimate the spatial distribution of LAI in a forested area, other
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parameters associated with beech canopy architecture, and their interactions,
need to be investigated. This could facilitate the estimation of LAI from
LiDAR data.
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1. I C®HIZ

AR, FRE BRI AIRICEHITE Y — L b LT, 2oL —F— 2%
¥ 7 (LIDAR) OFIAATEREN TV A, LIDARIIMZE I Lz A7
LIZ Ko THERmPMFREZ L2205 MT 2 L0 TH Y, H EFREMH
2V E— ey ZTRITRREERMEE O b 00 = RoitE 2 KR 3
W52 ENRAETHS. BORPLMR EHRBEOMEZ LB TINETEh
i, EERPFEER & Vo T EBAEEREE R L VAR — VT v 7T D
T LHEE L M2 DT, LIDARE AWV OARERGE (BEE, EMME, HERER L)
EERMICHET S HEEFHELT 5 L BRO BTV S, [REEM A 5
{2 L7ZLiDARGHENZ DWW T L, BAROfEH 7 (Brandtberg er al. 2003) =°
LiDARGHHI 5 B & AEiiE & OBEBRTF S TV 5D (Lefsky er al. 1999,
Lovell e al. 2003, Parker and Russ 2004, Riafio ef al. 2004). AT EERFFIT DT
F L —F - BEICAI R L7 ElE & OBRME (Riafio e al. 2004) M E S D
ERZE & ORMEYE (Parker and Russ 2004) 2 RFE SN TWA2, BED & =
B, W HEERERET D Z LITEELV.

SHEM L IZRERY, 7T 20X 5 IR RERMH TR ICE <« OBE - &
EFNT 2 Z EAREETH D, F D7, LIDARFHNC X o THER EZEH
LI 57D, ABREOMMLF ¥ v TG R L2 ESHE
BAENT, ZOHEEMEZBRF L TBLERDLD. TZTANETIE, BA
DEIBHZNET 57 T HE A BICZLIDARIC X » TE@ESA 2 b+ 28
W FEEZRA ST D79, LIDARFHAIT — 2 » b EHE 2 RET 511 <
OPOFEFEL L LB, BEO7 A — L FRAETEONIHSHEL D
IS RAGR & Ll T Lz
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2. B Rt S & Hik
2.1. FRE M O

FEHBEMEFTL RIS B (BFE/UEET, 1bi40 00 - HRE
140° 56', E=825m) & w5 Il (BriE R m AR IVEARISARET, Jhi&36 S1' - BUFR138°
A1, EES550~1,500m) 7T AEST RS E MG L L, BHEKS
SRBHUTRERNT AL T 2 7 Z kAR (FRERKIS0ESE) ThHY, it T e v
b73 2 BT (B 1, FhH 2) BE SR TV A, I 7RIS S N
D 4 BETREIN TV D (IEE550mIC 51, EE00mi el 2 &
w4, B 1500ml w1l 3). HEOMBEIIHRHORIZRL
22. 7 4 — Vv FRE

TRTOWET 2y MIBWTHEEERE 5 cmbl EOHAEZHH L L, HTE
DRIE, MEmEZEOFHRZ TN, Bi5L 4 DA Tik#E oL iThh e,
B, REORBRHIN CTREI SN 9 KD T FOF — 2 b, LU F O TR
RAZEX ChE2AWTERET 2 v bOERBEHEE L.
(1] W, =0.019D "% (R*=0.75)
2] L,=22.6W; %" (R*=0.98)
=72, W, s 3EE R (kg), L, EEA(mD), D : MEEE(cm).
2.3. LIDAREHAI

~VJ a7y —H#ERZER L —F—FHl S 2T A (ALMAPS : 81 B #TEER) (2 &
- CRHAZIT » 7. B TIZ2001BICE 2B ¥ V—2 F.iz L 1 kmPo
HEFH A2 S L7z, @8 L TIE2003FIC & FE 7 2 v FETO0.16km? & % 2 F ]
ATz, FHROLIDARFHYOEFIZF2O@Y TH 5. Z OsHRE R

K1 AET 2y FOHGOME
TAREE FHEE FHOHE BEFERAT #SHR  #SREH

R (AR #/ha) (cm) (m) (m*/ha) (m’/ha) (ha/ha)
=i 2208 14.7 14.1 46.6 355.2 6.1
Zik 2 1244 19.9 14.2 50.8 390.1 46

HiFA 265 38.0 237 40.4 514.3 2.1

g 2 1033 232 18.3 483 4326 44

migl 3 450 24.7 13.0 30.4 259.8 21

BG4 362 32.1 = 325 = 2.3

TE: w4 1S ORI & 9T - TR,
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2. LIDARFHH O 145
WHEE aHEE  E—L M EtEis  HETO SRl

B tthig VEELE E—LBEE
(m) (km/h) (mrad) (m) (m) (m)
= 200~300 50 1.2 70~110 0.24~0.36 0.14~0.21
HiFL  500~600 70 0.2 175~220 0.10~0.12 0.35~0.42

T &b, @3 E B2 L —F—IE A% 25,000Hz, A F v AR 200, Ay
[F1%L: 25Hz T 5.

Wb, #iFE [ % F 9 DTM (Digital Terrain Model), I %4 T b 2 sy O Fif
Z 727 DSM (Digital Surface Model), DTM & DSM & O3 THARROE S 25
F CHM (Canopy Height Model) 23515 &3, HIll K O i & O 73
ZRITHEEDOEST —# L LTHELN T WA, AFZE T, XEEE GEFE M)
BLOYEE (A R) TEEND05mROH L@ L, Fhiosis L=
ZEIETH 2DTM, DSM, CHMOfli % 57— % = » k& L TRV,

IOF=FEy FroBEONIWSEGHICEDLIREMEDHZL L
T, AR TIETF v v 78, ICHMOD 454 BE (CHMO S 55 A S0
BfE, IR HEAR 2, R, f Ml okl — 5o ME, ZEMRED), IHERER &
Aniz, ¥x v 7RIFEE EOREOHBELRL, CHMPO LEHE S W E
FEEAHMOKREREORELMDIEE L 0V, & 612, BEOLL IZHEDH
BB L THWE 2 E2h, MERGHLEGHENS ETOEEREET
HBLEZT:

HET Dy PRIZEF Yy v 7L EEN, TR TOBERTFOREEEL
TWH T TRV, 22T, LTOOBLUQOEM %2 L b Ioi =4
EMET—% LR L, EROCHMD AR IZBb 2 L #E R m o HEIC
FAviz.

(1) CHM#S 5 mbJ b o g
T A= FRREORR, 2L A YORESRAROMES 5 mllETH-
o2 kb, CHMS S mEA EDEEEHRFE L R4 Z Lz Lz

(2) FAEBEERE L ODSMOZEMN3 SmaAi D B
X¥ v 7 RHDEERL EE, MEREAOBEEN RIS Z Licks. 2
D=, BT 5 HRLOZERE (DSM) OENKE T E 25108 L
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TR () xRS T, TOEORIMEZ3SmE Lz, 7K
OBEOAEZFH Lz L 2 A, KEREE.SmDZ b5t L T E=iE IEHE
DEIEIBZRARATHIAIMTh o2 L0 b, ZOEERREL L.
B, ¥y v TEHOESIZOWTIL, WEREBOFHE THW - 72
1=, +bb, BEEEODSMOE233.5mbl L CCHMAY 5 mAi D IEE % %
vy 7L L, REERICHTAEE L LTHIB L.

LR EE

T A= FEFBRENOHAE T oy FOMoRER R L. T EE
WDEFEZ v b oBoh i IARE R EnME R LA iEmiEE:
FUSTRT. SIREEIIRE 1, 2 TENTN2,2084/ha, 12444 /haTH Y, &
Bl 1,3, 4 (FNEN2654/ha, 45074 /ha, 3624 /ha) & e~ TEAoT=. £z,
SPEIERIT L T14.7-19.9em, E3IL 1,3, 4 T24.7-380cmE 2o THEY, &
OBy hOHFINES ol BBILORE T oy FOPTH, EHiEWL
2 FAEDE < (1,0334Vha) FHERLLZHOREZ 0 v bOEIZEAS T
(23.2cm). HATFERBUZ SV TL, BEOZ W7 o v b OGP HSTERBIOK
VA AHZ BN, £, WHL 1,3 ,4 TRWTRE 2 ha/hafiETh o=,
EHIZ, B 1,3, 4 TIEMKROY A XOSMENBIE (JEIZ6-88cm, 6-
62cm, 12-64cm), HEGHRKBEOMARE THEEL TV, EiEl 2 E &k 1,2
T, 12-22emB2E QRN E FIE L, A A0SR i D) - 7= (6-
48cm).

WAZ, BREAEE OFEEE L R B & OAHBIBMRA L MET L7=. LIDARGHH T
BoNAXy v 7R ENSIEDH & OBFETIT (KD, HRSEmME DK X VWL
1,2 EEBL2IEF v v TENMELS, ¥y v TEOOCHE EEIL L, 3
ORI NS, KEFOBRIZHA L HICRZTLRS. LL, B
W4 i3y FEBMEOENCH RSN E L, WHILO 3 Fay Moo
WTRS &F v v 7RICBERR HROERRMPIZIT —EICErs7. Lk
ST, ¥y v 7TREMTHRSEMRPEHET 20REBELEZI N5,

HESERTCAME AWV EIZ W TRS &, CHMDIE S & (R
DREVHEFIZ EMRSEmMAES /N E L RHERBE LN (K2). —F, HE
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B42. CHM D ZEERET & R BEMD AL & DRI
T EPNL-4iZE 514, Al-213%c 125 F

REAL1.7-2.5haha DPWFRFIZAFIE L, AR & A REmBNTIT LA
BfR72 EOBEMARBERITRO b o 7 (K3). KERE (b3 WVIELE)
IR > TEDPFE L TWILEE, HRERER S R ITITIT A EEE
AT EEZLNDH, ZEBRICIZ R L X 5 (CiliE oI IZ B2 BRI
HbhgEhotz, LIzdo T, RELEBLOET 2 METFHEVWI AT
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3. MR mEAT & AR EmAE & ORIk
7E: [ PN1-4 TR 5L -4, Al-203 % 122 R T

E£BLTWDHO0, HECHSEER L4 RERICL>T, Foy F T
DIEDZEHEBENR R BTV AAEERH S Bl L2, WmHmli2o
X5 e, CHMOIES 2 ER/MEL, L Fr vy IRIE LA RN
D, EADFATHERIC M LTAEFTEREZ AL TS EEAGNE. £
DFEER, MSERMAKE 2TV b EHEREINS EHIL 1,3, 412
SUNTI, WO S AT 1,2 WL 2 & iR KEOHK
ANREZNZ EbEleEL LGNS, 20L& 3 IZEEBO T FHRTIL, fEEH
B 7e PIC L A HEOREMZELSED T EEZ bR, YEMSTOETR
BThHHREEMFC LRSS T 2ECH 2RI HEN L ENICER S
NBLITR-TWAHEEZLNS. TORRE, BHIL 1,3, 4 TlIMASER
NS VWVETRE—EILR>TWLEZ LN,

HBERICHOWVWTIE, BEEBEINEZEZL OEREREICL>TT—#
(Cannel 1982) BREF SN TV AR, 7T EOEEMKOMERSE (Maruyama
197172 &) 1Tk LTE L idw. FOEER, $EER O X 512880 &L - #
BTIdinWied, REAGSRETHLOLEETH LS. SEIOREMICIT
DHSIERT, CHETOREREOHMANICH Y, TRYRHEBEL S X
5. LirL, 750 X 3 RIEER T, RERAEOMSEFEOREDOHFICL
ST, MDEROWEBR PR BRZHEERHVED. F 5 LioHERT L
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ORIED, S RONTERELEET D & WO AIE L EETE b, RIESFRC
BITDIoL ) R EREORREL, SIEEROES LITEFEIALMICRA
HEE-TINTHAS. —H,LIDARD L S (12 EZEMBERRIL CTB LR A
EMIET — 7 TiE, WENEOERSAICET 2RS4 L b+ Ttk
V. Lo TIREMMOMRGEREHE T DI, 51, it 2
IZ XD ETECASE O A BIRSE & LIDAREHAT — & (i THEIT L, #45
EROWEEZEETILERDH S,
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