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AGB: Above Ground Biomass

CMVS: Clustering Views from Multi—View Stereo
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DBH: Diameter a Breast Height
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DTM : Digital Terrain Model

GCP @ Ground Control Point

GNSS/ INS : Global Navigation Satellite System/ Internal Navigation System
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IDW: Inverse Distance Weighted Method
IMU: Inertial Measurement Unit

JPEG: Joint Photographic Exports Group
LAI: Leaf Area Index

Lidar: Light Detection and Ranging

MP4: MPEG-4 part 14

PHM: Plant Height Model

RMSE: Root Mean Square Error

SIFT: Scale Invariant Feature Transform
SfM: Structure from Motion Method

UAV: Unmanned Aerial Vehicle



B1E Fim
L1 #HFEDE

JEEAEW D E BRI O I DR R /ST A — & 36 J OGO BT
JRL FRF S AL T D (Jones, 2013), LU, B TOFAEIT, MERNR HIETITD
DT ENEL BRI NDERERM, RN . Eo, YU 7 VEOTR AR
FRADBEL DMEDH T2, 2D, MR RT A —F CHEEO B~ — A DI
7 BBV EHEANICBE T 5 2 < OWFFEA T T & 72 (il 21X, Omasa et al., 2006;
Jones & Vaughan, 2010), #TZE#&D VU E— bt v o 70E, a2 s o Ik
FEAFEEICT D, £ LT, ERDEEMECELR DHIRIZHB VT, RS O
B BREEIGE R, 5 £ OULET-lI72 12, 2 IRoTHEi 23 ] S 4 C & 72 (Omasa et al.
2007; Lati et al., 2013; Muller—Linow et al., 2015), L22LZAMA5H, 3KITET
JVEEE LT, 2 OTERIE, BERLENER > TV DS E IR T D IHEHRDO K
EOREEHLTND, R, 22 bOFHIITIE, &2 ORI R TEE D
HIBR T, #ME7R 3 IRoTHEIE & FF DM BE TS ORGP AR 2 1 |AIC R - £ 1L
b7z,

3 WKL HRIEL T 0D BR B2 43 By R0 S i i 3~ 03 I Bk 2292 b vy 7 Th D (B
Z1¥. Omasa et al., 2007; Jones & Vaughan, 2010), 3 WRICEHUEANFICIZ. REBIAY
Tk E X HIEND S, BB TH S Lidar (Light Detection and Ranging)
R Kinect ¥ A7 LD K95 72 3RITRHAEAN AN IRHHH O FH &2 S 40T & 72 (Omasa
et al., 2003; 2007; Hosoi et al., 2011 ; 2008; 2010; Lin et al., 2011),
Airbrone-Lidar Tl 7V A L—H ZHIREICHIT TAF ¥ RI L, IR0 57
ST DRH IV AORATREM ZFHIT 2 Z Lok v, HRm & DA RHL, &
B2, HIECRIED 3 Itk a2 R 5 Z L N TE 5, Lidar TIE, MEWEEE O HFE
HC, —HONSVAL =R L, o T 20T, MEEOFHAENAS T

&5, Airborne-Lidar |, IR, #EtE ., A A~ A B EOFHHNICHEH SN T



7= (KErh, 20005 Omasa et al., 2003; 2007 ; Morsdorf et al., 2006; Asner et
al., 2012), LaL7223 6 Mizetn b oFHANL, BURORFRHRCREIENHIK 2521
Fo, BT, BEMNRMELH L Z LD, BEETRIEDR E/NI DS O
BZAT OIS o 7z,

—J7. UAV(Unmanned Aerial Vehicle) BAfrdDFEZEIZ LV | BE T, &MERED UAV 23
BHAE Su, B EVRATHIERERECSL ke DL EOFSHEE 1 2 Fro UAV SIS T 5,
UAV IZIE D A 0@l Cldd 528V Lidar 72 EO® UV OFBE L AHETH 5,
FRlZ, B AT T LTCEG S ZEINTIETH S SIM (Structure from
Motion) Zi 42 Z LI XV (HHRINZATIC 3 IRICET VT 25 2 L TE 2,

SfM %, Tomasi and Kanade (1993)7%, wifc L CHUS L7= 2 IRotlEifgn~ 6 3 IRotE
TIVEREET DT OIB LB EO—2Th 5, ZETIEOFR S, K=
AN, BAFFERET, BV THLINATLHADX A TOHLOMERTE 28RI1ZH
%, Fio, ARORHEUSHEIC, B OACMESORSEFIA L, 3RTET VA
BT 20T, A& 3WLETADRELGICBIFTE D, HHEELIZ3KITET NV
(T Lidar &[RBR, 3 RITHIEET NV THD, LnLRN D, SIMIZANEBG OB
£ o TH{GIERIZ R /RRERI A 005, E 7o, SRR B e & RO )
ERRE LTz 3IRITET VOREIZIL, Tk EBEORHBLIETH D,

UAV-SEM GHEICIE, TEOMEMERE MK m A, MY OPE I L > ThaiL, o
TEBE SR I A FHI T D Z LBV, E7o, SIMIC K VAR ST R EEA R
L TWDIRRE T, oMK &2 3 IRTeHE L 5 51k, E7o, MK /T A —2 72
EEHEET HIEORB DU TH D, FrZ, BIARSRIEDORELR E, HEWIC X
STEDEI BRFERED T L0OBMENROEND, W&, FEEE, Bk S
DR 8T A — 4 Z IERECEHIT 5 72 012k, RS & 5 Mk D58 %
BRETDHZLEBMETH D, o, #iFREOMRLMIMNAEY O 3 RITFHOREEIZ
WEE B2 50T, MFREOESREERETEOBFNEETH D,
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1. 2 BEEDOHFE

UAV OFIRIC L D 3 Wotatlllicid, L2 bR 72 X o, B GTIETH D
UAV-Lidar & @9 51E T D UAV-SIM A3% 5, UAV-Lidar I%, 5 kg FREED & D A3
RENTERY | FEIHH T 3 WoTith T& | FMEEE OME N IT R A S Th
%, PEEREIEIT lem=10em TH DA, EEROFHIREE 1T 5 & HIEITKFT 5 (Linet
al., 2011; Wallace et al., 2012b; 2014), fE¥5BCHEFAT 2 IIXIEF I EM
Th 5, —J7. UAV-STM |% UAV-Lidar (ZHE_TR = A BT, 3 WoclEw & A ROE
BT ES TH D, I HIT, EZEMMGEE OB FHETH 5, (Fonstad et al.,
2013; Teng et al., 20165 Wallace, 2016; Holman et al., 2016), LLEZAYFEH{EIZ,
JEAE I & RN E TOLERAMEEHNCE AT 2 2 L3 TE 503, fifi bk ~7z Xk 9
(2, R mEHNORENE S,

R T OBUREC M A O 3 IRGTFHINIC S 523, Airborne—Lidar 2 L
722  OMFFRPHE SILTWD 0, FEENZRHE THEMIIHRHKRCTH D Z L B3Z W (R
B, 20005 Omasa et al., 2003; Dandois et al., 2015; Jensen and Mathews, 2016),
UAV-Lidar 1%, LTRSS UVRD T2 L b d 0 | £72, FHIR D70, Fr O T
Wallace et al. (2016) 1%, MERM TR @A ImMPRE DOYE . MIZK i OHEERE
X, KPREETA2 em, BEEFEETIT cm Tho7m WA LTV D,  Sankey et al.
(2017) DWFFETIL, HEAR T E A 19mFERE DR, i O M| EFEAED 75 cm
Tholz & HELTW5D, BUR, Airborne-Lidar 5 & UAV-Lidar &3l T, KR
IZHWENRLETH D,

UAV-SEM T L 2 MR FHAN TS D FER S H, L, HIHEREZ G L L
7oRHAIC, MR OFHARE B O I TER DT HE T RS =620, BN S
RO REVEMDFAE L7 W REEC, 2R MfZE 7 L DIM (Digital Terrain Model) O
EEATS TS 505, FEEEIXMGE S LTV 7R, ) E OFHAITIL, Bendig et al.
(2013a) 23, “FHJE 0. 7om O L X E %5 & LT, M E ORHEEFEE 73 RUSE (Root Mean

Square Error) T 25.6cm Toh o7z E#iE L TV 5, Kim et al. (2018) 1%, mA7= THL
11



BT A LH A 2 OBFRT, W@ OHEEM & EREOBR T, A% 0.95 T
boTe LHELTWD, MWDFIEL DIRRET, REHRSOHFEM R LR e Lz
DOWENH DI, Zarco-Tejada et al. (2014) 1%, FEMTEOTES S48 2 m (ZHE
NI SR E A D DIM 2 HEE L, MR N OMER EAFICHEH L2l d 5, 1%
HIXFEEH 3 mDA Y —T &R L LT, HWEmOFEE T, RISE 23 35 cm Th -
TEME LTS, RENLOHREAEZ AW DIM OHEETIE T, Jensen and
Mathews (2016) 28R U = 24EIC X 2 B D DIM ZHEE LU 2 232 1 O R FE MR AR
1T TR, SRR 5. 04 mOMEAM (SR T A 74— 27 07 F ¥ 2 DOHi%E) T,
FEA = OFEEE 7S RMSE T 81 em Th o7 L #HE LTV 5, Dandois and Ellis (2013)
X AT AT T ANZEHANTRIED /) A ABREIZE D DIMHEE L, B & 19
mODT A Y AT FRA— 7 FEOMER T, MW DRGNS RUSE T 320em Th-o72 &
WELTWD, 20X, ZHETOWRETIE, VAV-SIM Z FIW 7oA RAES D
W& OHEE R ITEL . ZOBEOWWEREHEIEORMNPILETH D, -,
TP DSHEAE L QO 2 AR IREM AR STV 2 IREECO BSE DIMHEETE & 20
HERIEBLETH S,

T E T, UAV-SEM ¥E % W 7o BE A HE2C LAT (Leaf Area Index) OAFFEITA 720N,
Mathews and Jensen (2013)1%, e ARFEMAEN 5.6 m* - m” D7 FUEKRE LT, FE
BB & 3RTCREBET —# MO ORHEEE & Z il L, RMSE 23 0.236 m* *m® Th o7z &
HWE LT\ b, M EE/NA 4~ A AGB (Above Ground Biomass) (22U T, Dandois et
al. (2015) 23, #% K AGB 78 20.6 kg * m?> DT A U BT F R4 — 7 DO HIMITIH N T,
a2 DB (Diameter at Breast Height) 235 DM EEE/SA A~ ADHEE & 3 kot
TTNVOHEE L OFEELE T, RUSE 28 6.8 kg * m? Th o7z L #HiE LT 5, Bendig
etal. (2014) (X, AA LFOMFET, FEH L7 EH & DSM (Digital Surface Model)
MOHEE SR T, RISEZ3 0.65kg * m 2 Th o 72 LA LTV 5, TERDHFFET
T, ZNEDWMER /T A —2 OREERGENELS | @REHEEEORFNPLETH

Do I BIT, HEESNTAEMEF T A —2 LINFEREOBLRIE S BE S TR0 -
12



1. 3 ABFFED BHY

WD 5 L BEOM RN LR O MEREBE L, RO BHE 3 DICRE
Lz, £7. VAV-SIMEZAWT, KHZXGE LT, A X EEOIEED 3 RotE
FERERHR A AT 5 B OW TG 2, WRIC, BT~V REEEZ G L LT, B &
KO 3 RITTEREERZAT 2 HIECOWTHREAT 5, &iEIC, Y ~A TR %2 5%
%L LT, i L ~ L F TEBDLN M OMERE O 3 IRICEBEFZ1T 5 Hikico

WL, REBIMOED /ST A — 5 OREE & ZOMIERIEEAT .
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1.4 FRXDOERR

RIS BT SND, F1 EOFMmICH &, 2T T, VAV ICHHR
SNTCETANRA T T ShEBEEZ AT, GRET3IRICET VEEET L)
BEIZOWTHET L. T OREMRIEZAT 5, 2, SRl L2BiEn D, Rps 7Y
Y7 L— NCEM L7 R BERE A2 O SEMIEIZ X W S 3 IRTTET VO REE
& AR EGE A — =T » TR ORI OWTIRETT 5, HI3ETIX, AT~
VRER ARG L L, UAV-SEMIEIZ K0 | HIRE 25 60 72 3 IRITE T /L D ks BERE L IE
ERE L. TORMERFEEZIT O, TOB, —RL 70 AT CRADEREHEL > XT
R SN FR IR Z O T, mREE 3 RO T AUBRO - O RS & BT,
BAFETIE, VY~ A BB LR E LT, BALTREE T, IS OE RAEFT LT
WHIRBET, UAV-SIMIEIC LY, —IRL 70 A T TR Sh - # kB2 0T 3 Ik
TCETNVEMGE L, DIM ZHEE T 2 HIEIZOWTIHRET 5. £72, 3IRITCET AND,

SAEBHMICD > THEMEE T A —F 2 HET D HIEE ZORBEEZREET 5, &

RIZH 5 ETAMIFEOMFEZ1T o,
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®woE NEIUAV AW ABIZEBITA A XBEEDIKITTY T— K

v S OB

2.1 [XC®WIT

ARIARDOFEERBIEMTH DD, TOEFRNAEE=FV 7L, FEES
EEFT A LRV E— b S OEELREETCH DS (Matsuda et al.,
2010; Akiyama et al., 2014), =T, A LEECHZEENSOY E— BT
X0 AXRDEBRNREE=FV 7T 5HZEMTONTEREN, 3Lk
FERIZRRREDN D . 2T R E BRI DE =2 U U ZIZRES TV, £7-,
RSB 21T ) Z e L < 2 X MYZRRIE S & -7 (Matsuda et al., 2010) ,
51T, —RANC, EEMORSERRETIL 3 RITANC BT 5 DT, 2 IRITHIZR T
TEHRARDH Y, SKILV E— bV TICLDET AR L EN TV D (Omasa
et al., 2007; Jones and Vaughan, 2010),

VT4, UAV (Unmanned Aerial Vehicle) i3 361 L. BhE-<° R4 O BIE 315 &
NDH AT W LT EERED /N VAV % L EMIc AT TE, -,
GNSS/INS (Global Navigation Satellite System /Internal Navigation System) & 4
MOBEHIROMEAIZ LY | WWEEICABRITHENATE 2L 1Tk TER
(Diaz-Varelaet al., 2015), % L C, 2 v B2 —X OEMERE(LSC SEM(Structure from
Motion) 72 &0 3 RITHEEE T /LU X LAOHEHRT LV | UAV THE S 7= Bkt g & 3
IRTCIBE LTV, A XREDRAEMD 3 RTAEBE=F V VIR A[REIC R > TE
(Bendig et al., 2013b;2014;2015; Holman et al., 2016; Zarco-Tejada et al.,
2012;2013;2014; Jin et al., 2017; Jay et al. 2015; Malambo et al. 2018), UAV
FIROFRIE, N THECHZERED b OB CIZREECh o 7o, FIHE P ERHR
REfEIHF C o m MG EBI 2 RS T2 2 RIh D, o, M BN~ T, R
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#PHIZ, o, EENSBIAITX D, LG, VAV 2 W 7oA 172 8D RAE
WD 3 Wit E— b U IR TR, 3IRIGET IWBED Ik LB ORI
ONT, THETHIRBEN S TWiRholz,

IO, KX T, VAV IS 7 — T4 h 2 7 Tl Sh-ghim %
W, BT 3 RITET NV EBET D FIEIC OV TRFT L, £ ORERIEEZT-
7o BRI, BRI L 7B NS Bl D7) 7 b— N CEH L7z i R 2 F
SEMIEIZ L D BIRITET /L DRFEE & FHRFRFRISCEGE A — /N — T » 772 EOBHRIZ OV

TR EIT- T2,
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2. 2 WF9EJ5E

2.2.1 FHAIR S & BLHFHE

AHAHIE, RIS <UIEH D W OIHERBE DA R BEF L TV DK EZG &
L7 (2015648 H 24 H), £ LT, VAV TOBINZHDHET, A FXOmS LELDRE
B, KBS, ERECXEEERO 27 U — b EOlE - HEE SREEFHET 5720

(2. BREMWTERM L, £/, BRSNS 3RICET VOMEZN LT 5720

N

\Z JUAV OB Xk PN ()50 m x 50 m) (2 FEHE RS A 5% 7 L. GCPs (Ground Control Points)

|2 GNSS O HIBREH 7 — & & Fodk L 7=,

2.2.2 UAV & EHBIGE

KEOEBRNCIE, /M UAV (DJTI Phantom 3 Professional, DJI China) ZfEH L
7o ZO/NMUAVIZIE, B AT (B ¥ —:Sony Exmor 1/2.3” 12.4MPixel Comos,
L2 X FOV94® 20 mm (35 mm #2%5) £/2.8 Ru T p—AhR) LKL L= 3 HEhD
PRy S VR SN TR Y | BIKIREIKG SR, RATRIUC 0D 5 LE
LB ECFR LB OB R FRETh 5, B FTEREILN 1 KT, W E TOR
ITRERNIZAD 20 70 TdH D, AATICHES L TiE, GNSS/INS DIE 51T & 0 RATEE O FHFE N
AIRE T, R ERICINZ T, 774 FOMBROBEMEZERICL Y A~v— 7 4 ITHR
L, MK L CALE 2 MR L7 S IR IRE T & 5,

BLHIOERD UAV O#EIT~ = =2 7 VTN U, AT BE T A 10 m, FRATRFR]IX
8 43T, ¥ EFT A7 4 —=~ v biZ Full HD (High Definition: 1920Hx1080V 60FPS
(Frames/s) T, MP4 (MPEG-4 part 14) TIRfF L7z, WML TE DT A—1"—F v 7

THE TS ET
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2.2.3 3D EF /LWL (STM i)

Fig. 2-112, BRI S 472 MP4 Bl 25, 3 T ET V& 1ERL L, FERGEZ1T 5 72
DOMFEOFAK Z T, £3, g E LT, K LIz WL B L7 Y 7
L— b 10, 20, 50, 100, 200 7 L — LfFEO BN TH#E 2] 0 B Y | 3840H%2160V O
JPEG (Joint Photographic Exports Group) D7 #+—=~ v MIZEH#H L7= (Fig. 2- 1A),
MP4 Bjfj1% 60 FPS T D DT, 1 Y4720 OGO EIX, ZNEh 6 #, 34, 1.2
B, 0.34%, 0.6 ¥ TH D, LT, AT SNOEBRERN-%, 3 RTTET VAL
KT 572 DEBE Y b LTRIELT,

3RITET VOVERIL, SEME TOMHT AN ATHE7R Agisoft Photoscan (Agisoft LCC,
Russia) Z FIVNTIT o 72, SEM VAT E 72 2 BEBE O FF R R &4k D IR LEHRIZ LY
Ko, 3WILET VA FMEGT 2 F15ETH D Besl and Mckay, 1992), AMFIETIE,
SIM IEN R 22T — X WA LE L T 50T, M-I HEEE » o (1 Y7
D OEBEOKE) OEWIC XD EFERH &R EOBRIEELIT o7, /XY 2103
Intel® Xeon® CPUE5-2600v2 (77 7 4 v 2 77— K Nvidia® Quadro®, *-€ U 32GB)
ZEH LT,

SEM METIE, FHEMRIE 3 RoLDREET — % (Point Cloud Data) & L THLND
(Fig.2- 10), £ LT, BNz 3 RTmbET —F UL L TR/ R mfERE L,
MZENRE VR ZRE L2k, 3 RonmEE AT —# (Dense Point Cloud Data) %
B L7z (Fig. 2= 1D), EHIZ, 3WRITEBET —F b, 3WITA v ¥ 2ET V&
% L (Fig. 2= 1E), BoHNIEA vy aETFTNMIT 7 AF v~ v B T 2TV, BT —

BME - 72 3 RcET NV EER LTz Fig. 2- 1F),
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[€—— 3D modeling —_—
A C D E F
Take video Transfer video Build point Build dense Build mesh
. . Map texture to
by UAV at =] toaseriesof = cloudby SFM =% point cloud from =] from dense h
the field JPEG photos processing point cloud point cloud mes
. - UAV: Unmanned aerial vehicle G |
N GNSS: Global navigation satellite system
2™ N s JPEG: Joint Photographic Experts Group Corrected X, Y, and Z
- r SFM: Structure from Motion axis by GCP

UAV platform with video camera

GCP: Ground Control Point

B >
Measure
at the filed
>

Fig. 2— 1 Workflow chart of

Set GCPs with

GNSS data

Measure height
and Measure

H

Estimate height and
length

4

height and length

3D modeling from video

b

Compare estimated
values with
measured values

taken by UAV.
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2.2.4 FHESTIE

3WICET WA LI, MELAN ESE 5700, BIHFHA TEHI L2 6CPs @
GNSS TH#T — # A FALEIZE DY T3 RITET MTAN L, 3IRICET VORIEZAT
o7 (Fig. 2= 16), Z Dk, BIHLCREI LIz R & ELOEE, KEE, <X H 5
Roar ) — M MIkhnd 2 3 koET )V ETOMEERD - (Fig 2- 1H), T DEE,
ACEEIEX-Yfie LCERL, |EmIT 28 LTERLEZ, S5I12, 3RTET NV
EEPUIEER R L, X-Y @il e ZiioRREL RO (Fig. 2-11), 2O AEZENZ
oY7L — R THRVIEL, B 7Y 7 b — FOEWZ K DfEELZRDTZ,
BRI, SEMIEIZ K D 3 RITTET VOAERRDERDBEE DA —/—F » TR EFEDRH

Rt L7z,
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2.3 FER
2.3.1 BIBDOEELHEE L 3D ETNVDOF

Fig. 2= 2%, AV UAV IZHEH ENT-ET AN A T 0D FHOKBEERE LT
) 50 B 72§ IEER OB T, B BBUGIZB WA A 7 TRE LIZGET
0%, Figs.2- 20, 2- 2BDHEEL L & A X0RIE, KEER ERBIEIND,
F72. Fig.2- 201%, LD ORETH D0, MM & KBEOEFTITREWER
Rz 5,

UAV TR SN BT A% AWV T, Fig. 2- 1 OMNKIE SN TH L7z 3 /ot
EF VO % Fig. 2- 3, Fig. 2- 4, Fig. 2-5, Fig. 2-6 \Z7R"7, 3 RILET VL,
1BT6HDI 7Y 7 L— FOFRIEEG N GIER L, FaRiE, Fig. 2- 2B OJ7[H
IZH b, Fig 2- 313 3 RuLMBEET V., Fig. 2- 413 3 Rou@mBE ST T L,

Fig.2-= 51ZA v 2aET /N, Fig.2- 6 IZT7 V AF ¥~y BT LICET L TH D,

21



Fig. 2- 2 Still images (A) cut from UAV video and photo (B) at the rice field.
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Perspective 30"

2018995 poiens

Fig. 2- 3 3D point cloud models reconstructed at sampling rate of 6 still images /s.
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Fig. 2-4 3D dense point cloud models reconstructed at sampling rate of 6 still images

/s.
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Fig. 2- 5 3D mesh models reconstructed at sampling rate of 6 still images /s.
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Fig. 2—- 6 3D texture mapping models reconstructed at sampling rate of 6 still images

/s.
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2.3.2 1BZE LT 3D BT VORK

Fig. 2-3 TIIRIE L KBEOBB L EDOBRNB LML, ZOREEET VOEIIZIE
i EB SRR 2R S EDRFTE T Do BB, ZORBETNVORMOREGFT D L.
2,015,993 H T -7 (Table 2- 1), Fig. 2- 3 DEREET NG, WEHKRDT-D
12 A R B iR BRE L, WiRIFE L7z 3 ot B ERBEE T VA Fig. 2-4 T
»5, Fig. 2- 4 O 3 WITHf4IL Fig. 2- 2B DEE L L —H LT\, B, 3K
TEE T VI O S REAE ORIBO - 007 ALREND D, OB,
EBEORE, K, A 3. TEEOEFPMINSNIZIEMR 3 RTET LBEEIN
TEY., ZhDDOHEOFHNNESITTE D, 3WLmBEREET VD RDOE (Fig.
2- 4)13 15,645,491 KTHV . BIB X% Fig. 2- 3 OFHEET /LD 8 {55512 L 72
(Table 2- 1), # LT, Fig. 2-3 OEFEETNDOEIDITH - - RAMER SREN, 3
WICEBE BB T — X CIIKEMEIES NIz, 51T, 3WITEEEREET — X DR
MOMER LT Fig.2- 5 DAy v 2T /LTI, Ay alld b 3 WILOREIRD
AREN, UVERST-EEDOT 7 AF v~ v B INAREIC 72 (Fig.2- 6), =
DT 7 AF v~ v B ZHIgI D MR EE S ORI A LR E WS IEE

(B ST, W ORI R H D & Z AT, BEMES ROMEMBH -7,
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Table 2— 1 Parameters for 3D modelling at each sampling rate.

Used Dense point Process
Sampling rate Point cloud

images cloud time
(images/s) (pixels) (pixels)
0.3 16 11952 978324 10 mins
0.6 48 41413 2962768 26 mins
1.2 93 110064 4643131 40 mins
3 360 597157 10460229 3h 3 mins
6 829 2015993 15645491 14h 16mins
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2.3.3 $UFV T L—bOBRVERE

Fig. 2= T1%, ¥ 7V 7 L— v 1 B 6 AOFf I 2 AW TER L7, 3K
TCE B IRREE T VN OHEE Lo A X0, KEE, 27 U — MaR EDIEW R
EDOHEEFRRT — 2 ORfRERT, Fig 2- AL X-Y #iFEE, ©F 0 AKFER TOR
2T, Fig.2- TBIXZHh, DFVEESWOREMRERL T\ D, Fig 2- TA IIHEEY
D, Fig 2= TBIIA X LWEWT —Z T, MEWHP AR, A AXPBRTHD, KFE
Jim (Fig. 2— 7A) OPREREL R* X 1.00 T, 2 TP HREZE (RMSE) 13X 12. 8cm
ThHY, £72, EEFME (Fig. 2- 7B) O R*F0.97 T, RMSE X 7.3cm THHo72, =
D LD, WEFHOFTHLEVEE CHETE D28, WTFIUC L THEM B+
IREETHETE D Z L ¥bhotz,

Fig.2— 7CI& Fig. 2— TB M OAEM A AR L7z 7 #h (FEETT ) ORRZ R L T

E 5 (Fig. 2- 7C) @ R*1X 0.51 T, RMSE | 4.8 cm TH o 7=, fHMD Y
F8Tem 3D LD T, MWm bR WKL THE TE 5 & F A5, 122, Yok
TERRE R ITRIRORERE L 0 IRWO T Y OHEE TR O LV RiECTH L 2 &
D35,

Table 2- 2 (X, WFEHFIETHRRIZ5 >0V 7TV o7 L— R~ AL, 1#0.3 #h
51F 6 MOFILEBRE S L IR LT, 3RTEBESEET VInOHEE Lo A *
OREEM O R & RMSE 273, £, KEHFROFERERD & 7Y 7 L—h
3 1FD 0. 3 DB DRFITKEEE N —F < RUSE (£ 27.0em Th o7z, LavL, 18
3K DB OBHITREE Nk FE L, RMSE 23 10.6 cm Th o712, 1 76 M DI neeH<
RO TR OWTIIARATH 5708, ZOREDOY 7Y 7 L— FThivL, g
FIEWEE AR TE TV e, RIC, @S HmofERERD L, o7V 7 r—Fh
23 1FD 0. 3 LDt OIFIX RMSE 23 13.4 em T, R*1X0.86 ThHh-o7=, LL, o7
Uo7 b— R 1B 6 B OmiEORIZIX, RMSE (X 7.3 em T, R*1X0.97 Tho7=, &
haflol, Yo7V 7= FRRETUUTIREWVEE, HENRES 2oz &M

% EEOLNURMT ST~ a7 4 —F 4 X —IC X DFHUOREEIZEE~T (Onasa
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et al., 2000), UAV & HW=GHO G @S E COFHINFEETH D Z &3 bh -
72

728, Table 2- 1%, 7 V7 b— R &AL ORER, 3 ookt
BTNV EEBE 3 RILEBEET NDOREBERT, Yo7 7 L— b3 1 6 f o

B DOWFIZIE 800 B LA LD Big Z AT I 4 2 B2 & U FHREFHE S IE RIS - T,
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3000

120

_ °
E O structure g 90 | o structure
2 2000 | £ .
£ 5 ® rice plant
& 3
o = 60 |
3 ko
® 1000 | £
E y=10233x+0329 & 30 | y=1.0626x - 6.6918
&8 R2=1.0 - R2=1.0
RMSE=12.8 cm RMSE=7.3 cm
0 1 1 0 1 1 1
0 1000 2000 3000 0 30 60 90 120
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120
C Rice plant
- 110 y =0.8745x + 9.3509
g R?2=0.51
= RMSE=4.8 cm
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Measured length (cm)

Fig. 2—- 7 Relationships between the estimated values from 3D dense cloud model and

measured values. A: X-Y axis, B: Z axis, C: Z axis of Rice plant.
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Table 2—- 2 Accuracy of 3D model

at each sampling rate.

Sampling
X-Y axis Z axis Percentage of area
rate
overlapped over 9
RMSE RMSE
images/s R* R? still images
(cm) (cm)
0.3 1.0 27.0 0.9 13.4 9. 9%
0.6 1.0 24. 4 0.9 10.6 31. 8%
1.2 1.0 14. 4 0.9 8.4 40. 6%
3 1.0 10. 6 1.0 7.8 83. 6%
6 1.0 12. 8 1.0 7.3 100. 0%
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2.3.4 EBROA—/N—F v FRLEE L D ET/NVE DMK

Fig. 2-8I3RR 5V 7V 7 L— RO BAER LT 3IRITTET /L & il lifg o A4 —
N=T v THEOBRE RT, ZOKTIE, APBIEIC, 3 RITREEET L, 3 KT
BEBERFETT IV, AvvaET VBIO0A—"—F v THEOKTHD, ZORER
Mo, BETNADOY LTV T L — Mo T, A= —=F v TOBENR R | 7T
VO TFREAERGEIR S IR 725 Z &30 D, Table 2- 1 & Fig. 2- 8 DFERMND | K
Eam LS OITA— =T v TREDR LT K< REHE R TR 2 Fr
DA FXDE I IEHTH, IMBREDOF— =T v THER S D &, B FEE
T 3 RILETNVOBENTE D Z L BbhoTc, LD bR B2 ST,

F—R— T T OMED D2 T HRERICRID 7200 3 WTETF A TE 5.
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Point cloud

Dense point
cloud

Mesh model

The number of
overlapped

still image
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o
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0 20m
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—

Fig. 2— 8 Relationships between 3D models and the number of overlapped still images

at each sampling rate.
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2.4 BE

Jensen and Mathews (2016) |ZX2 &, R UBLHIBREEICIWVT, SIMIZ K W ERL
ToSHET — 2 O FHE Lidar 2 OAER LT b DO X0 %< B H - 0 O il
EbmE, LnLRNREG, SIM T, EEm8EAE L TW DB ClT, e
ZEE L THNEEEDO RN TE RN 2 L Z2HE L TV D, ik, A
K OIZ VAV & SEM & FHWT 3D BT /L 2 EL T DRI L T\ %, Zarco-Te jada
et al. (2014) (X, AV —7 OFMITHE D RMSE 23 35 cm=39 cm Th o7z & @t L
TW%, F72. Dandois and Ellis (2013)1%, &HLHEANOHE (T AV 7T, &
—7,. byval— FIA KT va, 22U /F) TRMSE D 320 cm440 cm, &5
\Z. Jensen and Mathews (2016) (%, Quercus fusiformis, Diospyros texana, Agarita,
Elbow bush T RMSE 73 89 cm—91 cm Th o7z L#ftE LT\ 5, AWFETIE, AKEH M
@ RMSE 73 12. 8 cm, HEE F[7 RMSE T 7.3 cm, A DO IEE J7 110 RMSE T 4.8 cm T
INETOHRELY bEWVIEE TOFHNATE 2, T, AR DFEZEED D720
INED AV T, Db e — KB L@ MEED T A 7 2 v, ATEE B 10 m
&L IR E CIRE LEB A AW B DD, . SIM OfEFTICE
WTIE, Yo7V 7 b= REL LD, IBEL EOBG DA ——F v THH %
R L7 Z & SRS EE ) E O EHEL R BLR T o 72,

Lidar 12T, SEM IZ X D 3 RITE T /L ORESEIT M CRIE . FEERIC b iftT
DEDF—N—=F v TR AEBETHZ IR0 AWVIEE TOHENARETH D Z
EMbMoTz, LA L, Dandois and Ellis (2013) (12X 5 &, SIM OFERIZEEST
TR E LTI, MITEE SR TR, o oMERE, SIMOFETHE, GNSS 7 — 2 0
FERE. RALER, BUH, SERME. THICHPORES NS Y, 5%, ZROOEK LD

BfRbIGEL TV TETH D,
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EI3E NUUAWERRANWEISIYRDO I KRTY E— i
YTl DR ERHE

3.1 XL ®IC

T, B 3 RIE (3D) FHID =D, BEBN & B Th 5 i EERERH 5 I3
ZEREAEHA O Lidar (Light Detection and Ranging) 2%, HBIARTEARSCMIES ., #EER
EDFHATZT T2 A A A~ ZARLE AR K e EOFHINTAEH ST (Nilsson,
1996; Omasa et al., 2000, 2003, 2007; Means et al., 2000; Hosoi et al., 2006;
Guerra—Hernandez et al. 2018), & L C. JIkZHH1Z2 B A9 & U= i Zemdts A oo Lidar

LD VE— MRV TE. BHEERS (A 11.2-19.65m) T 19 em () 3RiAE
RMSE, Root Mean Squared Error). JAZEM (B 1. 95-10. 4m) T 12 cm (RMSE) F2EED

FE CRITEEOFINTTRETH D Z LM E I N TWAH 2 (Omasa et al., 2000) .

mAANT, E£7o, MW 3D MIED L e & OB RFHNZIIFEMEIC R T 5
MR L 725,

—7J7. UAV (Unmanned Aerial Vehicle) Z W=V E— b v 7%, FEMEN
<L I ZMICFERTE 5 2 L6 it HRa B CHEM STV D, 1990
EEN D, EHREO/NUEL CPS IC X DB FFEIEENEZELZZ LI2XD, UAV ©
HBIFRATHIEI N FTREIC A2 0 | B CTIE A~ — R 7 4 72 EO/NUEER T /31 2 b0
JE—hary ba— T, S THBEICRITHIERER ENTE D2 b0 b il T
WD, EHIZVIHOT VZ VT AT OVERER B & o T, 220 b OFHIIT H,
FIRIZ, ERGEOEBERSETHIENTEDLL IR TE,

UAV 12 &2 0 EHAI S 47z 2 kot (2D) i & 3D BT NV E T D72 Ol & LT,
SfM (Structure from Motion)7g EDFENE K L TETWD, ZDOHEL VAV Bifs
FRDOFHTIZAND Z LI XD | BHEHED 3D TRRCRIE & DT A3 FTEE T d D,
REENRY72 715 TH % Lidar (AT, WA A T2 TE 20T, BEZMHTH 5

LA T, B0 SBBRAFEY S Z L. £, BEOBEGELH) E RO )
36



ODRMET L ENARETHDL Z LR EDH KD H S (Teng et al., 20165 Zhang et
al., 2016; Meng et al., 2000), L2>L. UAV 25 3HEI L 72 it Cik, BHE T o
AN R ZIZ W=D, HTZeR Lidar 12X 0 15 67 i HEE 7L DIM (Digital
Terrain Model) & BF4 % 55A 5%\ (Jensen and Mathews, 2016; Wallace et al.,
2012a; 2012b; 2014; 2016; White et al., 2015; Dandois and Ellis, 2013;
Guerra—-Hernandez et al. 2018),

3WITET /L L DEM(Digital Elevation Model ; 5 ¥ % /WIS E 5 /L) ORERLIT 3 Kk
TCRBEET VAR L TW S OHENRFE SN, —FFIHER SN THWDLDIERY
T (Fexr—Z MY Delaunay diagram) £ T& % (Diaz-Varelaet al., 2014; 2015;
Zarco-Tejada et al., 2014; Holman et al., 2016; Jensen and Mathews, 2016; Zhang
et al., 2016), AU T EIIRE, IUTH, AER SEH L T\ D #FIR 2 3 IkoTD
TEARICHE IR B 5 (Shewchuk, 1997; 2002), BIOHIEIL 3 RITTHIEET VNG,
WPREENN B Inverse Distance Weighting (IDW) 24 L C. flifE]ALEE %47 9 (Bendig,
et al. 2013b; 2014; 2015a; Chang et al. 2017), UAV 2>5EHHI L7t ClE, RiF
DERGY LML Z 720 T2 HEEE L7z 3T ABEET WICRELSNT S REL TN D Z
EMB, BT, MR Z RO & 3 IRITE T LT HIE, L TRICERT S
DIZHEEOHETH D, ZOFE, EOFILET, 3WILETET /L L& DEM 2T 5 IZILE
FLRRENFE - TV D,

Z T, AWFRTIE, BT~ Y MRERIGE LT, UAV ICHEH L2 A F TR
L2 D HN G, DIM ZHEE T2 FIEICHOWTHRE L, & 512, fEo 3D ik
T DVERR & B OREERREZAT > 72, £ OBE, BAEREO R 5 3TEO L X

ZHWTEHIIZITV, RSN 3D BT VORE~DREELRE LT,
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3.2 Mt Gk
3.2.1 FHHIRSR L BHRE

KR AXTHIZ & D ESLEREMICHT OAERERIFIE Y + —L KT (Abf& 36. 0508°
W% 140.0775° )N THEB L TCWD AT~ (Larix kaempferi) R (K 40 mX40 m) %
SRS E Uiz, EBstE GHUFEICOWTIE 3. 2.3 28 ]) 1314 mTho1z,
£72, BT~ Y HROMEITITELD 10~25 cm DO FENB S ICAEZ TWZA, E2Eh

IIMIm 2 BE T 5 Z LN TET,

3.2.2 UAV L&HIFE

/NRLUAV & LT, Spreading Wings $1000 (DJT; China) (2, %D 3 #hi2 > 1
ZHO AT TEA L7z, S1000 OREBARFOH A X1 1045 mm () T 523, IGAREC
(X650 mm (I§) (292 Z L3 TE, BEEHIICMER CTH 5, Fio, MEITHEAET 305 mn
Th DN, BEERREOLENEEBEDO I A T 2V SVHEET D202, 200 mm
BERES L, AL, £72, 51000 TIHFHAIOEEFEIZZR bRV E 912, RITHRICH
T CRAMAEIT S Z LN TE D, =X —DHRKHIIT 500 W, KK 4.5 kg) & &Y
(6S LiPo 8000 mAh 2 f) DEEIZ 6.6 kg, HEFEOHIREEIL 11 kg TH D, 72
B, AR CIITRITRERZY 15 43 (@15000 mAh & 9.5 Kg BPEER &) & H DM, LERIT

RERFRETIE 10 0FLE TH 5, A THIAENIL, GNSS (Global Navigation Satellite System)

L IMU (IEMEFHAIEE R Inertial Measurement Unit) OfF#HA &I, A2 v /L F—
2=k a s br—7—IC LV TbiLd, RATHRZ FRIC XY a U b RETI
X, RE LIAEEORITRIE COHBRIT N AIRETH D, o, WA TREDIZHD
3ihy T EEOTFIIEMETE 525, MAIZ IMU 285, S1000 & 13RI
RROE ST A B CEBHIE S, FRCIRENC K0 o A T Mg L, EHRREE
ICHRDZEEMAD I ENTE D,

ER O R I AT OGEITIRE. £7o. M2 6 OFHIO A T8I %

MWD5ERZ VA, 2 TIEMREZFHNCH — L TEMT %) 1IZid, JUHo—IRY
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7TV HINI AT (EOS kiss X7, Canon) ZfEH L7z, ARMEIFEFIL, ) 1800 FHHE
T, HEIZ, K370 g THDH, o KE 4 I~/ BOEFFRINAFRETH LR, S
[EIOFHAITIE 1 FHIC 1 A OFHUFIFRIZERE Lz, & HIT, ONSS IR EHHEZ 17 1
R E L7= GNSS L i/ —/X—GP-E2 (Canon) %V, A T3 8E) L 7-8bE 4 3 d

L7co MEBENC L DWBEMZ D20, vy v —EREL, vy v —AE—FR
Z 1/1000 . #2 0 & BB 25— NICRE LTz, b2 A1E 3 F%EH (EF 28 mm £/1. 8
USM, EF 35 mm £/2 is USM, EF 50 mm f/1.4 USM(H&5& : 28 mm, 35 mm, 50 mm), Canon)
ZEH LT,

UAV (T & 2 5L, 2015 45 9 H AR OFHANZE L 72 KEGm 2 143 ml o 12 BRI
K130 m DEEND 3FEOL U XA L TiToTz, £, WATLT, M ET, K
FER) 5 em O L—F—EEEH (FG21-HA, RIEGL)IZ X V| A2 HEHAFIHE e 12 m 205
14nfRED IRDH T~ ORfE 2 i LTz, FHANZA 2 ORI 6 [FATV, s
ELTEDOEEAMEH Lz, 7ed, 2015 4 12 HICHIE SN 7MiZeikTlk, VAV &
i L7 @A COFHINI DN T, 2B JEL & N OEFRHIX O EZ2 KT 150 mPL o
S DA TATEEIE & LTV D25, ARBFZED UAV AT 20T, WFFERT ORia N T &

D RO OHBIZIFHZEE L,

3.2.3 3WILET NVOBEE (SIMIE)

Fig. 3- 11T, #il & Mz o 3D &7 /L OFEEE & {5 i OHEE DAL Z 7=~ 3, UAV
([CHSH U720 A T TRHB L7 2D B0 6 3D JSREEIG (GRA > b7 T 1) &R
% LT SIMIT L AT A ATREZR iR D Y 7 k7 = 7 (Photoscan, Agisoft LCC,
Russia) & 7=, SEMIZ, Scale-Invariant Feature Transform (SIFT)JEIZ LV, &
T, 2D B ORISR A U, I, OB TE— ORFOS & 0 - LE

(2L VKD, 51T, Bundle-Adjustment ¥EIZ LV RAZEA fe/IME L, 3D mlREmEI{S: %
PS4 2 F1ETH 5 (Jensen and Mathews, 2016), 7235, 454 @ 3D AR LT,

TR, RE. ERoBEmAHoND,
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Take color Fig. 3-3
photos with
GNSS Reconstruct 3D Build 3D dense point
. . point cloud
information by SFM cloud
by UAV-borne
camera Fig. 3-4,3-5
Identify ground .
Record GCP points from 3D N IBwld 3Dd |
dense point cloud polygon mode
Fig. 3-6A,B Fig. 3-7A,B
Build DSM and DTM Build DSM and
by IDW DTM from
from ground points polygon model
Fig. 3-6C Fig. 3-7C
Estimate digital canopy height model
(DCHM)
fromDSMand DTM
Fig. 3-8
Field Measure tree Compare tree heights with field
measurement heights measurement and estimation

Fig. 3—- 1 A flow—chart of the method to reconstruct 3D tree canopy height and
DTM from a series of 2D images captured by a UAV-borne color camera. GNSS: Global
Navigation Satellite System. GCP: Ground Control Point. DSM: Digital Surface
Model. DTM: Digital Terrain Model. DCHM: Digital Canopy Height Model. IDW:

Inverse Distance Weighting.
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3.2.4 HEREDOHE L BHREET N OB

SEMIZ L VG BTz 3D MHEEHRICIE, FAED®H 5 AN EENDH DT, BRAENRKEWN
MAEBRE LS, K2 mMlsEitE LT 3D mE g atmig 2Bk Lz, 2 LT, 55
T BB SR D . WFEEEIN YL IDW (Inverse Distance Weighting) & AR U =
ED 2 5D I7iEE VT, BIRD 3 IRITIZIRAF 9 DSM (Digital Surface Model)
WG A ER Lz, Zeds, IDW 51T, HRET 2% A (BENT 12.3 mm) DI EH 5
SREOME 2 | HEEC X 268%% OnE) 280 ORI 22 Lk v, 3D BT L4244
BI D HETHD, —J5, R TART JHE»L, 2AK (RY 22 SEIZEA
BARY 22) ZER L, 3D BT NLEET D HETH 5,

R TR U 72 DSMEI& 2 W T s 2 SR D K 9 & 372 & Mgk i O RO ER
AR 2T C, BB E SISO, T, 3D @ ARG (RET —
%) o —# Zfh L. DIM (Digital TerrainModel) Z{Fpk L7z, £ LT,
DSM 775 DIM 27 L5I< Z &I XD #Rm OB % Rk Uiz 3D #iwksE7 /L DCHM
(Digital Canopy Height Model) Z{ER L7=, & L C, BIARBORESEZMH L,
mAE RO,

7k, DIM OREEIT, BEERT — 4% 9 DOXHE (Fig. 3-2 Z8) IZ/31). Th
ZNOXENZRBNT, JEED 10 em EOIESES M B . e b i FE O mE 2 3R im0
SREL LTHIHL, 20%, 9 > OKEOMER L L THBEShW-ESSHT -4 %
ARLL, WEEEEINELE L AR Y T EE VT, DIM 2 ERk L7z,

WAL, WHEREINEE L R Y T AR IO HEE L7oiiE & 320 L7 #t& 72~ 5 RMSE
RO, LU ROREIC K 5BV ER g LTz, 723, fENTIZIX, Photoscan Offl

(2. ENVI/IDL (Exelis VIS)Z2EDY 7 h 7 =T ZHW =,
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Fig. 3— 2 2D color image reconstructed from a series of color images captured with
the 28 mm lens. The sections surrounded by black lines show nine divisions for DTM

reconstruction.
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L.IMRBIUNELE
3.3.1 HEET N L HFE B

Fig.3- 312, 28 mm L > X CTEHII L 72 2 IRGCIEHEHED HRESE L 72 3D % B i
% OSEEBEE I3 6500 s5/m?) %779, Fig. 3- 3A & Fig. 3- 3B 1M 40 £ & 90
E (ETHM) IC8T2 3D mEEAHEGR CHD, LENLOFHHITHLDT, &
T~ Y ROBEREIIFRRSND D, E220 5 B2 < WO NI O T o
MFEHE T, SEEARBDS T, REL TS (Fig. 3-34, BT, HSEREINTWDHHE
53)o SIMIETIE, IEMEZR 3D RIET — X ZAMEEL KO &9 2 &, 9 UL LOBE(gD A
—N—=T  TIPNET, HREOA— =T v T ORMN G D & SEEN E R TE
T REE D2 D,

MR XA TH 508, ORERP AN D, 2D, 3D #EtT /L
(DCHM) % 3K 6D 5 7 b2l HREMENLETH D, Fig. 3- 4 1%, Fig. 3- 5 OdH
D KB O SO R T — % DA &R LB Td 253, @& O3 AR 380 T

TREBN S OER O SR RECER) BB OGRS LTt S5, Fig 3-

51, 3D M AREEE (SRET —4) DMFmT — & 2 L7l TH 5, Fig
3-5A %, Fig. 3- 3B OFRGHIFH TUY - 7o S EOWHM TH L, EXITH T~
M3 5560 3D mEERRE, TRITHMEH S ZtRmoO S ETH 5, Fig. 3- 2
DEKENZBWT, FROLER ATV, R TOXBOHER O REET — X 2 AR LTz
D73 Fig. 3-5 C THDH, BABEL L TODEITCHBD TIidd 2 2SR i O S8
BRI TETWD Z &R0 D, KENZH T TS 5 D1%, EEmns e s & Hkm
OIHNIEFEIZ TERNWTED TH LD, 22 TR E LI T, Fig 3.21ZRL
72 9 KHFEE CTHoTh oo, BARMICIE, BERARTIEHIREIC 100 cm O &
WMol K% 9 BEIT 5 EI2L->T, 1 XET 3-14em OEGEZAICR YD | Hh
REOHEEREEN M L LT, KEIOKRE I3, #HiFRbEOMIRL & RO TR O RSB T
WEST DN DD, MDD 58560, RN 2RME T TI/NS RKEAEE L

WS, il S D SRBEOEIC BIRTET D,
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Fig. 3— 3 Examples of 3D dense cloud models reconstructed from a series of color

images captured with the 28 mm lens. A: 3D model view from 40° of depression. B:

3D view from the top. Red belt in Fig. 2B shows an area used to make the histogram
in Fig. 3- 5.
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Fig. 3— 4 Histogram of the number of dense point cloud to the sea level height.

Red line means the ground level.
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5m‘

5m

Fig. 3- 5 Results in the process to extract ground points from 3D dense point
cloud. A: Cross section (the upper figure) in height of all dense point cloud
including tree canopy and that (the lower figure) of the extracted ground level
points in red belt in Fig. 3— 3B. B: 3D view from the top of dense point cloud

at the extracted ground level.
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3.3.2 DSM, DTM, DCHM

Fig. 3- 6 (X, IDW #WfpEREMNEVEIC KV Rked7z DSM(Fig. 3- 6A). DTM(Fig. 3- 6B)
K ONDCHM(Fig. 3-6C), £72.Fig. 3-7 1%, A Y T LT L Y RD 7= DSM(Fig. 3- 7A) .
DTM(Fig. 3- 7B) X UNDCHM (Fig. 3- 7C) DfEFRTH 5, DSM & DCHM OEifE Tix, 2o
DIFIEC L VRO FZEHGOEN DN S50, DIM(Fig. 3- 6B & Fig. 3- 7B) D

HR TITEWAREE TE D,
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Fig. 3- 6 Pseudo—color images of DSM, DTM and DCHM built by IDW method from
3D dense point cloud. The focal length of the lens of UAV-borne camera was 28
mm. A: DSM. B: DTM. C: DCHM.
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Fig. 3- 7 Pseudo-color images of DSM, DTM and DCHM built by polygon method from
3D dense point cloud. The 3D dense point cloud used in Fig.5 was the same as

that in Fig.4. A: DSM. B: DTM. C: DCHM.
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3.3.3 IDWIELRY kL DR

Fig. 3- 8%, FH L2MmEIcxwt Lo IDW iHEEMEE (Fig. 3- 8A) LRV =
i (Fig. 3-8B) ICKVHEE LIcimDOREZRT, L A& LB RIERED 28
mm, 35mm, 50 mm O L > X T, fEMT L7ofE R A g Uie, WilEEENEEOR R T
. EHY 2 FERA2E (RMSE) 28, 28 mm T 0.47 m, 35 mm € 0.50 m, 50 mm T 0.70m, T
Holz, £, AV IAAETIE, 28mm T 1.09m, 35mm T 1. 10m, 50 mm C 1. 09 m,
Thot, ZORBEND, WHEHNEEIC L DHEO S BRY D3k L 2 HEEL Y
b EDEFHEHEDO L XMW THRmWKEE THHITE 2 2 &ibhrolz, £z, R
U I AETIE L AORHIZ» D BT 1 m D RUSE TH - 7243, Wb BEkEN sk
TV AOME SO E N L <. 28 mm L 2 X728 RMSE=0. 47 m & i b L2

>77,
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Fig. 3- 8 Relationships between the estimated tree height from DCHM (DSM-DTM)
and the measured tree height. A: DCHM built by IDW method. B: DCHM built by
polygon method. Each symbol shows the focal length of the used lens.
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3.3.4 HiFLA—N—FvS

Lo ADE R X 5BV TR, BREREA RV L X R A2 RS 2
EMTEDD, B AT OKFEHEOFHUFEHZH L 220 [ SIM TO mFFHEFL D BRI
B DA — =T TREN D2 720 | BRAENKREL 8D, Fig. 3.712, [ ULRIT
RIET, —ERETEHHIL-ZE X0, Lo XOESHEOENI LD —N"—F v
R DB DENZ R~ T, BORIE, FATREEICIB > T A TIRE L7252~ LT
W5 B SIM ORENT TIE 9L, EOBHRE DA —"—F v T HRHERE S 15, 28 mn (Fig.
3.7A) TiX, FHHIEEPH 2R T 9 ML EOBER A —/N—F » 7 LT =23, 35 mm, 50
mm & B RIEREDN R K R DI T A= =T v TORED D72 < 725 TV L & T

A TWo, 7236, Fig. 3- 9B OfURIIMITIRAE & ODBRTT —Z O RENB LN
N, FEH & DWHITT — & O REDFBENE U DAMD B & AW 2 BR -
SRl DRIAR TIT o 72,

ZOF="=T v THEOENAD, W EE TIE RUSE OEWICR->72 & B 2
biLd, LaL, KU ZAETIEA— =T v THEOENZ L D RMSE OiEWERE
DO oTe, UL, AU TAETHEI—"—=T v THEDOIKRTOEETH 5 &
B2 HNDHN, FLLEIZ, DMK DM OFEZEOBEO FIEICEN T 23R K E W2
ENDND, TOFERND, DSM R DIM OFEFIIE, WEEEEINEEEFER TS 2 LR
WY THDLZ ENRDND

A== T TREAET 720, UV OFMTREZ & <45, FHIRIRE 2 H
<L, Bl EZRS T2 EOHEREZLND, LrL, Zablid, R0
AT DZERIRBESCRIE, v v X — A — R EORE, Lo XD SEHEC FAE.,
AR IR LI B BIER L. BRI S, FHIBREE R E 2B E LT, fifi & % O
BER D BERN DD, — T, VAV FHITIE, @EZELT5 &, B0z Mg E
WL Flo, REOROZET, BGARMERIC/RD, £, ERREHN L

BfRHH V. 100 m BLT O LHRAVERZE TOFHAINHER SN D, T 50 A T DZEH
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FRAGEECBA L Tl 1ERFEREOEBH I A T RSN TWD A, EFIZEET
b5, ABEIOFHAITIX, A 1800 FEFEEDEET XNV AT HMH L2, A
HOHIRA A F T 5000 FHEFEREDOH AT HHKSNA TS, UL, BEifgHsk
RZEMMBENREL 2D & IWHD /Y 2 Tl SIM 72 & OFRT e 23 & < 72 5 i
BERNAEL B,
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The number of overlapped
still images
HE B @ mBE

H N
1234567 89 >9

Fig. 3- 9 Difference in the number of overlapped color images. Each black dot
shows the measurement point along a flight pass of the UAV. A: the 28 mm focal
length lens. B: 35 mm focal length lens. C: 50 mm focal length lens.
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3.4 HBE

UAV & SEM Z W= AEREDE O 3D &7 L 25 2 BEFE ORFJE Tl Zarco-Te jada
et al. (2014) 23 ERIMFE 28 3m DA Y — T RIARDFHA T, 4f 5 D RMSE 73 0. 35 m=0. 39
mCHomEMELTWD, 72, Jensen and Mathews (2016) 1%, FHME 23 5. 04 m
BEOBRTIA T =707 XY 2O, 7THY X, VRT3 allOlE%
HIE U, Fe KBS O RMSE 23 0.81 m Th o7& LTV 5, Wallace et al. (2016)
D3, EERES Om O—A Y T2 TRIROFHAIT, #Eo RMSE 28 1. 3m Tdh -
TeLdE LTS, — RIS, BHEEBOSE . emii k> TWDH 20T, 3D E7 VO
FOBKZ, JRBENE R THREAHIBR S, fAERRE R DRSS (Omasa et
al., 2000), AWFIETIL, SHEBOFHANC L2300 5T, 28 mm O L AT, i
INEIEIC XV RO TR OHEEREE L LT, 0.47 m @ RUSE 235 541, BEEOWFIE &
HARTHHBHOBH R CTHoTm b2 5, BEEER E LT, 3D BT VOMREER
FELSMT, IR Tl 2 ERMEDORAE LB X biLd, FHANTIE, FE 0.05 m DL
—F—EEEGE (FG21-HA, RIEGL) Z FHWN=23, ZEdAiie - TV D BHEERI Cld, Joiimih
ZIEMICHRIE L3560 E W) IESC =ARED B LSV Tl E 2 HEE T DR D
MAELEZZDBNDROBEICANDLERS D, AL TH, NV UAV & TR
1800 HHIFEFRREDRET VXN AT HHWIZFHIITS . L v X0 RBERECRIT 7
W F7o. SIM & WEEEMNETE A VT DSM, DTM, DCHM 72 £ 3D £ T /L& 1495
LR, FERH ARG TO 3D A FEEZR 2 R boTe, TOIIEI,
WLZEils 7 A & —70 &% O T2 EHINC S TR C, S RRIC KR TE 5 2 b,
BUGTOEFMCAEN THL LEZDND, 5%, B2 3D FHlORgER L & R
MDD, VAV O3 EILIC, I A TPERE (EMIRIBE. BE, ¥4Iy 7L
VR E) D T Y 2 —F O #Ak, GNSS (Global Navigation Satellite System)

MO R G & OBSEREO M LI 2 T, ks DIREM LS BIfF S D,
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B4 E VA EHEOBRY TRFICKIT 2 HREHEE &
HEBNT X —F OFE R

4.1 [ZC®IT

AR O BB DI 36 1T DIEMREEOMERE, BB /T A —F R EDHHE
PEIZIA < 585k STV 5 (Campbell & Norman, 2012; Jones, 2014), L2>L. BT
OFEIL, BEN R FIETITON D Z EBNE L, ZRRFIIEEMA, BEBR»N
Fio, PO T NETHERICIRANE C LMD o T2, T D, KRS O
ROBERE. EH/NTA—F R E % IFHET, ho. ZERIICEBRIER L L TIRET S
FIRIZET DN LETH S (il 21X, Omasa and Aiga, 1987; KE(H, 1988; Hobbs
and Monney, 1990; Sellers et al., 1990; Omasa, 1990; Omasa et al., 2006; Omasa
et al., 2007; Whitlock, 1995; Jones & Vaughan, 2010), Z 7=, 2LV E—
cer v 72T, EmRE»L, B0 LFiFH O IR Z ATRRic L, B D
IRFEIRO AR BT IV T R RSOME OfFAT . BREDSEREAM . F6 KON E T 72 &3
ThNTEl, LLAaERS, 2RTDY ET— by 7 TlE, ERXENRERH-T
W AREMZEECRIT BIEMMARE L, o Y ORI 1AM T & B ORI T, M
3 WITHE I & FEORIMRETE OIS IEHERE., 4B /8T A — 7 8 & ERINISEHET 212
FRIER D -T2, 2D, ZOSHFETO IR T— by v F~OHFHTRE
[

ek, 3 oLV B— b7 e LT BN GILTH D Lidar (Light Detection
and Ranging) 28 & < IV ST & 7=, Airbrone-Lidar Ti&, VA L —H%& M H T
AT T AR v U L 580 BIF - T DSV A DRI TR 2 3135 2 &
Ik, HiFEmE OEAREH L, X510, #EOMEBED 3 RTEIRERD D Z &
INTEDH, ZD7, Airbrone-Lidar TiX, HIRHE OFHHEAIAR S TH Y | Y

EOREELE S, A A~ ABREOFICHEN S TEz (KREH, 2000; Omasa
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et al., 2003; 2007 ; Morsdorf et al., 2006; Richardson et al., 2009; Asner et
al., 2012), L7L7272%5, Airbrone-Lidar TiZ. BUHIDERHECEEIZHIK 232 1T,
o, BT, BEMRMELH L Z L0, BHEE CEEYL EO/NS OBy
BN ZIT ) \IERER B - 72,

—J5, BT D UAV (Unmanned Aerial Vehicle) Bifff DRI X - T BRI O EERIZHI
K2 32T T HRE AT ERRE D 22N G | SRR CERI S I SR 2 BRI 5 2 L S ATRRIC
7o C&E Tz, UAV IS C& 5/ lidar BB S, W& x5 L LI-HFEEis ©
OFHABITOND L O > T&ETW5D (Lin et al., 2011; Wallace et al., 2012;
2016; Sankey et al., 2017), L2»L7Z2A35, UAV-lidar I3 fliC, B3EHIE T,
LV Zi72 s AT AR RO LTV D,

UAV-SEM(Structure from Motion) &, UAV |[Z#&#k L7 DI A T CTHRE L /-
72 2 RTCEE S 3 IRTCET NV EMET BN TIETH D, ZDOHIEE.
UAV-Lidar IZHA_TEMT, W7 —FEROT 7 AT ¥ —< v B 7ITMA T, ML
L TOESEROINTNES Il T, VE— ey 7O TERLTE
T 5%, UAV-SEMIZ X DHERER O S0, EHH, S A~ A EORREREELIZE
T ORI E S < i STV D2 (Bendig et al., 2013a; 2013b; 2014; Dandois et
al., 2013; 2015;Diaz-Varela et al., 2014; 2015; Zarco—Tejada et al., 2014; Kim
et al., 2018; Zhang et al., 2016; 2018a; 2018b; Teng et al., 2018; Chang et al.
2017; Grenzddrffer et al., 2014; Hassan et al., 2019; Zahawi et al., 2015).
THDBAETR L TODIREETOMRE 2 IEMICHEE L, £B /N7 A —Z DR HHF781%
I, RIS, BB CIEMOL CTHEEE O X ) ISR AL T L EHTRWES
W< Fo, BHEEL OBMR T, OB RNCHFR BN 21T O Z E B LWES
WE, T, UAV-SIM 2 VT, FEHAEF L TV DREIZEWNTHMIMD &
% MR A IEMEICHEE L, MY O IEMEIRAET /N T A — X Z2HEE T 5 FIEOBRFE N 22

Tholz, TI T, AWIETIE, W Z2MA T TR OBSL THEE DOV Y ~ A TG %
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MR E L THIREO 3IRTCET NV EERR L. S HIZ, AT EYEERE, A
A A~ AR, WEIR EDEFNT A—=Z OELEHRHETE T 5 Tik2 R L, £ OfEH

ATo 77,
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4.2 FHURNZR K OT5IE
4.2.1 FHAXSRE LU

Py AEL, R IHTHEESZ LD, HRFCRIFEINTWD, HR
FFEERBEHERM THY | — oMK TITZELE R E L TEXLN TV D, 17 il
DDEB AR~V | BIE, BAKHTIL < 355 STV % (Shogakukan, 1984),
ARBFFETIE, KR T & 2 ENLEREMTIFERT O A RERIIFE Y 4 —/L FIT (IE##E
36.0508° , B 140. 0775° YNDOH Y <A M 60 m x 20 m ZfH L, KIREHNT—
L FEENTWER=T X~ (Ipomoea batatas L. cv Beniazuma) ZHEFE L
THWE,

PV~ A FORIEI~ AT RHEE TV MICAASL T, BnE =1y — FTHEo T,
WA SO S 1349 21 cm TH o7z, 60 m x 20 m OAHZ 10mx 20m D 6 X (S1 7>
5 S6) 12, FX ORI 0, 0.025, 0.02, 0.1, 0.15, 0.2 kg/m* & L7, i@
WO 0. 15 kg/m* T D (Fig. 4- 24), EEHE., EFE 3%, U B 10%, &
U oA 10%? Kinsei Kasei No. 3, (Taki Chemical Co.) %M\, ZiuZ, 2%%k:L
W~ 273y 7 25K (Tagem Lime Industry Co.,) ZZ7z, E=/Li— h~DED

FEZ AT 1Z, 2015465 H 27 H (0 DAP, Days After Planting) {2477,

4.2.2 FHAEEE K& OFHRIG 14

/IR UAV (X Spreading Wings S1000 (DJI) ZffH] L7z, UAV OFERE & PEREICEET %
4z 3.2.2 (¥, Eo, HEEHOFHNIT, [ UAITEREZMEN L7, 2236, 3D
TFNOREER LD, V<A BMOEL O X DOEEFIZ, GCPs (Ground control
points) & LT, THAIZEED~—7 ZfHF72&E S 30cm, B 5em OFRAEE 14 fH%E
L7z (Fig. 4= 2 DFRH~—7), 723, GNSS (Global Navigation Satellite System)
L3 —/3—GP-E2 (Canon) % FIVNT, 4 GCP ¢ GNSS JEA% % Fié%k L 7= (Gomez—Candon et

al. 2014) (Fig. 4- 1]).
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UAV I X2 7HNIE. REG@ D Horm 11 R D 14 FFEIC, Hif 2> 559 30m D&
FECiTo72, #HAIATX 6 A 10 H (DAP 14), 6 A 29 H (DAP 33), 8 H 10 H (DAP 75),
9 A 5 H (AP 101), 10 A 15 H (DAP 141) ® 5 [T o7z, A RO FHUILE R EEEE
N 28mmdD L RE W T>722%, 6 A 10 H, 8 A 10 H, 10 A 15 HIZ DWW TIE,
50mm DL A&NA T, 28mm & D ZIT 7, 72k, #MIREOFMAIL, UAV OF
PERTBIZATo 7,

B COmME S m O LRI, SRRV T, FIEEHXNO 10 8T & 2RI
L. ERTHE L, F7o, AR OZEDRE & M M EIT, SIEEHXKIC In X 1
mOY T NVREEFHEL, MY HEIZL VT, ZOB, EEMEOWEIL, I
LEEELT Ty RRHUCEE, I AT TIRE LB 20T 5 Z L I2k v kT,
o, M EEEMEIZ, 80 CT1 HEBEIE, 2ok, wREELZHELL, Fo
o3, IR O 10 A 15 FIZERELL728R &2, Min< AT A A L%, 80 CT2

HEBRSE, Tok, whEELZAE LT (Fig. 4- 1K),
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B

Segment ground
area in the color
images by HSV
and optimize it
by filtering

A

Take a set of
color images
with GNSS
information by
UAV-borne
camera

DTM: Digital terrain model
DSM: Digital surface model

Field
measurement

GCP: Ground control point

GNSS: Global navigation satellite system

HSV: Hue, Saturation, Value

IDW: Inverse distance weighted method

PHM: Plantheight model
SfM: Structure from motion method
UAV:Unmanned aerial vehicle

Fig. 4- 1 Workflow chart of sweet

D E
Build DTM by
—>] 1DWfromdense |—>] Fill holesin DTM by median
point cloud filtering

F s
Reconstruct X Estimate plant
point cloud Bwlfd DSI\:jI by height model (PHM)
by SfM and >l bW 'r(t)mI egse > by subtracting DTM
build dense point clou from DSM
point cloud

H

Make voxel model, segment
green voxels by HSV and
count them for leaf area
estimation
)
Record GCPs N/
Ridge height L
- Compare 3D model
Plant height parameters(leaf area, plant height,
and ridge height) with the field
Leaf area measurements and estimate plant

Dry weight dry weights

potato plant modeling from images taken by

UAV.
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4.2.3 B TRIZICRIT DHREET V EHEDEET VOBE L £ ORENE

Fig. 4- 1%, WAL CTHIRICISIT 2 MR EE T /L LMW @ E T /L OREGEDIX T
b2, T, R DAEBFRNS VAV IR L 720 A T THY <~ A M2 i ia il L,
GNSS JBEIERS 2 ot 7 — gDt v ARG L7 (Fig. 4- 1A), RIT, 4 & Hik
fZa&te 3T DSM (Digital Surface Model) ZAEEE4 2 7=, Bfs L= @it
Yy R b SIMZAWT, AlFMAE 0 3 WITAHET VEBEEL, S50, AlFm
ft& o 3 womBE ST T VICE# LT (Fig. 4- 10), ZO—HOFHEILTRO
Y7 b =7 (Agisoft Photoscan, Agisoft) ZfEH L7z, ZOFIEZFHHIZHAT 5
&, SIFT (Scale-Invariant Feature Transform){EIZ &V, D 2 RITHEi{G D[R —
DRFHS 24 0 K LEEZR L (Lowe, 1999; 2004) . =D, 155N H#S D 3 It
IEZFHE L (Tomasi & Kanade, 1993)., & 512, Bundle-Adjustment {£IZ KV £ Dk
hi/MbT % (Triggs et al, 2000) Z&IZXD, 3WICAHET LV EZHBE L, £
LC, CMVS (Clustering Views for Multi-view Stereo)JEIZ LV, /A X7p E&FR
E L., 3RITEBERBEETT VI LTz (Furukawa & Ponce, 2007; Furukawa et al.,
2010), ZORE, A AT THAF L7z 2 WotEHRITIE, RREE, AREE, @& B0 A S
BRI TN D OT, AEOBIC, EEICESSHEFIEZRIR U, £z, 3%t
SEEET L EHmEICERE LT GCP ONEES DL ZITV (Fig. 4- 1)), mEEET LD
FERE_ LD T2 ORIEFH R 24TV 3 oL@ s REE 7 L 2Bk L7z (Fig. 4-10),
Z LT, SOz 3 RITEEESREET A0S DSMACEHRT DR, RIGHE oy % 0 B
JNEEYE IDW i% (Inverse Distance Weighting) (2 &0 4§92 Z L1T & D (Teng, 2018)
3ILD DSM A AERL L7z (Fig. 4- 1F),

RIT, AEHPEZ STV DRETEI S L2 2 RoeH 7 — B O T v Fvb 3K
TLOHEIET /L DIM (Digital Terrain Model) ZHEE T 5 HIEIC OV TRHT 5,
9. Fig. 4- 1A THUS L7 HERAORE 9 23D 720 6 10 H 0> GNSS JEARAT 2 kot
71T —Wifg0% v MEMHER L, HSV (Hue, Saturation, Value) # 7 —%EF /LT, H&

23 T0~150 7> VAR 20 L OB Ak OREM I & 270 L, TR (F )
62



&It (BRE) o 2 Ebmg 2 Ek Lz (Fig. 4- 1B), S HIZ, HEWEIDIO
HORBLRETHIZDIC, 1 x 1 EZvAND 16x15 B2 BV E TOMBEEE (5
GERSY) YERT 4 N HE AT~ 72 (Fig. 4- 1B), D%, T 2 Wt 77—
Oty MZ, ERRTHZAR2EEGRE~ A7 AL, SIMIZEY 3 RILREEET
IVEREEL, 612, 3WILEBEREET VEST (Fig. 4- 10), £L T, 3L
BBESREET DD IDWEEZHACTDM 235 Lz (Fig. 4-1D), LLZRRE,
ZOXEITLTHLNZ DIM (ZiE, RO DN E LTELSDT, REMHD,
IEMEZREAD 3RILD DIM 245272912, BADF IRV, RHBDOAT 4T 7 4L
Z ((Nx MEZ7E/n, N=1-37, M=1-5) W A17-7- (Fig. 4- 1E), £L T, f+Hi
T DIM 2B, BAD R M & BARRDOELZFR L, MEi R,

o, AFHUEEH 6 A 10H. 6 H29R, 8 H10H, 9 A5 H, 10 A 156 H) D
By FOOHELZDM NS, 6 10 HERLEODIM 22 L5I< Z L2k v, &&HHl
BE D 3 IRTTOREW) £ 7 /L PIM (Plant Height Model) 4% L7=, =L C, 20D X
DR DT PIM Z AT, A FHAIREI Ol % DR O fc @ s 2 i UL il 2 3R
7= (Fig. 4- 16), S 51T, BT ERO AW E-CWAR & EHIME & i L, 322537
iz17>7- (Fig. 4- 1L),

4.2.4 HEEEROEHEOHEE L T ORETE

WEEAIL, FER CIIEOERV BRE L, BT 20138 Lo, BRET

IR HERE Uiz, #EEEIT, AflfEo 3 komBEEAHET L (Fig. 4- 10)
Z lem x lem x lem OESERAT & O 3RITARZ BILETIVICEHR L, &5(2, HSV @&
T VERWT, fEfEE (70 <H <150 B XV 20) ZHitHL, K7 e Bix oo
Y hLTme FLT, AU FENERZ BAKE EZRNSE SN EmEORIF A
R, M L ERMEOHEE X E KD (Fig. 4- 1), &bi2, ERTHLNHEE
K& 2 RonEG D DI Z HiH L CR DN e E ORBERR A To72, &5
(. HEE L7-ZEm R &t B O B & OB AR | HEER A KR 7z (Fie.

4= 1L),
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4.3 ®HHR

4.3.1 PY<AEMD 3RITEEERBEET VOB

Fig. 4- 2, Fig. 4-3 1%, HZMA T THro0 2 @B LZ6 A 10 HOH Y~
A EBEGOEHERMN E O 3 WorEmEEAREET VO LEi (A) LRmsE (B) o
OHITH D, FHANX, FEK 30 m OALEN D, A28 m O LU XEHE L
T3 AT % UAV IZHSH U CRRAI L, 15 D7z GNSS JEAEA 2 ot 7 — i Dt » ki
5 3 W B RIEET MHEEE LTz, Fig. 4- 20 OFRHRIT, BHEX OSSR 2R L,
S1 DM fEE: 0 ke/m?* X C, #%., A BHAEJFAENZ, 0.025 (S2), 0.02 (S3), 0.1 (S4),
0.15 (S5), 0.2kg/m’ (86) DX TH D, £z, FRIOMEHDOHRIIL, 6CPs (TH
RICE A~ — 7 ZAHT T2 & 30 emy EAE S cm D) OALETH D, VY~ A E
ML, BB CHEN, £o, AAROESFITHANZE R L Tz, o, MR
NTFREEDTZ DD BN =L — N TEDIVCID, -GS MICI A TWe, Fig. 4-
2A O LR OER NS Z ORRF 13005, £72, Fig. 4- 2B ORI RO EE > 5 1%
AN CHRRG IR O MM O &Y < A EOIENBIEIN D, ZORFHIL, ENRY
BRLTOWARVWOT, M tim, B =1 — R 20RT&E5, £/, EH O
RIZEZENGITFHIITE RV T, 3RITHEE S ALl b1, Al O #4523 Rk
LT5%, WWENESLT DI W HIERE A3 E . 8 A 10 HEIZIX, M2y
DY) CE b (Fig. 4- 4, Fig. 4- 5), LT, 9 A5 HEHIZIZEI M 5ZEN
H8x (Fig. 4-6), 10 H 15 HEEICIX, HAIMNIZERELSXL 512k -7 (Fig. 4-

7o
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B: Side
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Fig. 4- 3 The top view and side view of dense point cloud on Jun 10th.
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Fig. 4- 4 The top view and side view of dense point cloud on Jun 29th.
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Fig. 4- 5 The top view and side view of dense point cloud on Aug 10th.
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Fig. 4- 6 The top view

and side view of dense point cloud on Sep 05th.
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Fig. 4- 7 The top view and side view of dense point cloud on Dec 15th.

70



4.3.2 HFRE (DTM) B D720 DIEMTVRDBRE & 7 4 NV Z LB DOZHR
(1) FESEIR DBRE & LR T 4 L 2 LB DB R

R (DTM) #EEED T2 D 2 RIT A T —BiHg DY v MI AEWIHIE I LRy D720 6
H 10 HORMT — % 26 L7z, Fig. 4- 8 7°5 Fig. 4-12 £ Tid, HiZm O™ %
WEA D7D OWTEBR DR E LR T 4 V25 (Fig. 4- 8B, Fig. 4-9) OfIT
b5, sl 2 oe 7 —EifgDOt v b (Fig. 4- 8A, Fig. 4-9A) TlE, f*fa
OEEOMIZ, BEFAAOLEERAO Y =— L — BB SIS, Fig. 4- 8A,
D 2RITHA T —HEHRIT, 4.2.3 DIFIETRM L2 L IITHSY B T —FT V& W TH
EALBE 24TV, W aESR (F1) & 3ERMaEsR () o 2 koo 2 fE@ig ot v hzfE
pi L7z (Fig. 4- 8B, Fig. 4-9B), ZOiRREDOMEBE > FEZHWT, SIM ITXY 3
WICR B SBEET VA LI-D), Fig. 4- 8C” 4- 8E T, LB 2 HE &,
B L SIRLEBE BT T L0 LEEOE S, FTEMIEHEOEG TH 5,
Fig. 4- 8C DM DOER NS b5 K HI2, REIZMMRED, Ziuk, Eido
AL & 0 B - TR D D2 DF oy DRI L VAT D, Z 070, HEWrEEK
(FHEERGy) JERT 4 W Z LR EATV WEEID ORE DGy A BrE LTz, Fig. 4- 8C
N1 x 174 /ZEE, Fig. 4- 8D 73 5x5 7 4 /L Z ML, Fig. 4- 8E 78 156x15 7 o
VR DEITH D,

Fig. 4- 91X 2 It 7 —Miff & 1X1 /5 16X156 £ TT 4 VX WEROFITH %, Fig.
4-10 ¥ Fig. 4-9 OWEEE >~ b2y HEZE L7z 3 kot @ ESREET L O _FER O Ei
T 5, Fig. 4-11 1L Fig. 4-9 OEifgt v FOHEZE LT 3RumEEREET LD
MEROEBE TH 5, Fig. 4-1213 IDWEEZHWT, 3RITEEENFEET L0 5 Ml
REET VDM THD, 7 A NZDYA XZIKRT DI, BOIOBILK LT,

Fig. 4- 13 1%, MMk (A JEKT 4V Z DY A XOE N LD DM 5
RO I OREEE & FEORRAELR TH 5, 7eds, 2 THEZE L DIM Tk, MM
YRR DBRENCAE S RITFE D DT, RUSN DG OHEEE & FRME OREETE 21T -

770 BxX5 7 4 VA EMEH UT-RRIZEAE ORRZENE/NMI7Z2 D . RMSE (Root Mean Square
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Error) C. 1.44 cm Tho7-, 5 x 5 LTFOHA XD 7 4 A& Tl HWEL OO
HADREN TS TIERL, £72. 5 x 5L EOV A XD 7 4 V& Tl ROYEKIT

O HFRHE DO REIZ L VRENRRE < Rolz,
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{
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Top

view
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VIEW ) e > 11

Fig. 4- 8 Examples of plant area removal and enlargement filtering. A: 2D images.

B: Images after plant removal process. C: 1X1 enlargement filtered data, D:

5X5 enlargement filtered data. E: 15X15 enlargement filtered data.
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Fig. 4- 9 A: a picture take from UAV. B: Segment of plant area and ground area

in the color images by HSV color model. C: Pixel extending in the plant by noise

filtering from 1 pixel into 3x3 area (C;), 5x5 area (C,), 7x7 area (C;), 9x9 area
(C), 11x11 area (Cy), 13x13 area (Cy), 15x15 area (C,).
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Fig. 4- 10 The top view of dense point cloud by different photos sets on June

10", A: build 3D model from photos took from UAV. B: build 3D model from a sets

of photos made by Fig. 4- 9B (Fig. 4-10B), Fig. 4- 9C,(Fig. 4-10C,), Fig. 4~

9C,(Fig. 4-10C,), Fig. 4- 9C,(Fig. 4-10C,), Fig. 4- 9C,(Fig. 4-10C,), Fig. 4~
9C, (Fig. 4-10C,), Fig. 4- 9C;(Fig. 4-10Cy), Fig. 4- 9C,(Fig. 4-10C,).
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O el >
Fig. 4- 11 The side view of dense point cloud by different photos sets on June
10", A: build 3D model from photos taked from UAV. B: build 3D model from a
sets of photos made by Fig. 4- 9B (Fig. 4-11B), Fig. 4- 9C,(Fig. 4-11C,), Fig.
4- 9C,(Fig. 4-11C,), Fig. 4- 9C,(Fig. 4-11C;), Fig. 4- 9C,(Fig. 4-11C,), Fig. 4-

9C, (Fig. 4-11C,), Fig. 4- 9C;(Fig. 4-11Cy), Fig. 4- 9C,(Fig. 4-11C,).
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Fig. 4- 12 The surface model from dense point cloud by different photos sets
on June 10" A: build surface model by 3D model, Fig. 4-10A(Fig. 4- 12A), Fig.
4-10B(Fig. 4- 12B), Fig. 4-10C,(Fig. 4- 12C,), Fig. 4-10C,(Fig. 4- 12C,), Fig.
4-10C,(Fig. 4- 12C,), Fig. 4-10C,(Fig. 4- 12C,), Fig. 4-10C;(Fig. 4- 12C;), Fig.
4-10C4(Fig. 4- 12C;), Fig. 4-10C,(Fig. 4- 12C,).
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Fig. 4- 13 RMSE of ridge height from 3D models computed by the different size

of enlargement filters.
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(2) AT AT 7 4V NED R

RO OIER 7 4 L HAERTET CIE, iR E (DTM) A 53 D BRI, fE
T ABRE LI ORBIEKD, T, TOREHED L0, T MICREWERET
DO NxM NIXEB O E, MIZIOBE SO 7 EAEB) ODAT 4T o7 4 V2%
i L7z, Fig. 4- 5A1. 6 H 10 A Ofi# L MR & DM OB TH 5 (Fig. 4-
IF), F7z. Fig. 4- 5Bi1%, Fig. 4- 3D @ 5x5 AR T 4 /L HRERZELT > 724 D DM D
BT % (Fig. 4-1D), LB LmEomEBR, FERMUEROEG TH 503, Fig. 4-
14B Tl #HBIRERE LR 7 4 V2B X 5T, i L ainmaelchkiEshnk
ROVIZ, DIMIZKERANENTND Z ERbNd, ZOREESTZDIZ, AT 4
T T A NE B AT TG RN Fig. 4- 14C Th B (Fig. 4- 1E), ZOHE, N=T,
M=l DAT 4 T2 7 4 VE B EAT S T2, BADTIR 2 7% U7 IR EE CHum o W™ % /)
SLFTHIENTET, Fig. 4- 14D X, DSM (Fig. 4- 14A) 75 DTM (Fig. 4- 14C)
Z51< Z IRV BT EE T L (PH) Th 5,

Fig. 4= 150X, DIMDON x M AT 4 T2 7 4 L EZ DORKE SOEWZ X DikE (D)
CHEWE (PHM) OHEEAE & SR OFREZ R T, BAm DRRZE (A) 1X, RO % 8T 72
AT CH - TeD T, 7 A NZ YA ZAD/NES VR, BEITNES < po7c, T RMSE
3. N=1, M=1 7 4 V& T 1.44 ecm Thole, —Ji, MEWEDIRZAET, N= 7, M= 1
D7 4 NH P A X THHRAEN/NES <, RMSE=2.90em THh -7z, ZiL, MADHHO
TANEYAZXINBFREMDDLREITHLULEND LN, RETED LIMOTBIRA
FEERDOIR L BIp > T D7D TH D, o, BADKIE H DT 4 L&A XM I
SWEEX Do, ZOZ &, oW G miE, JHDRIR L0 bIRRICE B L

B 272 WE /N A ZOHE 000 L TWAZ ENbhoTz,
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el > 0

Fig. 4- 14 Fig. 4.5 The step of DTM and PHM generation in ridge cultivation.
A: DSM. B: DTM after 5X5 enlargement filter process. C: DIM smoothed by 7X1

rectangular median filter. D: PHM generated from A minus C.
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Fig. 4- 15 RMSE of height from 3D models computed by the different size of median
filters derived from data on 14 DAP. A: ridge. B: plant.
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4.3.3 2AFHM DR SEMEET T /v (PH) ORRZE

EFETIE. 6 A 10 H OWER T O & 7 /4 (PH) O EREDFRZEIZ DV Tk~
AL 2T OS2 DINHERF £ CoRAEFHIM (6 4 10 H, 6 1 29 H,
8H10H, 9 A5 H, 10 A 15 H) 1Z7=% PIM OREEIZ1To 72, &I DM
256 H 10 HO DM 272 1L51< Z &K D PIM Z4E5 L7=23, T OEMAME & o kg
# Fig. 4- 16 (" ¥, Fig. 4- 16A (%, FERPEHE 28mm O L o XTI L 72 Hifg 2 >
RN SAESE L 72 PHM & ERME O ik, Fig. 4- 16B 1%, HESHEEES0 mm DO L2 XTO
WRTHDH, B LZETORIT, 28mm L > XOBE A% 300 A, 50mmd L X
DEFEH 180 M Th o7z, KTIE, Al (x) 23 FZRIE T, #Efh (v) 23 PHM 2> & OHEE A
Tho, BREHES 28 m OV ADEE, y= x & DOFRZED RMSE=3. 3em, [EIJFZ
(y=0. 9335x-1. 1) DIREFREDS R*=0. 94, [Elm & DRAFEDS RUSE=1. lem TH o7z, —
5. HEEEEEAS 50mm D L v XDOGATE, y=x & OREFEN RMSE=4. 1em, 72, [Alf
(y=1. 0708x-3. 8) DIRELRHE S R*=0. 87, [Al)F& DFAFEDS RUSE=1. Tem T&H Y | 28 mm
DEA LY bREENRE Do T2, TS ORRIT, ML X3, HEEE O I A3 320
B &0 HLRENMEI S B - 7223, 6 H 10 HO DIM Z Wi bbb b3, 24F
BRI DT o TRREDZABIT RN E < | BV TO PHM OERAREETH 5 2
EHERLTVWD, F72, 50 mm D L2 XD S RORRIREN K E D o 72 F KX, UAV O
B ERCTRATIRE & OBR T, B L 72 2R T — Wl Dt v F DA ——TF v TR

BRI, SIMIZ LD SIRITET IVORBEDBRIZRRENELTZbD EEZBND,
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16 The comparison of sweet potato plant heights between measured and

estimated values during different growth periods. A: 28 mm lens derived data.

B: 50 mm lens derived data.
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4.3.4 EEREOHERE & T

FAEBRH O > 7 I)VX D 3 RITEAR 7 BB T SIEMEERZ T L, 2 DR
TABAE DT bT DI IR VG LN BERREOHEEM (x) & FERM (v) & i L
TAER A Fig. 4- 1T d, Z2d. 2T THWEZ 3 RILAR 7 BAET /UL, W&
EF L (PH) IZB W T BEF 2SR Z57- 28 mm O L > XOMEE SRR Lz, £7-.
D72z, W7 —# O 2 WTEEN 6, HE s ZRE L, Z0¥EOE 7 &
WVED DRI OHEE B A" T, 2 oG, 3 otk 7 BET 30T, H#E
TEAE S SEME & 0 @8/ NHEE S A7z, BRI SRR — & %I (LAL, Leaf Area Index
28 4.5) 1ZiE, EREIC T 2 HEEEORIG 1/10 I b8 o7c, THUT, BENELL
TRRETIE, TROFEIZ LZED VAV 6%, 2%ot, 3RTIZnb 63, FHIARE
T LERLTND, LOLARD, 3 WILARZ BE/ET AN RO IZEYFA
(y=4.5251x-1299. 3) DI EFEEL R*=0. 56 (RMSE=1237. 3cm®/m*) 1%, 2 WICHiE ) HR D
7= mFEZ (y=3. 0880x+276. 5) D R*=0. 50 (RMSE=1825. Ocm’/m*) L ) {00 K& < | F 7z,
BMAEL/NE D oTm, THIE SIRIEARZ BAEFADEN, 2IRTHEGE LY &, #D 3

RICDREIE D RPN IeholelobEEZ 6N,
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50

m 2D image
A m y=3.0880x+276.5
R2=0.50
40 AN RMSE=1825.0 cm2/m?

A 3D model
y=4.5251x-1299.3
R2=0.56
RMSE=1237.3 cm2/m?

Measured leaf area (x 103 cm2/m?)

0 10 20
Estimated leaf area (x103 cm?2/m?)

Fig. 4- 17 The comparison of sweet potato leaf area between measured and

estimated values.
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4.3.5 FEMEMHL M EIEHESCTIER & ORI

WIZ 3 WILAR 7 BTV E 2 ROTEG D HHEE S AL Emfg & H Bz E (3
EHE) L ORRE Fig. 4- 181737, 3WILAZ BALET ANLROIZIEmE (x) &
i Bz E (v) & OBIFRIT v=0. 0593x-19. 7 (R*=0. 63, RMSE=86. 1g/m’), 2 RICH[{E
MOHEE SN 7-BFRIE. y=0. 0380x+15. 7 (R?=0.49, RMSE=99.6g/m?) T. 3RITARZ &
IVET VDTN, RERENPRKEL, BBEL/NEI o7,

Table 4- 1 1%, 2 RITHIEIZ L VRO I-AHHPOERFE & 10 A 15 B OUL#ER% O
W E DMK T, Table 4- 21X, 3 WRILAR 7 BAET M KV RO 7= KR O HEHFE
EHFHMEOBBGETH D, 2 WotEifg, 3 WA 7 B LETVICED LT, RIEREK
R*A—FKE L, RUSE B/hE Wik 6 A 29 HORERTH -7, F7z, 3koekh7 &
IVETNVDFEROTTN, 2WTEBROFRE RIS L < 6 H 29 AORERTIE, 3T
NI /ET VA R*=0.69, RMSE=125.7 g/m* T, 2 IRICHEIE A R*= 0. 55, RMSE= 152. 0
g/m* ThHotz, ZiuE, ENER LR TIE, EEBEOHEHEENE 2D | R
ELT, WETHORKENES RDT-DEEZOND, ZOMEIEL. EEYVHD 6 A
29 A 3 WITLARZ B NVET AN LROIZEREL x (en’/m’) 225, FINHER y (g/mf) O
TR y=0.2281x+51. 5 DEUFRUC LV | HEAFE L SHETE 2 LA EBKRL T

W5,
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Fig. 4- 18 The comparison of sweet potato dry weight of stem and leaf versus

estimated leaf area.
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Table 4- 1 The comparison of sweet potato dry weight and estimated leaf area

based on 2D images.

From 2D 1image

Date (DAP) Regression line R? RMSE (g/m?)
10 JUN (14) y = 0.9148x + 88.7 0. 20 326. 2
29 JUN (33) y = 0.1792x + 94.7 0. 55 162.0
10 AUG (75) y = 0.0980x — 194.9 0.27 176.9
05 SEP (101) y = 0.1046x — 75.8 0. 39 247. 4
15 OCT (141) y = 0.1343x — 252.9 0. 36 185.4
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Table 4- 2 The comparison of sweet potato dry weight and estimated leaf area
based on 3D models.

From 2D 1image

Date (DAP) Regression line R? RMSE (g/m?)
) 1 1
10 JUN (14) y = 0.9148x + 88.7 0. 20 326. 2
29 JUN (33) y = 0.1792x + 94.7 0. 55 152.0
10 AUG (75) y = 0.0980x — 194.9 0.27 176.9
05 SEP (101) y = 0.1046x - 75.8 0.39 247. 4
15 OCT (141) y = 0.1343x — 252.9 0. 36 185.4
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4.4 BE

AW TIE, E2M AT 72t OWSL TR O Y < A E#G A2 XL L LT, UAV
I LZHO—IRL 7 B AT TRE LI 2Kl 7 —EROE v b D ZEN
TETH D SIMIEZ VTR | L FEWREE O BIRTTET VEER L, S bz, &F
(20D W SOBERFE, A A~ A WER EOEFRT A= OEEHET D)
LERE L, ZOMETNMA T o7, —MIC, BB CIEMNL TG o K 5 Ik
ELT LS TRWEEN L Fo, FHEL OBR T, YO LEFRNHIRE
FZEITY ZERHELWGEAENEZ, Z0d, £3. EBFYHOEME T, RGB O
7 —HiEE O THDCZ DRz A R L, R X < 3koTo iR E 7 /L DY
EHEET DB OV TG L, &), BHS, RO ASZRE LI E 25,
ARZENRE | IR EIC L DM, BORELZ X 6L MMM KTz, T0
7o, ZOROEBERET 72D, 2 RITH T —Eig O v b OREYEE A RE
LT REPRT D720 1 x 1 EZ®AND 15 x 15 BV BLVETORILKT 4 /LH
MR AT > 7= (Fig. 4-8), T OFEFR, 5x5 DILKT 4 W4 Bk b AT, T OIEKIE
134 2. 5em TH o7z, ZORRIT, BOZELRE L, £z, BAOAKO M2
LW K& SORIERT 4 VZ O A RRINVEECTHDZ LERL TIN5,
RIZ, FREORBUC L > TTEIREZHD LML RH 503, ihD L) RUHDH %
HivE O IEMEZR DTM Z EEE S 2 7 DIIE Rk 72 SO 7 4 V2 2T D E N B D,
2T, MFRICEWEGR AT 7 7 4 v F (@5 M =N, @D 5\ =M)
EAEH LT, fERIE. N=T, M=1 D7 o V2 ATl HAZENNE | Hidm OfiE
I%. RMSE=2.90cm Th o7z, ZaUE, MO FRO T 4 VA ANITRAEHD 5K E
E (K 7cm) THLIUERDHDN, RETE D LBMOIBLRVBEREOIK & B7p - TS
0T, MAOWE AL, FHOR LY IIRICHEL G- 2 Wi/ A XD b0
WHEL TV ZENDnoTz, B, MEDRRZEIT, ROFMFIERTE RO T,
R WEVH T2 ARSI Cd o 723, RMSE= 9 1. 44em Th o7z,

MM E ORZEBERNZOWTEZDH &, BT RMSE= 3.3 cm & K& <, /N EET
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DN - T, ThE, HIREHEE ORRZE RISE=#Y 1. 44em (TN T, WM& €7 L
DIERFDORGZ2 M2+ I TE T, mEl A lBRIh, K< Ro7c/cd & B R
bivd, Fio, HEWEORZET, EAERE 50mm L > A3 RUSE=4. lem T, 28mm L
» RIZEEART, 0. 8cm Evo 72, 50mm b RO ZEMEAGEE A 0. 5em, 28mm L >
AN 0.8 em THDHDT, A%, 50mm b ADHBEWKEELZ IR TE 5, L
L2265, SIM TId@H 9Ll EOEB DA — =T & FRUETH 57 (Teng et
al. (2018), Dandois et al. (2015), 50mm L > XDOMEAN/NE < A EIOFHEITIL,

FREGE DA — =T S THERR R L TV b D EEZ NS, NEA—R—F
v TR, Vo ADBEAITNA, REHRE, RITEE, RATRER, RATHE, R
FFHEIC KD IRE D7D, SIM DL 2 Z DT, FHAKIER L ORKRT, Zhbo
KMt BB LA IT S 2 EDNEETH D,

THET, WWNEE L THIRRET, UAV-SIM IC & 015 57z 3 R It E % E A ETE
TAME, B FIETEH 20, )L Emz2 5T 3ILET /L DSM & HiKHE
ETVDIM ZHEE L, 512, DSMAS DIM 22 L5 < Z &I X Vs £ 71 PIM
AR L, FE S OREERRAE T o T2 %O OHRENH D, BIARZXR E LIiFoE L
L Ci%, Dandois and Ellis (2015)72%, 8- m DT * U B 7 FRd— 7 DR % %t
RLELT, EFEDOAT AT 74 NEEHNTHEBEET VD ) A XBREIZEY DST
& DM ZHEE L. FEME OHEEREEE 23 RUSE=360 cm TH 7= ML LT 5D, Fiz,
Diaz-Varela et al. (2015) (X, fE#)E 2-3.5 m DAV —TREEZ xR E LT, W
B DHEERRZEDS RMSE=10-45 cm Th o 72 L i LT\ 5, TOHIETIE, MEMEDTE
SN DB 2 m BEN T RO R D DIM &AM OHEE 24T -7, EHIT, Tenget
al. (2018) 1%, fEW& 12-14mD K T =V EZ MR L LT, SEERFEET LD
IDWYAIZ XLV DSM & DTM ZHEEE L, FEMm OHEERAZEDS RUSE=4Tem Th o 7o & #E L
TWo, —h., fEExtg e L9t e LCiL, Holman et al. (2016) 2%, HEY) &
0.5-1.2 m DA A LFORIG ARG L LT, FEFANIMESE L DIM &, BIEHIR T o

DSM 75 . HEW) & OHEE R 723 RUISE=7. 0cm (B Z WA L 3.6cm) Tho 7= &
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HLTWD, ZhHOBIARCIEY ORIRIL, Helehy 22 R A x5 & L7afge T
bo Ty, FAGLRIFIC Lo T, AT, #HREA MO H 2 RE T T 256
ME, £z, WL TEEN DIEMIT £ T, ORI & nd, Bl a b LT
LDIRRET, MYDH 2D DIM Z IEMEICHEEET 5 2 L ARO BN %, Kim et al. (2018)
X, P 0.05-0. 45 m DT B A ROF A 22 QWL THIG Z Xt L LT, g
REEE L7 DIM & | RS o0 DSM 2 & | W a2 47y, FERIE & D[RR ik
AR, NI HADRN0.91, XA T DRMN0.95 ThoTm L ME L TWDHA,
Wi RMSE 12 DWW TR LTV R, Eio, @ OHEEREIZ OV THE A LT
RN, T, AR TR, Y~ A EOMSE THEE 255 & LT, B 0B
BETHIMD & %5 DM % RMSE=HY 1. 44em OFFE THEL T 5 712 RE L, S HIZ, M
5 0.03-0.45 m OEFEWIMICH7= - T, RMSE=3.3 cm OFEE TR 2k 5 =

ENTER, ZOREE, MM 5 BHGE THREE T, 20, SIS o fleT — 4
PHDDIMIBETH 722 H b 6T, ZHVE TOMEHREIZHSTEH, FEFITH
FEEED DIM & PHM Z #8532 k2 B TE L L E R D,

UAV-SEM (Z K % 3 IRICm B BT T L & - W TEBERIFE S0/ A A~ 2 DFE AT I
DT DB EDIIFEILZ < 723, Mathews & Jensen (2013) 1% | FEMAEFEEL (LAD)
25 0.5-5.5 D7 RUMEE AL E LT, YEDTERZ T LE L2 1 nx 2 m OFPH
?D0.3-2.3m D S DO RFEAYE L e UCEH L R OZEERE & O ER4A R T,
ZFDOFERL, LAI OHEERAZEDS R™=0. 57, RMSE=0.236 TH -7z & Wl LT\ 5, KAWL
TIXLAI 28 0. 1-4.5 O~ A BHIE 2R E L, 7 7 —FREIC X 0 BEOREE %
L., &5{Z, lemx 1 emx 1 em DRZ BT IVIES L, HHEBROR 7 2L
ZFH L, R*=0. 56, RMSE=0. 123 O R 2 457=, Z ORI, Mathews & Jensen (2013)
DFER LR TRBE TH-TEEX BILD,

Hi B35 SNA A~ AT DOV T, Bendig et al. (2014) 3 A A AKX O EE A A4~
A (W E) 23 30-2700g/m* DHIIZIBWN T, SHEET LD HIEEE L7z DSM OFEHE

1% NDVI (Normalized Difference Vegetation Index)Z X VWHiHH L., FDOKE & FE
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BfE & OEYFRAE KD, ORGSR, M EHAA A~ GWE) OHEERRZED, R
=0.31-0. 68, RMSE=420-830 g/m* T ->7= L HE L T\ 5, £/, Kimet al. (2018)
X, A Ao B S A~ X CHififE) 728 0-530 g/m*, ~Z7 A CHififE) D%
AUHY 0-1300 g/m* DHIMNZISNT, DSM 22 HAERHITRTD DIM 2 51< 2 &2k 0 | i
EET L PIM A5 L. £ 0 PIM DR & Rl & oRFEZ RO 72, ZORER, &
A A TR=0.83 &7 H A TR=0.89 Th o7z & L TWDH25, RMSE IZDOWTIE
Sk LTV, ARIFFETIE, 2-470 g/m* O EEANA A~ 2 (@ E) OHIFICE
W, BIRIEARZ BAET L bR IZHERME & e EOEYR 75, R*=0. 63, RUSE
=86.1 g/m* OFERZFT-, MWMFECHME & FEEOE VN & 5 O T— IR T
X728, Bendig et al. (2014)X° Kim et al. (2018) DR L [FIFEE OREE TGS
nNieEExond, —5H, HEHAS A~ (NEE) OHEIZONTIE, BIfEDO L
ZAMERE I A ST B, ARBFE T, 109-722 ¢ OFIUER: (W) (3L
T, EBWHD 6 A 29 HD 3 WITRZ BT NG RO I-HERFE & FIVHER L O
ERAIC LY, FUGERE A R*=0. 69, RMSE=125.7 g/m” THEE TX 7=,

ARFSE Tl ZEEMAE 2 25 2, WO TR LI EBRES C Y~ 255 L.
UAV-SEMZ RV EHAI L7z 2 ko 7 — B Dt v R2vn . 3RLEBERIETT V%
M LTz, £ LT, B TIIH 203, WMPFIET DIREE T, ML CHREE D HHE
BRHRIEET VEHE L, MM 2 KT A 1. 4dem, 72, WS % 3. 3em DREEE
THEETE 5 3 RoeET /L (DSM, DTM, PHM) 45583 25 HiEERE LT, /o, &%
ESREET VIO A 7 —RIEIC K VYOS L, A7 B LVET AR LT
%, TERMEEL LAD &, [BFET /L% T RMSE=0. 123 ORSE CHEE L=, F7-.
HEE L723EmfE O, 1 B A < AOH NS A~ A (FFINE) 2HEET 50
JRETNERE L, UAV-SIMIX, VE— BV U 7LD 3RITET MBEDT
L LT, EBRZMT, mfEO 3SRTET VAMETE 58, FHREFH OME
WD, LNLRBG, Sk, arEa—ZOMWeEm LA TE, L &iMeE o

HATR, =<V HRATONAIN—=AXT ML ATRELHH L, 3WRTES
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JE— b 7D A~— FEE~OBEHANBFIND,

94



55 E #iE

UE— e ZICXVWETORENT A — 2 2@k E TRl 2 2 LI
B TH D, Airborne-Lidar (Light Detection and Ranging) & /=4l D
SYTLEHAIA ZHETITOR TR Y . IR, MWEE. A A~ A& EOFHNT#E
SN T&E 7, LLRRG, myZ2REIcHlZIT ) 2 & E L <. =2 &2 MaY7ZR
MHHote, —J, HlFOHESIZ LY UAV (Unmanned Aerial Vehicle)-Lidar <°
UAV-SEM (Structure from Motion)(Z &5 3 WRICEHHIANAIBEIC A2 » T & 7=, UAV-SfM
OFFIZ, UAV-Lidar (2 X2 HIEICHA~ARa 2 & CHGEGOEER B R Z & |
ol & AEROE AT NE S 72 2 & | ARR A T 2E ML OFHRAS FRE 72 2
LR ENRBT NS,

TEEERE D 3Tt Y B — M v v 7 Tlid, BHERIR 2 R ol B & Ol o [
RETZT T < MR OMBERC MM A 3 RCEHAIOR I B2 52 5, Lo Lgh
. ZHE T, UAV-SIM & VTR RS0 3R 1 O s RS FE R HR G A ORI A 147
Thole, £ T, AFETIZ. A RBEE, VI~ VREE, VY~ A ERER E 2%
£ & LT, VAV-SEM & MV o R d-CRE R O i EE R HIVE IC DWW TIRET L. £
FBEMGELZIT o7, FHIC, BV~ A EHEICOWTL, vV F TEONTCMTAEFTT
LYY <A EHEOREBMENCOIZ2EE /T A —F OEEEFHINE L Z DOFEE
RRFEICOW TR L7z,

ARG IIEA b FHERIZ 2 > TV D, 3 1 BOFam Cld, RO 3 ke £—F
T IS DO R a2 AT UAV-SEM Z JHW AR REE O 3 ot U &
— b T DOFBIZOWTEB L7z, £ LT, VAV-SIMIZ X 24 B & OFHI O
[RESC M 1 D BRI O RIEZR £ SRS EE C, AERES 2 3 OTFHIT 2 B oD R
BEIRSC UAV-SIM I L A B 3T A — 2 FHANCBE T 2B E O e 2 £ L iz,

552 B TR, UAV I X DR T IER0A R D 3 IRILET U o ik & T DR ERHh

WZBIT BRI HOW TR, SEM 72 E D 3R TTHESE T L T U R ADOHEHRZ IV | UAV
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TR D ITEGER D D RAEM O 3 IRTTAEBET =4 U > 7 RAlREIC e - T 1=, BEfE
DIFFETIE, KHTEB LTS A 17 EDRIEHD 3RILET WAEGED =8 D UAV
DD DFERET ARG D 1L L RE ORI OW T, +a7eFdthie S Tnie s
o7z, FIZ T, VAV 2D OREHIEIC SN T, KRS X oKHEIZEBW T, DJT
Phantom 3 Professional (Zf5# XN 7= BT 440 2 7 O@hE 2 AW CTHREF L, 3RICE
T IR D T2 DRI TIERE T MR Fik, M OE ORERRELZIT > 72, BARRY
(213, UAV OFHI IS (K9 50 m x 50 m) (T FEHE A2 5% 7E L | GCP (Ground Control Point)
|Z GNSS OHIFRfEH T — & Z 508k L, MENTICHEA Uic, £, RATHEEE 2 #1249 10 m,
FHIIE Full HD (1920 H x 1080 V 60FPS (Frames /s) Ciidk&1T-7=, £ LT, &k
L7eBiE» o, B2 2007V 7 b— N CIEH Lo b BRE 2 AV, £, diilo
Y7 b =7 (Agisoft Photoscan) & HIED 7' 1 7T MZ XKV | SIMIZ KD 3WRILET
IABFEOREE & HHRRRSCE B A — N — T v T2 EORRICOWTHRFT L7z, B

T, IREEY 6 K05 0.6 FLETOSHHDOY 7 7 L— FOFFIEE Z H
Tzo Flo, AROESCELORE, K, BESCKERERAOa ) — N0k
RTCOFEREE DB L0 AK¥ETFm (XY ) & FEESTW (7 ) ORERGEE
EAToTz, T OFER, AKFEHEO RMSE T 12. 8cm, FE[E JS5[A]0D RUSE T 7. 3cm &, &
FETORHINTE T, £/, SIMOTICEW T, o7 7 b— b2 REL

V. OB LEDEHGDA——F o TRE A elh 5 Z &8, KM Lo HEE/RE
KTh-oT,

B3 ETIE, AT~ YRR OISR LR & OHEE S5k & 2 ORI B3 54T
FEATHOUNTIR T2, UAV-SEM (T K D TERDOBFFEHAE CTld. ARAROREY) 5 OHEERE L
L WEmEZE O EREER 3 RITTT VOMEEORR S EERENALETH -
oo T, BTV REEERRE L, MRHZE DT 3 RITET VO EFEERESEE
AR L. TOMERGEZIT 7o, TOBE, RSB NEREL o X2 HWTEHIL
B 3 RICET /WD T O DR DRl sfb 2 A Z L 2 ARy & L7z, EBRGET

& LT, KR UEHENZBREENIIET A RERIIIE 7 « — LV DD T =Y Ma x5
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Lz, ZOREEIE. FEER 5 em O L —W —EEEEF (FG21-HA, RIEGL)IZ XV fEW& &
L& 2 A, SEEBIEIT 14 m Tho7z, DJT S1000 12, ARIHEFELIEL, £ 1800
JHE#ED—RL 75V T AT (EOS kiss X7, Canon) Z44#E L. AT HIHE S
K 30m TR L1z, 2O, 1B 1KICH AT OREMEE#E L, £72, GNSS HEiE
FHOIATDOY % v X —IZFAYESET LR 1EITITV, I A 7D BEEF 2 5oek L
Too REIL, v v —ERE L, vy X —AE— L 1/1000 ¥, #0 & B85
I HE— RIZRE L, Lo X%, 28 mm, 35 mm, 50 mm @ 3 FEEAMFEH L-, <
LT SEMIC L WGB3 Rocm & B R Big )~ b W EREEINE % Inverse Distance
Weighting (IDW) &R U F kD 2 DD Jik% HWVTC, DSM (Digital Surface Model)
g2 ER Lz, LovL, HIREICERA S 5 &, DSM b B2 &3S Hh
RN, ZODT, 3R EREEET A0 bR m T —Z 2 L, DIM (Digital
Terrain Model) ZfERE L. DSM 7226 DIM A# 2 L3I Z &IC X W IR OREARE L
72 3 WoThE BT L DCHIM (Digital Canopy Height Model) Z{ERk L7z, & L C, #f
RO Fem a2t U, & a R, 2 LT, BiEoERE L OREREEETT -
T2eZAH IWICRDHEEDTHRY TR LHMEELY b EOB A O L X
EHONTHEEWVEECEHITE 22 En3bhoTo, HBEN—FLh-o7DiE, 1DV ik
&£ 28 mm DL XOFAE DO OFER T, FHOEH ZFiR A (RMSE) 2347 em Th -
Toe A—=N=F v TBHEIIV o AOEREBEN 28 mmDkf, —FL o7z, L X
OEFIEHEN R WA ZEMMBGE L o XOEEIL, = —T v THEE ST 2 oIT,
IR < & D WITIEARATHEE T 5 LEN S 223, IERENMEL 725 LA
~OPE DIRE SN D, £, BEAEE 2 5 L RERERCABR N E < R B,
FEHINZ RV THRENAE U, 25 30m FRE CTORITEETD 28 mm DO L2 R
TORRFEG L IDWiEE OMAEDEIZED | RN R-oTWDIA T Y HRO K57
FIEEBFOFHANCIV TS, RMSE T 47 em OHEERE RSB, BEEDIIZE L T
bR R RTH D L F R D,

FAETIE, VY~ A BHE OB CRESICB I 2 MEH EEFTNT A—X OHEE
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ik, O ORSFERIMZ B9 BB FRIC oW Tl 7o, FEBRIGHT & M L 7= UAV %
I3 EEF LT, RATEERE S 30m T, L XL 28mm & 50mm 2 fifH
AL, 6 2251 0 A £ THEGEHIZIT o7, FdEMfII=7 X~ 7T, 6fiH
OREALEA T2 5K THEE Lic, RAEEL OBR T, 7. fH3 s STk
RECHRILET VAR T 2MEN DD, Z07D, MYOLEFTYHO 6 H 10 AIZ
R SN2 T —Hig 5 HSY (Hue, Saturation, Value) £ /L% W CHEMIER Y
(Befa) ZBBREL, BIZ, Nx NOSAZ 7 4 VXX BHRAEEIC L i D7
E & BRE UToihae TE: S U7REE Co iR i o 2 bR 2 Fr L7z, Z @ 2 ik
B & eD A T — B A W T SIMAEE L, 3WRITRBEET VAR L, 1DV L%
AWT DM ZAERE LTz, £ D%, MR O DR EMD D72 DI NM D AT 4 T
Y7 4B (NG, M B3BICEA ) ARkl 2L T, B3 =
DFHEELR U HFEIZEIVEONIZ DM G DIMZ LG 2 LTk b | #iZkmm oM
DA FRE Uiz 3R IThEY) R &7 /L PHM (Plant Height Model) Z1ERK L7z, & L C,
KW 13 OB sR & T U W & & SR D T2, S BIC M IED R 2 HEE T 2 72012,
FEAE RN B2 5K XN 1| m? ORI D E x5 L LT, 3 kA7 &t
T OIEMES A HSVET V2 W THIH L, ORI A Bazh v b 528
2k, EREAHTET D, TOBE., 28mmd L > XA TR S 372 JoEiE o #4225
FRAGED3 0.8 em T % DT @ 3IRTLRAFET /L% 1 en’ D 3IRILA 7 & /L (voxel)
ETNCEW L, TORIBAEE DT MTLH2 02X, EREEZHE L, *
7o, Ko7 olz, FRCHEFEZ R E LT, 2Weh 7 —Eg Oy iEk%, HSV £
TERMWTHEEME L, 7B BERA L2 LIk, EmEHEE L, 3K
TR 7 BVET IV E 2 WRTTEIE D B DT BERAE OHEE M & FERME 2 sk L, K5
MRREEAT > 70, F7o, FEEOHEEME & 1 Rz E-CUHE U 72 3F iz 5 0 FZEHIE )
DIEME L e E L ORMREZ RO, WEEETT VOBREFIEIT 7o, S e LT, M
MNRNDBEERET D72ODOROILK~ A7 7 4 V2T, BOREIZSx5D07 4)b

Z—Mlbi LT\ e, £, R EMD LI2DD AT 4T 7 4 VH T,
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DR % D 5 DIZHARIRO KR & ST, BADOTGIRIZE 2 5 2 72y N=T, M=1 D7 4
NE =P GIRP Do, ERRICK VLN RE ER L i U, FERGEETT
ST & ZA, 28 mmD L ATHRE LT iR7)» HHEEE L 72 DTM DA & C RMSE 28 1. 28
em DFFERF BTz, £72. 2D DM A HARL L7 PHM T, 445 C RMSE 2% 2. 90 cm
DOREEDRME BTz, FRFEABRNCET 20 E ORETIClX, Lo RO
Bt 28 mm 2% 50 mm [ZHEARTRWFERDG 541, RMSE 23 3.3 cm Th 72, FERFEDR
FZERHAI CIEL 3 RITAR 7 BIVET VD SN, 2 IRTTHEIE & 0 b HEERE A3 < L R*= 0. 56,
RMSE 778 1237.3 cm’/m* Toh o7z, ZOFMIL, 3 KITET /WIEZLTT MR BIGH O Ak
FTINTWDID, 2 ot L0 bR SN TRAZRWEBND 72, L0E<D
EEERE KT 572 B2 b5, F7o, HEEE S EHEYEORR T, 3
WILAR 7 |VETNAOTTN 2 WotER LV HHEEREE 23 <. R*= 0.63, RMSE= 86. 1
g/m* Thoio, FUEROHEETIZ, 6 H 29 A OIEMEE & IR & OO
HNCH U TR 8 (R%= 0.69) 231G Hiv, BEMEAEAH RMSE= 125.7 g/m* THULHE
BERHEETE T, JhE, HEERENEOBORIEICER L, BENRKRE AR L,
EOHERENES RDLZEDNFEKEBZ X N5,

BfIC, 5 5 BBV, RRCORIEE ST,
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A

AR ZPIT LR CE L L DHDITUY | AR TXE L DREL2THE E L,
et —BIEHT D DIIKEL kA EBOR L SOBHEBER IR B O B AR
LET, VE— MBI UTICET LR D 20, KA —FE LRWEZ, Ll
CT EHNORMECORELZRE SN T MO ME ZOHIFEICAELZ1ED,
AL E - T, BHERRATE NI OREZ EBORE L REX £ L,
REHOBEZH L T2,

Z LT, RERSCOFEE 20 L CIHWREIEO A F T, TE» oMy
e ZTEE DR VEGHS R LT £, IEMFo ST 0%, RO #
e, W —IERHTBOR X, BRI AT TIHSE, THEEEE E L,

AR H TR OE K FBEICIX, ROMEICHT 252 EE, /2
FHAEETOT RAAL AZTHB LT, ZOHEEH LB L BT 5,

ESZERBEMRFTOTE bRl ¥ —RIITFERT 4 —L &0 T, UAV O
oo FERE T, XEEATHE, BV LEd, ENBREMEFARERY «— ROk
R BIR, TPy~ A EOBGER, EREH COLBTFROLIELTHE, AY
IO LE T, AEWBREEE R TP REOFAED T ~ | FRCNE BBETE 1T
IDL W) SREOMMZIEEEE, AERARHZ BT enTa, TEOEY
HETHoTE BEALITEFREREZITO, SIM ORI & i 71k & 3 ot migEHA
BT 22 LN TE, BEWVERPDBRERD DL LN TE =, RPEEDRH
M BERAZERO T —HZINEOFYITZHE  HV AL H TEINET, ROVOFFHET,
KATI NI ek, WH, FIRITEHOEZE£T D,

ZITIRNTOH 2 DEARTIZZET TEHILZH L LT D2 LIETERVA, 2o

2D TR OB LB L BT 5,
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