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ABSTRACT

A middle range portable scanning lidar was applied from a 10-m height place to estimate vertical plant area density
(PAD) profiles of rice canopy at different growth stages. Voxel-based canopy profiling method was applied for the
estimation. Resultant PAD estimates showed over estimation at middle to lower layers with the root mean square errors
of 0.36, 0.45, 0.95, 1.81 m2m-= in each stage. Laser beam coverage index Q was calculated and related to absolute errors
of PAD to investigate causes of the errors. This showed that lack of the number of incident laser beams into the internal
canopy was a major cause of the error. Although the lidar-derived PAD showed overestimation in middle to lower layers,
the PAD estimates of upper layers agreed well with the actual values. The accurate PAD estimates of upper five layers could
offer good correlation to dry weight of ears with R%=0.988.
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VEMOREEIIEBTAT -V T EITRELEILL, 20
Wk DZALZRZ B L& 0, EEEEER EAER S
BB L HONDWTREED B 5o BHEOWIZEIZB W
T VEomEEREE & WNERLCF RS, SRS 7%
EE ORI ST E 72 (Jones, 1992; Takahashi and
Nakaseko, 1993; Milroy et al., 2001) . T [E A i % 223 /1%
&L TlE, H BEAERE ORI & 2 % MY g%
(Plant Area Density: PAD) D& Z & D44 7e EA v
541 T & 72 (Hosoi and Omasa, 2009, 2012a, 2012b), 4=
HAT—YZTEDPAD & &z ME & CEHIT 5 2

EHRIUSHEE S PAR L 2 5, TOFRHINCIZE
FIAIELY 7 EOBEFHUASH SIS 2 EHE L 5
PO TRENWLEZT TR NEDORIEZ ) 72012
F— > TV EBEFAT -V T OELE#EYEL
FHHT 2D LW E W) EPH 572 FEXHIZID
M A RS, @B T A vy = 75
4 F—rwHw, INERA O PAD 34 & 5HM S 5 i
%# % L7 (Hosoi and Omasa, 2009, 2012a, 2012b) . =
DOFFETEMM A —F —OREEEHT A HKEE A+ v
ZUTGA T = HOTW A LOIEFICHESE L, &
SICIEREE TR L < PAD ZFHAITTE % & v ) FLED
Hbo LL. EFOVHVLERHETHRA X v =
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YTIAY—FREETE LM 10m L, T~
HoOT) 7 TOFHMICRESNTLE ) KWVWTY T
TPAD OFE S AHNFHIICEIE, =) 72X - TR
% EBFIRELILIBCE 2 WRENH 5, T2
7 O PAD 73 A 2 S A & o TIEHEXITH) 2 &I
X 1 (Hosoi and Omasa, 2009, 2012b). TV 7 Z & DI
EOERLIBCXZWREELIH L, ZNOOERIZT
V7 ZEDEDMPLRETERIEI2ObDEEZ LN
o ZDXD % DLBEILRCHEFHOIEY PAD FHIl %2 3
L7201E, A X v =0 74 5 —DREE S
LR REHIBIZ A < L b F1om Pl & D FH
FHEDWHMA X Yy =0 794 ¥ =2 EFTICRET S
Ay FO—r R EICBW LTI ) HEpEES NS, &
FaTid, #10m Lo 2 & ORI 2 & v =
VAR A 2 5 A DN % (WA R/ & W=k AL
5 PAD 53 & B OREEMGE 2 1T\ REED
Jis & PAD FHEI~OIG FHTTREME IS D W THGT 21T o 72
DTHET %o

2. EHAINRB LUHE

FHENZ 2010 45 H~ 7 HIZRIEIED < IFA S WIS
& A KHTITH N7z (Hosoi and Omasa, 2012a) » X5 1
KA (S 3 v ) Oryza sativa L. cv. Koshihikari)
T, BAEIZ5 A 1 HIZKRM, &M & 12 30ecm Trbh
7zo BHANZS A29H 6 H 17 H (& b 257 >H)),
7TH16 H (D). 8 B 13 H (B#M) @4
fibihize 3WITHBET — 5 AT D70, M52 Ge ik
60m CHEEREE + Smm QUM AT Y= 7 F 4 ¥ —
(RIEGL #L# LPM-25HA) % 37z, C O%EE % BTl
FHEIZOETHS1I0mOEIICHKE L. 945 —A
Fr yoFELERLTYTELT, KHOFIZ1.2m X
1.2m OMEEOFHE 7o v b & ZEHIH 2812 4 Tk
BEL72o COMRTY 74 5CIZEHRN7 0y MIBEAED
72 (Hosoi and Omasa, 2012a) & [7l— T 2 A5, Hilll
W2 o4 ¥ =R 2 o&ERPT. FHllTkEE%z - T
W, ZOTH Yy PREEFNLL)ICAF Y VBT 72
Tay "6 IA4 Y —FTOEBEIZ1I3~16mTH Y,
FTAY—PLEEEINT =207 0y D AS
(KTHS) 1345 ~48° Tholzo T2, 70y MIAES
THLL—H—UE—L481F17 ~18mm TH > 72,
o7z 3WICHBEM (%A 5 PAD % 5§ 5 ik &
L T. Voxel-based Canopy Profiling i (VCP #:) % Hw»
72 (Hosoi and Omasa, 2006, 2012a), = ® Jii:Tld 3 &k
TCIHBET — 5 DK H 3WITOR 7 VB L, &5
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L= —ORBEFHET L LT, HER7 2L —
P— U= ADRRICHEZE L7 E . H2eEFI1@EmL
EHEN G LT bDTH D, K7 LILVOFEHRE D
L2 UToRXIck Dy, H5EAE L 578D PAD &
HlT 5,

_cosh 1 " n, (k)

PAD=C6) 3 &m0 @

22T B n,KIEKRZ VT LANTkD®S
ZhrEDOH L, TNENL —WF—VY— AN L7-K
RN EEBL72R T VO ERT, my i3 & hi
MRS 2R 7 LIVEERIZBIT S 2z FEEOHEEME, AH
FEOEAR, 1lFL —F—E—2 AHA. cosf/G (0)
FEEERA L L —F - — ADWHEEHIET 2HTH
5o G(0)IZL—H—E—20KHEEITT S PHRIAND
BEORGZHEOTFIMETH S (Weiss et al., 2004) . G (6)
DOREWITIE, EERA G2 KO DUEN DD, T
W22V, FHH O DT - 7B O W32 (Hosoi and
Omasa, 2012a, 2012b) |Zd %7k, 3 &b b &g
WMAF v = 7T 45— (FFEZIZ5m T1~2mm)
WCEDVHGENBEBAT T DI A 5 — 3 RICHEE
B 5. LS 2 S 2 Pl L CEER A %
HEL, AFAT— Y TL OFEEFOSA 25D L
PR i ARV

RFEERCHF L7271 v b Hosoi and Omasa (2012a)
THE L72b o L FE—THER S R TH 5720,
PAD & FERRRIE D 72 & D FE Il 1% Hosoi and Omasa (2012a)
THESNTVET—2 LRI Dz, DM
7oy PO A ADREHAIY 12X )Pz I ned
DTHbo

PAD iR A D LR % E T 5 7290, LLTIZ/RT Laser
beam coverage index Q % % ! L 7z (Hosoi et al., 2010;
Hosoi and Omasa, 2012b) .

Q =Apeam X Nexp (—K X PAlgm) 2)

Z 2T Apeams N HOKIZZENZNEHII 7 E y MIZA
WY AHL—F—C—20MHEMm) (AKRy b OKFH
NOPLEMRE) « AGHEEE (shots/m2) K ONHER T = = L.
PAlgyn 137 1 ¥ — 7 — ¥ 2 HEHE S N5 %5 & OFEHAE
PRI B E £ T, 2D Q & PAD OHixliRE L OBR
rHEM L7,

HHN72PAD 205 A F DILEHEED T RED &) D H
FFL7z0 PAD IZIEHE, ZE, EXHEINTBH., NEHE
EDTZONIFEEZFERZED S 08 L T ) LED D
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%o PAD OFEHT— % 55, PAD Ik L TS ED <
Lbwollgr horrrEHL., ZoEERHEESN
i EE,AS5EHETOPAD (ZOBUSOREIZIE
& IN TV ARrorz) IELLZET, ZEOFD
PAD % K& 72, 155 N72& DD PAD & Dz
& DOBIREMGEE L 72,

Fig. 1. A 3-D point cloud image of rice canopy on 17 June measured
by a middle range portable scanning lidar. White spheres are
references for lidar measurements and the area enclosed
by the white broken line is a measurement plot. Intensity of
returned laser pulses is expressed as shade in each point.

3. BREEE

Fig. 1136 H17THDO 74 ¥ —5HlllC X 0155 7t
RO3IRTHBHEEOBTH D, KAXF Y= 7 T4
F—i31omA — ¥ —O#HifEZHEETEX 720, FE
BIFELLTL08A— FVLL EOBEZ b OARRIE
WCHEH L CE22 ELImBEORNRO L 1YW
IZBWTh, OIS 5 5 FEIZIT RO TG
DPHRZENTWD 2 EWgh ol

Fig.2 17 4 #—5HHlfExX H 12X Q) 12X - THEE
SN/-PADMEE TOFEUMEE ZHBL 725D TH %o
% BHEEMEIZOWTIE, RSETHW AF Yy =27 T
15 —% Ml L7286 & BEAEOME (Hosoi and Omasa,
2012a) 2B\ THW & A7 HEEE S 22 A R RE A & v
2T IA Y =AW EO o KOz 7 a Y
FLTH B, KO0, ZHEHO T A 5 =122V,
B2 MEEEET A 57—, RFEZEHEET 1 57— & LI
MAZ & &9 5 (Fig.2 H. B (X Middle range. %%
| Short range & FL#) . FTHHET 1 ¥ —Tix. 4 HX 8
HOBRTREZKRE, £l Lvu—ErRonsd, —7.
HEEET A & — ClE BRI SE & I X — BT RS
NzH NS TREIZOT T KIEZ @ KEHlA R 5
7zo HEESE D RMSE (Root Mean Square Error: — 3
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Fig. 2. Comparison of profiles among PAD derived from middle and short range lidars and directly measured
PAD at each growth stage: (A) 29 May, (B) 17 June, (C) 16 July and (D) 13 August. Directly
measured and short range lider-derived PAD are referred from Hosoi and Omasa, 2012a.
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Fig. 3. Relationships between the laser beam coverage index (Q) and
the absolute errors of PAD.
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Fig. 4. Relationships between lidar-derived PAD of ears and dry

weight of ears. SE: Standard Error.

WP RERAE) 134 H~8 H T2, 0.36,0.45, 0.95,
1.81 m2m3 Th -7,

HesE S N/ZPAD 2 b L I2Q%FHE L. PAD Offixf s
LB LD Fig3 Thb, QDOMEA 1% TS
Yit. TROIELDENRKREC DL ELELIL, RE%
PAD 27 % b DML K Hon7zoizx L. QDOfEAD
LU RIZ7% 5 LRREDVINE LA HNT WD Z & DR
EN/ze Figdldg 45 —7F =2 LoEZ2H LICH
L7280 PAD ICH T 2O R ER L OMIETH 5,
R%f1% 0.988 & L WHIB # f52 Z L AT & 72,

Fig. 1 1Z/R S ARHEEES 1 ¥ — OWE{ED HE A A D
RBBH L DD LDTHo72H, ZiUdEE LT
¥y / E—ERBEHTRE LV = =25 0E 5%l
L7zbDEEZ 5N 5, Fig. 2 12RT £ 9 12 PAD O
#%#¢ TRIZPTTREL Z->TH), i~

IZHFE L7 1/_47‘-“— E‘—Afﬁ‘/l‘ic <y H~TREICHE
¢%+K&lﬁ BONLholzl bicibbnbER
bbb,
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DFFEY — ABOAREH PAD FFEICHEL T 5
yk%%ﬁﬁfwéwﬁF@3®h%QEMD@ﬁw
EOMBRTH Do I OFHEIIRTRIEIR O K VWA E D
CHWRNARLS L —F =V =LA LB ENTVEDON%
KL TWD, ED L L D/ASVWEE. ¥ =7y bOKF
WD) b, L—PF—E—=L08 NN LENTVRVHA
WAGFET A2 2R, H2 LU EOBEIIE — A
AH N7 W2 IS L CTwb 2 L 2xT (Hosoi et al.,
2010) s AMZEDORFZIZBNTL, QB LUTICAR S L
BMAPKEL LD, LXYREL B DITONTEREDI/D
EL o T OPHERTE D, THUEL—F—E—24
DABEBARRIZED, =275 WIS HE U,
ZNWPPAD DREEZREL L TR ERTE S, &

DAERITBEDOARKEEE CVEWRER 2 0 R & L72Bi%ED
T I N/Z & & —39 % (Hosoi et al., 2010; Hosoi
and Omasa, 2012b) o AWFZE T L 7z ik T 1 57—
L DRI 15— % A BEOFE O R %
T 2L, BBEEHEICH_FELS TRBIZ2T T
BADVNE L, BEOHAEIZL — W — 1:“~A7b§kl:$-*ﬂfjot
F v/ E—HNEL ﬁ%quf%@k%z%ﬂé
HHEET 4 ¥ —0E, TEEISEWL —H— l%ﬁﬁ(
BENIE30E) ##%EL. L—¥—EY—208E2HE
{TAHZETTFREBEIFCE—22FEFESLLREL LT
W5 7% (Hosoi and Omasa, 2012a) . 4 [al D 5Tl Tlid A5
FHEENS 45 ~ 48° LT HREET 4 4 — OB E L 0 DK
L BIENEL > TL—HF— =20 TFREE Tt
WCEIETE o/ bEZ NS, SIEEITEED -
O, L—F—E—2DAFMELHHIIEZ S LT
L 2o 72 ABMEORBEILZIINALIEIZLD,
Fx ) E—WEHANO L == —aFEH% EIF. PAD
HEEMELY LITONLWREEDNH 5. 720 SRIOEH
TIE—HHFHID AR TH - 7205, BAEOWZETIEIxT %%
B T O FaH, HeHll 217, B 5 FD 6138
BEINTWLELS ., Hlofhars L —F—z@L, 1§
WeBLLIORELTD, 2O L) BREHIT»SD
SRS . AT A4 5 =12k B PAD HEEEELHEICHF ST

WA H BHo S HIZE — AEIC X 5 PAD HEEHRSE
NOWEOEZ HVEND L, LHEET A5 —DE —
LRI EMM TH o720 12xt L, Kifseo i s A
F—TI3 17 ~ 18 mm EEEEEET 1 47— D 3L LD
BTholze E—AEIRNEVIEE, ¥ v/ E—DKH
WAL CTZDOWERE THATHL ZENRNTEL LI
Y. RRLELTE- 20 FRENMTLIZR D,
=7 E—ABEPRKREVEE, 1 E— 200 % AT
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ZO—HBILRHE & AEA TV A, 1 ¥ — 2 DR O KE
IR ORI Y72 > TS 5. ZOREOERS
DT AN F =B AF L TFy  E=NEE LD
Bo TL AT AN F =LY REVTD, ZOHEGH
TAT—=ITRBEENT = & LCRtEE N5, L7z »
T s N7 =5 3F v/ ¥— ORI G VL 7%
D, Fx / E—NHMOERPKET LI LD, 2O
L9 BMEICOWTIE, AN ERBEDTA 5 —%
AT EE, EHBORH SV AZ BN 7 4
% — (Multiple return lidar) < S O 9 X C % flfx
3% 5 4 % — (Waveform recording lidar) % ffifi§ % =
EDRTEIUL, YWESNDTRELD 5,

bR L7z &9 % TA A DD PAD ¥ % BT
HIZENEBREZZHTL ETIET LS, Hko
FETEH LB PAD HEEAEEEIX I & o R ISR
HEEIZHWOENE8HDPAD IZDOWT, i EEDNS 4
J&HF TORMSE (092 m2m3Tah ), [FLETHIE
HiEES 1 4 — @ PAD @ RMSE 1.34 m?2m=3 X ) A5 1
Bl hoTwd, Ell7T—4 756, BOEERD 7%
BEBARBE TICHEAELTWA I EDHEREINTEY,
IEHEEZT 25 LIE 4B L TOE S D PAD OFF
FEARHUAUIRE R WEER B LD TEH, FEE, 2
o Lo PAD HEEMA S, Fig. 4 1278 F & ) 128k
ERBMCHOERERIMETEI LI EREN, I
EARFHIZE ) LB O PAD # B CHEE T & 7272
DEEZONDL, ZOXH)IIAMETHHENZL ) &
AR e EES 4 ¥ — % @A L724A. PAD O &
AR EREICR®D 5 2 L IOV TIZ NS VWA, IR
DHEETHIUL, HBIREE L A7) T LARETH S
EEZONL, ZOZ LiL, JIFENT REHL P AR UL A
FTAY—TIEEEL WD) THONEOEREE | HHEEET
15 —CIEIHELCHEETELILERLTBY., 20
FIEHHEED A 5 —OEHHET A 57— 12T A FETH
HLEZHNA,

4. BbhY)IC
RWFZE T, JBRY)IL VP2 M/ T X 2% 10m DL
Lo Y L OB A vy =V F T4 ¥ —E @i
IZREE L. KFEOEBF AT —Y T L 0 PAD EH A %
HET B IOV THEEL 720 VCP % b L IZH I
L 72 PAD fHIZ DWW Tk, FRICHE D & TS o4 2 ik
PR EPoT, TOFENRE LTI, L—HF—E—240D
F v ) E—NE~NOAFRBOREIEZ I, TDZ &
IZ laser beam coverage index Q & PAD il iz & DRI
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