5 40 B4 2 ]
202144 A

AP RS T N K

J. Infrared Millim. Waves

Vol. 40, No. 2
April 2021

NEHS:1001-9014(2021)02-0223-07

DOI:10. 11972/j. issn. 1001-9014. 2021. 02. 013

B FITHEEN S EREESEIREST

TR, X &Y F R, B &
(1. BB B B2 B OGRS G G T A28 22, Ik 1 430072;
2. BT R BB, 7 rd E2PH 650051)

WE AT L FHENER, oA E T EH LTI 3ot M A &, B 2ok 73RN R E 5 &=
MW T EBERE, LR, 7R 2R OE T R E R o o TR B B ST T
BEK T LIDAR 20 #5249 DSM 47 2. 435 m. fF 4 R &%, 8 & K 4t o 88 80D 8O lor & #0A A B T
ANIR 2T AR A D E A e T AR AR B AR, AR S BN R 2 A LD .

X 8 Wb TFIEsobtN g EREIRE; MR A EEA

Error analysis of estimated canopy height
based on photon counting laser altimetry

WANG Yue', WANG Hong’, LISong", ZHOU Hui'

(1. School of Electronic Information, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China;
2. Faculty of Science, Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650051, China)

Abstract: Photon counting laser altimetry could detect the continuous elevation of the earth’s and vegetation’s surface.
But, whether a single photon event could occur in a certain period is a random event according to echo energy and detec-
tion probability. Therefore, the set of received single photon events can not accurately represent the strength of an echo,
which makes it difficult to determine the starting position in monopulse detection, and may cause an error when estimat-
ing vegetation’s canopy height. By establishing the photon counting detection model of vegetation, the error of canopy
height caused by the principle of single photon detection is analyzed and calculated in this paper. Experimental results
showed that the average elevation of the first detected signal photons was 2. 435m lower than the DSM provided by LI-
DAR data from taiga forest. Still, it is helpful to reduce the error by increasing the energy or reducing the divergence an-
gle of of emitted laser. And the errors of forests with higher canopy density and leaf area index are smaller accordingly.
Key words: photon counting laser altimetry, error of estimated canopy height, photon counting detection model of
vegetation
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