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Abstract

Airborne Lidar is an active remote sensing system. It can obtain the three dimensional
coordinates effectively, and provide high density and high precision 3-D point cloud.
Full-waveform (FWF) lidar is a. new-generation of airborne laser scanner which receives one
dimensional continuous signal. It-offers useful information about the structure of the target.
Therefore, the analysis of received signal of FWF lidar and obtaining the implicit information
is helpful for landcover classification.

In the processing of full waveform Lidar data, the waveform parameter extraction and
analysis are the important steps. The major objective of this study is to analyze the received
waveform and extract its parameters. We select Gaussian distribution as a symmetric function
and Weibull distribution as an asymmetric function in waveform decomposition. Then, we
calculate several accuracy assessment indicators between raw waveform data and fitting
function for quality assessment. We use echo width, amplitude, backscatter cross-section
coefficient, elevation, elevation difference, echo number, and echo ratio as waveform
parameter of classification.

After waveform parameter extraction, we select Support Vector Machine (SVM) and

Random Forests (RF) as classifier for landcover classification. This study employs echo width,



amplitude, backscatter cross-section coefficients and other features for classification. Error
matrix is used to compare the performance of the classifiers.

The experimental results indicate that the accuracy of asymmetric function is slightly
better than symmetric function. However, the extracted peak positions from the Gaussian and
Weibull are very close. Moreover, Gaussian distribution is relatively simple and easy to
implement in the waveform analysis. The result of landcover classification shows that
waveform parameters are helpful for classification and Random Forests classifier is better
than SVM in our study cases.

Keywords : Airborne Lidar, Full-Waveform, waveform fitting, landcover classification,

Support Vector Machine (SVM) , Random Forests (RF)
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B 2-2 > 475k :E w22 B~4% (Doneus et al., 2008)

A rg Ak ARG AR TR B S ki ppz T o
AT ARG R E S FI T R s B R ETB’*:",EI&’JT%E‘H'@ B3 2B 4
FOOLANE A G Bhaa i o Y R Bn o AR T R @ s el kiE d
30%3] 130%:8L » F fE 4 2 R & A B R H A 4 mﬂbgz % (Chauve et al., 2007a) = i&
B BRI F PO N R A e e e B LR 2-30 FU 2 A FE AR 5 Bgan
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BLZ %R ¥ G Bl RIELG S enf et o
s W
1190 A , I L
= ot R, e A S
. ) . o '
2 ueo | T TIL Py STVt
2 s¥ PR RN 1 L
= LT e T e
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1160 . . . . : . —— . . . . .
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B 2-3 5 £wkkidyr 2 a5k:E 82 25 (Chauve et al., 2007)
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Macro structure > d d > Meso structure >> L A > Micro structure

different roof shapes  different clevated small roughness of the
objects surface and materials

d ... footprint diameter [dm]; X ... wavelength [um]

Bl 2-4 & P~ el gk £ R i (Jutzi and Stilla, 2005)

e pre ¢ B 5 o F il 34 o0 & (Small footprint, 0.2-3m) £ i %
Rebl Vi HEMTEEME R I IEEDFREFES RAR > 2 RIS
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Time (ns) Time (ns)
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pulse 10]> I Height (m) 10
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oA 0 o
. q - i
204 24 20
] \ I ]
40+ 18 404
Received > &
waveform 60 r12 601
80 i F6 804
100 'g g‘ J- 0 100
a b

B 2-5 22 & # &y &g~ 0] (Mallet and Bretar, 2009)
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B 2-6 7 JF 3 A5t cw jf A7 5k (Jutziand Stilla, 2006)

d 38 PR ki g e e BLER AT T B ATA T o FIpt Rl w3
B ErAe o H 3B & ¢ 3 drtg(amplitude) £ B(width)® B fdc> vour kYR
R ) S %gé B 5B ATIB B E AMEL TR e TR 5 B Sk
K& 0TI EAFRER LR Y 252 354 47 ¢ (Chauve et al., 2007b; Hofton et
al., 2000; Jutzi and Stilla, 2006; Wagner et al., 2006) -

Foobw gl Ad S pER A A O g 0 € F B HALREA A o AT A A R
TR AHAOIGREFRE > TFEHR Y A S 82 2 % - Chauve et al.(2007)
P S 3 H S EECA (1) % #14 B (Gaussian) ~ (2)¥H#ic¥ & 4 7 (Log normal)

(3)& % % £74 i (Generalize Gaussian) > 4-®] 2-7 > = f& S W] % & e E 3340~ 7 4L
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0.10 1 Mean  Std deviation
152 005
@ 157  0.09
£
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©
§ i
v 0.05
® \
| r’ T,
- } ‘s,
0.00 — - = T T T y —— f 1
1.2 1.3 14 15 1.6 1.7 1.8 19

Bl 280Xz A RE Bt EF ER(2 ) A B(FEY) FREF ()
(Chauve et al., 2007b)
Mallet et al. (2009)R| £_+* §§ % % 74 {7 (Generalize Gaussian)£? # # = 46 7 $fih
& Feie A Weibull ~ Nakagami ~ Burr: w & Soficenas & > H Sficd? Sl 4o ™ £ 2-1 0 g4 F7
TR TR S RlE R TR A R eniEft % & £ (SLICER S LVIS)F A -

PR Y B R TR A RS RS R M A Rk TR & RS S
8



Bk 2 ARk 0 T ,¢3§jﬁ4j\£/?5}:iﬁn#gr,}ij¢§ﬁi§g_&ﬁ‘;}:,g{o

4. 2-1Generalize Gaussian ~ Weibull ~ Nakagami ~ Burrz. # £ (Mallet et al., 2009)

Model Generalized Gaussian Weibull Nakagami
Parameters I.s,o,c I8,k A I, s, p,w I.s,a,b,c
kfax=syk=1 2pt rx=s5y2u=1 be f =5y =b=1
Expression 1 BXP(—L‘;"‘;LE) I35 3_,‘ k far! “;)_g 2 I (;54)4, —e-1
27 x exp(—(*52)")) x exp(—p(*32)%) X (14 (%))
0.2 0.8 .
0.6
0.8
01 0.4 0.4
Shape 0.4 0.2
0 Uk, T a4 - 0
01 3 5 0 1 2 3 0 1 Z 0 2 4 6
I=1, 5=3, 0=2, a=3 I=1, 5=0, k=2, A=1 I=1, =0, p=2, w=1 I=1, 5=0, a=1, b=2, =1

FoObgRE A i o]k (wavelet)sh 3t (Laky et al., 2010) - <R 2-9 ¥ 145 1))
ehlevel 3 0 8 E F R (R)GF 0 AT DX Bl R HFEs ¢ G E o B-spline~
A I F g sl 2538 T 86 (Roncat et al., 2011) > B = % 27 3 2raficip e > ¥ 1035
Pl 5wk (B)02-10) evaigbd WA A BT % 2 MIRA &gy it Sk

FUL - R AR E R a R

(a) Level 1 (b) Level 2

(c) Level 3 (d) Level 4
A
I8
J \f\_
(e) Level 5 (f) Level 6

/\ N\ |

Bl 229 ® * 2 fleveli | A4 s 2k Ak d--F 1 A7) = T HEFT %

(Laky et al., 2010)



20 timestamp [ns]
- 2 %
25 [ % /
[ ®
|
T3 = 20 /
o 20 - g /
é | 8 / s
¥ El K i
3 = 15 i \
ERE o a IV
2 k) @ ?'< b
g ¥ * fiv 1 Lo
10 " A 0 i Y e
# o r o !
5 5 Ao N
ol —)eee@g(— ————————————— -
0 0
3600 3685 3700 3705 3710 3715 3720 3725 37I0 3T 3600 3695 3700 3705 3710 3715 3720 3725 3730 3735
timestamp [ns] time stamp [ns]

B 2-10 = : B-spline= % ; + : % #7r= % (Roncat et al., 2011)

BAREE T A SN G A F o4 B R L2 ézgkv’ e Y ILE BEAH
- Bk fjE 43058 (Wagner etaly, 2006) >« 7 17 d& & e & (Jutzi and Stilla,
2005) » FIpt % Bk A5 A 47 E M B RTHCR] T A A e A B S5 Sofi? > WeibullE -
$ T ApE A T 5 FR &S L3538 (Coops et al., 2007)

b ER S Sl B2 Sl FREBEE N RIF AR S fos (N R g e
7 & =~ 4p 2 ehExpectation Maximation & & = (Dempster et al., 1977) - £ |+ h
Levenberg-Marquardt (Levenberg, 1944; Marquardt, 1963) ~ Trust-region;# & ;% (Lin et al.,
2008) = Reversible Jump Markov Chain Monte Carlo;i & 72 (Green,1995)% - i& (748 & &

i

\\\Xr

Bokfn o M Sl iR s B RS R PR

10



213 2RARE T ARSI B F S

FIFT RN 2R EREVRFE PGSR RE  BE it & 5 Sl B
WAL B GRTE 2R HARAL R o F 2t T ET 2 A kG T
A Apenflet e TR amT G o
(= )&%

Btk T 3 2R A5 R AT IR I endF R Tat 59 19 PR GO B et & 03] (Canopy
Height Model, CHM) » ] 2-11 % > A, kid S % 5 £ v g kiE S % hgf B o 1 5 3
Ewgkd s T oo 2 kRE D WPELE £ LR T g TR

BRAR G fAFeGwE  E 55 R § L4 % (Chauveetal, 2007a) -

B 2-11 >t 258 5 € vt £ 2 CHM % & (Chauve et al., 2007a)
DA RS A S EE B i e F Ry AL RIF
B A e Sl B0 SlicT 0t ks 72 B HHE 0 B4 Larch ~ Oak ~ Beech (Hofle
et al., 2008) > 34 4k~ F R ATF L T F ey 7 & F £ | (Reitberger et al., 2008) - 4

e BE A iR {72138 £ 91%(Heinzel and Koch, 2011) -

11



Feor b RAERER OSBRI K S RERARDL R BZ) BT T 2R kE
TR HCH R A 47 i T2 0 s RdZ-

g

—\
)

5 oo KB 2-12 2 b Ak R B AR T

B E R EOT R blde] M| ofEE ~ A E08 3 (Hollaus and Hofle, 2010) -

bushes vs. grassland

B 2128 4 ok 9 % # 5 (Hollaus and Hofle, 2010)

bR S A B2 H S A ) (Reitberg L 2007) 0 EIAY N

fBATE - R R
R Ao B AL H g

.
178
.
- .
776+
.
. -
7744 1
3
k
72+ 4
.
770 E s
e,
- PR 9
168 - i .
I T

4598 4508 4 SRBSIS

T T
45928 4598 45028 44928 QIS

B 2-13 H $g iz 1 B £ 22 2 & (Reitberger et al., 2007)

12
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(=)387

¥ Feenfi T LA 5B B4 Sdiz(Hofle and Hollaus, 2010) - A i
BB RE(BIR) MRS BHR c AR L EA W LS B R AR A B2
SHH DB R BT AR RS SN B R R 0 et s 1A% 1 5
& pr el g o

WA S B s dE S % B F 4 (Mallet et al., 2008) » ] 2-14 5 & #f = % cni 484
Boofba =B 5l (A LR ¥ ek Sfa) SRR E AL TR P Aok

JREeL 5 R R G 1 2 g

0.80 + <o o

0.75 + ©
<

0.70 ¢+

| [ 1 1 1 1
1 1 I 1 1 I

{pariRin:z} +8zpt 4N +A +0  +a

_— —_— — —pr

Bl 2-144 %5 Sdicyr A 35 & % 0B % (Mallet et al., 2008)
Guo et al. (2011)%%“:) T g il s S s g B (AR ) HT Rk
EANE S AT A B PR PR e R E A e LB 2-15(A, W, 0, a5k
) o FEART R R RS ESPEE A F 0 T FARL(AZ) RHHA

A SAE B ALBUS o T WL TR L A L2k ST R

Ko w2
BRE PR RE L A FREEARR N LR EEFE -

13



g 045 T 0.45

3 04 g o4

i 0.35 < 0,35

2 03 2 o0a

g 025 g 0.25

g o0z i 0.2

g 015 ﬁ 015

@ 9

g ol g 04

2 o8 S o5 D D [l
c ]

s, im il AN goDD - -
= R G B Az Nz Rz N Ne A W T 4 R G B Az Nz Rz N Ne A w
(a) Building class. (b} Vegetation class.

5 0.45 g 0.45
3 04 g 0.4 —
3
E 0.35 < .35
2 w03
= 0.3 Z
0.25
E 0.5 E 0.25
g oz i 0.2
@ wl
E 0,15 g 0.15
g o1 g 0
[=]
= 0.05 D D D % 0.05 |:|
£ N _ | =L %= N —
R G B 4z Nz Rz, N \Ne & W R G B dzr Ne Re N Ne A w
(c) Artificial ground class. (d) Natural ground/class,

Bl 2-15 &3 Rt 7 B3 $ g s shE £ 14(Guo et al., 2011)

Hofle et al (2012):& * > A A5k 5 Be? 7 |0 A F 2 7 (B4 5 e #tartificial neural
network ~ /- 3 #ifdecision tree)i& {7 g8 % Fe 3 A% R H A BlSLE It iRt S E vk
gt s B S AL B S R EN D R AR RS R SRR AT S R 2
Ak TR A e R e W B e 0 T UG Rl AR e E AR T R L b
i % e 2 3 42 (object-based raster) £ = (2L 2 A 45 (3D. point cloud analysis) 1 &t & H
#IH &~ i g (Hofle etal., 2012) -

Mallet et al. (2011) & i 3% fp 2 ) E T L3t % 2815 ¢ R F > T2 2
kR S E gk Rt R AR 2-160 vt ApE S d LA E Pea 8 gl o S
Rl ¥ g FoAp O R eyt kg % 2RI TR R B 2 Poa D
T H s FOUREED T AR E BCHT I R R B E o Ft o p R T 2
Lt SRR PO IR R L ST - I A RGBT 2R MG
NG EF - RPN AR F A S IR R A RRRA RS AT

SAEAR T FRRE -
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Average Accuracy (%)

100
- N 5, X7 " o -2 A R <>
R RO | g s 7
w, g, JU: Y @ M s
| Rt A L
—9
echo 255k
o o
3D /
|
Discrete return data
e Full-waveform data
80 -
1 2 3 4 5 6

Feature set scenario

Bl 2-16 2 k2587 7% fhess SR iE 3T B Fe A g2 4R 2= 2 (Mallet et al., 2011)

2.1.4 % 3w £ (SVM)~ 418 & k(Random Forest)4 57 £ & *

WL ATy R F S AR (T B o 0 el A SR s A 1R A
@ £ 1% (SVM) ~ 4§ ¥ & +k(Random Forest, RF) % % » £ Bengr B E 5 1 32 &2 g
% o @ SVMZFL § R 4F enk s & o B A1 *® 3035 R) 7 4L chse 47 A 5 (Huang et al., 2002;
Pal and Mather, 2005), % 2 8)3% 38585 % 3 & 4 (Mallet et al., 2008) -

Random Forest (4 ## %) % Breiman & 2001 & #73& D aig 5 % > & - - LS
RAAnfEE N FE L 02 2 VR AR 4 o B AR ¢ - B E R iR
m‘p;ﬁ{? YL AT E - A KRBT IE B A SE S % hE B M F 3 (Breiman, 2001) 0 @
ET U PR ARIL S B R S R R PR 0 A T S kGRS
& ik en 3 4L (Gislason et al., 2006; Pal, 2005) -

AL AR AR RGTSVM o B SRR BB s S R R R F o BV i

FOEGE TR e R~ 2R R E R TR - e AT Sl Ak Sl RS o

A g Sl BT AR i SVMA SR R kendd > T B R 7 i 95.75%- (Chehata
etal., 2009) -
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22 2RVGAREREA L

AEHST DR F Y R PMS L AP MANREREEANE NI L ¢ FHB B
¢ LA Sdc RPBALE ~ W7 Leica ALS k 71 ~ Riegl LMS i 7| ~ Optech¥z Trimble - #
2-2 R E 2GR EREZ S8 ¢ HBFR BB AE BBl £ - R

Bosav B M F R PATE il b R B E R ST R TR -

3022 2k ERE AN

ALS60 LMSQ560  LMSQ680i ALTM3100 Harrier56

> 5N i 4 584 5 8A5 S 4 Rt S
7% & (M) 200~5000- <1500 <1600 <2500 <1000
5l £ (nm) 1064 1550 1550 1064 1550
REEAMS) 5 4 3 8 <4

R i £ (W) <0.2(mJ) 8 <200

% g 2 (kHz) <50 <100 <400 <200 <240

2 %7 % (mrad) 0.22 0.3 0.5 0.30r0.8 0.30r1.0
ELE S 75 +22.5 +30 +25 450r60
gr(m@1lkm)  0.22 0.5 0.5 0.30r0.8 0.6
Pk F F5-(ns) 1 1 1 1 1

Tk R A RS T

16



2.2.1 Leica ALS s 7|

ALSB0 % Leicaz P #id dien2 )k RE > d Ffy #F5F ~ L& F LK TG
Bz B E A B 22170 HF B odRk b s 0 Tl AFOVE TSR T - 4B T
& 5000m » & g Bw ok o ¥ 4P 4p 15 4P #(Leica RCD105) » I 4 43 #8 ff » H  if
~ -] % 1280x1024 pixels (Leica Geosystems, 2012a) -

Leicazr @ p # AT I e 2k 1) L R BEA5LLALST0 # 5 = fa3 3] 1 CM »
HP ~ HA(Z %] & & {7 48 ) » 2 ALS60 e W £ % &2 w ik fiom "] 2 B L2 4p i
(Leica RCD30)¥ 45 #R G B NIRw= i B (Leica Geosystems, 2012b) -

r

FAEEH B

B 2-17 Leica ALS60
2.2.2 Riegl LMS ; 5

LMS-Q560 - Q680i 5 Riegl*4 41 ehf 4 24 25 %k R B¢ 15 fa(F 2-18) > 3% § 2
LA ERTF 2 it % LMS-Q560 2 Q680i- & 4 4 i * %k 5 #7445 (W 2-19)> Q680

BH e b S B e & Q560 B 0 #F4 & B 4 s (RIEGL, 2012a; RIEGL, 2012b) o

17



B 2-19 LMS-Q560( =) ‘.Q680i(*“7) ‘
2.2.3 Optech ALTM3100.

ALTMS3100 & % it ik B 7 o i 5 st 7 B A IE - 7 5 2 i B Rl

T ok ek o i € BRTI ¥ enf2de & 4 | (Optech, 2012) » # & 4o F] 2-20 -

B 2-20 Optech ALTM3100

18



2.2.4 Trimble Harrier56

Trimble(TopoSys )eHarrier56 » & — 7 rzedk > 4 250k & B 2 4 k322 Riegl

RPN " o 5825 3 ik B4cT B 2-21 (Trimble, 2012) -

B)-2-21 Trimble:Harrier56

19



23 BEFTHENAE

Eas SN R RELE EYSTET SO N R R R P R 22
£ 235 & ¢ (American Society of Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing, ASPRS)#7% #
ILASL3 #.55(5 7 Rank A F ) 0 frRiegl = @ 97 * chF e84 5 SDW(R 7 A 4

/ﬁ*fl/ 3 7 )
231 LASL3 5

LASH 4 8.5 kit s el Fge st s d 2003 = % MR R E 2 %R F ¢ 47
FHALASLO ZHEFERX Hio Ry pag+ 111251383142 20% - LAS= &
M it Ry > 10 2 A (1) 2 B AEE % (public header block) ~ (2)% £ £
B & 4% (variable length records) ~ (3)&: 3 e 4% (point datarecords) = i 384 #7

i el 2-22 -

SRR FIRETEFND 2 BA L S350 s BEFRBpH o LR kA &
e RBHFF - BRZHE A EFFAANTI 0 AF 2223 R E R L&

T B E_® keski r —‘]5 AT & i ER2em g@?ﬁigaﬁﬁ;—?ﬁﬁ{ﬁ»ﬁﬂ RN
ppRER BEZ Gz AR swk s Sap R v TR BB B o

2009 # 7 " 14 p > BATOLASHEE N 13w B F o ige FAFY TR Y b
DRAEZ TR c HELAS 105~ 07 B ELA » KR ATHRRE Nz BINR 5
4u 7 A Bcdy e #en T 38 (waveform package) o 4cB] 2-24 o pt e B G - dm & e 4o 2

é,if%hﬁ’:@ E/I’I/}ll-l{t“;f:z—lgég\ﬁl V—JJE‘J’J’KA\ 1E’-f‘r:}f§/u \ﬁﬂé:.? ij‘ ,ﬂ;q/ﬁ'{%mkﬁ'{F F f‘_t;.f‘_t;_ )

20



public header block
public header block variable length records
variable length records ‘ point data records
point data records waveform package

B 2-22 LAS1.0 22LAS1.3

Please license from ’martin.isenburgfgmail.com’ to use LAStools commercially.
lasinfo.exe is better run in the command line
enter input file: LDR100802_000231_4.LAS
eporting all LAS header entries:
file signature: *LASF’
file source ID: ]
reserved <(global_encoding):2
project ID GUID data 1-4: 0 0 0 *’
version major.minor: 1.3
systen identifier: "ALSXR’
generating software: "ALSKXX_PP U2.70 BUILD#1S’
file creation day/year: 2142010
header size 235
offset to point data 5785
nunber var. length records S
point data format 4
point data record length 57
nunber of point records 4085611
nunber of points by return 3568012 488833 28265 501 @
scale factor x y 2 09.001 0.901 0.001
offset x y 2z @ 2000000 0
min x y = 228980.839 2609309.911 1762.008
max x y z 230835.682 2612755.659 3917.013
start_of _waveform_data_packet_record 232885612

B 2-23 LAS 2 B 5 75 31§ 01

Ll llﬂunlln 2101”111” 31011nl|1| 410111111“ Snolnllnlslnn“lnl 710111111“ 81011111111 9101IllllAIIOQIllllllllulIllllA120111|11113QAllll_l
1L 60 256 22473 -3.63905e-005 2.41536e-005 0.000143351 8 256 15 14 14 14 15 4 415 15 15 14 15 23 23 24 22 21 1
21 316 256 22493.3 -3.57011e-005 2.40341e-005 0.000143545 & 256 15 14 '.4, 13 14 14 24 19:14 14 '.’: 1 20 22 23 23 22 21
31 572 256 23100.4 -3.54014e-005 2.3982e-005 0.000143628 8 256 '.4 '.5 14 15 15 15 14 15 15 15 14 922 24 24 23 22
41 828 256 23119.5 -3.49998e-005 2.39121e-005 0.000143738 8 256 1 14 1514 14 15 15 15 15 15 14 1 20 21 22 23 23 A
§1 1084 256 23306.3 -3.4698e-005 2.38595e-005 0.000143819 & 256 4 15 14 15 14 15 15 15 15 15 15 14 1 19 21 23 22 23 2!

6 40 256 22638.9 -3.4597e-005 2,38418e-005 0.000143847 8 256 15 15 15 14 13 14 14 14 14 14 14 15 15 14 14 14 15 16 18 20 23 24 24 23 2
71 1596 256 23203.4 -3.44928e-005 2.38236e-005 0.000143875 8 256 15 15 14 14 15 14 15 15 15 15 15 14 14 14 13 14 15 15 16 19 22 24 25 24 :
21 82 284 22AAR 2 -2 430Q1%-NNS 2 3:RNGAR-ANS N _NNN1430N2 R 28A 14 14 14 18 18 18 18 14 18 18 14 14 14 18 14 14 18 18 1R 2n 22 2% 22 292 ¢

Bl 2-24 A 2 #cdy & 4-waveform package § &
LAS 1.3 ek 2l e 457 “;rt T MR EE R AT BRiEZ o I ledkk

58 (X, Y(), Z() > & * F¥ p -5 s

(ASPRS, 2009) © X, Yo, Zo 5 A" %4 # i » £ 4e + LAS 1.3 e 2} L e drend 4 S ek

v PR RRt(E = % pico sec) o fr%? R F A R Rz B R(X, Y, Z) 0 2 (D)

T o

21




X =X, + X(t) X t
Y=Y, + Y(t) xt 1)

Z= 7o+ Z(t) X t

2.3.2 SDW# 3¢

“,% 7 LASL1.3 i\ isdk R bsk 2520 ¢ o Riegle @ @ * SDF#a;V 65475 - e 354
S A Y Rieglp T BESARIZE AT RS Sl RN 2
- Boiag i o fhxd ¢ k400 Range, X, Y, Z, amplitude, echo width, return number,
ClassID % 7 31 (L B 2-25) » # 4% ¥ 124 * Riegl2 ¢ :#SDCView# 4 B kx> 8 4% ¢
Sk ek R A AU % B 274 180 £ 17 (Riegl, 2010). -

§ S FABE TR AT O &R E G Y TR * Riegl 2 P Rl kg
g ¢ o BRI 5 SDWHE TP R B R P LA TR T T A

T L i 17 AR AT -

SDCView 1.14 =N O =
g File Edit Window ? N EE:
D >H»OO0E
Index Time * N Z Aampl W Type T N RG Ch Clasz =
il 15564810457 -2 775| 5074731882 2479248513 80] 45 3 1] 1] E
1 159564810470 -2956255.696 G074781.047 2479247821 135 44 3 1)1 B251 oOx13 O
2 19564810472 -2956255.266 G074751.282 2479247839 115 44 3 1)1 5153 0«13 2
3 19564810475 -2956253.346 B074791.737 2479251628 51 44 3 12 5174 013 2
4 19564310475 -2956254.771) B0747581.543 2479247857 81 43 3 22 847 w3 O
5 19564310477 -2956254.336 B074781.779 2479247873 29 45 3 1)1 5153 O3 2
B 19564.310430 -2956253.827 G074732.095 2479247903 101 45 3 1)1 827 O3 0 -

" successfully opened

B 2-25 SDWi; % 1 % # b1
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¥3%8 m=3 ik

3.1 A58 47

j\IEEH;i:,lﬁ:—EI E’fj;:,. FLﬁ:LZ Palﬁ»qik\*’?_’/z\é'% o I-@Fi a1 ire Z’ IX—Tfle@;"'rS

I E A RS SR SR A T e BTN AT 0 H

AL FORE T
/ i/ﬁi'ﬁ/ﬁ@ /

lﬁiﬁﬁ‘:l—_;'g'
v
ﬁ%%m

— & iifrﬁé’;l e

{8 R "% &

¥
/ B iE /
|

B A Ac ) 3-1 4 .

S At FlanAit
Trust Region Trust Region

. wenx /S T

e B, R
o te g

Bl 3-1 42,4 1747 3 it AR
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3.1.1 ?7} # Ege

?\#iﬁ@ﬂ ﬁiﬁf’eﬁﬂﬂ,ﬁ‘ﬁ IR 2z '}},@",%’Eb F M A I o B HLT it

N

R R AT SR 0 B R M AR T 4 BATT R ALY T LR T
FlF o B5dic §0EAR)DEFRT EELAFT Eo? L EY R BAKSF
THEF 0 FRITFFF oA LT FFFAS ST RGP EE Y &
TEOMUFTRRIAFE R 3228 Mo 2RI RAAT 0 I S SER AT
feend & T g PLEET 2 (0 A B BanitA § RS TOR Repit e Bt T
P T FFF RIS 6T AR 9
;‘/,@",!f FF jesn A4 F F fe i (Background Noise)ig 7 aJE » % F fest 4 & 5B
oSk aE ki B sean 1t (Signal-to-Noise ratio) sise st & > FJPt e v K T B
F b ) 3t R 2 o Bl 3344 ;;;zgvﬁ;%“%%a;m TR Rl F A il
Pl A B E RS 0 At Y o FF e 5 13
TR A R fﬁ,&ﬁ/ i:t%?

55 |
” 'z@%",&:ﬁ,
o] e
a5+ |
40 F |

1 . I |
: =0 100 160 200 e

Brf (ns)

Fl 3-2 % #6395 15 4 %
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i SEol i N T fﬁ.&ﬁ/ bt%ﬁ

55

ﬁ%%ﬂ
S0r S—

] 50 100 150 200 2580
By (ns)

IR Vo s SRR
312 3+ E 44

dOMRE RS s LA Sl ST g R s N2 N R s T RjgpE e
R A B o O B AT R e T A A S g F B A 4 i (Local
Maximum) » 4c } PPk @ BB 4w 4o (B 2% > f RA e B i B Aol i 2k
By TR AR E A o d AR AT e BIF E S 0 TG R Arddic

RfFen iAo 4l o d F S BT BV ROFFE G b B AT R ET S BTRS Ik

Bl 34 28 i % AL R0 T F ek g 0 o N kA Ak T g Pl
d 5 EpeIN A - k4 iEengl "'gh-&",\rﬂﬁl "ﬁ"ms\:%ﬂﬁd-“riio’“r”“cPF”ﬁ:_ﬁ
T (blhek T 2 E GRS BT RR) > IR R L s BETIARERY o

rjzﬁu? REERE A % o de@ 35077 0 W UEBERDZ B o
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B EE e B

250

Original Signal
- Smoothing Signal
£ Peak Extracted

200 +

50 : | &

250

ignal

200 : - ’ i

50
Echo 3

. J N | Nt
0 | 1 | 1 1 - — il
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 20 100

858 (ns)
@35%*?%&%%#%?%%@&&@**
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313 # L ¥ty

Ry R B AR R 0 T R TR L 0 B ek AL
BORR S DR A T AR P A ] LR LS G T s e
RESBFEA ST Z B 0 AN E(L) RS RSN  RE AN EF B4

b St 8~ (2442 2E4HAL 0 8k ~ (3)Trust Regionsw & 7% -

3131 A4 fE ~ k> N T w8 2 ik

AFE G AT P #r 4§82 (Gaussian decomposition)H A 4 F_#-w gk chpk A5 3743
L H B A R g B3 B 4o @] 3-6 ifrﬁ 4 1wk ;e T 2REHAL e S fioy BURLAS A R

BB ey ddce S o™ >y a2 A ¢ () s #E 3050 o b b s

7L
B ©°

yi= ) el + b @

113

1) T
=  waveform

fit

Echo 3

Echo 2

Echo 4 1
Echo 1

EX

)8

0 50 100 150 260 2I50
e R (ns)
B 3-6 &)~ f2 R b
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BAd FEIRNEERE AN PG NP LA fRE e s Sk
2 g ek RN Ed FE 2Ny a7 (Wagner etal., 2006) 0 # k32 4o 3-7
d PR REF SN - B RP o SET HGIERRZ S FIB G 0 R 2 15 i
ERESd REHRAT -

(a

2=
Rt

B GRPE  d 34 G PRk ST g B 4 F MR A g > ] 3-8

w\\-_
prilS

s B IR 4 S G S AR 05 ff A -

Laser

Receiver

Transmitted power P,
Power P,

Aperture D,

Scattering cross section ¢

B 3-7 § & B35 & B(Wagner et al., 2006)

€ Smooth Surface

Incident

Q Rough Surface
Radiation

3 Area Ag with
Reflectivity p

Bl 3-8 & = fx&fo X Bl(Wagner et al., 2006)

28



d g T LR E T 6 o N0 X@) 5§ RPN IERRSG %] 5 2 (4)
a8 I G (8 TSR B % R (F SR S "$ YL DG ) 5 3 (0) 5 F
EACH P 50 B L Aok F 5 B 0)5 FEHMEETH I B
PR fod I IL A ) 5 B V(7)) 5 B fs BT R = eng i 2 485 (radar equation) 5 54 (8) &

# 38 {8 eh® » 75+ 2 Bc(Backscatter cross-section coefficient) »

L ©)

4
S = @
a=&mf3£%¢& (5)

2 2

=5 = o ©)
P = 4:;323 o (radar equation) ()
o= En pAs=Tm ,ORZB,;Z (Backscatter cross-section) (8)
£ A D E SR A

R D ST E IS R R

Bt DB FATAR

Ss DATHAE R AR

P 3SR A

AR S A

p PR

Sy TR ERAR

Q DR SRl &

S Y T

D, P ETEE
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KEANED FESRN A O EE RS RN (heT o R R

t' = i—R o g mrange— T FIP) [R; — AR, Ry +AR] > ¥ iz B 2 4 34 (10)4cT - §
g

AR K Rp#> = A58 # mRip MR VR A 20tk = P 2 o endB A (convolution) 5 (11) 40T o

Bt o BT I i &)]}gi’&N'B“?"/ﬁ»EbﬁﬁM“ P e T o pt A R U fe o B

WELA fE A BN e g Ap b g TR o

D2 2R
RO = e (15, )7 ¥
DZ Ri+AR 1 2R
P..(t) = f —P <t ——>U(R)dR (10)
T 4T BE Jp,—ar R* ¢ vg)
(t) = br fR+ARP (t 2R> (R)dR
— — — o'.
Fri 4R.8tRLAR d vg)
r ’
~aerg Y
4 t
N DZ
PO = ) —LPiso/(®) a2
= i:Bt
t DR
NS PR R
. mpEs

A N (14) % % v $ct %8 (Backscatter cross-section)? w ik 45 75 ~ w ik it BB 258
d ;4 (13)#r4& - @ ¥ (Wagner et al., 2006) o ;% (13)22 ;% (12) 7 F g = A3t f & 2 &
FHUAERFDIE A N4 ¢ Ceq 5 — 1T F #ico #5382 {8 FFILF 35(15) - F)pt
ﬁ@ﬁﬁ‘?%%@‘?%%%‘ﬁﬁ#‘%ﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁ?uﬁﬁ%?%ﬁ?@ﬁ%
SRR A K o

BB CoqPF > Bep T2 L Ar o XIRERFE I RH S DR F 0 a b
a2 1§L AT E R R E T (F Sk K 1550nm 0 sk & E 7E 0.15m 0 gEdE 1-1.5m) -
tp Bk B d £ plm 17 %4 0.25 (Alexander et al., 2010; Briese et al., 2008) - #]p*
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AFETHIARRE  BRF- ¥ 2§ - Y A2 ER ARG BRNCy 0 £

TR AEN -3 ¥ N

DF o S 13
P = NsysNatm mso— W (13)
Am?
o= bi —— R*PW (14)
nsysnatmDr Ss
- Ao (C., = APt 15
o= Ccal R PW Ccal Usysnatszgss ( )

Feat(8)2 54 (15)

o = npRzﬁtz = C.qR*PW (16)
C.. = prpe | iep = 0.25 (Alexander et al.; 2010
cal = prp (4p 7 8p = 0.25 (Alexander et al., ) (17)

Neys - & SLi ik 73
Natm  + ~ % # ¥ ¥+
S IRl

s iR

Comr * 1T ¥

P Dok PRt
|/ & &
3.1.3.2 & 2 ok

F(18)F (19)4 ] 5 & 44 (48 2 3 § 04 4B 2+ JFd 2 Slem o KT R
kA Sl 3% Sl LB 4AcE 3-9-B) 3-10 i * 3 A b S BE TS T LB

PR e AR TR G B e HAL S R 2 S IR S D S -6 ATV E o
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y = axg_(%)

(18)
x P (nanosec)
y R EL(volt)
U XEhi A
a : ¥=tg(amplitude)
o * & % (echo width)
K /K K—1 _ £ K

x P (nanosec)

y BT EL(volt)

a : ¥=tg(amplitude)

Kk * % R %-%(scale parameter)
A A5 %k % die(shape parameter)

! : — A=1,k=05
0s | e —AThiths
. t: gggzég— A=1lk=5
0.8 F u=-2,6"=05 ——

0.7 f
0.6 |
0.5 f
04
03
0.2
0.1
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Return Signal

30

25

20

o raw data
— symmetric function
— asymmetric function

>
* &
L
-

0

*
E A
A
Rt *
4 A s “ &

G DD 0SS AN W 4 4

50

100 150

200 250

Time [ns]

W 3-10 $H4L2 4 H LS dcz £ 8

3.1.3.3 Trust Region algorithm

Fla#e Sl R fR g R R R iw Sy

>

o A FA % 1 * Trust-Region;z * F

fRtap s ehA TS B A2 2 BRI A RBLASFREY T4 E 0 LR

Y- % F A E RN ER 2R 8k AN T F - = ehdfp (SR E @

f(w) 4 -] (Lin et al., 2008)

qi(s) = Vf(WK) s+

WK & = i
V A R
gy := = > 4%

S Ak

2

o

: sTV2 f(w")s
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3.14 H R &7

AR E AT AR A 172 2§ T 2 Bap ko A %] 5 SSE - RMSE# - R-squared

(R?) o SSEeiji & 4 2% £ ehT = & RMSET%SSE",!F SR TS 5 B L

] e iT

A
H

% f 4 - R-squared (R®) R L ¥es @ iRl 4 endp k- £ R4 &
|

HEGRITL AL S % g4 2T R Y E2 BRI KLY 7 A

SR £ hS % 0 238 Sdicde N (21) 3 (23) -

n
SSE(# 4 ¢hT = 4r) = Z(yi _ ) o

i=1

SSE (. —9.)2
RMSE(35> {33 4) = \/ i \/21—1(% Vi) 22)
n n
R2 = 1 SSE

e = ¥:)2 (23)

34



3.2 ¥ AN

i

PopSAER Y Rk E ke 2 MRS
& ST E N A SN e S
A u] G S

PEW BARL AT IR W
1 e Bl A y
H2SVMA & > B fS iR (T RITF &

3-11 -

y A

///%ﬁﬁﬁéﬁ./¢7/
|l

b= VAL Y
CEE LW R
|

A E R 0 AR R A B

:
XFXmEHTH

|
//ﬁ% H,{V’ ﬁm%

v

[ A% Atk 2R

ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁﬁ

y 5B B
S wren

& B0 //
Bl 3-11 % $ & & 42 R
321 AEREKEE

A G AR Y SR R p At RET A AN

7 # % (echo width) ~ 3= t§
(amplitude) ~ # = §¢ 54 5~ #c(backscatter cross-section coefficient) ~ % 42 (Z2) ~ & #% £ (d2)
i #c(echo number) ~ 5 £ w L 7§ 4~ v (echoratio) - % BHEAcHEEBR N k2 5> €5
DN EA S RERSATREBE o RN
#& g (amplitude) 22 ;& % (echo width) B 5_

=

F‘E gr’ 3

d ok g

pe 5 ’TB"%EJ ° t"‘i"l",fq
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Frl(l4) % A L FBFRE R G 0 £ RE B ARBAT L B NE By
¥ $7 8+ % Bic(backscatter cross-section coefficient) o

dZ5 - B &y ek dddo B35>8 5 - BRTFRG R HFY " HF
FBZ FARR S WA 2 £ BE(B 3-12) o d A ATRROER R A F A kA £
STl R AR R E Ak Ade R K chle 2 UE R cnE e A5G 4k B
£ E > 4o 3-13 -

echo numberp| § 8.2 chw L %% ¥ RN P T Bw AR SRR B Hhh oo
& w i@ &t (echo ratio)ER(%) & - B8 5 £ w vt Fengde il @, B4
P REF RS R R G AR D3Y(24) 0T o ngg s F - P TR 0 Nigermediate #

SEw Y R - 0 RS REE o g s B (8 B R0 Ngnge » H - w i (Hofle et al.,

2008) -
78 B
® { )
o dz
e . Py
ER(%) = (nﬁrst + nintermediate)/ (nlast + nsingle) -100 (24)
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322 A

AR ALK E > - AW EHERLS o - LA EN e E2HB(SVYM) - &g
- A EE VR T AL(D ¢ el R e T A e A )iE 2 A S 0 AN A
B W) iRl iR TR T ARR

MRS AR A AT S A MRF S RS R R FRE ER A
e SR SYMRBI B L@ % 3SR SR8 A B B Y LA 1 eh- fEs R
BY 22 A2 BB I ¥ FY & LE &+ BR % ~ Hyper-plane? & 4 % [ 0

B % w] o

3.2.2.1 “¢ 1% &+ 4 ¥ (Random Forests)

T AR A 82 A B AR RS MR A A B L A SR LR E R
FRITY - e g HEE G e H Y ERRS Sl Rk A FE R
P

FREBE S & EL(B) 3-14) -

B 3-14 ;- % A~ 5 (Tan et al., 2006)
A I RS R 2 W BT FRR K ER I A

SR R B A T RS AR A BB IR Y R FHOF - A F
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FE AP TE 2 RH B AR RS R o - RS 1 B
TR A S §REAF Ao & LRl e S o EE L AE G 0 R DA T

M H W AREEEE R A RANFE 2T U AN A B E T g TER Y

I_m
3
=
N
[N
=
3
paz]
T
NI
Ry
R
hi
t»—
%
‘.3;
5
-}i
T
f*
A
AN
(N
i
o
@“
il
H\
paz]
T€
Ry

BOARIL B EEEEY L g T TR A B PR R E N
FURETEFFHAES rﬂ AL A B AT O A RKHETY T4 S B g FA
Laffe 2 g 175310

AR BR LR AR R A 2 BB L 5 B R
%% # d Breiman (2001)= 74 41 > ot 2 5 2 2 BB LW B A S E AT R T &
FEHR LS AR S22 H ekt 2 T B AR 6L - T

iR

o

Training set

Bootstrap
T samples

| Sample 1 || Sample 2 |‘ SampIeT ‘

—

- ok
InBag 1| |O0B 1| (|nBag 2||[OCB 2| .» ||nBag T||COB T Training

Building T
CART trees

ﬁest set
N-n samples
m features

< Decision: The most popular class > !

B 3-15 sf 4 k4 479 2ot L B(Guo et al., 2011)
RS G R I B ) BT MRS ek h R BRI E R e B B rE 2 e
g e B R F IR I ot AL o LB 5 B 3-15:

(D)E-22" /% F ik > & 8 S mfd o
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(2 emi gy » ity FATRF & T<m e
(3)i& * bootstrapd t » "R F KL £ 4F 4 $:3) = InBag °
(4)$15% — B InBag » ML E A M B A S IS L S S AR B 3B A
B fsiE T L (vote) s EH DB E e & o
YR & s B M2 FREFBT 222 & o
e B0 R DRSBTS E PR B E A TR A H e

Al PR Ak P BEFAE T T Bt ok RABACBES D A3t

STERE T AP g~ REA TR S e T B JUB LT £ AT AR
F NS A L HE BT bR BEE B ER B S B FR- B KA
A FE R RA AT B A B e

A Rl s d T B (DA KR - (i~ F BAK AT o
i ficlic® o fbootstrapd e 2 P 5 ;27 A4 ® ek & 2 out-0f-bag(OOB) » 7 1
Ok A RS (O0B-error) o

Wb AT R R ST T LR T A 2 e i s S 2 L SN (25) 40T

o .
by 2002 =

p AR T oM ARR

S %71’7]%1’4\&‘?/2'”’% tx‘?nb

3.2.2.1 Support Vector Machine (SVM) 4 g

Support Vector Machine (SVM) (Vapmik (1995),Burges (1998)) % fxif ip| er4p 38 # 5 4
BAIY BB HA DA o AR B Y I 0 ¢ A o Y FATY - A
LBFERAE Y ok S TUAIER AR PTR .

ozl R o L - FAFEIFY OE o FEa bz z B P

— Hyper-plane » ¥ ¥ % ¥ ¢t Hyper-plane ¥ 1 #3307 & 5 F(HdoF A~ FH i
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B) o @ B3 E e AmF =2 Hyper-plane e @] » @ ¥ 2B F 4l 3ot
Hyper-planesr s — i) » LB 3-16 o @ % 7 7 MEEZABF /Al A 55d k> #rud Bae
B e Fr (Margin) g < g4~ 3
- BV AL B S B DN e (26)2 (27) 0 B RJEZEERM AT AL RS
femz ot v FRFHEERE P FTREI{FRARDTE SRR A e
>3 %k () 3-17) 0 2 2 2 4eN(28)% (29) o @ il ¥ e S B DE - BAFRT AR A K
Fehdfe 9T P g B S BORP 0 TR - BRG G E D LTSk

(kernel function) -

[ ]
W
/ A .
yd N\ H
b N .
g LN @
V [w] .

Origin ™~

\ G \ )
N 7
o %/i;argnl

B 3-16 SVM &R 271 & Bl (22~ 2)

f X = §(x)

4
f(x)

f (o) f(x)

f (0) f(x)

£ (0) f(x)

Bl 3-17 & gk o LR
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A B

2
w
rl|| 2|| (26)
yiw-x;+b)=1 i=12..N 27)

AR R TR O(x) ¢

yw-®d(x;)+b)=21 i=12..N (29)

AR R F = B Fikernel &7 A3 % hth ¢ (1) Polynomial Kernel -~ (2) a
universal kernel function based on the Pearson VII function (PUK Kernel) -~ (3) Radial Basis
Function (RBF) Kernel - % — & Polynomial Kernel = = B & #H 3 B\ 58> 7 % =
BPUK Kernel#_~ il * énfidndfes H B 5 % 253 444 (Robustness) » £ § {%4F s/ i
e 4 0 P H AR H PSRBT 3 LA F L E o Fpt A kA - en
538 3 b S ¥ RBF s #ic(U stiin et al., 2006) © 5= Bfidndics P df o o f A i *

= AE * BSVMA ¥ s ok v et g (Pal, 2009) -
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SRS AFERABA TS S LR RS LFRTEL B RS T

=
e

Kappaié +  RMSE#qh o = & SEih#is ¢ & 47 hE & 12355 53+ W] - RMSE#S 11

WARAGA2ZHRIERG Y 58 (22) o P AR B4 > 2N 4T

, I FEIR R AR B
Bk =— (30)
ﬁ,'f_,;? /P'J I3 ﬁ'i
4 23R 0 B B
PRE I i (31
KT e

Kappaig 2. = 38407

Kappa = RAWERR - B RRR NV X = Y K X X ) -
1% Bre ik N2 =i (X X X40)
N:%g &

N:# +% B #ic

JRCEE LI TR T
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AP EFRER L 2010 # 8% 2 p 5 d Leica ALS60 g6 ST B 19 24k LASL.S
B G B Ao SR (Y L LR) 0 F 5 BHE e 82 F 4085611 & FAL
% — wk 3568012 & -~ % - wik 488833 & - % = vk 28265 F - Fw w ik 501 & o T

B 4-1 2R He o RIE_AFT 7 97 % PR % 2 (7T0M*50m) » + 7+ 5 H &

"

-

FEZ e LB ARS T R Bhd S+ A 8k fic(peak) 3 1981 B g -
PH - ik A e 0 F R F IR R FRAEENTEF A o FE
EPB G B o

ARE TR R E R R e T R B (DNE) 2 LASL3 4, » Bl 7 g
LT A A e B H S 2 J Sl R E ko e FIH Y L map s 5o B

FOEALE BTG F OB ) T A SRR R b A A
4.2 B %=

AT A X F T2 o e R ko dF R FET 2010 £ 8 7 4 p - d RIEGL
LMS-Q680i i s f » &£ 5 21553696 & FAL @ % - wk 15830714 £ -~ % - w ik
2134079 % ~ % = w4 399615 & ~ % w w ik 56772 &£ ~ % T w4 5268 £ ~ %~ w L 379
T 5w 27T £ 5% ~v il 11 5 o Hden TR 5 5 SDWESDC > k81 % 7
Range, X, Y, Z, amplitude, echo width, return number, Class ID% > e 4% 5 & 25 e 40 5
Ao FlPt AP HR AT P AR RBEFE LR T iR el B SRt A b
piTstden® o s folic s e 0 R e R Sl E R .

CR A ARF RSP ANMLS GEAF B A ERG o TR 42 25 2Rk EET R
BB+ 5 REE % (160m*100m)F: kBl > + T s R R CEERZ AL T B - Bl 4-3
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PLE BT = 2 R R P TR BB A S BTN A A A

X i IS R I A

-
.
.

e -

JEAR 229770 229840 2610830 2610780

peak# 1981
— B = 1906
EER(ENET DS 74
=B R 1

Bl 4-1p%- 28043 e & &4
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BEAE 169650 169810 2544620 2544520

B 4-2 % - B2 E e & 4L
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4.3 B%=

AR T P BleA R B R R F A 5 2 0 H AR E o 44 22010 £ 8

" 4 p > d RIEGL LMS-Q680i & st#7a f » & & 5 71667219 £ L : % - w i 49948499

~% - wk 13835419 &~ % = w ik 5362194 1~ % wow ik 1853375 ¥ - % T w i 522313

e

~ % 5wk 145419 & - H 2e s 3 LASL3 12 5% el A ik 446 £ #k -Range, X, Y,

1
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TR 44 kR ARE v IF B R Sk Al 0 L 5 Rl T (60m*40m) B

FB T ARERL IR GRS TR B 45 RS RIEZ 2 ST e AN TR

AL T BTN A L B 2 ARBE C THE ER (A LA 2 L7
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,4&’ —EE% 4250
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wiEE % 52
ZEEE 2
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PEAEAF B RAOTREI R L BRIH R HRN FH AL BT DL
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Kb o & 7 endESd S @ R T 2 ShTOR ARG = F 0 TS B KRG R Y R T D
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R e = B % = B %=
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ARG hd R A YA B2 BEA - B BIANE - 818 LARBEEHT R
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PR ST ST IR N

5.1 RATHIR

B3 BRSO o SRRE I ERE @ R R
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S4B o P HOREAET P PRI BRI T o BALR L REL S S T2 B Py
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Tode 3 fe &) SRR S (Q)H-m G BT R e ) 0 i KR LA 8 4T e e
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MU ZIF G AR PR ER R A S BRI B s LS LSS A ] o blde
Bl 5-1> =15 5] 0.8(80/100) » & % 8ns» A ik 4 FEAE 2.5 2 L T v je2n < o] 1o @] 5-2

BB A TR T LB AR 58 BAE T AR N B dRTE o
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Qi F*] c A5 4-8-16~32(ns)» 4nsi Pt e 4 2ok Ak ad ek S3K o
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512 #3 = % & 783136

2 515 AT % A chilkiE s A c BHE =L Tk £ 524
#-F 5 lent B4 28 G aped > iSRS E B o ¢ noise deviationi 1~ & % 4ns ~
Prrgt p L pF > o yed 5 1101 BA R o A mﬁk,{g R N E L
FAT )] AA0ANSEE  RE A A RNk o AR E S M G pEAES 0.66 2T 0 AL A A
G B AELZE 0662 T R PR FED K o

dR BT RS A BRRIGALA (- A - ]) B AIRATE AT L TP
o HAyEd niE § g 0 LERIRT AL EE AW 8 iR R AR e §
Rl PR iE 0 8 SR ARG g - 0 3 4 S BEVARR] § s AT TR 53
B 5-4 -~ B 5-5 %Ik

AR B % AR - ARGRIT P o ki K S PR T D noise deviation =1 A R
=AnspE > 3 ot el Ll T R AR 95 1516 T A2 Bk G iEsnl L
60~100 2 A - @] 5-6 & 7 [ ik F 22 noise deviations 4p 8252 B AW > ¥ LRI
%] e0PF i (4ns) > noise deviationd A 74 RN E (s o AT A E A R
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o Bl fgE A R 2 AFEd AP (H i el B2 )
R b
i 08 06 04
Toise deviation=1 | 4ns 1100 1247 1.359 1.506 |
8ns  1.018 1.160 1.270 1.387
16ns 0932 1.109 1.216 1.317
32ns  0.716 0.828 1.087 1.171
noise deviation=2  4ns 1305 1442 1578 1.694
8ns  1.060 1.202 1.316 1.437
16ns  0.946 1.114 1.226 1.329
32ns - -0.721 0.800 1.063 1.141
noise deviafion=3 ~ 4ns  1.561°1.704 +1.817 1.951
8ns 1.119 1.264 1.380 1.505
16ns 0979 1.136 1.246 1.350
32ns © 0775 0.884 1101 °1.172
% 52 fHE > &2 A R4 &) (H = FERE(m))
’ L cac B/ SLL
noise deviation=1 | 4ns  0.66 075 082 0.90 |
8ns 122 139 152 166
16ns 224 2.66 292 3.16
32ns | 344 397 522 562
foise deviation=2 41 078 0.87 095 1.02
8ns 127 144 158 1.72
16ns 227 267 294 3.19
32ns 346 3.84 510 548
noise deviation=3 41 094 102 109 117
8ns 134 152 166 181
16ns 235 273 299 3.24
32ns 372 424 528 563
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Mean(X) | Std.(X) | Mean(Y) | Std.(Y) | Mean(Z) | Std.(Z)
Gaussian Model 0.0138 | 0.0116 | 0.0312 | 0.0244 | 0.3004 | 0.2338
Weibull Model 0.0175 | 0.0085 | 0.0396 - 0.0154 | .0.3805 | 0.1478
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o 54 R %H - HEFE %

Gaussian Weibull
Model Model
Raw data peaks 1923 1832
Increased peaks 137 87
SSE 255.0697 151.9003
RMSE (m) 0.9982 0.7703
R-Square 0.9879 0.9927
B 5-9 2 3 &rd#c § D3 BHRMSEAS # 2 2 [ » 1 'JF|: T F S fichs F R E
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3 55R % - 2 B P R TR

_Land cover Gaussian Model ~ Weibull Model
i ¢ High SSE 268.9334 181.2810
@4 % Vegetation RMSE (m) 1.0250 0.8415
470 R-Square 0.9866 0.9919
_ Low SSE 292.4216 182.9563
i E. Vegetation RMSE (m) 1.0688 0.8454
o R-Square 0.9877 0.9922
Ground SSE 58.6991 27.3605
RMSE (m) 0.4789 0.3269
R-Square 0.9933 0.9969
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5.3 AMd %

AFE R i wekadii 88 18 73 ¢ 4 5E gk ' o wekad - B U JAVAE T 5 A # rData
Miningx & > i& * —’ﬁ ¥ 12 op {7 B 2 4 i@ (Machine Learning Group at University of
Waikato, 2012) » @ A 473 #7i¢ * F|enf weka#cf8 § ¢ P & 2 - P N8 ke
SVMH- e it (79 %% o

M AR FES AR A B SVMAe S s & o S ARt Hm (D) B <
PHFT A E QW HIRT F S F Q)R RIFIORE S F e A Sl % =
SIBREFRHRS EH o

SVM %4 #f er3% & PIE W g5 H 4F s %8 (C) & = 48 4 I «Kernel (a: Polynomial
Kernel b:PUK Kernel  c:RBF Kernel)er= % > £ B2 B Sk 5 = F B 710 R o

d 2t 4 (2 5734 5-10) e (cd f212) P ar > @ F BES AR A BRI S R R
SVMiz &k erd# o mik gL 3 #7i¢ * caSVM = FaKernel s 57 o % S A~ 5 K end > ©
BAF B B PR G H T A P RERS Gk R ek S RS o M A Y
GRS H A e iE ETE o B FRS BB apkiR o T ORI e A fE R A % e Tk o

Rk > e & B 5-19 el 5-200 7 v PGS A S R §EFVRTE
GBI R 4§ A R e B LT PR
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PREZD BRIE  FHURIRFZOIEPHEIRL > DREFEFE AL L
P Lo AL ERFIEATTFHATRPRERY AN B0 P it A 1 S A
A2 R BKREMUBSBE R FTAES BHEGLEE AP ERA LRSS 54 2

BUEAES T EE - g ERAE D AoTEH o ¥ obL WA 511 g i et ? g

BRI RBFETE S BRFEFARA 2T AT B E RSV ARB R AP
A3 %0 MR FTH TR AN AP RATR

F 5-TR B MRS S (R IRgARE T T o0t S8)

VR AL ORRER

S RA A

& #ic 10 50 100 200 300

Training:450 1 £z (%) 80.31 81.12 81.25 81.40 81.32

Test:1800 Kappa & 0.7703  0.7797 ~ 0.7813| 0.7831 0.7820

RMSE(m) 0.2033  0.1964  0.1953 | 0.1948 0.1946

Training:900 1+ & (%) 81.59 82.67 82.94

Test:1800  Kappaia 0.7852  0.7979  0.8009

RMSE(m) 0.1968 0.1888  0.1878

SVM & %
Kernelzg 3]* a a a b c
A R Tk i 1 1000 2000 2000 2000

Training:900 1 £z 5 (%) 62.46 73.90 73.91 78.52 73.56

Test:1800 Kappa & 05620 0.6956  0.6956 | 0.7494 0.6915

RMSE(m) 0.3168 0.3101 0.3101 | 0.3086 0.3102

* a: Polynomial Kernel b:PUK Kernel c:RBF Kernel
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L 58RI RS R( T T R A T RTF)

PREAL SRR

TS s A

1 #ic 10 50 100 200 300
Training:450 & 723 (%)  80.46 8148 8156  81.63 81.69
Test:1800 Kappa & 0.7720  0.7840  0.7848  0.7857 0.7865

RMSE(m) 0.2032 01961 .0.1949 0.1944 | 0.1942
Training:900 1 7z & (%) 81.59 82.66 82.86
Test:1800 Kappa & 0.7852  0.7977  0.8000

RMSE(m) 0.1958  0.1886  0.1878

SVM% g

Kernel#g 3 a a a b c
A et dic 1 1000 2000 2000 2000
Training:900 i % 3 (%) - 60.87 7399 7403 | 78.44 73.52
Test:1800  Kappaid 05434~ 0.6966 0.697 | 0.7485 | 0.691

RMSE(m) 0.3181  0.3101  0.3101 | 0.3087 | 0.3101

* a: Polynomial Kernel b:PUK Kernel c¢:RBF Kernel
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# SORIHZMAESE(R*IRFA R T o ich i)

PRF AL RRER

S AR 5

& dic 10 50 100 200 300

Training:150 1+ 7z 5 (%) 62.47 62.83 63.17 63.60 63.70

Test:600 Kappa & 0.5308 0.5354 0.5396| 0.5450 | 0.5463

RMSE(m) 0.3219 0.3140 0.3115| 0.3105 | 0.3104

Training:300 1+ 7= 5 (%) 62.83 64.10 64.00 63.93 64.07

Test:600 Kappai& 05354 05513 0.5500° 0.5492 | 0.5508

RMSE(m) 0.3178 0.3078 ~ 0.3067 = 0.3065 | 0.3065

SVM %~ &g
Kernelzg 4| a a a b c
A5 e T i i 1000 2000 2000 2000

Training:300 1 7z 3(%) 57.60 59.20 53.97 61.93 59.47

Test:600 Kappa & 0.4700 ~ 04900 0.4246 | 05242 |0.4933

RMSE(m) 0.3551 0.3534 0.3564 | 0.3530 [0.3531

* a: Polynomial Kernel b:PUK Kernel c:RBF Kernel
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% 5-10 B H = M AR = E (1 * F o 475 S B A R * IR 1)

PRFAL HRER

S AR 5

Lok S 10 50 100 200 300

Training:150 1+ 7z 5 (%) 67.10 67.70 67.93 68.27 68.43

Test:600 Kappa i& 0.5888  0.5963  0.5992 0.6033 0.6054

RMSE(m) 0.3048 . 0.2960  0.2940 0.2932 0.2933

Training:300 1+ 7z 5 (%) 67.47 68.57 69.30 69.63 69.60

Test:600 Kappa f& 05933 06071 0.6162 0.6204 0.6200

RMSE(m) 0.3016 02930 0.2911 0.2897 0.2892

SVM % 3§
Kernelzg 4| a a a b c
A5 e T i 1 1000 2000 2000 2000

Training:300 1+ 7z 5 (%) 60.80 63.33 64.50 67.30 65.37

Test:600 Kappa & 0.5100 © ~0:5417  0.5563 0.5913 0.5671

RMSE(m) 0.3520 0.3483  0.3476 0.3480 0.3471

* a: Polynomial Kernel b:PUK Kernel c:RBF Kernel

70



Z 511 R % = A= %A L

ARERE MRl A2 25 REF T
5 BPAL 474 101 8 10 7
L, BA2 ] 161 298 76 32 33
5

=g 10 52 502 30 6
' N 8 40 13 399 140
s ¥ 21 48 13 103 415

71




83

82.5

82

TERESR(%)
®

81

80.5

80

0.805

0.8

0.795

0.79

Kappa

0.785

0.78

0.775

0.77

0.765

0.206

0.204

0.202

0.2

0.198

0.196

RMSE

0.194

0.192

0.19

0.188

0.186

XA 7y S IEHEER

A& 3 FHRMSE

7@* =

0 50 100 150 200 250 300

fap sty

% A& 57 fHKappafE

4;___.|_.....—-—-—---—-|l
J E— .
50 100 150 200 250 300

2y SRR

q\

\

\

—o—{F AR _450
—m— R A 28450

—o—{EFRIE_a50
—m—{E R EHE 28_ 450

\\.: ——— g o lEEaso

0 50 100 150 200

SYER

72

250

300

(R RS 2 a50



RMSE

83

82.5

82

IERESR(%)
2

81

80.5

80

0.805

08

0.795

0.79

0.785

Kappa

0.78

0.775

0.77

0.765

0.206

ARG 73 SR IE R

-

/

/

— e (EFHIEIE_900
——{EFHE EHE 23900

50 100 150 200 250 300
YRR

AR 7> iKappald

},/ﬁ

——{EFHRIE_900

——{EREEEEH 28 900

50 100 150 200 250 300
S IEERE

R A HI & 5T FARMSE

0.204

0.202

0.2

0.198

0.196

0.194

——{E R _900

——{E R R 28 900

0.192

0.19

0.188

0.186

50 100 150 200 250 300
SRR

B 5-19 il % = A £ %

73



70

69

68

=)
(=2}

IEREHR)

62

61

60

0.64

0.62

Kappa

0.325

0.32

0.315

0.31

0.305

RMSE

03

0.295

0.29

0.285

B EERER

74

| ’——-""___-_-_A
—i— EETFEE_150
7/_—‘ —— AR SR 150
1] 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
Pag L5
HE B HIE 77 ¥ KappafE
A/*,—‘— — =
—— {FH#EIE_150
. —i— et 28 150
‘/r—"‘*
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
Ay Ehiking
Fe B HIE 77 BHRMSE
‘\\
‘\‘\—A A
\ ——{F IR 150
\\ —— EAE R S 150
TR —k —aA
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
g by



e B & BIE R

—e— (i FAFEIE_300

—e—{EHEHBE S8 300

350

—a— {FEFHIEIE 300

—o— GEFIE EH 28 300

350

—e— {F FHFIE_300

—e— ERE A 23 300

70
69
o / / .
67
gGG
N
& 65
M 64 —— —
63
62
3
60
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
SR
FE B A& 57 FiKappald
0.64
0.62 ?—F O
0.6
o«
= 0.58
=
2 0.56
/——o— *— —0
0.54 (
0.52
0.5
4] 50 100 150 200 250 300
Pan iy
FE E HIE 5 FHRMSE
0325
032
0315 .\\
031
p \\F ° °
= 0305
-4
03 \\
0.295
0.29 % 4
0.285
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
SEEE

350

Bl 5-20 Bl % = & #p = %

75



Bl 5-21 - Bl 522 3" Gk s HEFAE R LD R o XPhE R F e i ik
B A(Z:84E ~ Adrty Wk 5 ~dZ:F 24 R &~ 0 # =48t S8~ ENow e~
ER:Z Ew il &) yhh s G iks dfEAey A7t * a i ehSide o AR

JRIFAR & B # A

\\\ﬁr

B % o L LR RIS p it A lco e s B AN

\\\Xr

e & > TG IR SR E T - RE R ARIR S F Y F e it S0
(AW A8y RS ER ke BRIRZF Y 0 P it fdko P

FIFGADE & P& K eng o

RFrEEEN REEEM

400 400
350 350

300 300 ¢
250 250 |
200 200
150 150
100 100
50 l 50 - I
o | — — 0
Z A W dZ EN ER c 4 W dz

B 5-21 % - S ik e s ACE &1

REEZENKE HREZENE

140 140
120 120
100 - 100

80 80 |
60 60

40 I I 40
20 | 20 |
o | || l J— o | . | . —

Z A W dZ EN ER c Z \W% dz EN ER

B 5-22 B % = "THS AR o sE i B

76



£6% BHmEH

6.1 %3

(1) By aiains AT ol £- BHELEL 32 Fn 2 AR%-§ 7

VLB ECE 05k 5 ehgh(137>87); @ F A F B ET 118 DR A Sl i

e

£ & % (RMSE=0.7703<0.9982) » # ¥ 1 % #5 % $ 55| ¢ R/ a b fdc o e L
Fle S S OGO FRERT DaBdRE Y R F TS LM G

B3 Aen g pe o B AU R SR Z i fRen 0T 0 3 R R RLEE

,—\1"

7 E oSS A RS & £ R E ] en(iOT e e R A §E F]) 0 T i
¥ Mra R A4 s - BRI 4 enfe o

2) 7 riggd AT AG R BERAGFTHEOAL o {ed BB X RIS Mo AT

B ERE 2 AR R ORHE (Y R R AR R L R ST R B A
MR F P A PEADLRE TIPS R 7 HBE AT T EE - H

1 ER A KD LT e Fl o AR AR EE T SRR R 2 A
PR T s AR TS B o
@B) e P A @ S > oM A EE S BT NEFT AR o - R D

RAFE OB R o A T F i RS R RIR RS & ki AR

=l
BT FEFERE 4% AR R FAESF B 05% 0 F)poRIRtE Sl L A e AsT 4

B Hoo B o AT B 8 TR chd B ATh Sl SRR A ST % 4 §Tes
FOFW HARP e B il E ks £ B ER Mo

(4) 1€ B ' % B o7 SEAB e HA 502 o B RSVME Kk endd » SRS Btk A 5102 Pl
FSVMIE B 01 4% (o R AE P A HRA A2 &R Bk (Fendte o § Tl 2 A R TR
BB PFE 0 3 E MR SR A BEASYME 2 € F 2 R Lo

RAE > 20 2 v AR % QIR A AR T B 6 BT A Ak
77



> ERSVME (0ps RS B R ek o p b S AR MR R T R RS
% 2

\\\?{Ir

i &%?@E&EWE£SVMé%%Qaiﬁ$&&§’%~&ﬁ?ﬁ

bE e BT S R HOT o M A S OB P g 100 2 18 H DA § 48T
T A G R R DR Ao A Pl Aot - ks R R L L oo
B AT PRS2 PRES R TR R 0 T AP T RAER HRA N
R RE

(6) HIEWH A 2§ ¢ PP RL LML FHT Y > Br IRIFZ O 2 iuit S ko
e R PRIRGAR DR > R RH Y Z BT AR 4%5 A 0 RE & S
EREL A S FEE o LTI vt Alico ¥ R R R OB EE S

ﬁg’ﬂﬁ?”%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁ?%ﬁﬁﬂﬂ{?ﬁ%&gukﬁmwﬁ%

(1) o * At (72 S B R AP > A R R AP £ R BT ¢ BT R P
FfEa %> FIP AART P RV ED A B R e > FUR B2k (B4t
A =0) > B bede b B BB B SR D AT S oA R B B0 Aot — kTR S
fow hehE Pl o

()i fiz F oS e 7 7 RS Pl LA Sl ¥R B BB U ok A) 0 FIELR
B R RfEE AL FACONE  ZRBMEF T RREAT 2B AE A UREL S
¥ -

@B) AP E A2 d gt > dek T UG B BRI ST S REE AT E B
FTrodth 38y {47 3 TR HRE FUJLT N is AR L hgd o ¥ 4

RAFERESA  F E T U El- £

PlE R > $7 DD EF s > blic7

AT R R AR R s R X

78



10.

24

Alexander, C., Tansey, K., Kaduk, J., Holland, D., Tate, N.J., 2010. Backscatter
coefficient as an attribute for the classification of full-waveform airborne laser scanning
data in urban areas. ISPRS Journal of Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing, 65(5):
423-432.

APSRS, 2009. Las specification version 1.3 — R10. Accessed July 1, 2012. Retrieved
from : http://www.asprs.org/a/society/committees/standards/asprs_las_spec_v13.pdf
Breiman, L., 2001. Random forests. Machine learning, 45(1): 5-32.

Briese, C. et al., 2008. Calibration of full-waveform airborne laser scanning data for
object classification, pp. 69500H.

Chauve, A., Durrieu, S., Bretar, F., Pierrot Deseilligny, M., Puech, W., 2007a.
Processing Full-Waveform Lidar Data to Extract Forest Parameters and Digital Terrain
Model: Validation in an Alpine Coniferous Forest.

Chauve, A. et al.; 2007b. Processing full-waveform-lidar data: modelling raw signals.
International Archives of ‘Photogrammetry, Remote Sensing and Spatial Information
Sciences 2007, Espoo, Finland .

Chehata, N., Guo, L., Mallet, C., 2009. Airborne lidar feature selection for urban
classification using random forests. IntArchPhRS, 38(3): 207-212.

Coops, N.C. et al., 2007. Estimating canopy structure of Douglas-fir forest stands from
discrete-return LIiDAR. Trees-Structure and Function, 21(3): 295-310.

Dempster, A.P., Laird, N.M., Rubin, D.B., 1977. Maximum likelihood from incomplete
data via the EM algorithm. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society. Series B
(Methodological): 1-38.

Doneus, M., Briese, C., Fera, M., Janner, M., 2008. Archaeological prospection of

forested areas using full-waveform airborne laser scanning. Journal of Archaeological
79



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Science, 35(4): 882-893.

Dubayah, R.O., Drake, J.B., 2000. Lidar remote sensing for forestry. Journal of Forestry,
98(6): 44-46.

Gislason, P.O., Benediktsson, J.A., Sveinsson, J.R., 2006. Random Forests for land cover
classification. Pattern Recognition Letters, 27(4): 294-300.

Green, P.J., 1995. Reversible jump Markov chain Monte Carlo computation and
Bayesian model determination. Biometrika, 82(4): 711-732.

Guo, L., Chehata, N., Mallet, C., Boukir, S., 2011. Relevance of airborne lidar and
multispectral image data for urban scene classification using Random Forests. ISPRS
Journal of Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing, 66(1): 56-66.

Hofle, B., Hollaus, M., 2010. Urban vegetation detection using high density
full-waveform airborne_lidar data-combination of object-based image and point cloud
analysis. International Archives of Photogrammetry, Remote Sensing and Spatial
Information Sciences, 38(7B): 281-286.

Hofle, B., Hollaus, M., Hagenauer, J., 2012. Urban vegetation detection using
radiometrically calibrated. small-footprint full-waveform airborne LiDAR data. ISPRS
Journal of Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing, 67: 134-147.

Hofle, B., Hollaus, M., Lehner, H., Pfeifer, N., Wagner, W., 2008. Area-based
parameterization of forest structure using full-waveform airborne laser scanning data, pp.
229-235.

Heinzel, J., Koch, B., 2011. Exploring full-waveform LiDAR parameters for tree species
classification. International Journal of Applied Earth Observation and Geoinformation,
13(1): 152-160.

Hofton, M.A., Minster, J.B., Blair, J.B., 2000. Decomposition of laser altimeter
waveforms. Geoscience and Remote Sensing, IEEE Transactions on, 38(4): 1989-1996.

80



20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

Hollaus, M., Hofle, B., 2010. Terrain roughness parameters from fullwaveform airborne
LiDAR data. International Archives of Photogrammetry, Remote Sensing and Spatial
Information Sciences, 38.

Huang, C., Davis, L., Townshend, J., 2002. An assessment of support vector machines
for land cover classification. International Journal of Remote Sensing, 23(4): 725-749.
Jutzi, B., Stilla, U., 2005. Measuring and processing the waveform of laser pulses.
Optical, 3: 194-203.

Jutzi, B., Stilla, U., 2006. Range determination with waveform recording laser systems
using a Wiener Filter. ISPRS Journal of Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing, 61(2):
95-107.

Laky, S., Zaletnyik, P., Toth, C., 2010. Land classification of wavelet-compressed
full-waveform 'LiDAR data. International Archives of the Photogrammetry Remote
Sensing and Spatial Information Sciences (ISSN: 1682-1750), 38: 3A.
Leica-Geosystems, 2012. Leica ALS60 Airborne Laser Scanner. Retrieved from :
http://www.leica-geosystems.com/en/Leica-ALS60-Airborne-Laser-Scanner_57629.htm
Leica-Geosystems, 2012. Leica ALS70 Airborne Laser Scanner. Retrieved from :
http://www.leica-geosystems.com/en/Leica-ALS70-Airborne-Laser-Scanner_94516.htm
Levenberg, K., 1944. A method for the solution of certain problems in least squares.
Quarterly of applied mathematics, 2: 164-168.

Lin, C.J., Weng, R.C., Keerthi, S.S., 2008. Trust region newton method for logistic
regression. The Journal of Machine Learning Research, 9: 627-650.

Machine Learning Group at University of Waikato, 2012. Weka 3: Data Mining
Software in Java. Retrieved from : http://www.cs.waikato.ac.nz/ml/weka/

Mallet, C., Bretar, F., 2009. Full-waveform topographic lidar: State-of-the-art. ISPRS

Journal of Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing, 64(1): 1-16.

81



31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Mallet, C., Bretar, F., Roux, M., Soergel, U., Heipke, C., 2011. Relevance assessment of
full-waveform lidar data for urban area classification. ISPRS Journal of Photogrammetry
and Remote Sensing.

Mallet, C., Bretar, F., Soergel, U., 2008. Analysis of full-waveform lidar data for
classification of urban areas. Photogrammetrie Fernerkundung Geoinformation, 5:
337-349.

Mallet, C. et al., 2009. A stochastic approach for modelling airborne lidar waveforms.
Laserscanning: 201-206.

Marquardt, D.W., 1963. ‘An algorithm for least-squares estimation of nonlinear
parameters. Journal ‘of the society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics, 11(2):
431-441.

Optech, 2012..-ALTM3100- The Next Level of performance. Retrieved from :
http://www.scribd.com/doc/16558192/Optech-ALTM-3100-specs04

Pal, M., 2005. Random forest classifier for remote sensing classification. International
Journal of Remote Sensing, 26(1): 217-222.

Pal, M., 2009. Kernel methods in remote sensing: a review. ISH Journal of Hydraulic
Engineering, 15(supl): 194-215.

Pal, M., Mather, P., 2005. Support vector machines for classification in remote sensing.
International Journal of Remote Sensing, 26(5): 1007-1011.

Reitberger, J., Krzystek, P., Stilla, U., 2007. Combined tree segmentation and stem
detection using full waveform lidar data. International Archives of Photogrammetry,
Remote Sensing and Spatial Information Sciences, 36: 332-337.

Reitberger, J., Krzystek, P., Stilla, U., 2008. Analysis of full waveform LIDAR data for
the classification of deciduous and coniferous trees. International Journal of Remote
Sensing, 29(5): 1407-1431.

82



41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

RIEGL, 2010. RiWorld User Manual, version02.07.2010. 54-55.

RIEGL, 2012. LMS-Q560. Retrieved from :

http://www.riegl.com/products/airborne-scanning/produktdetail/product/scanner/6/

RIEGL, 2012. LMS-Q680i. Retrieved from :

http://www.riegl.com/nc/products/airborne-scanning/produktdetail/product/scanner/23/

Roncat, A., Bergauer, G., Pfeifer, N., 2011. B-spline deconvolution for differential target

cross-section determination in full-waveform laser scanning data. ISPRS Journal of

Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing.

Tan, P.N., Steinbach, M., Kumar, V., 2006. Introduction to data mining. Pearson

Addison Wesley Boston.

Trimble, 2012. Trimble Harrier 56. Retrieved from :
http://www.trimble.com/geospatial/Harrier-56.aspx?dtiD=overview&

Ustiin, B., Melssen, W., Buydens, L., 2006. Facilitating the application of Support

Vector Regression by using a universal Pearson VII function based kernel.

Chemometrics and Intelligent Laboratory Systems, 81(1): 29-40.

Wagner, W., Ullrich, A., Ducic, V., Melzer, T., Studnicka, N., 2006. Gaussian

decomposition and calibration of a novel small-footprint full-waveform digitising

airborne laser scanner. ISPRS Journal of Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing, 60(2):

100-112.

83



