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Abstract

This paper focuses on the evaluation of a new model of radiation transfer in heterogeneous three dimensional medi-

a, based on the Monte Carlo ray tracing technique- This model is conceived as a virtual laboratory . where the targets can be

individually characterized, and where the interactions between the radiation field and these targets can be explicitly con-

trolled- The model can be used to generate reflectances as well as absorption profiles for arbitrarily complex three-dimensional

targets. such as an individual plant leaf or a complete forest canopy - The model performance is evaluated by comparing model

simulations with laboratory measurements obtained over an artificial target- Observations have been carried out by the Ad-

vanced Techniques unit of the Space Applications Institute in the European goniometer (EGO) facility- Comparisons with

laboratory measurements demonstrate the capability of our model to reproduce the actual observed reflectance factors of a fully

documented target, and even to characterize the performance of this laboratory -

Key words Monte Carlo, Ray tracing. Goniometer measurements, Radiative "transfer modeling

1 INTRODUCTION

The full exploitation and the proper evaluation of
existing and future space borne sensors require the de-
velopment of high performance tools and techniques to
extract reliable and accurate information from the da-
ta gathered by these platforms. In turn, the quantita-
tive interpretation of remote sensing data must be
based on a clear understanding of the radiative pro-
cesses which control the measurements., at the spatial
scales and resolutions sampled by the observing in-
strument - In the case of optical sensors observing land
surfaces, the radiation received by the instrument
may have interacted with one or more geophysical
media, namely the atmosphere, the vegetation
canopy when one is present, and the underlying sur-
face- The interpretation of these data is further com~-
plicated by the spatial heterogeneity of terrestrial sur-
faces and the variability of the atmosphere in time-
One-dimensional vertical models of radiation transfer
have been successfully, applied to the description of-the
broad patterns of light absorption and scattering in

reasonably layered geophysical media such as the at-

mosphere: soils and fully developed vegetation
canopies- However, in many situations. the hetero-
geneity of the scene is such that the proper interpreta-
tion of the measurements requires more advanced
models-

The Raytran model described in the following
section represents a new attempt to simulate the
transfer of radiation in complex three-dimensional
scenes- The Monte Carlo ray tracing technique and its
implementation in this model assumes that the appli-
cation falls within the domain of applicability of geo-
metric optics- This model is independent of scale;
provided the size of the simulated objects is much
larger than the wavelength of the radiation- The
scene of interest can be described completely indepen-
dently from the problem of radiation transfer, and the
physics of the interactions between the radiation and
the objects in the scene is described through the selec-
tion of appropriate physical mechanisms and the as-
signment of the corresponding optical properties of
the objects-

The. accuracy of ;this. model as well as the yalidity
of the assumptions can be evaluated by comparison

with comprehensive reflectance measurements, pro-
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vided exhaustive descriptions of the optical and struc-
tural properties of the target are also available- Un-
fortunately, such comprehensive data sets are rare,
principally due to the difficulty of measuring all of the
target "s optical and structural properties simultane-
ously- One way to avoid these difficulties is to evalu-
ate the model against an artificial target which can be
fully characterized in the laboratory- This paper de-

scribes such an approach -

2 DESCRIPTION OF THE MODEL

The target structural properties are represented
by a set of geometrial solid objects- The radiative
transfer is solved on a ray-by-ray basis using Monte
Carlo ray tracing techniques, generating rays in the
forward direction, i-e-, from the energy source to
the scene. In the present case; Monte Carlo proce~
dure are used to generate incident radiation, to define
the type of interaction when ray-object interactions
occurs and to compute the scattering angles- Basical~
ly, three main preliminary steps are necessary to set
up an experiment with this model- The first one con-
sists in creating the target and assigning an interaction
model to each object- The description of the scene is
therefore completely independent of computation of
the ray trajectories, which is a major advantage of
this approach. Energy sources from which the rays
are generated need next to be characterized. Finally .
one has to perform measurements by defining filters
to extract relevant information from ray paths- The
computation of the radiation transfer in the scene is
itself composed of 4 main steps: (1) Generation of
the rays; (2) Localization of the ray-object intersec-
tion; (3) Determination of the type of interaction and
the scattering direction: (4) Extraction of relevant
information from the ray paths- Steps 1 to 4 are exe-
cuted for all generated rays. while steps 2 and 3 are
repeated until rays are either absorbed or leave the
outer boundary of the modeled scene- The computed
ray paths include the exact position of each collision
point with the associated intercepted object identifica~
tion and type of interaction- It is therefore possible to
extract very easily any kind of statistics from these

trajectories; such as the mean free path distribution

or the vertical extinction profile in the canopy. Dif-
ferent measurements may be defined simultaneously -
Basically. two types of physical values or measure-
ments are extracted from the ray paths: the radiation
regime in the scene and the bidirectional reflectance
factor (BRF ). For comparisons with observations; it
is desirable to reproduce as faithfully as possible the
actual measurement conditions, such as the detector
aperture A, and field-of view $. We thus simulate the
front-ofdetector BRF ¢; of a typical instrument locat -
ed at a given distance R from the center of the target
as

TNy L R

gi( 0, %0, 0;, ‘l)i) = NA cos 0. (L)

where Nfi refers to the number of rays hitting the

detector of area A, located in R, Q;, ‘ﬁi with a cen-
tral direction included in the cone defined by the de-
tector field-of -view - A detail description of this model

can be found elsewherel'].

3 COMPARISONS WITH GONIOMETER
MEASUREMENTS

The “verification” of a numerical model (the es-
tablishment of its truth). or the “validation” of a
natural system (its legitimacy ) is extremely difficult .

1. The adequacy of a

if not impossible to achieve
model to represent specific conditions can however be
confirmed by comparisons with laboratory tests-
These direct comparisons simply demonstrate that a
model matches observations over a particular range of
conditions under consideration- Further, the observa~
tions require the precise knowledge of the position,
size and shape of each element of the scene as well as
their optical properties; simultaneously with the va-
lues of the bidirectional reflectance of the scene and
the lighting conditions- Since natural target exhibits
extremely complex structure that may be difficult to
measure and to represent. comparisons have been
done with observations of a man-made target -
Bidirectional reflectance factor measurements for
an artificial target have been acquired in the laborato-

ry to evaluate the performance of the model- These
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observations have been carried out by the Advanced
Techniques unit of the Space Applications Institute in
the new goniometer facility - The European Goniome-
ter laboratory (EGO) is a double T angle iron struc-
ture composed of a platform that is to receive the
sample target and two rotating arcs, a quarter circle
for the light source and a semi~circle for a detector’].
The system allows the independent positioning of the
light source and the detector anywhere on a 2 m ra-

dius hemisphere around the target and thereby mea-

surement of bidirectional reflectances (Fig-1)-

Fig-1 Perspective view of the European Goniometer facility

The specifications of the artificial target must be
carefully thought out if the latter is to be used to
evaluate the model- As previously explained. the
structural properties of a natural scene would be diffi-
cult to characterize- Therefore, for the purpose of
this evaluation, we worked on simple artificial sur-
faces, whose geometrical and optical properties can be
characterized a priori in the laboratory and repre-
sented explicitly within the Raytran simulations-
Specifically, the choice of the target has been moti-
vated by the following requirements: (1) the target
should be easy to manufacture; (2) the geometry of
the rough surface should be relatively easy to charac-
terize and simple to represent in Raytran; (3) the
bidirectional reflectance anisotropy of the target must

be clearly observed; and finally (4) the optical pro-

perties of the material should be known or indepen-
dently measurable- The target has accordingly been
designed as a 25 X 25 em side matrix or lattice of
cubes over a plane surface made of duralumin- To en-
sure uniformity of properties, the rows of cubes have
actually been carved out of a thick plate (Fig-2). All
vertical and horizontal exposed faces have been sand-
ed - The shape factor, i-e-, the ratio between the
sides S, of the cubes and the distance d. between the
cubes have been chosen to enhance the target struc-
tural effects and are such that (S, =(5/3)d,) with

4,~2 mm and S.~3.3 mm-

. .
i il rEan
Py i H Tt M
et : T
T 1] T A
[ I 1= ~LimL
Pt b PN
LFLAG . =TT
n Lam L W L
nE A .
A u = Wl LT
- v ]
-+ H ey I
- 1 i ETad
LI IFLINL mad
A e =anw Br
Ve ) i TR
Lo i
T = ardl
LH T o Lmd
Ll A3-0rE 0 1
AEFF mdAPAHEEP
L - e P
L ) m—in
RFIFFR mwa Ul PP
e I L
L] ] wem el
FFERRX S LN
PAPRAF Wl PaEEP
ra rra L~ e
PrARFE -l ]
PAPANF -y Fa A AR
i
PFEEFA ] =1 F B LPRE
PATFRLT (R ifrrri
rra PARFFRANE
AN RL PAFPPFINF
LA aAFFRFRRPAN
s K T T
Ca ey PPFPEFPEE
fennvERY NFFRFEIRA b
ey e
i pri b
n‘n' 1 AFFIFFNREL
s = vt
iR : I
BE AR et b bl
L a
i i A CiEE
s 113 sy
FREuE :, [Tl ST I
ll.“. e '] FF .
Pl a ) e MR ATRE T
LuL1mw L e R Lk
n W AWT
nan L AL 4 ]
. T
LA b e L
Ll P )
LA Tl
>
T >
LT I
1 vyl
I oy i
ki F i
btnd i Ha b
Fig- 2 Sanded duralumin target plate for comparison with

goniometer measurement ; Detail of the lattice of

2.5mm side cubes

The lighting source is a compact self-contained
HeNe laser emitting at 0. 6328 Mm. A beam ex-
pander provides a beam with a usable diameter of 48
mm - The detector is a simple silicon photo-diode with
an active area of 100 mm’. To control the field-of-
view of the detector. a 100 mm long tube with a di-
ameter of 90 mm is placed in front of it, ensuring a
field-of view of 28°. Illumination zenith angles are 3.
26 and 56° and every 15”7 with respect to the target
rows in azimuth- Observations have been performed
every 107 in zenith and 15° in azimuth- A Spectralon
panel lit with an illumination zenith angle of 3" was

used for the calibration of the data in order to evaluate
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the reflectance factor-

Modeling the bidirectional reflectance of the lat-
tice target first requires the characterization of the
bidirectional properties of the cube sides- For that
purpose, we prepared a third target consisting simply
of a flat panel of duralumin with the same finishing
process- The Torrance and Sparrow model'") has been
used to characterize the BRF of this plate- This model
has been specifically designed to simulate the re-
flectance of rough surfaces composed of randomly dis-
tributed mirror-like microfacets- The parameters of
the Torrance-Sparrow model have been retrieved by
inversion against the reflectance factor of the refer-
ence target -

The structural properties of the lattice target are
simulated with boxes laid out on a square base within
Raytran- The laser beam is simulated with a circular
energy source whose normal is oriented through the
center of the target- The emitted rays are parallel to
that normal- The origin of the rays are uniformly dis-
tributed in the energy source area- The scene is lit
with 200X 10° rays which insures an estimated error
of the simulated reflectance better than 0.5%. The
reflectance factor is computed with equation (1)
which accounts for the aperture and field-of view of
the detector-

Fig- 3 compares the modeled reflectance factors
to the observed ones; for an illumination azimuth an-
gle of 45° with respect to the target rows- Simula-
tions reproduce correctly the reflectance variations,
both in shape and intensity; due to the rows structure
of the lattice, although some quantitative differences
are noticeable- Two major sources of discrepancy have
to be explored; the inaccuracies of the representation
of the target optical and structural properties, and the
errors of measurement -

The Torrance and Sparrow model does not fit
exactly the observed reflectances of the reference pan-
el- Moreover; observations for an illumination zenith
angle of 56° show backscattering effects which may be
due to the hot spot or coherent backscattering[s] that
are not represented in the Torrance Sparrow model -
In addition, the regularity of the target macro struc-

ture (there are only five different normal directions)

makes the target reflectance anisotropy particularly
sensitive to the material directional properties- In
natural media; the angular dispersion of the scattering
elements is much wider so that the effects of their di-
rectional properties are averaged- Consequently, fur-
ther efforts are needed to improve the characterization
of the optical properties of this type of material sur-
face-

Among the other possible sources of differences
the problem of measurement inaccuracies must be
pointed out- First, the Spectralon reference panel is
not a perfect Lambertian surface, even for an illumi-
nation zenith angle of 3", The reflectance at a zenith
angle of observation of 56° is 1276 lower than at the
nadir- As a result; normalized measured reflectances
should be overestimated at large zenith angles of ob-
servations and underestimated at lower ones- Second;
the comparison of the left and right side of the re-
flectance factors with respect to the principal plane in
case of a row-aligned azimuthal illumination has re-
vealed a bias in the observations especially in the
specular direction for an illumination at 56°. Further
investigations are required to determine if this bias
may be due to a defect of the goniometer structure or
a slight misalignment of the detector- To the extent
that such a defect can be identified and quantified, it
will be possible to simulate it with Raytran and there-

fore to correct it-

4 CONCLUSION

In this paper; we presented a new radiative
transfer model based on the Monte Carlo ray tracing
techniques for elastic scattering process modeling in
scenes of arbitrary complexity- These techniques al-
low the description of a variety of three-dimensional
scenes with realistic optical properties; under
simulated natural or artificial illumination conditions-
Raytran allows the study of a number of radiative
transfer issues in relation with the remote sensing ob-
servation of terrestrial surfaces such as sensitivity
studies, target spectral signature analysis, sensor and
retrieval procedure evaluation, etc- Comparisons with

laboratory measurements have shown the capability of
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Fig- 3 Observations (left column) of the reflectance factors of the lattice target, and simulations (right
column) for three different illumination zenith angles . 3° (first row)> 26° (second row) and 56°
(third row ) - The values are plotted in cylindrical coordinates- The distances from the origin of the
horizontal axes represent the cosine of the zenith angle of observation- The lattice of cubes is illumi-

nated with an azimuth angle of 45° with respect to the rows
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Raytran to reproduce the actual observed reflectance
factors of a fully documented target taking into ac-
count as precisely as possible of the observation condi-

tions-
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