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FRMRAE A i o A= 25 2R G b e KRR, X 2%
fife SAREARAL | HEREA: AV DL S AR v Rk & e
HAREEZ L (Walker 55, 2022). K ERf b 4
DIERARA P R 25 284k, w] g dP Al FRpk A= 7= 07,
PR A R . AR SR Bt 58 5 S5 PR A B A <
e (Erb 5%, 2018). LG ARMAEY &I Ik
JE LT RE b VA A AR EE O IR RERT 3R )
e LA A s [B) 7 2 1 R E W i 0 AT (Barrett 45
2016; ZengZ5, 2023). 20 {22 70 A4 DA 12
LR, L H R 80 AEAR ] LA Landsat A1 SPOT Ay
3%, TR EEE LU S ) B
Po IS AR AR, B AR IR A A
A FEREIH (Lu, 2006; LuZy, 2016; Araza
4, 2022).
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2 SRS 110 S BT T R A AR A 4 A ) A 4R
T EE B (Barrett &, 2016; Lu %%,
20165 Xiao %, 2019). HH HAN AT FRE S 3 52 5T 4
PERO GG S0 T IR B R DL R M 2 58
fiE 715 P Al AR ) AR AR 2 A R A A5 8 2 8 T A7 3
K (David %, 2022). SR, J6 M E L 5
F B W RR R 2 Y KE 25 M RRAE, Bz 54
HEEMCHEHSEWER . AW RRKMNE
BRI, ZH A TR, EY
A B — e BUE R, AR el TR I B LA RO
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Py A 5 R 3550 i) 2 R R AR R A B B, =
FYORL T S B A A T A A ) R A A A A
HMEPEZZ , 3MELLR T AR AE Py 8 I 23 6 8 A DU
5K (Lu%$, 2016; Nguyen5, 2019). M6
TR BOHE B P AR EL AR AE (IR )
(I AE J1 (Dong I Chen, 2018; Coops %5, 2021),
AR TS BB AE S A 8, h
ARARTT I A i B AR BRI (223 0T 45, 2016;
oL £ 2018; Luﬂ:‘ﬂJiang, 2024) .

WOt B IR ARAEMOL N H 25772 (Guo
45, 20215 LuflJiang, 2024). F|FAEEOGE &
& GIeHm ., ML, PRE%) MARMAEY B
WA O BAS Ti E e . AR SCHISHOLH IR
ARAEFRARA Y A DB 58 BUIR R F g3k . B e
AN [A]F- 5 O TR IR B 7 2R B s A vh i I 5
PR, o HLAE AR | AR RSl RUBE 4% 1 YRR
A HW, BEHEOLE IR 5 e B IS
(ol . ik REVEBURES) TR R A
WERTER Wi, BB m A 4 a2 A D e A
TR AR S A JR a3, b A ) o Ay DA
RUAHHEE, B4 @B RIS, EAL B A
FER ) A2 (8] ]ROEE [ py T e e, I I ) AR A

A Wy 3 A AR TR A L B L AR SO R Gt
S n] S B A GBI 5T N B G T RO TR I8
FEARAE FRRA By 1Ak 0 ] P e A R & kR
A, RUACA [R5 HO6 T I8 HORE MOl T Y
N EE S
2 ANEPE GO T 8 AR 1 AR AR
Pyt A

WOLTR R EE T Wb I . BBl A4 . AL,
e zs CHLAN TR SRR G AR, O #RAR A )
fl R AL Z R R FBE (Guo %, 2021) . Mt A
Ba ROt IR F AR E M A m B,
HFRASHWME . W m g, {2k
TR RE AR . B K A B R, £
FRTFEMINBE (XuZf:, 2021), HLEBOGE A%
REAE AR IBURAR = 4254, 8 FH T AR RO R A=
YHEAGSE (LufilJiang, 2024). B EBOGTE ARG
BARAR B O AR 55 O AR AR AE W A (P
B £E . 2019; DuncansonZ®, 2020), {HLIEFRHL
SRR RSP OCEE A M 36 K B AR = 45 B e
R FE P AR ARAE W R A IR TR AL . R 1
fAT 2 M R85 T AN APE- B RO AR R AT

R1 AEFEHLETEHENFS
Table 1 Characteristics of LIDAR data from different platforms

Tk Fi Ao fiih b
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2.1 IEMEHEE S HENEAREYE-D
AT Ml O TR R B E S AR i Rk,
ARBR N W R, RO R S R

B A AR R S EOR > Bl T AR B B A
VR (Liang %5, 2018; Wang%%:, 2019a), JTHbH
WO TR I8 B 8 T B K S 85000 W 4 R R e 1)
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PRI, SR 5 R SR KO BT R A i
(Brede 55, 2022), WOLHE LAY RG4S (LBD
(Du g, 2023) KA S =ZIKZE (Huo F1 Zhang,
2019) WHFHRALEY EITE . RIEERT5

225, HL RO A EAE A . TR, 56
& (Xu%F, 2021; Fekry %5, 2022), F2H45T
AT b TG B TR B AR R B AR

R2AEMTEOL T KRR R R R AR
Table 2 Characteristics of close-ground LiDAR data and their application situations
R P i s CHESCHR
B A B RO
RS, R TR s o PR ARSI Liang % ,2018;
Ho S e bR P T AR5 5 R 1525 GRMSE) : 42 5%—15% Wane % 2021
s BT 10%—30% ; oA Wik 15%—45% e
R - N L7 BRIREAR S HELIL
57 A =1 9T P 3
FH e ;’Zﬁxﬂ\?k%?iﬁ%&%?%ig SRR T rRMSE : lfi 4% 10%—35% ; } 51 20%—45% ; Liang 45 20183
PR AR Wy B 20%—80%
F AT B BRAR AR SR () B2 L Liang %2024
B R NS [ TR R IR 22 (RMSE) :5.13 ¢m; tRMSE:22.01%
A TEAML A A
et AN RO R IL A7 SRR 2 A S B .
RMSE : 7% 3.76 cm; tRMSE : 2 15.23% Wang %2021
LR TKAZ I AR S ERE I
RMSE(rRMSE) : J{§4% 1.5—1.82 cm(4.84%— e
5.77%) 5 1.10—1.19 m(4.58%-3.76% ) ; Felay 55,2022
e #1710.023—0.049 m*(17.06%—19.07%)
N - AN " ‘I%J\ AIERIAEEE BTl AN
e p o C FUACIBRIE M B 03 BRI 65 i o B 5 B

2 #it

tRMSE : Ji7% 13.70%—14.82%; Qi%,2022
WG 2.18%—4.14% 5 5 i 9.24%—12.94%

k2 T SRR
WA FZ AN T AR S E L Li%E 20040

rRMSE: 1% 8.4% ; LK E B 17.4%

2.1.1 HEECERE

b PO 71 8 1 e i A R AR T S U
S (AN ECH S B B ATE SRR, i A
TR AR, A TR = GRS BR
W Hr (Wang 55, 2020) o H TR A JEE P800
7 B2 Ul R AME B A R R R, T
36 R 1) PR ] BEAR o AR 508 09 B30 o = v
Bl ek, BERE R T 2T 2 0 k= 1 i
HEFNPFH b BE o A3 O 1 40 K500 Tl 412 I 2R
AZHC CnfAs A ), A S AR KO R
FARRAE YR o 207 T U SR R A W R AR
i 9 B, RO SRl TAE i (Brede 55,
2022) ¢ SRS AR K 7 R A HUSsAROE P, A >
AR R D7 A Al R EUBOR I AR i T R 22

MBI A G S A KT = AR iR 22, %
JEX B 1 m AT AR A, G 0 N A R
o o A IR R o AR W A (E (Demol 25,
2022) ZITER P APIZE: (1) REER, HIRE

AR E B IE SR/ NSEITR (KRR, i
HARRR BT (2) MEMAE &
ZEFFEAY QSM (Quantitative Structure Model ) :  QSM
SR — TP 2 U 38 5 AR B ST R A A AR
Al TR AW 8450 (Hackenberg 55, 2015;
Du%§, 2019; Fan%§, 2020). SR, ZAREGE K
AN, HEAERMIAR TS
(Martin—Ducup &, 2021). [FiF, 283500 5E 4
AR DA AR A P4 45 R 3R B PR ), 5 B — 2D AR
RHERTTERBARE XiedFE, 2018). il
ST =R E R RS BB, R RS
B SEUNOCFR, AE L T BRI 0 B R A )
N5 K0, O R 0 T R T M AR AR 1 — T S
A RIT R A I 25 2R, JUH 2 B AR, rRMSE
AET 16% (Wang%:, 2021).

212 EHEXHMAFELE
DR SR A 3t R SO 3 i 0B R TS AR B £ A
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BASF AR 2, B g E 8 RO E R
W& (N AMFREOCEIA0) BEE L2
N o 3k B A AR A SR A 5 R v B A B AR AR
T E MU CIRME DI B B0 ) 5 GPS 5558 i &R
g5, BRAEN U R AR S IR B o R
(Fekry 5%, 2022). i FH#EAHOLEFERFGHR
W oRARREE, 8 AORS B AR T M OB, R
WS m B E, BAEAERS . HE SR,
SO JE S SRR I U RMR) KW R
B (Duanmu A1 Xing, 2020) . 7FEMT AL AH X i
BAARSH, Hl BE R 4 RO R 9 E
B 22 S5 X6 R A G T R A 12 BORS JBE 2 i 4 A%
(Cabo %%, 2018), W7EM T FEH#E & 2% M5 47 5%
w3 T R SO R R 4 O TR R
it 1) AR A Wy AR X 3 AR 25 (G(RMSE) U
2% 30% 247 (Liang %, 2018; Li%%, 2024a).
P, FEE 24 MOorROL T, 75 2 iE— 2B 09T s kG
B ARG RI DL K B AR S BRI

2.1.3 KT AHBERE

PRI T O IR B T A NS SR,
AR AT WF Y 22 0R AR T T AMLBHOE 5 k
OEHE a4 M o FE AR 17 B A N AR B T AR
M, MBI, 8 B LR B R
FEVRE, 1S RS 3 T b i 0 B0 R R BRI
T2 Ee )1 (Liang 55, 2024). SR, XAEM
F 7 2 T bR A 7 R EAR G I A b 7 AR
Mo ZRFHPERE A 2R ST TR 258 (GNSS)
FIMU #58 (BR %l (Wang %5, 2021), #KF A
BLECHE (4 JUARDRS B 1 A 38 21 M S OB 8 1 KT
Je 2T BT TC AL 32 B AR DA R 5 = B )L
fADHE BE 4 v ik
214 EHEFTANBOLE EBIBENRE

b T O B A B A R I Rk
RO B R =445 EE (Liang 55, 2018),
EAFTER T TR = SRR, BUE R & AR AN
(Wang %¥, 2019b; Jurjevic %%, 2020); Jo AML#
JCEIBRHE BRI, A BRI
O IR S W 1 I S W NG| 1B LTETRY
JCH TR, AR B R RS T B AR
B =BT AR, Rl B T3 TH R A
fEHIRERE (Terryn 45, 2022) ST FEEEEE R .

B Ysch oK, B G AE AR T 50—
P B AL AR SRR IS R (Jurjevie 55,
2020; Qi%E, 2022). Mbin, AEEILAPLBOGE I
LMl FE IO R I8 F R — ] B O TR A R s 3R
WS A AR AR (L AE B FKAEZ ) W . R
FRR S (R B, rRMSE 43 3] & 2 FE AKX T 9.01% .
5.28% F118.61% (Fekry 55, 2022).

EZFaBotHE BB G T ET, Sk
P v B U OR S B0 OGP IR . P C I It
FRA S WABr B, RITSe % 55 208 rpL S v (dn
PR SRR B B BRI A PRRE AR ) Al
R HE S E RS B e (kAR 245 )  (Zhang
4%, 2021a; Dai%¥, 2022; Zhao%s, 2023b). %
S U = SRR B A P B DR 3 1 A0 e 22
SRS, BT N o DR AR 4 e LA E
fiffy DT JE JC N AL RN b 38 06 B 8 Bl (Guan 5
2020), DRI ERA Jag P AR o L AR AR e 1Y
ABARUE B A A RO 1 T PR AP B R G o . AE
I AR, R LTS B2 T35 % 0.5 m LA
W (Liu%F, 2021b). (HAEE ST, RS
PR3 R B AN o ™ S I B R B . A
WF A 22 7E W BT B b G A e ik, JF
TEA R AR 3 S5 A R b rh $EA TS0 00E 45 B AHAL B9 K
JE (Dai%%, 2022; Chen%s, 2024a), HCHHET
BN AT HE Ho7e B A VC B, il s T i s
Oy JERRPEBURAE, DIHETH C AMLHOE TR 57 %
AR RS R AR FRAR T A5 A 520 (Chen 55,
2024a). Dai % (2022) AR THAREM:, WAE
e it 2 B Aty 30 Ao ol A A e 7 S 2% L
o I 7 A s B i T 3 O S T B
fEo AL, o APLEOE T I8 B A7 7 AT 4 1] A3
= ECHER ] E (Brede 5, 2019) . I b1 06 7R
INEE BA TS ) s s B FE AR B, Al LA
Fp R TR RS Aff 0 SF- 1 R AE R EGE TE LSO
ISR R ECHERR LS AT

JUAE T T 1 1T RN JC AL SO Bk B 1) T o
ALY s N e Air 2, (HiedH
b L AK€ S S SR IV NI & ) B DN 53
o3 S B T R AR Wy Al I A S e, R Rl
B O TR IR B TE S [R) bR 53 25 1 R BB R S50
IR DU B S B A B R S R S
BARBUMERE, DL Ze PR 2 1Y SRR — 4 R
PERE. HAT, 7Em R e, BIBS @ A7 5 A



BT B 45« T IOLTR IS B O ZR bR A 4y A 5 2039

mECHEFFAERR BBk i . SPs b, TCABLBOLH
IR AN R TR T 3 1O 448 TP el T Y
W Kz R R A ME— B9 o TR ALIENE S ST E
S G SR BORHEAT BB B HF BT Y
R BN T O =, TR R
JEE S50 A 5 TP A = R 9 Bk 2K (Calders 4%,
2020),

2.2 WEHNEFXHBEHMS (Hih) REZFKE
ME N

LR INRENS A Ll R B, R4t
MTE JZ B 3 T A S R R B A AR R, RAD T T

PO TR T8 BB B AT M TR > S5 R I R, R
1) J52 e A% bR 85 B AR AU 2 3L T B A B R R
MLEIO TRk ] 7 3 R X, B AR BUCR =
JCHGE A T 2 A M 4640 T AR o ROBE R AR A= 9
TEAEI . Lufl Jiang (2024) RZ5E T HTHLEEOE
TR EAE AT R E W AR I — M R,
s CRRe i AN AL 050 B T8 8000 1) AR ORI
TAb PR ) | AR B PEIBORI IR 6 . R R B
K VRN B R R . R AR RATE B AR,
MLEFOE TR IR W] 7 ks (RAWL) FiEss OfF
MWL) o 323 BEE T 3T LR O TR IS5 ko
(FEHb ) RUBEZRARAE D A I 73

®3 ETNHHEEEIHENKS (FH) REFKEMEMLN

Table 3 Forest biomass estimation at stand (plot) scale based on airborne LiDAR data

Ay v PLBR SHAR IO ESi3T N
oP E R A TR VR A A A i RP=0.58—0.83;
RMSE=26.95—33.13 t/ha;
rRMSE=21.21—26.00% e
A R0k R A kg o | PRI BRI ES b
oAt LU VR O R SRR OR ERIE 7T B e A M R=0.85,
AR AT B AR R A W o e s
A A 5 RMSE=24.82 t/ha, rRMSE=30.36%
SRR AL T RME R . RMSE=53.8 m*/ha;  Vastaranta %%,

rRMSE=28.6% 2012

SET RIS T 5 SR MO ET IR AL Ty i AT B FOU00 3 5 I 5 Aty 00 A 2
g SRE M S S 5 AT RUE BRI R R A 7 1 B ), A4

APy A AR )AL R 22

[ P4 3 h3th AR kAR B R*=0.70,
RMSE=41.7t/ha

TR A R7=0.94,
5 RMSE=8.36 t/ha
3‘:2‘

HR AR CER A A B RP=0.70,
RMSE=14.71 t/ha

TV AT [ AR AR i R7=0.49,
RMSE=38.77t/ha; TRMSE=23.47%

Longo 55,2016

Liu%%,2018

Nie %,2017

Jiang 5% ,2020a

ST 0 R R LA S B AT SE T 8 2SR (5 SR IR AL 1, 1T

I HARAER A AT A R DL ST AR, G R i

Tt A oy ik R B R AR I A 2

Oehmcke %,

PFE LR W)t R?=0.84, RMSE=41.1 t/ha 2024

221 TAWBEAEEHAK

13235 T T AMLE AR /NI 865 1815 A%
PR R, B A ML B ik 4 AR PR LA 0%
FARIBCEHE 1 = A, e 338 B /N RS sl
FE X (A B3 XE AR AR AKRIX ) (RoRS 40 A 4 1
Wi, Je ML I8 H 7R AT, CREM
A E R o = I BV B T il PO N B K e A
R R A AR E MR RS (EAH S,
2022). B, FTRLEAEAE A A s e i AR
W, W R SRR RTE, AL

Py AR, R LAY 5 2R bR 23 RS Y
M EY & (VastarantaZE, 2012; DuZE, 2023).

By AN S T LA T R m BOE )2
LAY CHM (Canopy height model) #{#& (Goldbergs
4%, 2018; LiuZ%F, 2021b). 3F &= Bk )7
%, WEEEE . BEEREIEAE B R
% (Li %, 2012; Williams 5, 2020; Yan &,
2020), FRHEFEER ZAESMER, EXHE R
TR A5 KB = (Aubry-Kientz %, 2019), >R %
T CHM B Hs (0 AR i 428 i 23 7K U 533k ] PRkt g 2% o
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BRA, HCHM RZ MR R mEFEE, 6t
Z VRN 36 45 M RN, A7 B S 2 DL R IR
WS B BT AErE (Goldbergs 5, 2018). T #HL
IO B IS BCE X DR B R T E S (g
), SERAG I A A Yok THREL (Xu %,
2021) . PR, B AR B Ak 5 Ty vk 2 23 kA )
AL AR B, S IR BN = %R FR1E
KA Ay AL AL (Bruggisser %, 2020; Sun
4%, 2022; Zhen%F, 2022)., Du%f (2023) T
WO ER TR 4R U e g 3 A e T O R A A Y
¥ LBI (Lidar biomass index), 7EFLAR & | f#
T 88%—95% W72 ; ML BB, H
rRMSE {8 FH 35 1B A Ay 00y 32 8 7 ] ) 45 A5
VA% T 2.07%—8.33%.
222 BENHIOLEIX

A EG T 55 90 LA BRI T AMLEOEFR A, B
A AN &S 2 O TR AR ER MR CITE
B OUVEKRZEILTR) S 7K ERZRE (I
Mol & ik A RRE ZE P22 . S . BB, JF 22 5F)
FIOE TR IR B R, SE iR AR A P A A
(Ene%:, 2016; KotivuoriZ#, 2018; Sterenczak %5,
2020) . HIRE S KT RN S =% B A I AL
WOLT IR, (HAKIR BE NS AR BURAR Y 3 2L 45 4 45
fiE, W, EEEESME. B TEAa%
FERAR, 38 H R FH 3 F 1 ALY 7 2 N CHM 2 s
T AE N A WA T Y 32 A A (Dong Fl1 Chen,
2018; WA 45, 2018), KT CHMAiTA: A A8 &
Xt RAT 5% AL SR A% 15 B AN BURE (Roussel 55,
2017), FFH CHMAUKC 2R m & . Fik, 48
BT R S AR, CHM 2875 75 4 B 3 e
ELR AT 3kt B0 Ml 25 35 e el )2 P AR I 2 A Al . — s
WM, T = FIEET CHM $2 A 28 %t 2%
MSE TR 2E AR (LudE, 2012),

S ORI A e T HBE AR &,
W E B AT IR A RN AR S AT AT
55 o a5 AR ) B T R 2 5 b T A
e, MELLAE S 4 M R A o 7 T T AR BURS
(AR B o 25 A B SOk R BN TP S |
faf ARGy (g B A ), R 0.71—0.94,
rRMSE 4 12.67%—14.50% (Liu %%, 2018; Wang
&, 2024a) 5 (HXT T HE A 0B B9 bRsr (R iHIR

N

AZ), RN 0.5—0.94, rRMSE 4 23.23%—29.54%

(Longo %%, 2016; Jiang &%, 2020a). AA TR
M H CHM Mg it A8 i, T i s 8 i
MR 22 2 Jr v s s MU s = 455 5, 42
AR AR IORE B (Oehmcke 55, 2024) o 4R,
ZI T R R 2, S BEIR 2
WA ZZ U, .

MLEHOE T T8 2000 1Y AR AR AR ) o Ak 0 3 7 PR
T DI, T RS B G Y AT R B X,
S 1 BB — DXl T AR A A BRI 50, DA X LA
ST AT RE R ARMRAE W AT AY s I, 2 X
R 1 RO T 3K BRI B0 ARSI Ay A v A 0 A5 A
ARG T (Sun s, 2024), B
SRHLZ O T 5 B8 78 AR ARy 12 A D rp HAT AR
e, H R 55 0 L R AR RS, HE DL SR X
WAL 2 AR R I . AT s R 4R A B AR AR
B, ME LSRR [ 3 52 1 SR RO, TG vk i
JE X BRAR B A8 A A W I 753K

23 EHHAFTEHEHSU(XKE) REFKE
WE G

2 O TR I RE A% $ (I 2R Rl Bt WL 5Bl
S H T DX 4 3k RUBE R A e 5 114 T S
Ui (P8 4%, 2019; Duncanson %, 2020). [
T 2003 4 A 14— HOLI 5 AR 1ICESat (Tce,
Cloud and Elevation Satellite) GLAS (Geosciences
Laser Altimeter System) , $2&{tk 2003 4F—2009 4F- [
4 BRE P (Duncanson 45, 2010; Lefsky, 2010) .
2018 4 & 4 ) ICESat-2 ATLAS (Advanced
Topographic Laser Altimeter System) . GEDI (The
Global Ecosystem Dynamics Investigation) DA f&
RS B AR MR T S S HK S LI A 1 JE TR )
ST AEROR AT RIRSGE, O oRIE F AR AR AR
P A AR AL TR A S T Bt (Narine 55, 2020
Dorado—Roda %, 2021; Liu%, 202la; Du %,
2024) . F£4BEE T B BHOCTE B AR AEY)
AR T
231 ET GLASHRMZRMEYERN

GLAS R JH 4 U RAf 2 40 %t bl 3% T E 4 7O
BERAE, Z G0 B 0 ik i e b T T2 B 24 70 m i [
JESCEE, 25 NAHATEBRERIEE 170 m, 454 Z [A] AL
A R SRIEAHE 2.5—15 km A%, BEASEH
BRI TR RO R BYE (Wang 55, 2011),
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XXk S A BERRRE (4 R R A 4 A
KVET HEZVEH (Duncanson %5, 2010; Lefsky,
2010) . I H GLAS Bl Al i+ AR A= W 1) 20
T8 38 Ao B R IR U T 48 Aot LR VR A T A= 4
BTN AL & (Zhang 55, 2014), X ELAR G A L)y
Jpe (1) WREmEmEAR, k., FE. BEmM
TR EIZEE (Lefsky %, 2005), H{HAER
B (Drake 55, 2003); (2) BIEIEASFHE,
BIESEH . A ERIAS TSR (Keller, 2007) ;
(3) RERAMIEL (Xi%, 2016); (4) )25 4t
AR MR 2 O S 5 o 5
(Ahmed %5, 2013); (5) GLA14 7= &, g (1 g

JE L OEE . SEE AL (SundE, 2008) 4. LA
O SCHR A IE, GLAS FH T ARARA= Py A5 U ) RMSE
294 52.20—58.30 t/ha, AHEMER K (Lefsky %,
2005; Zhang%, 2014; Nelson %, 2017; Zhang
%, 2021b) . TR S —FP TN GLAS I %
PERUE BRI, R AV S5 R AR X S0k
AL, PTLAM AR s i ek il (B —4>
RFEWT, 5 MMUFIRZHIE) . RN 2
BHOTR (AR, MR sl WtmIpl)
TIRG) T2 19 = 30T i 2 B0 (Lefsky 55, 2005
Chi%, 2015).

x4 EBERFATEHENSEN(RE) REFHREDEGN

Table 4 Forest biomass estimation at landscape (regional) scale based on spaceborne LiDAR data

A E/E AR AR IR

I KB SRR

T GLAS & JES B, Bl 4t ol

UE R A A

T GLAS PIE = JE S48, FI 32

ICESat-1 GLAS: ¥4 4> BR 3 5 |
FCBEREE K, 32 I 5 0 = E

S LA A AR

BT GLAS I mE S8 iR I
SRR T, P AL AR MR FL AR A

HF GLAS JEIE & B S50, B I X

gl

B PG AT AR AR RMSE=58.30t/ha;
] KRB AR A W i
RMSE=9.38—43.81 t/ha

Lefsky 4 2005,
Chi%,2015

B AR AR A et
RMSE=58.29 t/ha

Hh B P R AR A e
RMSE=52.20 t/ha

5K [ KB YRR AR
RMSE=39.58—65.10 t/ha

Zhang% ,2014

Zhang% ,2021b

Nelson %,2017

ICESat-2 ATLAS ;25 [A] /3 HE 3 5
o0 R T A 5 {EL M D 3R U

R TR
W BRI

5 [ i % 3 N TP B VG R 28 N Tk
LE W RMSE=24.91—35.85 t/ha;
RMSE=7.76—17.71 t/ha

FIH ATLOS = B Ge A8 1, Fil 2R

Narin 4% ,2020;
Guerra—Hernandez 25,2022

FLF GEDI L2A AH X & 4, Il

GEDI: i RAE N iR, BB F B gy
ARMINE ; BEUE T T 2 5 WP
FESERINE , AL ERE IR 22

FHA 0 /s e AT R

PYBEA N TAK RMSE=14.13—32.16 t/ha;
rRMSE=38.17-84.74%

oSz INEF TN
RMSE=8.17—121.15 t/ha

FeF R GEDL AT &5 E A5 b5, Fl

Dorado—Roda %5,2021

Duncanson 55,2020

3£ F GEDI 12B #y 7& J2 7 3 Al
ATLOS 58 )22 1 B , 1) FH H B A [m]

U A 1

ATLAS F1 GEDIH A 85 sy 38 17
A, A BRI E R E
— BB

K5T GEDIHIATLAS (& 575 4t
I X RO R

AR X
RMSE=38.64 t/ha

JE T AL GEDI FT ATLAS 15 i 728
b, R /N e A A AR

Chen 55,2022

S E AR e A
GEDI: rRMSE=26.77—34.87%;
ATLAS: rRMSE=27.02—29.22%

Duncanson % ,2020

T T
ATLAS: RMSE=31.25 t/ha
GEDI:; RMSE=39.26 t/ha

i i 5 ,2024

R GLAS ZEAT M AR AR A ) i ST R R TR
AR, ARG LR R, 1) GLAS #dE
JBERKR (HRKRAT0m), WIES ZHIE %0,
FEHIE AR R X3, AR S A ™= A ™
2% (Wang %5, 2011); 2) A[H GLAS 1545 %t 7%

MRAE s A AL DA AT R I, BHAS T GLAS 845
FEANF RS X G . BE4h, K& GLAS T
i 25 A D A R A R R A BR S, 5 S
R LA G, A AR A DUORG B AR
F vk Bk GLAS #dis RiBR M, 1CESat-2 ATLAS i



2042 National Remote Sensing Bulletin i & 54k 2025, 29(6)

1o SR DG T 3T B AR AR T I ok B 4 (8] 53 B
AR, [ I 3 o Bk e A R B A 1 SR A 4
Bl S

2.3.2 ET ATLAS HUiRH A E W E 4T

ATLAS R HDE T IHRUR SN A ,, BAw
B RN RYL, AIRS/DEL (414 m) A
EEEOLT R (W HE R 0.7 m)
(Neuenschwander 1 Pitts, 2019; Neuenschwander
4, 2020) o ATLAS RGBT N =X HOL R,
B X AL — DRI AR — A SR, B LA
401, PRTE LT IR K 3 413G 6 B AH A1 T ) b
B30 . ATLO8 J& ATLAS A= Ui = Z 8 ™= v, %
T ARSI 204, 24 7T HE 100 m 7B
WEmE. EEeE. EEREHESER
(Neuenschwander fl Pitts, 2019). 4R\, ATLO8;~
AR IR A R S . ARARZE B AL
PO (SRS . B A KBS 5
IS (AR 55, 20215 Li%E, 2024b). 7€
V- Jg X, ATLAS X LAMH i 1 AR 73 v
WU 206, 2o ek )2 B A S o o A
(Wang 5F, 2024b); FEILIX, ATLASZTEREUE /9
T F S 255 04 AF B DX 3ol LRI AR T b, S 3k
ATLOS f14 i T e 7 A1 e J2= o 2 1% 22 B9 B4 (Zhu
S, 2022), NIRRT AR (DEM) 2
$i vy Jm S b X TR 2 v R A 0 o M 0 A RCT B
(Pang 45, 2022) o {HXS T DX I RUBE Bl 42 BRI
TEGR Z =45 B DEM B4 T AT 42 =5 ATLAS 4 ot
SRR, R AT 2 B DG A
AKX Bl 1R 03 28 O e J2 M P DI EA T EL )
%, DLRBUEAL 9 )= 5 2 (Gao 55, 2022b;
Zhao %, 2023a; Chen %%, 2024b; Velikova &,
2024) .

AR, KT ATLAS B9 76k B AR A i i
FHEITARCEHREIT (Varvia®s, 2024), Tt
Z 5 ATLAS Z5H7 7E25 (AR E]_E-— S0 Hh T 2% 44
f . 30 (R A A AL BOBO L R IR AT A AR )
wE NS (Narine ¥, 2020; Guerra—Hernindez
85, 2022) . MATLASfiTA P2 @ . R 1 o3
PSSR R GRERT 2 m G T f)) 1F
TR A, R AR A A AL (Narine 45,
2020; Guerra—Hernandez %5, 2022). XFh 7 ik#y
AR A R 2 AR RS B S Y SE IR B, bR

o302 2% HAR IR AS[R] A ZRbk , HOARSE R T 2 22 AR
(rRMSE=44.29% f155.21%) (Guerra—Hernandez %% ,
2022),

HI TG T I BUR GEX T 5706 R P A R
ATLAS ¥4 it f e By 32 S AR R B Y 52 o G
RGBS, 5 B AR X S ATLAS Y
FREZEDTRZTES, MDA R RF
A 0 5 )22 v R R i Y B R g 22, 3 17T 5 i) 3]
HY A (Guerra—Hernandez 55, 2022)., A,
25 YA F0R 0 T DN ATLAS B8 vh 42 BOE 2
R b TR AR OG-, IR B A A9 ATLAS J&s #4280
P CfEMR L, v B2 AN B M e 22 o S T A
Prasas ) DAdm R PR JEE b i /D W P FDG 7 1 524326
JERESR B S (Chang 55, 2024) .

2.3.3 ETFGEDIHIERHRMKEWSEN

GEDUNEWIEHOCTRIA RS, RARGLA3IH
WO Re, A 4B GEDIYGHT , 33X S0/ o 3 0
B 8 AR ML LTS, HOk U B G B
KN GLAS B Kk 3% (Potapov 55, 2021;
Duncanson %, 2022). GEDIJkifREIE 4 ATLAS B
R, R TR i B 2 7 A T ) 1K H T ) fig
71, ATARBUGRARTE A5 4 DL RO HUE 1T 45 B .
A A X [ 30 A R R AT Ak B R 3 e 2 Tl 7 B b
AT (R0 30 07 B, K N A v 22 B A ARG 2 e
(Duncanson %5, 2022). fEHEHGRMIE 45015 B
(EfE)=EE . d2ERE . Fuk%) Jm,
GEDI & #E 2 [t ATLAS 77 5 B JAR#, e A7 Ak
6L J2 1o B AT JEUR g M X R B S A RS R (L
4, 2024b; Zhu %5, 2022). #R1, GEDIAFE{EHH
P RE SR A IR e sE s g, B AE BE S Y MBI
SeE 2% R ML T [ A AR S R AR A, BRI T
X ARMOE 2 m A (Lin %, 2021a; Wang 45,
2024b) . X4 GEDI A — WU 55 — R i 76
R BE DL B BRI e R A ekt HR
GEDI 9 & A7 AN e M o ek )22 o BE A T A8 A Y 50%
(Ni%, 2021).

GEDI L2A F1 L2B = it ¥ 56 J2 1=y 8 1 B 5k 23
ShEAFE bR TR R E A Ak, H rRMSE
KEL T 34%—58% (Qi%, 2019). 5 ATLAS %t
PEAHAL,  GEDIE X AN [ Fpk s 20 A 9y il 0 )
R 2 R (/N K rRMSE 43518 37.85%
F184.74%) . M4 GEDI A ZRARA: By A RS 1
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Ni &5 (2021) $& IR & W AR X 56 2 5 EE 46 5
FEAL Y R I 0.48 #1755 5] 0.68, RMSE M 19.7 Mg/ha
FEARE) 15.4 Mg/hao 5356, MU/ GEDLE iR 2,
T [F/] X I N 2% DEM 8% HLEk 06 7 ik 5l
DL — 7 2R [ 58 1 J2 B STl g DA o e A
SR E (Liu%, 2021a; Wang%%:, 2024b)., GEDI
T A e A 00 7 =Xk R T AL O A 154D
PR YRR, SRR AR GEDLGBE R EE
AWy EATEUN, H RMSE 7€ 8.17—121.15 Mg/ha
JEE (Duncanson %5, 2022). fE#kZ HLERBEOGEH
RBEREGL T, GEDITEHE 1) b B 52 137 24 1F i H
PRl o Ay e L AR ST AR AR B AR BT A G
WBEMGEJZ TS, A GEDIERESE AL AT B (Ni
&, 2021) . GEDIAFEAE Y fie K [n] 8T A 0% ] i
ZHIE RN T, Tk — 2D 5 ey £ v i
T filt Sk AORS B, LA A 0 b X el 23 R
RAHES .
234 ETRAESHSHELSHENRTREYE
&

AT R B RO & R e w T
P A5 R PR DU AR ) AR AT 55 o Ml S 4k T
5 RO TR ISR S 2 IR AR AL, L
FIVRE I B TE] 323551 R 200 m Al 4 km  (CERERN 25,
2023), At S kP EOLRER LT GEDL, $&m T
[l {5 W b, 0 b3 1 BH R KRB SE X, 540
TSRO S RELBE T 4800, 26
SEEIAHALLA K 1 SR WAL BBy B~
PR A CBEBIEE 2 2.4 km, I 10) 9 38 o (0] 5 24
12.25 kmo  H HIRI & 2345 R a) 25 A0 0 A e
ZE A S (BRI 4, 20215 Y
&, 2021), DASAPa Al gy i e s 80 (Du
8, 2024), AP R LA AT AR BOBOG B IR
M sdh, Famas . Eeshs st
PR L S A A U B SR, R R A
TR YR OGS B BERAL . AR . 2L
I TP A £ T A
23.5 BXES GEDIFI ATLAS B ARMKEME
ki

PR ATLAS 8% GEDLEUE UET 25 Mk A i 1
fE AR AEZE PR, 0 ATLAS 0% 28 35 g & 1%,
1M GEDI it = %t Hoth 3 2 (7 A e MR AT i . milgy

X R R RHOE T B BRI R, TR S
DL S P H % (ChenZE, 2022; Duncanson
45 2020), GEDIFIATLAS YIS 5 R4 JyWifd .
(1) #]H GEDI L2B j* fifs # #k 5 /2 76 55 A8 & Al
ATLO8 /& BEAR HEAH 25 A, SR FH Hi 38 A [l ) 455 %
X gty A AT AR I, % 7 e T E AR I AR AR
AR 45 5 R4, RMSE 4 38.64 Mg/ha; (2) I
P PR B 43 0 00 A= e, AR SR e SR A
DX I A W B ST AR AR (Duncanson 48, 20205
5 45, 2024), XJEHEF] GEDIAIICESAT-2 1) &
W RCEE AR W) RS B ELA AR UM (RMSE=26.77—
34.87%) .,

Hi T GEDI 1 ATLAS & FH A ] 9 %4 41 25 B4
AR, FEAERAMGE A EAA—Bh:, m H B
H AR SRR, X sk s B EIA AR fk
#H (Dorado-Roda %5, 2021; Li%E, 2024b). 18
b 45 G2 A0 1A RN BE AT AR AR 57— SO AR
U /> GEDI Fil ATLAS Z 8] 4 #f M55 B 22 5% (Zhu
8, 2022), WTE/INGE 2 N — B0 Sk AR AR A
YA AN s e . I, PR R R BOETE I
B A DR RUBE R bR A A A 0 b S A L LA
RGBS BRI, AR — Y

24 ZRE(NMB—EH)ALEZHEHRHEX
AR ETE

BE T T ALY A I 7 (Area—based approach)
HEAT R R %) AR A= 1y £ A 000 e 3 5 K o
i A A L T e SO B AN R R = 2 (]
PR H P EORB R ME . HLERBOL T X B
15025 (A1 HER AP RS AR ES R Ry, # 9
AR A B 17 b TR A 8 2 5000 5 v I [ 43 B
AR E (Jiang 5, 2020b, 20235 Sun,
2024) o Ak [R) g Y AR ARON B2 T R AE ) i
BF, T XECADC I i SRR B, Bz SR
K, T R L0 T A R P
it AT EOR AR IR R @RI B R AR A, 3 17 i
R 1T AR R A 50 A PR R B = 2 (R AR R P Y ]
B (Coops %, 2021; PulitiZf, 2018). MREEAR
() R PR PRI AE A (4 100—10000 m*) Fil
MR OriE . HIE . BIE) BYrT sy, nlbks
ARG E . BARBOETE 5L VG FCR Y )&
(Campbell %, 2021; Jiang%F, 2020b).

GLAS WBEZI A 70 m, 7EHIE AR M ILIX, HE
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DL 2 F H GLAS 1T 40 8 2 508 #4 2 A= ) A
DRSS A AL 2RO T 3k A5 00 0 A= 4 1 3R B
70 m RUEE, AR ZRAEAR B & 36T GLAS ¥l
B Ak I A R W] AT 04 vk . F 5 2 B R L3R
B I8 Y AR AR A 1 5 A5 R T i R 83 % 1 L S Ml
B, T GLAS M A B B AT A B 20 B
KEY RN T3% (B Fibs 4, 2013) . FiE Ll
/N ICESat-2 Al GEDI AL VB, Hlakifot & ik
A=y £ TR AT RAE RS GERE LB R/ (4125.8 mX
25.8 m 3¢ 20 mx20 m) , A] DL b Hb 5 ICESat-2
(14 mx20 m) FIGEDI (25 m E4%) FHDUAD, 4k
X8 R ARk RS BB SE T, R 20t
ik (W GEDIFNICESat-2) 75 o] 74 %0k 78 ToHL 2%
POL I8 3 X B AE AR (Campbell 5, 2021;
Dorado—Roda 55, 2021); 547 & B8 (0
Landsat) B6A BT, MLEBOLEHE EAEY AT
HARAEM30 m3ZE (Narine %, 2020), Ik
PUIE T OB XML O B IR — AR KR 2ROt
TIA—RXEOGE G B R, A YAk
gE R TAE S R X — K X IOt R 1
ik, WRETHET 10% 47 (Campbell 55, 20215
Chen%, 2022),

Br T EEA A TILEBOCHE RN EY 2R
YERREASN, Jf—Fh 5 ik 2l L0 & ik 4k
PRI ZROC T A B AR i, TR HEAE Y
AR ek D PR A 7 R 25 R B T R 2
(Duncanson 55, 2020) . i AL O B BE4E
XF GEDLIEJE AT 5L, FFUS s i e s, f it
5 9% 8F a0 43 M 1000 AH 5] i) 45 e e (Hancock &5,
2019) . ICESat-2 f L1 F2 A0 AL 8O B i Bt
B 3 B AR AE R G DN 25 v R TR (R AR 32
XFBRENLREAS O+ BEATINAL, RIS LS T 25
NS R BR0 A X e BE R A X SR S B T
YA GEDI, ICESat—2 5 (19 4= ¥y B A iS5

HLEHOL T B b B RO T R 2R RUE R
Ay Ak I B S SRR R OF o 3 e i 22 R
BRI Bk S, AT AR AE Y AL IS B, T
P s i) 4 55 3 B RN B 28 S S, O S 4k
70 1B PN %) AR PR A B i W T R A 4 fE  R T B
BT 2 RO BOGT IR IS AT AR A P 5 A5
FELLTF o maE ity . (1) 2 RERNEEHEIR
Bt R AR S BRSSO A, 0o B8 4 b il 5 T
KRB IR EOL R AR, # BT

5 ROBE (R R gt AR ) AR ALY 5 (2) FESCEEARFI
PLERHOG TR I8 A2 ) 1o FEAS B 02 75 25 5 M 455 R0 32
B UE M E5 S, W S A AL SO TR A AN I ) AR )
R 22 0 Sk B AR O T BE AR W B R A
s (3) BRRERFOCT B W R U i % e
AH 2 8 2 30 A0 ) 1 EL A AR AL sl AR, G T
e R SRR ZS (B L SR oy 5 an el X6
JE IR Al I AT AR AR S MR A, IR AT 4
MrAmxs b, B PRAE AR ZS [RIRRAE 1 AR AR R
3 WA WO T R R
MR B

TERRMA A5 b, TR 52 2% 0 ZR AR
CEM A IAEE, PR — o SR P M D 4 AT R e 7R
M EE B S5 ACE S5 FRE . A HOE T B 5 HA
BB V] SR oy R AEAS AR, WO B IR AR

e ASMAEE, mOEE . 200 el R s B
TEARPUE RS | RS BESF T T . 3R 5 ] 2L G4

T AL F Ik S R T 2O s A
DA KRB FOE T X 506 o E R A
il D s ) 45 AR o R R AR A DR

3.1 MEHHAEESRELBFEHROKS RERK
PR E N

311 HEHHATESERIEHENILE

DAAEAF 5T v DRCHE U . B33 RVRIE 9 DX i 45
MR T], X AL 2R O TR 3k ROl 27 1 SR AUl (R B
AR T RFEME5E (Laurin %, 2014; AR
. 2016; Feng%, 2017; Luo%, 2017; Almeida
45, 2019; Gao%s, 2022a). S2#Z ik ARM
Ho, mobig s R w0 B B R, A
AT DGR3 21 40 K P 2T AN AN X a), 7E
HORBAMIE (a2 a8 . KRS A
RIRIESE) MAESFRE ) mHA K (Almeida
45, 2019; Gao%§, 2022a). DN, EGRERAZM
PLER IO TR IR B0 1 &5 G R AR 0 T AR AR )
5 (Luo4s, 2017; AlmeidaZs, 2019). #1748
oA A DX 43R R A BECER S (0 O35 B SR AR AR D
TR EL, DA BCA AR AR o 5 4 S M 1 A e g 2
RRAE o WF5T & A Rl i LA O L R 38 s e
TSR, TR ARARZIS Y 0 A e A RS B 42
T 8%—9%, T RKMIER T 25% (Anderson 55,
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2008) . FEHE VG X HAEST, Bk A HLER I
TR IRFRARAH L, Rl PO TS AL Lk s
15 5098 %5 A W) Al I A RMSE B T 7.9% (Luo
A, 2017) . mOGIEECHE Ak BUBCR R, SRR
N FH AT R A Bl B e, AR R

Ze VT e 22 E L Z R () . B A R 4 A
15 E LT o B A SR P e B, AT LSS S AL
ARAREE LA 25 T T v X i B o S R A A
# (Gao%§, 2022a),

R5 BRAMLEEMEMEREBENTREDE MG

Table 5 Forest biomass estimation through combination of LiDAR and other remotely sensed data

Bl AR B0 AW Ay i

Pk Hi

BS/BIN

1o O T I RO 2 1 A
PRI, (A R kb A

HLERHOL & 185 =G

R’=0.7—0.94;
RMSE=15.25—61.7 t/ha;

Laurin %% ,2014; Almeida
4% 2019 ; Heiskanen %5,

RPN A ) Bl v 23 i) i U A i’ﬁ)‘jﬁ’“ﬁ%ﬁﬁi tRMSE=15.16—33.1% 2019; Luo % ,2017
G AR IS R ) B R
H R B . B
BLRBOETI A k%% Lo A, 0000 Feng %, 2017;
SRR R (5 A RMSE=16.95—60.44 t/ha; Heiskanen4f,2019;
rRMSE=20.00—40.1% Wk 45,2016
G SR Ay B RE T (6 R I R 2 4 %iﬁiﬂ%ﬁﬁf?’ P
A BRBOE RS R BEHLE AR | H R 2 S a ampne T
S TR O S RPN AL Jiang ., 2022
BAHOG T 8 565 B ) RMSE=56.36 Mg/ha
000 T T/ B B
G R 25 R T S RO T

IR A B 2 (8] 3 2 ek R e R
e FNFR I B AT BELAR bR T
TR Py il A

st EL AT AL

] EHE 1 IR A
T2 i
JiE, 5 (AR

RMSE=70.71 Mg/ha Yang % ,2023b

312 HEHLE LS S REHERE

B HER 2GR, E &R, B
TERA, FEIMG QuickBird 55, A4 Al WG FIIT LT
MU B, BRI BRUR D, R A A o B R R
27 S A S S I S W TR i A
FEECE , Ul Sentinel-2 Fll Landsat, &S [A] 73 %
AR, HEA RSN B, et Y
KO I SRR L BRSS9 &AM ME B
(Zheng %5, 2023; HHk 55, 2016), fHECAMS
ROBEZRMAE Y A ) EZEHIRE . ARG ZR
B, anfar e Bk A A8 R AR B AR Y R
PeAE (Li%E, 2019; GaoZ¥, 2022a). fWfli Ot
IR EERY, R WA AR BRI R AL A
SR, M HZIRBARER, RFEZERM A (A0
AR MP s O R ) ok R AR
5k seAr i 2 M &M O R R (Luds, 2016).
R, 75 Z e PR RENS Ab PR LR ME S R A k.
VAR AIE T B 125 2 ML 2% ) B v i FH B SRR S
IrikZ—, HELE AR E A R Ny
TR el | BRI MERE . BRGSO G

RS, I 1G sRAAY Y AT B PE (Feng 55, 2017),
H5Z M, Gao%s (2022a) R T =g HRE i vk
FEWE , ARk S T RRIETUAR (A, I T AR
ARG LT B JCORRRIE o XTI S RO
T IR G R AE HEAT B O L, P P R B
TRl 5 5 R RRE R T 03 o X AR i e BT I Y
H 2 7E A0 2R K 220 A8 W 1 A0 30K BE U RTER T
250 VR AR 8 S, R R R AR
AR ZIREHE WSS G A B TR A Y AL RS
Gnar e A 2% S 8 6 X AN R BRI B RN AR K B B
MR AL S, 5 — D IR R T A O AR T 1k
R RS SRS, LB A 3 0 T SE PR FORS JE
3.2 BEHHAT XS F/RKE LB R E
HIFR R E W2

BBWOL T B 520k ik i B IS
bo i T B B0 TR R AN 3% S M TR R AR ) Ry PR
SR X a4 ek R A R] 3 2k Y AR R BE AT AR )
B A AG 0 K (Chi %, 2015; Liu %%, 2022;
Potapov 55, 2021) . # 3k HI (% 5 28 B8 an
Landsat, Sentinel-2 i & H 3 & #6155 8 A 20
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P& [A] 2R AR 2 AU 0 7 2 5 SRR AE (Narine 45,
2019) o T fipe T 3k B A FATE T4 RAR B 3R HL
HAZAZER R, bR T8, hTH
P2 [R) B B K L ST AR A RS S A IR,
BT (An=ifee . eSS 3l R AR R A
W AE ZRARAE YRR I rp 2 45 2 R EE A

4 GLAS F MODIS 48 1¢ 45 B, Xl MODIS %5
[ HERAK, R MR AR T IR I H BB
FEARMRS B AT R (ChidE, 2015;
Zhang 5%, 2014), TAEk, G P o ) 2 5
BOE TR (GEDI, ATLAS) HIG2A/ 7 1 /5 Bh
B OBk R BB AR MR AR Al 0 ] e A
(Liu%g, 2022; PotapovZ:, 2021). FFHE# O
T IR B A i ) R T A 2 B 1
R RO E R0 R g R (S
A Hb FIATL RO T 5 HHH ) A TR T i) 45
5 GEDI L4A 7= i) VERZS B AR M TAEY A5
FEAR I AL Go R AL AR O T s AR A R
RIX A, A B X N ICESat-2 #l GEDI
PEAL B R 2 Z5 R S5, 43 BN T ICESat-2
M GEDDGEE M FRMAE Y i, S5 GRS 205
5 18 B K 6 B RUBE 19 R AR A W A 31155
TR, FREUCAE F X AR M ) (Chen 45,
2022) . #4h, GEDI L4A 2% 7% bk A= Wy 7= & 1) 1
H Ay /DA ] A RS BOTC LD TR A R AR 1Y
XA AL TR S HHIRE . A, W5k S
FH GEDI L4A 1Eh 2 % HE AR 343 ) RMSE {8 Lt Al
B RE AR A5 1Y RMSE {8 55 8—9 1% (Pascual 4,
2023) . GEDI 1 ICESat—2 %4 AT {ii ] /0 #% 5 %t 4
R EITIR A A L IO TR IR SR AT AR A
R (Mareya 55, 2018; Silveira%s, 2019), 1%
B8 0L T RS B O v T A5 Pl RUBE ) S R 4
T A AR RS B T, (H A BT 5% 2 BH 24 4 1 1)
XGRS A TR
(SilveiraZE, 2019).

55 2 JR LT B RO TR IR AT AR 1 7 R) i
562 R B AR AR S A 2 R R
A AR RO 2 B0 B s A A I AR MR A ) A ) Y
WAIG . AT v iR A EHOE B T A B 2 [a] B
[, 52 TR R AR Bl A DA R 2 (R 2
P ARG R B, ANITA I R A 0 i (Jiang 55,
2022; Zhang %%, 2014). DL # OG5 2 AL
AR 2 10 B S 25 508, 62k TR ik AR

P Sy W0 AR d AL [ S B AR A (Chen %,
2022; Duncanson 2§, 2022; Lefsky, 2010)., %3k
WA 78 0 M R BB TR IR B s, AERIE SRR,
I I AR ARRE J2 R RS B BT 45 R R (Lang
4, 2022; PotapovaF, 2021). KL, H—Frik
Je R HRHERE B4, K% GEDI A ICESat-2
ATLAS & ERFIHBIY | A% . FE TS 25055 5 21
A F RG22 40 (Lin 5§, 2022)

ARG REHOLE B S e i B s &K
Y0 R AR A= i A 00 ) R A B, (EL A I &
R EME K, iR O A 1 R 9 E Y
A A AR A ) PR T T 1R 25 £ 3 1) ) A
AMUBEZEARNFERE (FEb—PLE SR A — A2
HPOCTE B —XI) B mNRzE, BE%
JEAE R AR JE ROk AR — P A iR 22 B, 5
Gh, BREIEE AR R AT T 0 2 R AT
HAPRE, PGS A A AR bR S 52 8] i 4 2
KRE, HLEADARWER ., BRK RN EREE
T A 0 T P A AR RS B, EUAE B AR AOE
J2 1 BE AR m AT AR 52 B AR AN R IR (Araza 95
2022; Yang %%, 2023b), 5 m X 58 A ) Ak
DK BE
4 FRMA AR ik

HERE T I S B AR A A 5 R
H—3 . Lo ZonhlE gk, B BRI A
SRR AN, HE F M sz B BR A . ARk,
BLAS 2] AR B 2 20y v vl 1 HL o oK 9 250l 2 4
RET1, LR AR AR W A I v E B A B 5 O 1
AN, 456 P BB R FIMLGS 7 > Sk IR AR
K R A B A IATE 5 OB 0 & R a3, 2 6 1
B A T X B A A VA R AT
41 EFESTEEAMNFHREDEHNEETE

22 0 [ U A 780 2 AR PR A4 4 A 0 o e 1Y)
BT — (Lu%, 2016), HAZ.L EAH it
LSRR M, KOG TR IR BRI 454
A i 5 S b N 1 2 e AR AR DG . 2o R
BRI RSk . 25 . F5E0R Richards 55 HAT B4
Al fE BRI T RE (Xie 56, 2023) . FEMRN % B ok
e J 2 7 5 P AR BRI A N AR IX s, e [l 9 S A
WA )T (NieZ%:, 2017; Jiang%F, 2020a),
R T 3 A AR b XA 54 2 PR 4% B R A T A=
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AR, S D AR A A 2 2 8 AR o 7
fR R AL R, A BT R AL A A RS 2 (Longo
&% 2016; Phua4¥, 2016; Fengg"ﬁf, 2017). £JC
[ 1 A R ) = A #A A T T 07 R T R
A5 B 5E 3 BEAS DL id Al 37 AR ) e A AL, I 1]
B S R I R BT AR

LT O TR IR R v R A R AR, A
Bl U TR 5 3 B 5 T A= ) i (Heiskanen 45,
2019; Jiangg"’jf, 2020a; Lin%%, 2022). 2k, H
THA AR B RIS, 22 T [m] A Y 7 b P A
i =l 2 Ry B2 S B ) AR PR 235 ) T 3R 0 e )y PR
P (Gao%§, 2018; Jiang%, 2020a).

x6 HMEMEMUERTE

Table 6 Modeling methods for forest biomass estimation

WIRES Jrik g

R 353 SRR SCHiR

fifi e — AN B A [, 5 AR bR
AWyt Z [ B ARV AR L S 2R

HERETT IR TR B D) R, B T S AR, TR

Nie%,ZOU;Longo%,

gpmppon DO IMARRAERECR W s i 5 5% B S TR b 017
A TROARARERIL DRI gy s R et 2016;Lin %, 2022
FUTHES SR HLEN S MR A BRI AR SR |
BUASES R RAL BB R IORR A A A (KRR bR ,2020; ’

Py A A 2

WAV SHOR R S TR TR

2023; Xie 45,2023

PLF5 )RR AESRIRBE J1 , 704 3 o 4k 52 2 i 22 R AL

T o A )2 A 2 0 2% (A AU 2
I 2% KWLM ) F ] A
%

B B2 3
Tof A g A 2 ML 56 2R R

PSR, A S il R . (B Z R
B, I TR SR 5 SR E ] Ak L

Zhang/fg ,2019;
Oehmcke 25,2024

SEE Y BALE SRR IR S 5 ik S TR I, BE

WA S kL AL
PRAN R AR

Al SO B A R DL (AR EE A R A 0T

MR FNBK [ 45,2023

42 ETHHFINHRRENEMGNRERTTIE

PLERF 7, 4G K-falb8F . AN TRz
2 . BEMLARAR . SCRFIm AN KRS, RBALAT
M e AR 2t AR dE B (2 URBUE ) )
AR EREA BT AT (Lu 4§, 20165 Gao 5§,
2018) . KRB FRZH ARG 50 (e . +
R, SEUEYE SEBUEEZ R
F, MERLAT S R O RORM . BlaR e B
AER A SR 2 A AR LM R AR S (Xie
&5, 2023), JUHOUEMWOLEIL . 6. MikES
IS Tty B A0 ] T AR bR A 1y i e A, AL gy
) BAT b B 22 PRI R A, Jos 75 IR A B s
PYEER UL R A=Wy S A E B Z AR .

A [ HIL A 2 ) B30k A bR AR £ Ak ) v
PYPERE & B, SR I E AILRN BE L AR AR L AR AL 2%
) EPERIUE A, A AR X APy ] DL A 3
X8 DR A, BAT Rz L he
(Marchesan %5, 2023; Xie %%, 2023)., Y ffm &
WL V5 308 o 98 R o A Y T DA A 3 e ] i 53 5
ar . JF A BRI ZRAre A 2 b 4 ) 45 58 AL .

BEAIL AR ARG 1 R — A 1 22 D SR 1 4 1L T O
Be, AT LA R A TR, R 5 e R RN S
AR, TR, B 552 2] S e A R o)
(1) Boosting 557k, WAR i o 5 B2 FHAIL AN G260 B 42
Bl TER 2 IR AT AR AR i A 00 5 T AT
RAFHYERI (Fang %5, 2022). 4RI, MK LA
by Z BB SR E B, ] AR A B A R
IR IATEE
43 ETREZINHTNEMEGENERLSE
TR 27 2] %of Z2 P 50U 1Y) 5 R B8 42 48 /e
AT AY B (Zhang %, 2019; Ghosh
1 Behera, 2021; TianZF, 2023). WEEMI A H
SR BONF T N TRE AR RE, sl i 2
JZ O 28 A AR A R B P R W) S e R, LA
S A EA M HERTE  (Ghosh Al Behera, 2021),
Fean, BA 5667 MO TR Ik 72 i A HES
Hi i 19 20 24 % i 00 28 A5 B A R bR AR A kA 00 7 T
FEfE T AL I B (K en 4B . BEALAR AR
S RE ) B AL ) T4 09 £8P BB (Zhang 55
2019) . £ A2 ) 28 ASEAD AT il i — 2R 4 AT I 4
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RS COR MRS [ B, HPERE O T oAt 28 gt
Wlgs2# 8 (Dudf, 2021; Talebiesfandarani Fl
Shamsoddini, 2022). #ATiI, £ THOLTE KL
FHR I 272 2 S35 R P00 AR AR AR i ) F 9 ik AR
W, FEIE W TIZT B RREAREZOR R & .
PLBHOL 3k B s N 9 407 28 B RE A A — 4k 44
(A = 4EEE) , BT I8 B 2% ) B A
(Zhang%%, 2019; Du%%, 2021), {HUL FHEFEE¥
SRRV BRI B SRR SR O R RO 2k
YNREHE A BRI, B2 27 > 5 Bl 1 g ) R
Wh st HABHLAS 2% > 57 (Talebiesfandarani il
Shamsoddini, 2022). WIS E A S 8RN
WA, TREEIEEE R P BA A e
iz AP 55 A 8 (Tian %5, 2023; Oehmcke 55,
2024) o FEASEE BOAS B AT BE R ) 20 TR L 27 S TE AR
RA Wy A S 5T v R G B R R, 22 IR T
12 I VR AR AR 110 S =20 S R 2 25 o) R AT BRbk
A=Wy A I T 5T SR s AT ) B S A

44 BFRABEOTMENBENRT

BT HE 3K B0 A A AL AT LA FE 402 98 B R AE
S ALy g AR W A DU ASS RS | (EZ O Tk ad KR T
WL BCHE , = A AR A BEE B, B =
R AT SRR P o A it A 00 1 0 A A Ay B
AR &, Rt DOUL I E5 4k 20 A8 ) 4 2 [R) 1Y) 3R Gk
X, WA RIKEh Ak (B %, 2022;
ZEMEME RN AR, 2022) o a3 RS 0 fufi SO 00 K5 4k A
HARSHZ ) BA IR R RS R, A E
FRIEN], ATfRRE . H 4 B R i 5 3 X L v Wt
TR I 2 A8 BRSO, W T SE B A5 R0 A 1
S HONAS B, A 20 2 s PR b B IX P AS [
MARE, 23R R E KA RME . —Fp el 471 )y
R, BRA Y EAR T RN B8 2 2] 28 fi 4 RS IR 1)
B A i 2 B 05 e = = - Rl - M e
) i Ak R A T 9T O I (kg Rk KBS
2023) . HRE R () RN BN, TR A AR
D5 T LA N LIKLAS 2 2 g 32 A0 LA B AR Ry

HLA 27 2] 7l Bl BEAS R A4 07 9« B Bk 3
B FBE AL N R8s . BRIC AR R FIAR TR B 5, $2
o A EELRSE AR (A A R o A S R R AR AR A I A
P ny R HLREA R i FR AR AR i SR
FOCEEME R AR R, AR RS THEY A&
RS, HA RS LR EE R YK 3

REJ), JF HAE [R5 g A 5 A IR T30 AR AR K
WE R g R e 55, 2022; B EE 45,
2018), H ULAYIE B iLand (Seid] %, 2012) .
InTEC (Chen 5%, 2000) #13-PG (Landsberg %,
2003) AF. HLawsE 2 BRI T LU T D6 A R
HEATOUAL (1) UL i AN U A 4D 2 i) 17 2 2
A RE R R TR R 5 B AR , AL A 5 A E U
AR FP R G01% 2% (Pathak 5%, 2018; Reichstein
S5, 2019) 5 EWLIECRE SIS, o nT DU L
I E RS (2) LA I Bk AL
(LB VRIS TP U S AY T RS TR R e T S
S22 AR ) PR RY B ] T RS A I 5 (3) Wy
BRI S EE TR O R EYELLRAE, Hlas= 2]
S AT LU S B0 AL Ao E MEPEAL . KT,
A S A ) T B AR AR SR
B, OPRRE R, DB ALY BRI A
ARy VR & T T AR S BT R Y 2R )
A

DIl 7 R 5, R AR Y
FEI ARG ABLER 2%, 3G SR AR 7R A [ b 2
PP IERE e, S e & B ST i e, $i
THECRI (YRR FRG B (Shen %5, 2023) . D] ¥ 3
BRI IEARTT 43R 3 (1) FEASGLHR] . R A5y
B A Wy i B VR D LR o T YT SERE AT, i
B dK sh AR AT DLy ) B W BRARRAE , H 2 R A
AR A Z 1) 5 P ] REACR s (2) REAY R
D] K 2 AR S BILAS 2 T 45 2% R B8 B
i, BARYIZR), AMUER/MeniRzE, %
O/ MEYEE Bk 2, B ORI 45 R AT & Y B E
B (3) SRR TEM 45255 ) ) B
B H AT PEAG FNAGL G, X A= ) o B 8 45 2R R
1B 1E DLHERR 57 {8

WG ) B R FHIL A5 2% T 1Y 5 R AR AR A
T IR BOE B ARG EL D o RARAE W R
AR AR KR I T 5 B AR P TR E IR
B, XMAKMLNRIES &S FE T2, N
PLAS %~ fil G W FAC RS ST T BIe LA . BLBAE K
i 2k S 1R AR W o I AR B A Bl -, DR AR
L NN S NN 0 O R I B DN SN
AR AE I A G X ST R B A B R L
Mz . SEOTHUEY AR AR s, IS b
XA A AT . RS Richards |
Korf, Logistic, Mitcherlich, Gompertz, Schumacher
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& (Salas—Eljatib%, 2021; Zeide, 1993; Zhang
4, 2019). SR, XFRRESRANAE TR BB,
TRV AT A 2522 B 2SN AL S 5 3L
fri o], A EARARA Py B A R SRR

4.5 SEMHBEYEMHVEIREFENBE

FRAMRA A I AE 5T P A A T A X
BIECHE , b= a8 A0 R ROREA KL . MR
T A R A f = A R MR R AT T R ME (Jiang 55
2020a; Lin%§, 2022), kG 20058 X AU HE
iy AN IO B TR B T RN i AR A B A A
AR SEVE AT R PE M B (Sun 45, 2024
Jiang %, 2023). SR, KRR REAR T T R K
Ak 00 AR AT A K 8 70 53 5 R AR R G A 5 IR 45 A A
DX I 2% 5, 2 e AR AR A RS 8 . — i
P A A B AL (Zhao %5, 2016b;
Heiskanen 2%, 2019; LinZ¥, 2022). AEEFE T
PRI | RS (R RRAE | 4 820
A SA ) FIBIF I X381 22 5 45 5 AR 2 |2 I
F (van Ewijk %, 2020; Jiang 5%, 2020b). % &
FRMA Y BT AR AR R S, ARAR
HI 4y IR e @A w7 (Cao 48,
2014; HeiskanenZE, 2019). UN3LTFRpEA 2
) A 0 Al T ASE TR S SRS ZR ARG A I, TRMSE
MRS Z 1 38.01% FEARE] 5 B FA 1) 20.05% . 2K
1) 18.73% FIKER 1) 24.82% (Jiang 25, 2020a).
R E PR AL AN, H b R R A A 5 B SR RN 7 A
(Anderson Fll Bolstad, 2013) . £ 5% K Hl K A AR
(Feng 55, 2017), LA RCBAT I RAE R/ NAE S0 &
WIEN )2 F (ChendE, 2018),

BT RRAREAL, 55 —Fh o 2 r R S T IR
AR g, QB IE N A . ANTRI A S b SRR S
M B A AR, RE A R R A R R R
FEF LA R AL A A MY A7 Y 43 2 T LARE
G T B 5 TR O 28 KO AR Ak, R R R AT
AL R 2SS BPE B (Molina 25, 2015; Zhao %%,
2016b) . R, X T %% B i o IO F s B
Z I RN, H Y R R 43 J2 GRS 1 fi 1)
THAHRTABR (Lin%E, 2022). f1 T #O6E k88
WEARE, HAEFRMAAL, ETHERREN S
JEXF A R Y 5 S /N T AR MRS (Kanmegne
Tamga 55, 2022). H T A[E X A9 . HIE |
TS A B AR 2 5, AR T A b 3

Xk 2 [ AEAE B % 255 (van Ewijk %8, 2020). 1F
ML, FEHECE R PUE S ORI G, KZ
)57 2 R R, 25 TR B TAE & MlA
WAL A R S AR b B A A R — 0L AT Pk R 1Y
5.

R v M o3 2 AR I R AR B N R Y TR, TR
ARV NGy 2 DU By A AU AL TR R (Chen
4, 2012; Lin%§, 2022) . 1RA RN AR AR —Fp
RENE [ SR 25 R BRAS UL =2 ] AR DG M i g vt ik,
AR XU 25 o SN R 2, OF /e
SRRl A AL A B AL AR & () S AE AL (Chen 55,
2015b) . TR G RN A RIS 78 T — ARG i A
BHE 2N B R A LA R 2 ) R T —Fp
VA, G TR (Feng %6, 2021). 43
JZ DL S A AR VR e g R AR AL X
B F G2 f/NREA (R ] @, [RIEE, 43 )2 D1 i 452 7
RS IMR A0, A BT RASEAS A
BEPE, XX T/ANEARN N 2 CHEE (Wang F
Blei, 2018). IbAk, HWFFEFRWINA Z 73 )= DLt
BERD (AR MRS RIYE ) ) b B R 2R 43 )22 DL B
BAD (FRARZEAL) PR AT 47 o) FRARAE By Al I 25
B (Lin%%, 2022; SunZ, 2024).

S TR A 0N AR R R 43 )25 DL it B 80 W] LA
—ERRE LR/ IEAR BN 4y 2RSS, 3
St 2 43 2 BT AT RE RS AR i aT SE M. e
W 2 A 0 53 )2 R R B 43 )2 50 R T 1)
Phi% (Jiang %, 2020a) . A AYBIEFE AT LI EAR
Pz N A RN EAEEZ G4 EHN T, &4
Al NA S /B A S AR 1B Nt S O 1 R s =3 3
W o FE B A ORG B 0Y [R) B, g R AT At
O S R FH A R A 5 9 U

5 R B AN B0 RE O A S AR AR AL W)
R pllFe L BOREiL Y N4

R A3 TS b e i A o
FEM IR RHE PR R A 34T B
Mo, OGRS HOR B i3RI BB, L
7 TR A B R B SR R BLR B AT A, A
W5 O A A T A B
ST, T B AR [ R 308 A it 0 4
U, RO AR B, 4 L S S LA
ES3 8
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51 HMEYEHENHNAHEEERS

BE T WO B IR B0 ) B A B A DS A
EZRZHEREN, QR RERE . Bl
AR TR RS | 1 BB 55 Hl Y L AT o
WO T B EAE AV A EE . A A R R Y
PERESE (LufF, 2016), XEEHEGRMIRZES R
FRUB I 5 i Al 45 SR v, 5 350 0 o 1 A 00 R o)
FAFAEAR KA AT E M (Chen %5, 2015a) . Ffid5
A=A I T TR, XA ) 3 A S v
2 KR 2L B iZ Wi 21 A (Araza 55,
2022),

A e AR T 4R e S B T AR MR
S =2 N I i = L My IR L e N S [y
(Grafstrom Fl Ringvall, 2013) . FEARECR A B A
S BT R A A DA R T SR A e 2, K
LRSS R AR N (Bouvier %, 2019). 1fE
i ) B A0 5 R A 2 1 S AR K R R R
R AR SR A BN R . i
FRE I A AR T A AR DR £ R I R
R R A B 3R 2 FE AN [ R AR S B rh AR (R B K, #A
AR R ER B A A R 25 0T 9K 3%—20%
(Hunter 55, 2013), i i v 2% M U] BRLBR 53 46 % 7
PO 8 AR E 7.8% 224 (Phillips %, 2000) .
Liao %5 (2022) LIMRBIARSERRR S /E R EAE, 5T
I AT ) ) I AT R AT RS A A 1 1R 25 1K
9.0% F19.9% .

SRR R A TR AR A AR L A A
AbE % i A5 I B A ST o A SR R ST b
FAFIAF A B 25 . WR¥E Tl ARy #
FVEN I L AR, S A Ky RS 2 3 o L
AN E R 30%—75% (Saarela?s, 2020; Vorster
8, 02020) 0 ML T AR R s B XE DL SR O
P R B AR R ) R A e ELAE A S
M (Liao 55, 2022) . 3 &y F RBP4 AH [
ARAEAFHIE A EERMAT, B2 5 WR
Koo TR TR XL S A KRR, HRE A
FHARIE 25000 S i A K R, IR RE 3 AR A
WEME (Yang %5, 2023a). FEARMA P RALI A,
T H R DK S DU A Bl Y A TG 1R 25 1) BLSERE AR
AN S KOy R R R R 2R e Bk —
FE FE A 11 1R 22 X6 DX 3R KOS B Al D 25 SR 1 5 i)
(Chen%, 2015a).

o 1A T 15 2 6 A 4 A B 1) 5 T A i
20 . DIAE R BIFFE A T G T4 M AR /N B o 152
25 WO B TR AR ARAE Py Ak A T A T RS 1
AR AT, BB E R 25K, AR A R
2 (Frazer2:, 2011; Hernandez—Stefanoni &%,
2018) . MFEHBECAE IR ZZIR N 10 m B, /MEEHE (T
TR 400 m?) (14 A= 4 Ak 0 AS A 4 88 28 30%
Db, BORFEHL (TR 1000 m*E8 K ) REAS
FO0E > N e e, R 22 W KT 10%—15%
(Frazer%%, 2011),

WOR T IR B G AR B 115 22 2 2 Ak ) A
BN ERZ —. H T M3 HOL S R B vl kA
KGR A AR =GRS5, 3Ky T OB S
AR AR BT AR B A R, E T 3 LA AR B
HEABRAEY R, SEHEAERKTREMEL, 3
T U O TR IS I T VA RS B T A SR
HE, rRMSE U 26.01%; i 5 T 5 8 4 7 f
() rRMSE =535 38.8%—50.69% (Singhal %5, 2021),
FENLRBOE T BB AR MR I, — 25t 2445
A BRI T35 43 B A4 40 Ak 00 P AS A e i
ZAERRER (XuZs, 2018), RUEHLEEOEE A%
P vk HE AR AR A S B, e T Sk o
A R I . Liao %5 (2022) LIMREIAIE NS %,
e TR v 2 P O R 1R A B AR B AR iR 220
32% (LhJBHY) F2.7% (Ketf); HUk, wlEsr i
A S KRR . R, DABRR R S A
o RCEE ARy A I T A 2 A E MR TR,
F8 RPN i B i st s A 4 . SRR S EA T
W22 Sl AR KT S BOR M 1 A B AL AR
ZERWENE . FERARE [, FT R s i Sk
Az K5 R B 22 X BN E 1 Y DTk R (87%—
99%) . T BRI S B REHI, HLEREOE TR s 5k
PRSI A4 R b PN B AR B RMSE 4 31.61 (55.52%),
X1 22 o5 WO T IR R AR P SO E PR
48.68% (Xu4§, 2018). FEMRAF SR X RE, Hl
O F BB AT ROk A TR
WOt SRS mmE N 2R, U REES i
JEIX, HiuT o135 AR A 58 4 25 s B ARURS B (Guo
A, 2021). BB BB B AN PR N gE
o, FREZ BUE A R R AR R R,
555 M= RO R B R w5 BUE Y B4 5
Wi TR (Zhu%E, 2022). GEDIE ZJR7™ iy
FE LA E M )2 e BEAG S AR A 50%, TR
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gk )25 23 ) S5 0Tk A A R e R B 3 (NG A,
2021),

FEPTA R 2RI, BRIR 22, IR 5%
ZMSER 2, WAy i Ak N B o T Tk
AEZAM (Breidenbach %5, 2014) . SEUAHEME
F ORI F AR Gt B2 v S8 TR 25,
HERFHIEEA RS S EEA YL T . 4
WNAE B BRI, SH0R 2 S B G TR EA
Py R 25 0 16.2%, HARISHUR 22 M5 AR AR
HABEImIE/N (XuE, 2018) . FRZEAHE N
K AR Tk S8 i B 0 A i 5 A 2 R Y
BAKFR, JUHAE G Z MG A BE 5525 4k
Bf EABE & (McRoberts F1 Westfall, 2014) . 5%2&

R 22 R EG T RE AR Yy i B iR 25 0 47.9%, XF
BOTRE MRz (S8R 2, REMBOLEHE IR E
IR 2E) AN 2 P 5Tk AT 3k 80.5% (Chen 5%,
2015a).
52 REWAHEESTHE

1 22 5 i AFAE T AR P B A5 T R A A
Mrie, SECRAAEIMEE RN EE, 2k
AAESERE RISl R DU AT
Z WX [ 3534 . 2 B9 v T = AR i
PERZFE (Luf, 2012; Chen ¥, 2015a; Varvia
45, 2017; XuZE, 2018). £7TREETH ALY
SN PR AT

x7 BERMEMEMLNAHEESTHE

Table 7 Common uncertainty analysis methods for biomass estimation

ik HEE (el ek
ARG AR E AR GBI TR, XHEAPEMUACR 2 Chen’.2015a;
FO—BRIIE Gy s ) 5 A X ,2018

SRR IS ELTE

it R FELR A, A5 0L A AR B Y
AN R P B G X A R i Y
BT =AML R

T TAL IR B 454, e b PR s A LR VR Il 31
AR, 5 ORI BT B . 45 R T SRAE UCECRN
AR

Frazer%%,2011;
Jiang 45 2023

o DA Al A 7 i A 0 AT oy
BRI, TR S5 R A e AN B R ok
Uo7 2 A4 Jm) T U 43 #r
4 SRR Sy B

HUEAE T

AEAT RGN i A 4 i 3 o P T v R A A2
AR R AR A Tk R 2 ] A A LA
o AR BUE I T3 & 2 B s LR X Tk
LR MR

Zhangffr ,2023;
Jiang 55,2023

M DUHSRGE T 5k a5 A e s
G L SO ABE SR, Xo AR A S O B
ANHE AT S A

DU S A

REFC A eI B, R R B B A i e ) 3 T ANl
TE PRI R A o e /A i) BE 0] 45 R AT R

i

Varvia %% ,2017

i A A i AR R 2 R AR L v Yy
e Rl i T, E AN i i 45 2R B0 A E
Tho BT LML A AR 2R P AT Ay
2EVTAY

RER T

AE B0 UL e i A 5 22 0 i 1 5 2R (K52 ) 3 T T R
BRI PRE R 22V, o X AR LA R Y 15 25 L i 7
MECLVERRIN IR o BB AR 22 357 [ 43 A1, T AE A
flSZbR iR 2

Chen%,2015a;
Xu%:,2018

T O B IR EE 04 Az A Ak I R 2 Pk Bl
LM SEER, 8 — BTk h T s
BOR S, TR R g . xR
T T XA R AR (R A B iR 2EAE
FEHATLIERR, EREEirm AL E GROGERIA
T A A8 ) 152 22 e 52 M Ay ) A8 2 9
(Chen %, 2015b; Xu%y, 2018). SR, ZFE
To HEPR AR 2218 2, N E RMERRIA 51
PLARE SRR 25 RN, TEETUA4ER
5 BRI Z [ A LA o o R, O A
By A RH ST, T SR A A A R S R
BRZE ST T e AN TER .

E S N R VRS T BUD O AN A il i B )
BEALENAE, Ak b 2 B A e, 2R
2 PE AL 75 19 2 77 75 (Gonzalez 45, 2010;
Frazer % , 2011; Berger 4 2014) . Frazer ¢
(2011) FI SR RIS BLEIT AL L 5 OB SR i
B hce R 2E (BEMLIT IR, 1—5 m RYRE RS IR 22)
Xof Ay B A I B AN E S, BURRE o BT 2
55 SR R IR RN 5 A P ke 20 B 5 TR ) A
PE o JE a0 R R AR R ABEPL R 22 (BRAE 1%
E=STeN e DI S /S oA O N TR S KR EDOR AN =
B RE PR R RN, s A R R S AT (Jiang
45 2023; Zhang %, 2023). —HLEA MR A]
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7 B 22 AN PR U RS Y ) Sl 2 1 S A
FME Pt (McRoberts Fll Westfall, 2014),

DU B A8 DR HC [ P ME SR HESE , BRA AT Hh
JE AR B N A R A T R S X (Varvia
45, 2017; Lin%s, 2022). EFHLEBEOCH R
P AL 25 BRI DL S FRAE 2, Ak B8R b /K
PN AR E M R A P N E TR AR, KB
%7 1 AR I b A T A R e 1, JFREAE I
SRBOE 70 2 I 0 R R R ) A AR R
PeX ad (VarviaZs, 2017),

T 22 A5 3 43 AT B ASE A A B A A7 T8 A o Pk
oI 25, K S 25 o AR R TR A5 AL 1 T R
B TR, IR W,
HOAT LU S — B 2RI T T (Xu %, 2018).
X AR PEBARY, SRRk i 2%, B o4 i
AALZ A N AR TR RE I, R R B AR 1 2 (]
MY EAEFH o I 3 0 ] — B 28 40 R T B8 52
R LA ok Al IR 22 AL #E (Chen 55,
2015a) o AS[a]F H B A R Mo B 5 18 O B A
Az e A IR R A OB o PR B S, IR A MG R A
B TR (a2, SEd KR
22) —HEHh (DLERHOE T Ik 5 R b 1) A= 4 1 Ak
BRlR) — ROt (WOLER AT AR RE)
B 2R % (Chen:, 2015a; Xu%:, 2018).

K2 58 4 T e 30— ROBE RS F iAo
PEO BT, 6T T — ML — AL AR O TR I B
G R IR A AL RS AR L . R
UL S B R 22 00 ST, B RN A 1
W2 (Campbell %, 2021). SR, HF—FPEHE IR
1 25 ] 43 R B R AR T =X K FH 3% R [+
SR 2R R 4w B A 5 24 A% 8 5
PE, T Z W OR IR R W) e B PPl X S i 22
HfEh . Bilan, FHRZEERFERI 2 RS
AT, AT TR]RUEE 22 [a] 9 50808 ] AH B 52
e J A% 388 AN 2 P o T8 R R AR AR A= 0 A DU
FErh, U B A A 0 8 AN A R S BT R
PGB RE
53 BEAHEESTRAUFREDEHNEE
U

AN E VRS BT G B0 S 8 7 A ) i AR O
R 2RI, it A E RN R, Atk
A Al DA AR AR K (Lu s, 2016). LA

TE AR 9Y 32 B0 T A A o ) SR ORI i i, DA M
BEAVRE 7 o R Q] P A 15 T3 A AT ) e e
Z TR,

S A Ak I P AN o 1 TR R AT S 25 R
W ABAE BRI R, ST, FlAKy
TR 1 RN PRR A AN i T ) R R 25 TR
(Xu%#, 2018; VorsterZE, 2020), XFEHRIEMW
TAE SRR B ek 2D 57 3 AR K T R Al R I A
EPE L. DM R IRNEA R %S AR
Ty RS A AN 1, LA W Ak I 2 2R v RT g
BT ETRWARE (Xuds, 2018). fifbRFt
BETF A PR FE b o A 1 2 R e vk, SR > R
P 2 2 $2 T A= W s Al RS B2 19 )77k 2 —  (Chave
45 2004; LuZy, 2012; ArazaZs, 2022). FIH
AN 5 1 3 B U A TR T R R X
AL EAT ORI, A RN T X
B, AIRERR B R E NG E, JUH RS R
FE 388 DX RE A K TR AR Z e PR, DA s 2>
PRI ke = TS 00 T 158 2%

A B (OGRS ASEEEE, Jt
IR 3 b THT R AIL B0 T 3k B AR UG AR MESE T
KM BEPLAL o AL O B 308 008 DU 3 o 590 o
(Zhu %5, 2022) . SGFH3HE (Zhao 55, 2023a) .
EMAIE (Wang%E, 2024a) 25 )7 V4R T1 e 2 &
PIPEIBORS B o SRT, IOt B 3k B 1T A B SRR AR
S PR R AN A 1 I 4 A TR BB 1 O B D
PRz — o BN T, AT AR AR
A BRI S AGRAE, AT RES ] AN 2 B (1)
By NFRAE o T, SR 38 A AR IR T B SR B BR TT AR
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& (Gao%§, 2022a). PRIHLELE AR EHOLH B
JEANBE BRI 2 Bl 42, AT SRR B, ELA #E
AR A2 B 25 AR N R B s2 ), it 284K

RS (IBOLFIBFOLHARNE ), AL
FE A — B I T BE TR TR A S, AR RS R ) ANy

FEPE, MBS A AL AR (Luo 5%, 2017).

BERUTT I, X RIS (ngdEmla),
R 5% 25 S A RS 2 M 1) 22O U (Chen 55,
2015a) . 3l 3=t 23 Mt AT RE 5 0 A= 4y Ak DA 3 1 X
TN . MW | GBI R R A B R
FEAE, B TR A AR R, BIRLER 22 1EN A
AR, SR 250 A i T SR R 4 M A
5%, KRMFRZES KM EERIEME, HIE A
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AR EH T, RITEG RN EAL, A
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BN E PR, FEETE R ZR B AR ARER B v T fil
FHEE ) (CAnBENLARAREBR 52 T 0788 ) . 27
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(Lu%%, 2016), {HZRAEBA &M AR A
AR BT
6.1 FMEYE[MEZ R EREREBMHE
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Abstract: Forests as the largest carbon sink in the terrestrial ecosystems play important roles in mitigating climate change and maintaining
ecological balance, thus, it is required to accurately map forest biomass distribution at timely manner. Remote sensing-based biomass
estimation has obtained great attention in the past three decades, in particular, LIDAR due to its capability of capturing three-dimensional
structure of forest stands has become an important data source for forest biomass estimation. LiDAR data can be acquired from different
platforms such as close-ground, airborne and spaceborne, thus, they are used for biomass estimation at different scales such as individual
trees, forest stands and landscapes. Many studies using LiDAR data for forest biomass estimation have been conducted, but no
comprehensive review has been made so far. Therefore, this paper attempts to provide an overview of current situations of using LIDAR
technologies for forest biomass estimation and discuss the challenges and potential solutions to improve biomass modeling performance at
different scales. The research situations and existing problems on the biomass estimation at individual tree, plot, and landscape scales based
on LiDAR data from different platforms (e.g., close-ground, airborne and spaceborne) were first described and the combination of LiDAR
and other data sources such as optical, microwave radar, and auxiliary data for improvement of forest biomass estimation were then
summarized and discussed; Different modeling methods such as regression, machine learning, deep learning, and hybrid methods were
overviewed and the potential solutions to improve modeling accuracy through stratification were discussed; The potential factors causing
biomass estimation uncertainty, the methods for examining and identifying uncertainty factors were described and then potential strategies to
optimize the modeling procedure were discussed; The model transferability at time and space scales and the importance and challenge of
constructing a universal forest biomass estimation model were then discussed. This paper highlighted the unique characteristics of LIDAR
data from different platforms and indicated the necessity of incorporating LiDAR with other remotely sensed data for improving forest
biomass estimation. This paper also indicated the importance of developing an optimized modeling procedure through examining modeling
uncertainty and the values of developing a universal biomass estimation model through combination of physically based models and
machine learning methods. This paper provided researchers a better understanding of the current situations of LiDAR technologies in forest
biomass estimation research, and new insights for better employing relevant LiDAR data for improving forest biomass estimation at
different scales.

Key words: forest biomass, close-ground LiDAR, airborne LiDAR, spaceborne LiDAR, multi-source data, modeling methods, uncertainty
analysis, model transferability, model universality
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