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Analysis of LAI Indirect Measurement Method

XIONG Wan-cai et al
Abstract Leaf area index (LAI) is defined as the ratio of the total blade surface area of the plant and the area occupied by the plant. It is an
important parameter for describing the growth situation of plants. Two dominating branches of the indirect LAl measuring methods were summa-
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rized: remote sensing quantitative analysis and LIDAR measurements, and three methods under the two branches were introduced in detail :
statistical model method, optical model method and LIDAR measurement, the principle and research progress were elaborated. On the basis of

this, the advantages and disadvantages and development trends of LAl measurement methods were discussed.
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