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Comparative Analysis of EO-1 ALI and Hyperion Data for estimate
Leaf area index of Rubber plantation
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Abstract
In this paper, the‘ability to estimate the rubber plantation’s leaf area index (LAl of

hyperspectral remote sensing with Hyperion satellite and multispectral remote sensing with
Advance Land Image (ALl) satellite were compared. LAl was estimated by NDVI. Many mathematical
models such as Linear, polynomial, Logarithm, Exponential and Power functions were used to
determine the correlation between NDVI and LAl from field survey. Sixty eight LAl data from field
survey was divided half for calibration and half for evaluation data sets. From many mathematical
models, the power function give maximum R® both Hyperion and ALI, Hyperion give R’ = 0.738
(RMSE = 0.089 m’m ) and R* = 0.624 (RMSE = 0.119 m’m") for calibration and evaluation datasets
respectively and R® = 0.582 (RMSE = 0.165 m'm”) and R* = 0.482 (RMSE = 0.280 m’m) for ALIL
The result shows hyperspectral remote sensing is suitable to estimate LAl of rubber plantation than

multispectral remote sensing

mday  : lewedaneda dafawnesa e1wnsn dudnunRaly
Keywords : Hyperspectral , Multispectral , Rubber plantation , Leaf area index

%gjfﬁwmfﬂizmwwz1/515/527&7545%7Wiaﬁnﬁ siwakaewplang@yahoo.com 195. 08 1547 5825



254
MIATIVINITUALITY UNT.NTTUAT RUUNLAY
nsUssyInMINnTIngdemnalulagasuma AN 5

1. unii

Adasiiuiiialy (Leaf Area Index: LAI) #io wisimesiimmunuuiansey Andunimiswesiiud
Turanuanmsdnuideseniamineiuiivesiny (Haboudane et al, 2004) ﬁmméwﬁmaeﬁqéﬂumi
Aagianuamisalunishinandalaznszuiunsndnuesin ﬁmﬁﬁuﬁﬂﬂuLﬂuﬁa;ﬂaﬁwﬁfﬂmwuﬁwam
srUUENAY LUUTIaInsRsYAulavesity wazuuudiasiwanan (Oleson and Bonan., 2000; van den
Hurk et al, 2003) fnmsdeyaduiiiuiiialy Alfndeyanisiusansseslnalulivssanndune ua
nawan (Dente et al., 2008; Fang et al., 2008; Guérif & Duke, 2000; Prevot et al., 2003; Maas, 1988;
Boegh et al., 2004; Dente et al., 2008)

msUszanaadaiiituiitlulneasinmsdismesuadeddussuazinailunnsiauunn
Jeldmnzavdmiunsuszanaadsifuiiisludnsuiiuiiounlng  meluladnsdisesseglnady
madennilsiimanzay Immawwﬁ’uﬁuﬁmmdmj wszfuisnsiilivhaneshedis anszeviaiuay
w5991ulUN1581993 Uensen and Binford, 2004; Jongschaap, 2006; Fang et aly, 2003) n31 20 Yitsuan
driifiamssasingg Aldinanmsdisasserlnauuumatetasnau legnihanssuiisuanuannsaluns
Uszanauiudsvesfiananisnsinens sausesaiiiuiifalufie s1esin1sAnvives Haboudane et al.
(2002, 2004) wui1 MsysUIMIABdNINTINAINWATaNsd1sITsz ez lnauuulamesalunasy anunse
Uszanaurndeiiiuiiisluresfisnamamsnuasldegnusiug) sasnamsanuuandiifiuin dudliemssad
I¢anannssudsreging Seuddglumsussnadsifuinlu

NNTATIAENE1TNUI wadanisdrsiannsseslnawvlsme saiunasuliaiaauduius
ssheiiiiuiinalunierfulsnedAinersuguasity fuddeiiisnssadnimaildannsidnisdisan
i%ﬂziﬂaLLUU%ﬁ’]El"Ul’Nﬂgu (Lee, 2004; Mutanga and Skidmore, 2004; Pu et al., 2005; Thenkabail et al,,
2004) tesanmaiinnisdrnasseylnauuulsmesauwnnsufisiuiuiisnduiininnit wmaianisd1san
szeglnanuunaneYasnau (Multispectral Remote Sensing)

INAITATINDNATINVNUITIAIANYIBAITI98N15819299n588% 1N Suratman et al. (2004)
WUINGNAAY near infrared Wg 2sAAU mid infrared vstioya Landsat TM fianuduiudfidsening oy
wazUsumsvesldensmsluunad@s wSeuwmuinuudiasinisanaey (Regression Model) @usulalunis
UszanaulIunnsuarengllignanisn uag Suratman et al. (2005) lihuuudiaesnisannsswuuladasn
(Logistic regression -modeling) uﬂ%ﬁmwﬁuﬁﬂqﬂemw]w\m‘ﬁa;gamaL‘ﬁau Landsat TM. Monkolsawat
et al (2012) fhmsUszmnaiuiiuasgnonsnstluaanyfussnidoaniie vesszinalne Tnsns
HauKaudayanLiied SPOT THEOS LLam’J’agamqmamamaqﬁuﬁﬁﬂm waz Chen et al. (2012) l¢ivinnas
WUV M UUTZINMNEgAUE1NNITT 9INUaYa Landsat TM IuﬁyuﬁLﬁmwwiﬁﬂuuazmmwma
UTIUNTE Hainan Ussnedu lngedumaviingnssanin red wag infrared bands (band 3-5 uay 7) wag
tasseled cap components WiauinuLUUINRRIEmMTUUTTINMD YR UaIUgNeInIslaemATiaNTg
AATILINITARnRERUUNAERILUS (multivariate regression analysis techniques) L9 uazAME (2008)
ynsUszidudeiiiuiiisluressnsmnalagldfoyaninaiaiion SPOT-5  Fren1sdeszsianuduiug
sewieiilfianssatuanadevosiriiuiily waranseauniside Aruasdelen (2013) Thnsdsedu
nsldfoyaanaaiien EO-1 Hyperion dwiuussanmuduiiiuiiialuressrsmnsilngldaudiiudssving
sudliuiinalusassiifanssa Seflsidundamansuuudunss

Fsnseanumsinwidanantieiu nuitluefediuanlginsiinisdisndeyannszeyina
Aeatfusransilinnih lumddeadsiasimsussiiumsussnasaiifuinglu seseiivmssamind



255
RMUTP Research Journal Special Issue

The 5" Rajamangala University of Technology National Conference

vouund Tnidenlidoyavialamesaunniy wazdoyaviataanady ftufindeyauina suneides
A1 2408 uazuuudaesiidentdlumsinuenuduiusssnisdelituiidlusasdelifionssa feilaidy
adinmansuuuidunss Indludeaidaes aenidfiu lenTmudsauasiladduiavenings Tnoidenldadvil
flamssas NOVI Taeynuuudnassazgnnsiaaeuseteyaniaauniiiudasy ilesisaudanugniees
nsuszned it luluguuuuresiniiaesuasraaaadouridiaesiads (RMSE)

ad =
2. 2/N1IANEN
¥ 1
=
2.1 Nunfnw
HUNANBIATOUAGULIYA F1UASIA 1LNBLTEIAN Janialae agiiidn 18°01'12.70" nile uaz
101°53'15.53" pizueen dwandlugui 1 Tanvagiunduiungiun Siteniwndudwiunin Sdnvaey
dA' =2 o & A, I = v ooz & & ' aad A ] £ L4
anaduasuanda1ady Nundulvadunuiinld aduiuivianuwienindeulnsy dnslausylovd
PAuieNsnERIHa1eULUY 1w Yandn vl et Yanenenist wag viununsnssueg1adue) aedl

¥ '
A A

funvaneamseglusuusenuazinunInssegesTniuunnii 25,000 13

et Vol AR

¥

FUN 1 wundnwiiualinu sduasuiasey diuasie suneslnsu Jwminiay

2.2 foyanmareanaiisuildine

miﬁﬁ’aﬂ%ﬁﬁ'ﬁ%’ﬂé’lﬁauﬂamaL‘ﬁau EO1-Hyperion path 129 row 48 Uufiniilefuil 20 §unau
2009 Imil Spatial resolution 30x30 m. ¥n15USULA geometrically corrected Tuliarfinnlussuue1984
UTM Zone 47N WGS 1984 I%Qmﬂw@uﬁuau (ground control points) 58 A ﬂismaﬂz\imw LU NN
OULATINY WavdnuTidnfydue ﬁiquﬁasm‘?fmﬁm wazAINANIAaIAAGeU (RMSE) deatenit 0.5
AN (pixel) %50 15 A5 115 Resampling Ineld Nearest neighbour waglifin1susuuw radiometric
correction Husudl L7018 wnas1diu 1:50,000 21nnsuusuiinmsiunissnads

Tngnmeeaufieuszuu AL Wunndeanufisnssuudadaunada viandsildainndas
frenm ALl AiRadeuuanafion EO-1 wazvimstuiindyanaly 10 band luasnaulsiseidiosiu Tunan
wazanuiiAafuiundesdnenin Hyperion uazamaneafiEnszuy Hyperion Wuteyalawesanasa
yilavdlsiimstuiindeyauazdniudutiseduiuaugAadeidosiulunanedostis nmneenaifienszuy



256
MIATIVINITUALITY UNT.NTTUAT RUUNLAY
nsUssyInMINnTIngdemnalulagasuma AN 5

v
o '

Hyperion Lﬁuﬁagaﬁlﬁmnﬂé’aqmamw Hyperion ﬁﬁmmaquumuﬁw FO-1 vesUszimaansgaiusni
fendendeinameaieniiienssuu Hyperion ImamwﬁﬁﬂwmzmaumuﬁuﬁLﬁuLLauawaﬂsaUﬂquﬁuﬁ
Useanae 7,500 15197 LAk S '1/T'1miﬁuﬁﬂ%@;ﬂaﬁ'mmﬂ’ﬁmmﬂ?{u 10 nm Ty 1 band sedlesinseiuly
faust 356 -2578 nm Fruutiaiun 242 band warlevsndusaiesfidunng 16 Ju

2.3 FBnsnudayaluninauu

vhmafudeyaaunsiluseningiuil 10-15 Sunaw 2552 Tasulasgnorsniliden dmsunisda
fhog1e BenseunsedlneinuaInIsIeden uazruITMANALENTY Usznaufetaseryens 5 - 25 U Nuflulas
Ugnensiidennuvasihegiedvunalitesnd 5 15 lunmafutoyarslivuauasesuiafiug 15x15
A31ns tngerfunisdudiegsegnudussuu uazdosdisiunsnsiegiies 10 fu s ulaswedne wag
Aadsvosusnanniazgnliifleuanuasiegns lunashegnsimunas Tamaflue 13ousenuasiu
g1enslagInanduiienfignandfuruinweudeuseavemnduluudas uasviinistuiindnadeves
sunisuangnlneldiedesimundumisuuiiulan (GPS) fuandluguil 2

Tnsmsfuusviiuifialuressiasuasinumannanduiumiiaunsf 1 way 2 uazudns
SruufugenauasansdTInIAauNvesidviiuRluTowUATeE 19 68 uias

LAI = )", (L.A.;) /Area (1)
L.A.=mR? 2)
e deq(L.A) Ao maiamaﬂm'ﬁuﬁﬁﬂwaaéfuiﬁnﬂéfﬂw,l,ﬂaa

Area fp fiunvewlasiiegiawun 15x 15/am51auns
R Ao afivesiouransuliiinanauile niannndiduauiveuseusen aagui 3

/ ulRaUgnIaTIIIYA > 5 1% \

iy wiawrBUang

-
EEEETEER

\.
EEEEEEEER

meXIET

TR T

i 1 vl s 15215 m

\_ /

= @ a v 1% v
;J"IJ‘VI 2 ﬂ?im‘U‘WﬂﬂLLa%‘UEJJJuaGMEJNWWSWﬂWEJIULLU@Q‘UQﬂEJNW’ﬁ’]




257
RMUTP Research Journal Special Issue

The 5" Rajamangala University of Technology National Conference

Ground area
covered by
canopy

JUN 3 wanan1sinesasiveasouseniulyl (R)

2.4 msUszanaAdRinuiRaluandu Ry

Rouse et al(1974) lawmuiArnadignssaunantauuvuasuralas (Normalized Difference
Vegetation Index (NDVI)) 6’71"&w'fJuﬂ"]ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂjwiimﬁﬁwmﬂssqﬂm’wﬁuaEJ"Nﬂ’?WU?N (Jensen, 2007) dwsuly
Mmsﬁmmmﬂﬁl,ﬂf?{sjul,l,ﬂaaﬂﬁw'%zyLauimsumﬁsummqgmaLLazmim?{ammaﬁwdwqgma AneugURUY
%WﬁﬂwgﬁﬂuaaﬁmazwzLﬁummmmwawmnm‘uaaqcﬂmamnﬁzyl,auimaqﬁmazﬂmnmlﬁm?ﬁ'm
(dry-down periods) (Huete and Liu, 1994) Tagldimnisasieuuastuaniniunasduns (Red) wazaiemdu
dunusalng (Near Infrared) TunisAiuae

TunisAnwindedviinisussanadsinuiaaluan nudfianssa Normalized  Difference
Vegetation Index mwaumsi 3 waz 4 uazthurmaruduiusiuadeiiiuiiinluiildannisdisae
meausiluguamnuduiusvesileiduuuuidunss ndludoaddseos asn3u onlwuidoauazilsituiay
YNNI

NDVITUS = (RTSO 3 R?UE.)/'(RTS{] + H?USJ (3)

e Ryse AR AN1SagyiouuasinueTInay 750 nm dwmsudeyanimaniiiiey Hyperion
Ryg5 D AIN1SAETDUMASNIAINEMIATY 705 nm dwsudeyanina1iiies Hyperion

NDVI = (NIR—R)/(NIR +R) @)

P 1

Wie NIR Ao AN SaENaULATl U 9ARUBUNLIANE (Near Infrared) (Band 4)

° o Y

dmiudeyaninaniiiey ALl

2

R AD ANNITATNDULAI LT IIATULAAWAS (Red) (Band 3)

° o Y

dmuteyaninaniiiey ALl

Poyanvinunialunliannsdrsianaauiusunmun 68 wasiieege NHvSateyaauIu

¥ '
a

Wiganaiun1suszunasvdiuiifalu (Haboudane et al, 2004) azgnuuseenidu 2 nguiwingiu Aonqu
foyaildlunsasrsuuudiass (Calibration Data Sets) $1uu 34 uasnegs uazngudoyalunisnaaey
wuudaes (Evaluation Data Sets) 412w 30 uasiiogs uagmsusziduauindofio nsaifves
wuuiaes Tngldrsnilaeswesmaaiaindeuidsaoaads (RMSE) Fadumadanldiannuusiugweanis
Usgana puaunnsd 5



258
MIATIVINITUALITY UNT.NTTUAT RUUNLAY
nsUssyInMINnTIngdemnalulagasuma AN 5

RMSE= |=F% (- y,)? (5)

v '
NS aa

Ao AstNunRIlunleaInN1swUUIIaDY

v

Ao st lunlaainn1sdrsialuauny

=

Foyaanamaneaaiien Hyperion wag ALl azgnisndnnaiduifiunssas NOVI vesqanind
fanfitaniepiaransasstutuafidagiaiansvesutasiiedns anduididedfivnssudlduim
ANUdIUSIeRUUIIRmNeRlamanselelaituwuudunse Indludeamdsaes aan139iy tonlmudea
wagilsrduiavendids ielduszanuarduiiuiasly Tnsudazuuudiaesasgnnudddiussansnng
#naula (Coefficient of determination RY) LiieUsuanisanuduiussyninsidudfunilususviife
WI0d uAgATINAN RMSE Liteli¥aauuiugvesmsusssnumdviiuiiialy

Han1safkuuIaemeadinenansineivualinan1sdimanieaniavesa LAl anyadeya
#5719WUUs1809 (Calibration Data Sets) LUu Dependent variable (Y)- waz fasdiianssas (NDVI) 1Ju
Independent Variable (X) feilenduidunss Indludlsaniasaes aani39u wnlwudsawazilsiduasen
f1ds Inensdlfeya Hyperion liiAnduuszavdnisdndule R) feiegszning 0.695 - 0.738 navesnis
NAABULUUIIa0Y (Evaluation Data Sets) MWarduuszandmsindula (R') fidnegsening 0.605 - 0.624
uazA1 RMSE firogsening 0.116 - 0.122 m'm” luvasz(fenrunsdidoya ALl limduussansnsdnaula
(R") fiAnegszwing 0527 - 0.582 HaveInsnAdBULUTIa8q (Evaluation Data Sets) WWienduuszavnsnis
dndula (R) flenogjseving 0.445 - 0.482 wazAn RMSE flf1og5e1i19 0.280 - 0315 m'm” Fansnsdi 1-
2 LLasgﬂﬁ 4-5

¥

M1399 1 agunan1snaaeINsUsEIMAIRstnuRaluaARiliy NDVI fldaindeya Hyperion

Calibration Evaluation

Data Sets Data Sets
laridu (Model , n=30) (Testing , n=30)

R® | RMSE(m'm? | R® | RMSE(m'm?)

GUERRELS 0.738 0.089 0.624 0.119
LU 0.703 0.095 0.609 0.120
a9N13I 0.710 0.092 0.614 0.122
Indludoamdsaes 0.701 0.099 0.616 0.115
wnlwiuloa 0.695 0.109 0.605 0.116
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