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1. RSI25m — Relative Stock Index
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LIDAR #5327 1) w I 25m x 26m (J\fiLLZEA) : 9,383 BtZIL) ICDWVWT » MOBEDEHN S ZIEMfTIT T 5 B—E SR 1w
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1.2 =X
£ 26m Iy REIJLIZT:
score = 0.35 - hygs + 0.25 - CoUs,, +0.40 - UCT [ 1.1]

RSI25m = score x 100, RSI € [0,100] [ 1.2]



F#R1ERI% (Naesset 2002 = 4 + White 2013 §3.2 {Z#E7%) -
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q0.95 (z)

10 EH D+ (rsi_decile € {1, ..., 10}) IZEEIE (Pekel 2016 Nature §Methods 2 F 43 58ICZEHL) o

1.33 DDAHNEH
¥ YRR B LiDAR E& Bifif B E
hpos MEESHARS T)LAMERR ST E LIDAR V2 —>D 95 )\—tE V&A1)l m Naesset 2002 §3.1, p. 91, Table 2
covs,, P LEEMEHER SmIUA LD Z—28 | #) Z—28 EE [0,1]  Neesset 2002 §3.2 = 2, p. 92
ucCr Upper Canopy Index  hyps A ED U Z—28 | #81) 2 —>% Lt [0, 1]  Bouvier 2015 §2.3 =X 5, p. 326
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1.4 2518 (R=2 - X - RESHT)

RSI25m | Area-Based Approach (ABA) R3ICEBT 3 o Chidh+4 « IERX - HAEHLERA T S LIDAR M1 >R >~ OEE
ZETHD o

[Cite-1.1] Naesset, E. (2002). "Predicting forest stand characteristics with airborne scanning laser using a practical two-
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§3.1(pp. 91-92) : LIDAR /N\—t > Z 1 L& h1o, h30, k5o, R0, 9oy Rmaz EEE — RSI D hpgs B CHUCKIE - §3.2 (R 2, p.
92) : BHERIMBERE — RS| D covsy, HTHUSKIE - Table 2 (p. 94) : BERE T Viana = a + brhyeo + bap ~ R? = 0.92
RMSE = 17% - EE% | ABA AR ~ #%5|H 3,500+
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ST

1.5 174 ABA L DER

1EZE ABA (White 2013) &xTSw k7 +—L RSI25m
. hAN—EYRAIAMBEE+EEEEK (Appendix B, p. ko + covsy, + UCT BOES BB
E54 42)
5] R FEICT T B EIBH TIESH (OLS/RF ~ §3.4 pp. 18- 0.35,70.25,70.40 (J\ILL#ZER(E) L fSBE1E ~ PCA /[O/RERIERE
& 21) 5
H FB#4%& m3/ha+RMSE (84.1p. 23) 0-100 BRI+ -+ Lo ER L
Vil
® hold-out 7w k@ R2,/RMSE (§4.2 p. 25) REM (n=42 \MLLIZ7EY HEH I Phase1 &%
s )

16 R 7y 7 I L— g
IR : Tier B (BAE7O 21 7 ~ &L
Tier A S DR :

1. Phase 1 (F—R#EHF + R21T) : /\lil 9,383 JLIC PCA > PC1 ¥ 31T 0.35/0.25/0.40 EA % LEE (White 2013 §3.4 [O]
JRERLE (CZEHL) o

2.Phase 2 (F—#&##HH) : /\LWLB#M 70w b (n=42 ~ DBH/H/V 5H8IF) TER Vipeasured = @ + b - RSI25m + € ~ B2~
RMSE ~ 95% Cl 8% (White 2013 §4 E#) - B2 R2 > 0.7

3. Phase 3 (MusifEBAIREE) - SA0{20%) 1575 LiDAR BX{$% « Phase 1-2 Z 1§ o

4.Phase 4 (HHHR) : Forest Ecology and Management ¥ 7=|& Remote Sensing of Environment |Z3&%8 ~ 1R7& "A 25m grid

LiDAR-based relative stock proxy with field validation in subtropical mixed forest, Baxianshan, Taiwan" o
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tools/forest_design/export_lidar_plots_rsi_csv.py:80-92 BI#{ add_relative_stock(gdf)
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CHIRVE—FEVOVTIRERETHS -
e USGSNLCD CREEZRIMWET —2ZN—R) (FEGHEEZEZEIL NILIZEERME (Wickham et al. 2021 RSE Vol. 257,
§3.2, pp. 6-9)

e Hansen et al. (2013) Global Forest Watch ISBRM#EEIER = FX 17~ — MIHEE — Hansen 2013 Science 342:850-853,
§Methods, p. 851 Taiitt

e |PCC AFOLU Tier 2 JRETIZTMWBEZEIL%E 6 DD IPCC AT TV ICHEET S Z & ZER — IPCC GPG-LULUCF (2003)
Chapter 2, Table 2.1, p. 2.10

e IPCC 2006 Vol. 4 Ch. 2 Eq. 2.5 (p. 2.16) — L MFIBZE = BEH T ) THRE$ 5 Z C ZBARER
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1. HET—4 Landsat 5/7/8/9 Collection 2 Level 2 (30m ~ 1984-) Vermote 2016 RSE 185:46-56 §3, p. 49

2. BEYRY QA_PIXEL bits 3, 4 Foga et al. 2017 RSE 194:379-390, Table 2, p. 384
(CFMask)

3. NDVI & NDVI = JHE-fed Tucker 1979 RSE 8(2):127-150, Eq. 4, p. 132

4. fAERR{ES  BE 1 2000-2004 ;5 TRIE © 2022-2025 Roy et al. 2010 RSE 114(1):35-49, §3.1, p. 38

%

5. {8 $\Delta\text{NDVI} = \text{NDVI}{2022|text{-}25} - Tucker et al. 2005 IJRS 26(20):4485-4498, §2.2, p.

|text{NDVI}$}04 4488

6. BINEFN4E ANDVI D P2-P98 &% 5 E9% Pekel 2016 Nature 540:418-422, §Methods, p. 420

7.5 R LV1-LV5 Hansen 2013 Science 342:850-853, §Methods, p.
851
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ANDVI #H YRR SR EIRHELE

LV1 RIK20% (BER 25 FHEEFESE - #ED - LHRF - Bk EEFRIIAZILGRHE | (FXERIE - RMEDE®ICEE

=Y FIREME SHERTE

Lv2 RIE 20% (FE= FrRB R D REIRARS BYRVERR | FRE2EN+IBhKR
®’)

Lv3 HL 20% (&FE) NDVI Z{b ~ EBERE ERRE  BEEE - JIHBETR

Lva R 20% (RER) 25 ETHEEMDE EELS RIFRRE : Bk THREREI

LvV5 RH 20% (BRE Kigp& & 7o l3&TTATh BRIEFEERE | (IR - ARV -2y TRE
B

SHEBRIIEFOE (BHRMHYD) ; SFIEERIIMEIILT: TNDVI LB ~#E4E - NDVIEF = LR VE—-FEYI VY IHER
UYHICHETS (Tucker 1979 §3, pp. 134-138 #JIBEH)
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NDVI = (IR — R)/(IR + R) — NDVI [RIATE S - §3 (pp. 134-138) : NDVI © HEE/NA # Y A OYIREH ¥ REE - EEM -
NDVI #AmX ~ #5|F 13,000+
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Table 2 (p. 384) : QA_PIXEL bit €& (bit 3= +bit 4 =EF) — UHEIXIDEFR - §4 (pp. 386-388) : 8 7JLIU X L
FERELLER ; CFMask h¥ C2 122 ¥ L TR

[Cite-2.5] Hansen, M. C. et al. (2013). "High-resolution global maps of 21st-century forest cover change." Science
342(6160): 850-853. - DOI : 10.1126/science.1244693 - §Methods (p. 851) : HRMEEIBLER IR — b (5 RS EOE
EPATIRRL) - Fig. 2 (p. 852) : 2KBMIBLERHE - Supplementary Materials $1.4 (#F >S54 > pp. 11-13) : bagged
decision tree ¥4l - EE14% : Global Forest Watch AR 7 — X ORIFAIERE « #5|H 8,000+

[Cite-2.6] Tucker, C. J. et al. (2005). International Journal of Remote Sensing 26(20): 4485-4498. - DOI :
10.1080/01431160500168686 - §2.2 (pp. 4488-4490) : 25 FHARIFRIEAR — 2000-2025 HARIEE DIRHML - Fig. 4 (p.
4493) : 25 £ NDVI (BT S

[Cite-2.7] Pekel, J.-F. et al. (2016). "High-resolution mapping of global surface water and its long-term changes." Nature
540: 418-422. - DOI : 10.1038/nature20584 - §Methods (p. 420) : EF 748 — P2-P98 BINE F N DIRHL - Extended
Data Fig. 5 (p. 422) : Z{tD T DEEB{LEE

[Cite-2.8] Wickham, J. et al. (2021). Remote Sensing of Environment 257: 112357. - DOl . 10.1016/j.rse.2021.112357 -
§3.2 (pp. 6-9) : USGS NLCD 5 E&F&1BEL 2480 — 5 ERPSIR A O BFFIRHAL

[Cite-2.9] IPCC (2003). Good Practice Guidance for Land Use, Land-Use Change and Forestry (GPG-LULUCF). IGES,
Hayama, Japan, 632 pp. - URL . https://www.ipcc-nggip.iges.or.jp/public/gpglulucf/gpglulucf.html - Chapter 2,
§2.3, Table 2.1 (p. 2.10) : 6 IPCC L31F|FA 53" - Chapter 3 §3.2 (pp. 3.16-3.42) : Forest Land :¥403F;% - Chapter 4
§4.2 (pp. 4.10-4.30) : Forest Land Remaining Forest Land F3% (NDVI/LIDAR #EH 14 > X %) - Annex 3A.1, Table
3A.1.1 (p. 3.181) : Tier 1/2/3 $REMEE — Tier 2 IFBEHA LB ER £ L THREMA

2.5 HINEF DAL
P2-P98 FIMEFDFIS (Pekel 2016 Nature §Methods, p. 420 (ZZEHL) :
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backend/app/gee/ndvi_risk.py

3. 7aX FUMER

31#3 (Schumacher )
BARMIEHEE ICIXH LAY Schumacher (1933) Fe#FHW3
Viree = a+- DBH® - H® [ 3.1]
C IV EEIAMEE (m%) « DBH IMESERE (cm) ~ H 1ZH#18 (m) ~ a, b, c SHIFERIH -

HEi : Schumacher & Hall 1933, JAR 47:719-734, &%, 4 (p. 723) — X#4&H0R InV =lna+ blnD +cln H »

3.2 fERIRY (LRMEMT)

HilfE - B a b c s S

BIBRIARILER 41x107% 208 094 Lin&Chiu2015 TJFS §3.2 Table2  DBH 5-80 cm ~H 3-25 m
(p. 105) 125 500-2500 m

BIBRIRER 58x 107 195 098 Lin & Chiu2015 TJFS §3.2 Table2  DBH 5-150 cm ~ H 3-50 m
(p. 105) 125 1500-3000 m

BEBHILER 5.0x 107> 200 096 Lin& Chiu2015 TJFS §3.2 Table2  DBH 5-120 cm ~ H 3-40 m
(p. 105) 125 800-2500 m

R TW F 7 4L~ 45x107% 185 115  HiiForest /\fllLh 2024 BIE S\ BREER M

(n=42 ~ KAK)

BERI Chamaecyparis TBD TBD TBD  TFRI 2018 Table 4.3, p. 58 TR IAERE

formosensis ({E&##)

12 Cryptomeria japonica (1&%H) TBD TBD TBD FFPRI ZE XX #HF&E%*& 2019 Ch. FIRIALRE
3 Table 3-1, p. 24

& Chamaecyparis obtusa ({& TBD TBD TBD FFPRIZEE / F&#MTEXR 2019 TR I)IAERE
) Ch. 3 Table 3-1, p. 22

33 Ffif5IA (R—2 - X «- RESHE)

[Cite-3.1] Schumacher, F. X. & Hall, F. dos S. (1933). Journal of Agricultural Research 47(9): 719-734. - URL :
https://naldc.nal .usda.gov/download/IND43968033/PDF - §3 (3 4, p.723) : V = a - D? - HC [F{aEH - Table 2 (p.
727) 1 KEEREE 13 BED a, b, c BIE - Table 4 (p. 731) : 12 BWEICX L R? > 0.95 - BB | BMEHFHRA « EFIRNTOH
AR DE

[Cite-3.2] Reineke, L. H. (1933). Journal of Agricultural Research 46(7): 627-638. - URL :
https://naldc.nal.usda.gov/download/IND43968015/PDF - §4 (3% 1, p. 631) : Reineke Stand Density Index *
stems/ha = Nynag(Dres/Dgma)* * k = 1.605 - Fig. 2 (p. 633) : FiHE S5 S 9l - BEM  HOBEISERE

[Cite-3.3] Lin, Y.-J. & Chiu, C.-M. (2015). "Allometric biomass and volume equations for natural forests in Taiwan." Taiwan
Journal of Forest Science 30(2): 99-115. - TFRI URL : https://www.tfri.gov.tw/main/journal_search.aspx - §3.2 (Table



2, p. 105) : [LER$HERM, SRR Schumacher 8 — 75w b 7 # —LEIE Tier A 8 - §4.1 (Fig. 5, p. 109) : ZE O
b~ R2 -85 (p.112) : IPCC 2006 Vol. 4 Ch. 4 Tier 2 77 #JL b X O LL# - BB : HiiForest &ZXAMMBEIOD Tier A HiZH
B

>=<

[Cite-3.4] TFRI (2018). T&ZETEEMEITEMIERL TFRI Special Pub. No. 87, 160 pp. - Ch. 4 §4.3, Table 4.3 (p. 58) : &%
RET7ZOX L% - Ch. 4 84.4, Table 4.4 (p. 64) : Chamaecyparis obtusa {#%{ - Ch. 5 §5.2, Table 5.2 (p. 79) : Taiwania
cryptomerioides 1#%4 - {4#% B (pp. 142-150) : 2FEFIRFAEER - IKEE RO A ; TP RILEIESEBDIEE

[Cite-3.5] FFPRI (2019). FZE X ¥&¢tifEzR) FFPRI B35k No. 451, 89 pp. - URL :
https://www.ffpri.affrc.go.jp/pubs/bulletin/451/ - Ch. 3 Table 3-1 (p. 24) : 2E X DBH-H-V {Z#k - Ch. 4 Fig. 4-
2 (p. 35) : MUFMHIEFE (I6/53E ~ 5R16 - B9 8 #hig) - 4KEE : PDF AR ~ YAML 185 1{EIE5 &

[Cite-3.6] FFPRI (2019). M2EEt / £##7E7R) FFPRI FHZEERE No. 452, 78 pp. - URL -
https://waw.ffpri.affrc.go.jp/pubs/bulletin/452/ - Ch. 3 Table 3-1 (p. 22) : ZE t / ¥ DBH-H-V 12K - {REE : PDF
AR~ YAML #3&16135 1%

[Cite-3.7] IPCC (2006). 2006 IPCC Guidelines for National Greenhouse Gas Inventories, Volume 4: Agriculture, Forestry and
Other Land Use (AFOLU). IGES Hayama. - URL . https://www.1ipcc-nggip.iges.or.jp/public/2006gl/vol4.html - Chapter
4 (Forest Land), §4.2.1 (% 4.1, p. 4.10) : AGB 1l AC4p = > (A - Gw - CF) - Chapter 4 §4.3 (R 4.16, p. 4.27) : BCEF

(N1 A< RBEHRERZS) - Chapter 4 §4.5 (Table 4.4, p. 4.48) : Tier 1 AMBET 7 4L~ (BZ 050 ¥ 0.388) -
Chapter 4 Annex 4A.1, Table 4.A.1 (p. 4.83) : BEF 2¥%/\-f = —LJ)5 7 #+JL b - Chapter 8 (Settlements), §8.2 (p. 8.11) :
WHMAE - EEYE | EBERBEMRA X1 ARV b EMRERFTEO HRIZE

[Cite-3.8] IPCC (2014). 2013 Revised Supplementary Methods and Good Practice Guidance Arising from the Kyoto Protocol.
IPCC, Switzerland. - URL : https://www.ipcc-nggip.iges.or.jp/public/kpsg/ - Chapter 2, §2.6.1 (& 2.7, p. 2.21) : KP-
LULUCF /\f < XZ1E5HE - Chapter 2, §2.6.3 (Table 2.6, p. 2.34) : HWP (UNEARMESR) 40 £REEH - Annex 1 (p.
A15) 1 KP % 3.3 5% % 3.4 % LULUCF EBIES - BB | REBEEE THIMREABOMMF L 75V b7+ —LIF §263
HWP 40 F{R&ELE 0.40 = fEMA °

3.4 BIERR
HitERE Tier SIE n_samples R? RMSE JREE
BIBILEE A Lin & Chiu 2015 Table 2 (p. 105)  n>200 0.91 - ARFE
BB ER A Lin & Chiu 2015 Table 2 (p. 105)  n>180 0.93 - DRE
BERR A Lin & Chiu 2015 Table 2 (p. 105)  n>150 0.89 — NREF
BRTI74ILE B HiiForest /\fliLll 2024 42 0.78 35miha KA EarthArXiv 2026 Q3 T &
E/*®/ZF B TFRI 2018 /FFPRI 2019 EH4ES BIEE R %% ~ YAML 72 2 JLIERE

3.5 d—FNR

o #I(I|E | services/science/hii/science/allometry/
o BEL A I data/science/refs/allometric_refs.yaml
e HARNESS TZ2#EHL ! 2EH YAML O— R s N\—RO—Fr > J %L
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EMARIIVICHL -
1
1+ droad,m/ dscale,m

priority = Apq - [ 4.1]

CCIC: - Apg i MOEE (ha) - drogdym - REMEETOI—2) v REERE (m ~ EPSG:3826 #85%) - dscale,;m = 100 : FEBE
R =)L~ MULLMERICERIER

MBS [ ERAEOAMAEEL (RHEIOX ME -~ RIEXE) o
(Contreras & Chung 2017 = 8, p. 14 IC#EHL) o

LB oh BB AR ZRE — R 2 FTEXERNFED

4.2 5|H

[Cite-4.1] Contreras, M. A. & Chung, W. (2017). Forest Science 63(1): 11-21. - DOl : 10.5849/forsci.16-061 - §3.1 (3% 8,
p.14) : EEEERR IR MBS C(d) =co+c1-d— EHF IEEDHER - §4 (Table 3, p. 17) : #RHFERE vs IR MRIE -
BEEY REBEBEECORKERETIL

1+d/d

[Cite-4.2] Akay, A. E., Sessions, J. & Aruga, K. (2009). Croatian Journal of Forest Engineering 30(1): 85-94. - URL :
https://hrcak.srce.hr/file/63232 - §3.2 (I 1, p. 88) : AHP INEMEBLIEML X O 7 - §4 (Fig. 3, p. 91) : ~JLIEHIERZE
R - SEN | MEEE - RIRMESTIERL0 H B H
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services/science/hii/science/harvest/priority.py

HARNESS ;—e%‘?ﬁm hii.science.* ECF - HarvestPlanResult (Pydantic ScienceResult) &0 - @ Tracer T
provenance 77 — REF_KEYS = ["contreras_2017_harvest", "akay_2009_haul"]

Tier A

5.ETH 2BMEsTETIL

5.1 a4

[Cite-5.1] Lang, N., Jetz, W., Schindler, K. & Wegner, J. D. (2023). "A high-resolution canopy height model of the Earth."
Nature Ecology & Evolution 7: 1778-1789. - DOI : 10.1038/s41559-023-02206-6 - 7—%X -
https://nlang.users.earthengine.app/view/global-canopy-height-2020 - §Methods (pp. 1782-1784) . Meta DINOv2
vision transformer #l4 77— 5% F + - §Results, Fig. 2 (p. 1780) : £Ik 10m #E= < v 7 - §Validation, Table 2 (p.
1783) : vs GEDI L4A #&EE RMSE = 5.7 m ~ MAE = 2.8 m - §3 (Fig. 4, p. 1786) : /N1 7 —LBIEE - FREE : 10m ~ 2EKEE -

H4T—4R : GEDI L4A B2 LIDAR - IS TRAHRO2EMES Al EFI)L

5.2 A#

o JE LIDAR RIF DO ¥IHEMESIEE (] : JASM B ~ Phase 0 JAIH A F v )
o 7OXMUMBLLAAEE > 26m &' v RYJEAMTERE
e VWRR stEHOEH AN



53d—FNXR

services/gis-service/app/api/endpoints/eth_volume_grid_25m.py services/gee-pipeline/canopy_height_fetcher.py

Tier A
6. GEDI L4A /N1 A I ABIE
6.1

[Cite-6.1] Duncanson, L., Kellner, J. R., Armston, J., Dubayah, R., et al. (2022). "Aboveground biomass density models for
NASA's GEDI lidar mission." Remote Sensing of Environment 270: 112845. - DOl : 10.1016/j.rse.2021.112845 - 7 —%&

DOI : 10.3334/0RNLDAAC/2056 (GEDIL4Av2.1) -8§2.3 (X 3,p.5): BRI AGBD=a + b RH59 + ¢+ RHgs - §3.1 (Table 2,
pp. 9-12) : 2 13 N1 #+— LERIEIREZEK - §4.2 (Fig. 7, p. 18) : N1 A —LFIFEE (HE! RMSE 30-50% 18%1) - §5 (p.

20) : ESA CCl Biomass v3 & DLEE - EEH : NASA GEDI LAA AXFERX

6.2 A&
ETH B3R\ A< R & RSI RMBEDMIIEKRIE (RtHIARE) o
6.3d—F/\X

services/science/hii/science/io/gedi.py

Tier A



7.3 —R (FES|HER—Y)

FE5IA

(R=1)

RSI25m 0,357,,-;!;;+ 0.25¢0v5,, + 0,40(7&7 B Neesset tools/forest_design/export_lidar_plots_rsi_csv.py:80-
2002 RSE 92
80:88-99
(® 2p.
92) ~ White
2013 83.2
pp. 12-15

NDVI 5 ANDVIgygg.05 DET AR (P2- B Hansen backend/app/gee/ndvi_risk.py
E&PE P98) 2013

Science

342:851

§Methods ~

IPCC GPG

2003 Ch.2

Table 2.1

p.2.10

7OX V =a-DBH®. H¢ A Schumacher services/science/hii/science/allometry/
~UH 1933 JAR
i 47:723 &

4~ Lin&

Chiu 2015

TJFS

30(2):105

Table 2

RixE A- 1+T1/d, A Contreras services/science/hii/science/harvest/priority.py
FE 2017 FS

63114 1 8 »

Akay 2009

CJFE 30:88

1

ETH #% DINOv2 + Sentinel-2 - CHM A Lang 2023 services/gee-pipeline/canopy_height_fetcher.py
= Nature ECE
7:1778-1789
§Methods
pp. 1782-

1784

GEDI BE LIDAR N1THAT X A Duncanson services/science/hii/science/io/gedi.py
L4A 2022 RSE

270:112845

§2.33( 3 p.

3
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8.1RSI25m - Tier A (3 H'H)

38 1:PCA - /iy 9,383 wILICHIFS h_p95 / cov_5m / UCT DH5EL
White 2013 §3.4 (pp. 18-21) EIREIEICHEHL
38 2:PCl vs 3T 0.35/0.25/0.40 EHDLEE

B 3-6:n=42 MlilZAy bT V_field vs RSI #RFEEIR

White 2013 §4.2 (p. 25) leave-out cross-validation
3B 7-8: $RA2$. RMSE, 95% CI &% (Nesset 2002 Table 2 p. 94 IMEHHE)
B 9-12: FL 7Y k. EarthArXiv #%#5

8.2 NDVI 5 E&BE > Tier A (6 1°8)

B 1:GFW Forest Loss 2000-2025 (Hansen 2013 Methods p. 851)
A 2:LVl1 (EE=R) vs GFW Forest Loss #—/N—35 v FLE#
A 3:LV5 (BREE) vs BEFEMGCERIEE

R 4-5:BR7%I. kappa. producer/user accuracy
Wickham 2021 RSE 257:112357 §3.3 (p. 10) BEER%E
A 6: IV AR— k. *RSE* F7z(d *IJAEOG* #&is

9. RB®XHI A+ (R—< «DOI - & » HfF)

IER : 8i TDHIRIE

9.1RSILiDAR ABA

1. Naesset, E. (2002). RSE 80(1): 88-99. DOI: 10.1016/S0034-4257(01)00290-5. Key: §3.1p. 91+ §3.2 I 2 p. 92 + Table 2
p. 94

2. Neesset, E. (2004). Scand. J. For. Res. 19(2): 164-179. DOI: 10.1080/02827580310019257. Key: §4 pp. 170-173

3. Lefsky et al. (2002). BioScience 52(1): 19-30. DOI: 10.1641/0006-3568(2002)052[0019:LRSFES]2.0.CO;2. Key: pp. 22-
25+ Fig.3p. 24

4. White et al. (2013). Information Report FI-X-010, CFS,”CWFC, 50 pp. Key: §3.2 pp. 12-15 * §3.4 pp. 18-21 + §4 pp. 22-
30 * Appendix B pp. 41-46

5. Bouvier et al. (2015). RSE 156: 322-334. DOI: 10.1016/j.rse.2014.10.004. Key: §2.3 I 5 p. 326 * Table 3 p. 329

6. Asner et al. (2014). PNAS 111(47): E5016-E5022. DOI: 10.1073/pnas.1419550111. Key: §Methods p. E5018 * Fig. 2 p.
E5019

7. Wulder et al. (2012). RSE 121: 196-209. DOI: 10.1016/j.rse.2012.02.001. Key: §4 pp. 202-205

9.2 NDVI,/Landsat Z{bi&H

1. Tucker (1979). RSE 8(2): 127-150. DOI: 10.1016/0034-4257(79)90013-0. Key: §2.2 T 4 p. 132 + §3 pp. 134-138
2. Roy et al. (2014). RSE 145: 154-172. DOI: 10.1016/j.rse.2014.02.001. Key: 84 pp. 161-163 * Table 3 p. 162

3. Vermote et al. (2016). RSE 185: 46-56. DOI: 10.1016/j.rse.2016.04.008. Key: §3 pp. 49-52 + Table 1 p. 48

4. Foga et al. (2017). RSE 194: 379-390. DOI: 10.1016/j.rse.2017.03.026. Key: Table 2 p. 384



5. Hansen et al. (2013). Science 342(6160): 850-853. DOI: 10.1126/science.1244693. Key: §Methods p. 851 * Fig. 2 p.
852 ~ Suppl. $1.4 pp. 11-13

6. Tucker et al. (2005). /JRS 26(20): 4485-4498. DOI: 10.1080/01431160500168686. Key: §2.2 pp. 4488-4490 * Fig. 4 p.
4493

7. Pekel et al. (2016). Nature 540: 418-422. DOI: 10.1038/nature20584. Key: §Methods p. 420 + Ext. Data Fig. 5 p. 422
8. Wickham et al. (2021). RSE 257: 112357. DOI: 10.1016/j.rse.2021.112357. Key: §3.2 pp. 6-9 * §3.3 p. 10

9. IPCC (2003). GPG-LULUCF, IGES Hayama, 632 pp. Key: Ch. 2 §2.3 Table 2.1 p. 2.10 ~ Ch. 3 §3.2 pp. 3.16-3.42 +
Annex 3A.1 Table 3A.1.1 p. 3.181

9.3 7OX MY #1&

1. Schumacher & Hall (1933). JAR 47(9): 719-734. Key: §3 T{, 4 p. 723 ~ Table 2 p. 727 + Table 4 p. 731
. Reineke (1933). JAR 46(7): 627-638. Key: §4 I}, 1 p. 631 * Fig. 2 p. 633
. Lin & Chiu (2015). Taiwan J. Forest Sci. 30(2): 99-115. Key: §3.2 Table 2 p. 105 * Fig. 5 p. 109 * §5 p. 112

. TFRI (2018). T&ZEXEEMEITEMTERY Special Pub. No. 87, 160 pp. Key: Ch. 4 Table 4.3 p. 58 * Table 4.4 p. 64 + Ch.
5 Table 5.2 p. 79 + {3#% B pp. 142-150

. FFPRI (2019a). T2E XX +&#FE%*I1 No. 451, 89 pp. Key: Ch. 3 Table 3-1p. 24 + Ch. 4 Fig. 4-2 p. 35
6. FFPRI (2019b). F2EEk / F##FE&I No. 452, 78 pp. Key: Ch. 3 Table 3-1p. 22

7. 1IPCC (2006). 2006 IPCC Guidelines, Vol. 4: AFOLU. Key: Ch. 4 §4.2.13 4.1p. 410~ Ch. 4 §4.3 416 p. 4.27 *Ch. 4
8§4.5 Table 4.4 p. 4.48 ~ Annex 4A.1 Table 4.A.1p. 4.83

A W N

[&)]

8. IPCC (2014). Revised Supplementary Methods Arising from the Kyoto Protocol. Key: Ch. 2 §2.6.13 2.7 p. 2.21+ Ch. 2
§2.6.3 Table 2.6 p. 2.34 (HWP 40 &£ — 75w b 7 x#—LfM 0.40) ~ Annex 1p. A1.5

9.4 fRIREFIENL B 5HE

1. Contreras & Chung (2017). Forest Science 63(1): 11-21. DOI: 10.5849/forsci.16-061. Key: §3.1 &, 8 p. 14 * Table 3 p. 17
2. Akay et al. (2009). Croatian J. For. Eng. 30(1): 85-94. Key: §3.2 3, 1 p. 88 * 84 Fig. 3 p. 91

95 HERE, NTHATX

1. Lang et al. (2023). Nature Ecol. Evol. 7: 1778-1789. DOI: 10.1038/s41559-023-02206-6. Key: §Methods pp. 1782-
1784 ~ Fig. 2 p. 1780 * Table 2 p. 1783 - Fig. 4 p. 1786

2. Duncanson et al. (2022). RSE 270: 112845. DOI: 10.1016/j.rse.2021.112845. Key: §2.3 3, 3 p. 5 * §3.1 Table 2 pp. 9-12 ~
8§4.2 Fig. 7 p. 18

3. Saatchi et al. (2011). PNAS 108(24): 9899-9904. DOI: 10.1073/pnas.1019576108. Key: §Methods p. 9900 - Fig. 1 p.
9901
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10.1 RSI25m

a—F fi& i RREE

weight_h_p95 0.35  HiiForest \flilll 2024 (IRERME « FXARK) TODO : PCA #IE (White 2013 §3.4 pp. 18-21 |ZZEH#L)
weight_cov_5m 025 [kt il

weight_uci 040 Rk Eils

cov_threshold =5m 5.0 Neesset 2002 §3.2 (p. 92) T 7 #JL k "the canopy density threshold of 5 m above ground"
uci_threshold = hyrp P75 Bouvier 2015 §2.3 ={ 5 (p. 326) "fraction of returns above the 75th percentile"
norm_quantile =0.95 0.95 Pekel 2016 Nature §Methods (p. 420) quantile-based normalization standard

decile_n =10 10 Pekel 2016 Nature §Methods (p. 420) EIEARIEA deciles

10.2 NDVI 5 E&p

d—F & e g

past_period = "2000-2004" 5yr Tucker 2005 IJRS §2.2 (pp. 4488-4490) FRREEMRRE 4-5 &£

current_period ="2022- 4 yr @k Bk

2025"

cloud_filter = QA_PIXEL bits Foga 2017 RSE Table 2 (p. 384) C2IBEETRY

bits 3,4 3,4

percentile_low =2 2% Pekel 2016 Nature §Methods (p. 420) mEs )y T

percentile_high =98 98% [ [

n_classes =5 5 Hansen 2013 Science §Methods (p. 851) + USGS NLCD AT A Y ERENERE
(Wickham 2021 §3.2 p. 7) AEAZHE

landsat_collection C2L2  Vermote 2016 RSE §3 (pp. 49-52) LaSRC AKf#IE

cloud_cover_filter <50% 50% Roy 2014 RSE §4 (p. 162) > —> QC BiME
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a—F fi&

TW RE# a 41x107°
TW IRER b 2.08

TW RE#R ¢ 0.94

TW $tEti o 5.8 x 1075
TW $HEH# b 1.95

TW $EH#E ¢ 0.98
TWEX a 5.0 x 107°
TWIEXR b 2.00
TWIRX ¢ 0.96
BZXT 74l bka 4.5 x 107°
BRTI7AILED 1.85
BXTI7AI ke 1.15
Reineke k 1.605
Reineke Niqz/ha 1500

b/ FRARGGRE 0.46

AMBE TW ER (t/m?) 0.50

KRIHABE RF (t/m?) 0.38
REDE 0.50

C - CO, i 3.667

Fa4 —C LIRS (kg CO/L)  2.68

HWP 40 (RS 0.40

10.4 {RRE AL

J—K fi&
d_scale_m 100.0
slope_penalty_alpha 0.0

BREER 1/(1 + <) Wit

i

Lin & Chiu 2015 TUFS

Lin & Chiu 2015

Lin & Chiu 2015

Lin & Chiu 2015

Lin & Chiu 2015

Lin & Chiu 2015

Lin & Chiu 2015

Lin & Chiu 2015

Lin & Chiu 2015

HiiForest /\fllLL 2024

i

[E

Reineke 1933 JAR

Lin & Chiu 2015 §3.4

TFRI 2018 Volume Tables

IPCC 2006 Vol. 4

IPCC 2006 Vol. 4

IPCC 2006 Vol. 4

IUPAC

IPCC 2006 Vol. 2

IPCC 2014 KP Supplement

it

HiiForest J\{lliLLl 2024

T4

Contreras 2017 FS

s

Table 2, p. 105

Table 2, p. 105

Table 2, p. 105

Table 2, p. 105

Table 2, p. 105

Table 2, p. 105

Table 2, p. 105

Table 2, p. 105

Table 2, p. 105

n=42 plots + R% = 0.78 » RMSE = 35 m*/ha (kAX)
EIi=

EIi=

= 1, p. 631

p. 108 (BERERE)

Ch. 4 Table 4.3, p. 58

Ch. 4 Table 4.4, p. 4.48 (Tier 177 #JL k)
Ch. 4 Table 4.4, p. 4.48 (Tier 1 Cryptomeria)
Ch.4x47,p. 421 (F7=#IL k)

RFELE 44/12

Ch. 3 Table 3.2.1 (FEh¥AKE)

Ch. 2 §2.6.3 Table 2.6, p. 2.34

g
MEHFERE RAR)
W3R7 Yo~ 77 4L MR

§31R 8, p. 14 (HEER)



10.5 ETH B =

a-k
fRIBE
23k RMSE
23K MAE

g7 —%

1. &55%

fi& g =+

10 m Lang 2023 Nature ECE §Methods, p. 1782
57m Lang 2023 Table 2, p. 1783
2.8 m Lang 2023 Table 2, p. 1783
GEDI L4A Duncanson 2022 RSE 8§2.3,p. 5

TSy b7+ —LDOREEIGEIT AR EN X LITBFNRNZEFS « 2BERBEDHRY - A=Y « X - RETHENS -
Tier A $51Z(XIMEBERES ¥ BEE due diligence ICEEESE T ; Tier B IEIEIXIAZIRRE Y LTHERL ~ BEMN 7 v 75 L — IR L HAFR

ZHD e

FCAUSRIFHRID B 2D 71 EWSIMBRIRILICKT L TIE ~ 810 IREER S U I ADMTRADE R 2RI T S ©

EZE (FBER—JSBT)

RSI EAIFEEMT
1?2

NDVI 5 E&BEIFEEH
TIE?

MREIFESEHE?

RIRBRIBMIIEE S
EE?

s,/ N1 F<RIE
ES|IE?

REZEEE C DEFE
(=34

=Z#F Neesset 2002 §3.1-3.2 (pp. 91-92) + Bouvier 2015 §2.3 & 5 (p. 326) F3k - EAEH X PCA BIE
(White 2013 §3.4 pp. 18-21) ¥ IFih R2 R o

Hansen 2013 Science §Methods (p. 851) + USGS NLCD (Wickham 2021 §3.2 pp. 6-9) + IPCC GPG-LULUCF
Ch. 2 Table 2.1 (p. 2.10) IZfE5 Y% X > b ERENBYBERRAE ©

Schumacher 1933 JAR & 4 (p. 723) + TW &% Lin & Chiu 2015 TJFS Table 2 (p. 105) ©

Contreras 2017 FS §3.1 = 8 (p. 14) + Akay 2009 CJFE §3.2 = 1 (p. 88)

Lang 2023 Nature ECE §Methods (pp. 1782-1784) + Duncanson 2022 RSE §2.3 =\ 3 (p. 5) ©

IPCC 2014 KP Supplement Ch. 2 §2.6.3 Table 2.6 (p. 2.34) — 75w b 7 # —LfER HWP 40 /2% = 0.40 °
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