Optoelectronics JtHL-T, 2016, 6(4), 139-148 Hans X
Published Online December 2016 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/oe
http://dx.doi.org/10.12677/0e.2016.64020

The Comparison of Wavelength Dependence
Models for 1.5 pm Visibility Lidar

Jingyu Ren?, Xiang Shang?*, Mingjia Shangguanz, Chong Wang?, Jiawei Qiu2, Haiyun Xia2

1Tsinghua University High School, Beijing
?School of Earth and Space Science, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei Anhui

Email: 'sx930710@ mail.ustc.edu.cn

Received: Dec. 4", 2016; accepted: Dec. 19", 2016; published: Dec. 26", 2016

Copyright © 2016 by authors and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Abstract

Visibility has a great effect on air pollution monitoring and all kinds of traffic operations. 1.5 pm
visibility lidar has many advantages, such as eye-safe, miniaturization and modularity. Therefore
1.5 pm visibility lidar is suitable for crowded places. Visibility is defined as the atmospheric dis-
tance of transmission when 550 nm collimated laser’s output power attenuates to 2% or 5%. Thus,
when using 1.5 pm visibility lidar, the wavelength correction must be done. Several models have
been summarized in this work, and the differences of these models have been analyzed. To have a
comparison of these models, a 1.5 pm visibility lidar has been constructed. And a 24-hour conti-
nuous visibility observation is carried out in Hefei, Anhui Province in October, 2014. By comparing
the data of lidar with the forward visibility meter, the Kim model is confirmed as the most suitable
model for visibility measurement in Hefei and the average relative error is less than 7.8%.
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KRRBERFARSGREPNMRESE . SR EREZLETHEFEEFEM. 1.5 pmig LEEOL
FEEFANRAFRARBAIER, S TLRRESE, AL/ REAEREEN R, ERTARERN
Gifr. KRBERERESCHE550 nmAEEFOCE R TERE HH TR 2%ER5 % i B &S H K< BE R ,
FBEZRA 1.5 pmBOLR, JFEHTEKBIE. 2084 TRARJUMERKBESR, FEEIZmE
ERFATT oM. AT HEREMER, BT 1.5 nmAE REBOLER, HE2014F10 5 4 T ZH A
AT TS24/ RE L EERLI . 3B 35 R I O R R BEAGHEAT LR, BAKImAR AL 5 & JESERR 1B Ol
AR, FEENREDNT7.8%.

XiA
REMLE, 1.5pm, BOEFEE, WKEBEHRR

1. 518§

KARENEERIE RSB E PR, HXAS@IE . RAOEF R ERT 7T PRI Y s I 45 4k
HHEBRBENEW. FEEASIANIRE, SFZWich TRBERAWIE R, DRI R P55 ) 8
FHEFEN L TE, HERAI e DR U R R F 1]

e DL DU AT A2 s 32 5 3 e L ORI =R RE ILIEAX [2] . BEEWOL TR I H AR IR N K JE,
WO T IR AEA [ AT 00 B FH AR 328 5| 2 AT TR EEA[3] [4] [5]. A8 L 0 T A T8 i Bl oSS 1R HURHE
T, HAERBFRENE R R BT RN EHOCE LB M P, SRINBERE, AT E K6
VLEE, ] DA ERVERE LA, W4 RN & BT BN G AR W1 1) H #5[6]. HR4E Koschmieder [ L,
RE L BER 2 SORANS KA 6 R HOR R LG B2 BRIEAR DG 7], DRI AE RS & AR XS LU FE MBI, 8 L EE W]
PLE KA RO 2] H a0 RIS R BB =Rk BRI Klett IEE[8]F1 Fernald
SEPE9] o I8 I B E KU I HUH RBOFIE G R BRI B AR AE,  REEIETE R A BUR KPR
PG OL T s 2h Y BONHERIN 45 s (RAE RS ST B BUARHR IS DL R, BT K5 M 2 250
I RBEEE AR, 7 2R Klett s iAE2 Fernald [ ik .

ELOR TS 5 SCBE L BRSO TR IR N M 550 nm SO THRIN,  (ER 7R S BRB ) AE L RE O T A
I, SEEHRERTENE M BOCS AR Z N LL S 2518, DU B8 I 06 35 A TR @ 5 Nd:
YAG BOGA A5HR1 532 nm [10]. 1.5 pm B LT 532 nm WO E HF LA 1) ERIBEL 4
BB(0.3 pm~10 pum), 1.5 pm WOLHI AR ARVFRRIECIIR R K, &5 LIAR %4 2) BT 6
W, BB 1.5 pm W BOGLFEE SRR, 5 T SEAER S MK 3) 1.5 pm P
PP RAERE O, KAL) [12].

H/ZHT 1.5 um 5 550 nm R ZRA, RIEH RN ERAEIRKZESR, LA 1.5 um OB &L
BT KABIE . PUERIBR T, AR AR A2 Kruse #ERY[13], —ELF] 2000 £F /2 45 #0525 ) Fl i
KAZIER . (HH 2001 ELAG, Bl IR 1 B8, Kruse BLAYHE R IIEARRE W E R R ZRCR, %
WRARALN Kruse 8T THEIE. Ho, Kim % ASEHIERE LK T 0.5 km, ¥4 0.55 % 1.55 um Hf,
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e DL RE 5 9 KA A 92 [14] . Naboulsi & NTESF-I 55 A6 55 1B L T (FE ILEETE 0.05 km 2 1 km B), 43
KM 0.69 pm 2| 1.55 um B, FIFSLIGEAR LA H T KA ERAL[15]. Grabner T~ 2011 4F, J&T KBS
JREE, S TEZMEZMT, HHRBBAKMKIOCR[16]. A FIRBA 2 MAEEECK 7 R Kruse
BN, W TARREREILE, 86 R B I KGN Kim A0 88 W/ T 0.5 km B, 78
J6RECRBER AR b Naboulsi #5888 WA A9 s 22 H5 b 2 I8 K R385 i v 184 0

R e O TEIE I KRBT TR, SRIENA T BUA LR KAS IEAR R ) BAR T
N YGRS LR 2 [al 22 5, R 1.5 um BE WL HOE T A 7E S IR X BE4T T 3 4E 24 /NI R
W, FF SR AT T =R ARAB IEAE RN T BE X R R 22
2. REDLFE N2 RTE

REMLEE, 2 IR BRORSIE W BE I —ANERR, A2 e SO BA TEH T I NAE 24 I B Rk R ik Re
ST A HAREC BRI B O EE B o 8 B AL IR SR LB 4 8 4 550 nm #E BLIFOG S KA 3R ICE] H 51 Th %
1) 2938 59T it A& it (1) K FE 9

TEACE RS SIS, MRS FE 2 mT DU /K B8 WL 5 KA e RELZ TR R R ON[17]:

3.912

0,
K, V, WAKEREILEE, o, R A BOBTEAKSETT PP R ATE R E. K A — A 550 nm; A
ARG LU B BRIEL 73> 0.02 GEH S ARER) AT 0.05 (RGOEZEAER), N T B IRIE R TR A SCRTIR I RS
A LR R E RS L EBRIE 9 0.02 B B fe WL . | 3X(L) vl a2 KRS e R o, Be % IO e UL

Vi

o))

v, .
HIBOC TR IE TR, WK BO Tk BRI R 1 r AR R ) HUR {5 5 D30
(74 Y(I") r , ,
P(r)=R S A= A(r)exp| 2]y o(")or| @

EBN T, BANRTGHEN R, o NRAHNERE. Hrp ) U] E S R 1A PUE I AR AERTS,
1M S A o #E BB eR A, A H 20(2) 2 oV R PR R AL o« BT AR T 3R R THE R 8L, AR
In— e PR A BEREAT I . BRI T 1A LA =
2.1 ®FE
NT EHET IR, B X EEBIEDES
S =1In(r*P) ©)
M=) m LA

S-S, =|nﬂ%—2j;adr' @)

A, Sy R r A RIER BB IETh R . ARBORURE 70 A1 4 5 (B A s R BB R B T4 3e), #530(4)
PIILLNT B S SK T T 45
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MRIEAG) I, A EGFBIEOLE B GBS E SRR R R, PR K TEE R %
JHERE G AT, AT PRI RS B BB, HH T Bst 7 KRR A 24150, AEMURHASI 22 B s 4
BYRAGRAT T REILEER O 25 AR ZZ K, AN RETH AL SEPr MLHT R ZEK

2.2. Klett IRk
Klett B )5 M HUN R EUS K REBE T HOR & -
f=C.c* (6)
AP CHEHL k BURT WO RGBSR KA AR, —BRAE 0.67 3 1 (8] BE k AHEL WA
exp[(S—Su )/k]
{o-,;ll +§LFM exp[(s -S,, )/k]dr’}

Ny NEGEIEE, S, Moy 733 n, ARIEE BB IETN ARG RE. Klett $2H 7T DL RERILAG
Moy, :

o(r)=

Y]

15w -5
2, —n

®)

Oy =

BT Sy, SR s KR r, B oy, » 2 JE RGN, MmAb A a5 il BUE B K
WAZIT X oy, BURMEA R, BIASECN o, AL THE B I — 2 7 22 5 3 SO K B 12 RO IR KR 22,
FTLA Klett JeiiEAS R R4 R WL E, HiZ st TIE 5 KRR E 48] -

2.3. Fernald & 3&%

WOLH AR AR S, FNZE KRS0 FASERBFRESSMER, BIREaHE 5 a8 R E

43 B RO P 0
o(r)=o,(r)+o,(r) 9)

o, (1) 0, (1) S B KA BRI AU T IO R R 11T AT 5 TR R B A

MAEE, TR RE o, (r) ATARYE & EFR R U ORS i T SAS 21

_ . 23 | 273 Patm (I’) [ 1 j‘wl“

7n(r,)=9807-10 %S 2 (10)
A, Py, (1) 1T (r) 20 SR B KSR SR . H(10) 2075 i Ko F 8 6 R B S B Y
FHXS R ZE— N T 3%.

SRS R B RBEEN L, = o, (r)/A.(r) » ERBT IS SIBBRLAE S A 2
Proie, FHUEE FE— M/ 10 Sr 3 100 Sr 2 (6], FI| F$7 2 o' 75 I8 wT LA AT B R IO 4RI [18]
YT XE SRS, ATME L, =50 [19], X EME IR IR B L 22 i AR B A2 A8 4k, 7EKF
PRI 51 KA AL 3 — 7T, KA T U T 65 s oA 5
L, =0, (r)/ﬂm (r) =8n/3.

FH O T 1 T A T R AT SR IR S RO R B

P(r)r? /¥ (r)exp[-2(L, - L, )]J-Orﬂm (r)dr’
C —2Laf P(r')dr'/Y (r’)exp[—Z(La - Lm)j:ﬂm (r”)dr”]dr’

r
0

Ba(r)= () ~ B (r) (11)
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FH 20 (LL) AV I S T T8 6 5 TR IS L mT =R A5 KRS e R 21(9] .
3. REMEER

e L WO T 2 Sz m R IS 2 AJE 550 nm 0, T BT KAB IE . % RS L O R IA
FEAf #2231 550 nm f#) 532 nm Ok, A% EIRKABIE[6]. HAEASZLS A 02 1.5 pm AER 22 4268 L
FEWOETEIER, BOLHKS 550 nm RZER K, HAERFEKBIESGREINENEHRIRZE. HAloA7A7E
LM KABIE R, Horp Kruse #57 . Kim 458! . Naboulsi 1551 2 %) se g6 #dm i 4734 15 2 /1, Grabner
RN 54 7 SEIGEHE 5 Mie BUBISHIHES . TR AL, XERA BT R A A0 B0 #1 2 A Hh B
RS Ie A B K ZER . XJUVMER BRI T -
3.1. Kruse #58Y

Kruse 1A J2  KAS IE 1 — A28 Hi AR A .

-q
o ﬁ(i) (12)
vV 1055
A, A pm ABOGEK, q FIBUERR TR L
1.6 V >50 km
g=113 50 km >V > 6 km (13)
0.585V** 6 km=>V

KA, o/km ™ AL EREL V/km AHEILE .

AR N, R SR AR R AR Kruse BATY O JEAE S IES R, MEEWE/DNT 6 km I,
H R SRR . HAMZBRIZERE WA 6 km A AES:, B8 SFCYM 6 RBAE 0.2 km™ fHEAS
PRI, LSRN X U, R S SEPRIE AT Kruse AR N tHFR HY “REAY (¥R F S8 Kt 2 b1
FARAET, FULREWE/NT 1 km B (45 SRR AR o TEARSCE S A, X W s B 1 g (A
KRB Beef s, —HHN0.585 VY.

3.2. Kim &84

Kim 7£ Kruse #R ({5Efl 15Xt e ILEERLRIN (O SL a8 B #EAT 1 0 W . Kim BB kAR 730 A1 v 1
EMES A, NNEEERENT 6 km i, o A&, il o BN A:

1.6 V >50 km
1.3 50 km >V > 6 km
g=40.16V +0.34 6km=V >1km (14)
V-05 1km>V >0.5km
0 0.5km=>V

S AAE 0.5 km, 1km, 6km Ab#igs:, i HARGE (MR 1 ARRE ILEERT & RN s 0L (HEIFAR
B REAN T R AR AN, 2 A5 A v S AT SRR IR E .

3.3. Naboulsi 5!

1[5 Naboulsi Il FASCOD % 54§ S¢ BB HEAT 40119 BUPF 2 T HO B K2 IEHOL
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o 0.114784 +3.8367
\Y

XL -
0.181264% +0.137094 +3.7502

o= v (15)

AR, R TEE R WY “La Turbie” Heifi— ANl st FOMLINEAE , i Bz A8 R
MBI HEAT AL S, FIAR RN A B 5 e AR R ZE R, RGN THRRUER, &’A
Wi ko

3.4. Grabner &8
111 Grabner 3Bt Xt Mie HUF FITH RS HE S 5 KR FREWE S KAHEE /B R N:

%
:iﬁﬁi_ (16)
vV 055
N l:':‘ ’
W = 2{tanh[1.94311- (0+0.45) ] -1} + 0.50076 exp[—6.3663.(a)— 0.15)2] 17)

0.05\*°

U )2 R S B0 EURE A T KK T 550 nm T . AR ZIANSE & T Mie BUH SR BT
T, ERA7)RREHIME LR, XA8) T IS 0.5 H2LI{E, FIHZBRAEA R X 13
EREREE

PLEPURBE RS0 AR RAIE A, PR SIS R A2 . EFOLBK 1.5 pm I,
VO R AG 2 A 6 R B RE WAL R RN A 1 From. AIEL 1 Al BLA R AR R 6 R0, Kruse
PR Kim RS 211 HE WU, Naboulsi #2445 2 BE ML K, 1T Grabner #8415 21 (1 g WL 7E
P[] BEAk, Kruse S5 Kim SRR REILZ KT 6 km (YIEOL T 5 e MlA, £ 4~6 km XI5
ZROR, XARREDY Kim B8 RE ILEE/NT 6 km I 4% Kruse AT IZ1E

g, EARMK, ARRFMAT, ELRKEEAA KA. Fit, 1.5 um gEREHOCHE
IRAEHET N AR, A ZUA R D ] BRI 2 M D' R 0 RE R TRV 50 2R 5 MR AR R e g 4T
FIAT I ISR T 2t S B 73 ) Kruse B2, Kim #8Y, Grabner #EAYBEAT S (R AT SEga I R A=
K RS IR, A 75 225 1€ Naboulsi #578), SRR = /MRS 2K §E UL -5 % 58 BE WL LA 1 45 Rt AT
EEXF 734

4. EWERS TR

APRAALLAE 2014 47 10 H 26 H 2 27 H T 2808 S AL o ERFABOR KA A 22 B TEAT 1 24 /)
KPR AL RO, I G5 SR AT AL B, R T O RECS B I R

AR B B 51640 532 nm AE W WOETE AR, SR 1548 nm AR Fot. BAEIRAMER 15 pum #Ot
HEAT RSB WIS SR PR 1.5 pom O 7R A T (RE (R L, ISR O DR AR, S A LR B 5,
T LK TR SR AN 5% AL S s IEAMAI 15 pm HOH 77 254 P 0 SR PRI 28 1L 532 nm Ok
PO RESR AR RO MR 2 o ARSI R ) 2 HOSEI A BRODAR Y 73— AL, T EL3RAE T
W e ) S 56 25 S [20]
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Figure 1. Extinction coefficients under different visibilities at
1.5 pm for four models
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Figure 2. System layout of the 1.5 um visibility lidar
Bl 2. 15 um BENEHAEBERERE

Kl 2 rp T oL dE : AOM: LTI #E: AWG: (TR KA 88 TDFA: B 4F KA LMAF:
KEIIELF: SMF: HEDELF; WDM: 2B E A PC: WiRIEHIAE: OSA: i/ DM:
S L. 5B SPF: RLEUENSS; BPS: ii@JEMAY: VBG: Akt TEC: #HiA1ds,
PPLN-W: i HAMR AL HE R A F o

ASERS BT ) 1.5 pm B8 L BEHOG TR IA B A TAERAE N : 1548 nm FpFoa 20 kb B R 5 2R S
PRl S E M E S, ZEEd G RS B R EORLE, 55 1950 nm ZEEDE— R E N
SRR, RIGHEBE AR TR [21], BT L T HEAI AT 1548 nm 0Ll 863 nm
WOk, 863 nm WOGIE ARG RS MG, FHREERI AR, 55 i N T EALAG .

MR 22 SCHR[19] 0T8240 #r, @it 26 H 13:00 £ 27 H 13:00 &6 771400 Vg 15 5 FF Rk
R B IGINTE F R, T2 AE 3~6 km Y Y L 1O . X — I G AR 1 5 DR WO AR ) B A7 5
T JUFAE TR ETE, FFE0RE RS S0 B s /B S M BUR 28080, A
I FIr B BRI A, TR B RSIEAY S, REZEAFEMH, YR Klett 5 Fernald
SR REAS BIMERR IR R 5

s A gk o AT S 56 ak R R e R AL R (R 00840 G R, RTRLAE HTE S R AU AR — S g e I
18:30, XJEH T N MU, EIEME, VB ERHRSET AR EALE . SRS LA s T
T TR ER AR S8 27 HF F 2:00 F 8:00 HARTH G RECABIFRAL, X2 BT a] FHEE i K 58 B H
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HIZHE 2. (H22] T 27 H 12:00 A4 W% R Fia vk, BB Tii—RPT, XEHTIT
MIHEEIEA B —RERE H Bk, MR RS RS RS .

NERAE FIRHE, FERIEE 26 H 17:10, 18:30, 20:10 A1 27 H 10:00 PYANF ZI (11 T 1+ 5l PR 25 1)
A AT REAN AT ] 3 s MK 3 TR AT LAE H 26 H 17:10 I, [B1E(E S hE R B8 K M R R, 7 km 4b
BT 4% 500 s T#| 1 18:30, T & LM S s @ T, £ 0.7 km, 1.2km, 2.2 km, 4 km
SRR AL B AE T BB EA T B, B T O AR R 2 2 B AR T g b A, AHB ] T DUE
XU A N T4 2806, M IAEG, KIDRER AR S 7 20:10, 7F 3.4 km AbFI(E 5 HBLH R
U, XL 3.4 km BT AR RS 2 8 B 27 H10:00, BIE(ESLE 7 km ARG TR
HY1130 4, WRAKT & 3(a) ) 500 AN, BEHI LT HEEIERRE H HEEL MR sdE BA G IER A,
45 27 HEASSmE A 26 H.

IR S B0 WA 1) ' R BB ) AR 28, o] Dhodak = FrB A AT S A IR 24 h RE AR, 15
FIREe W M2 an il 4 BroR. ARSI M 26 H 13:00 #7425 27 H 13:00, 7EMAE SRS RS H T =4
I 8] S RE ILEE A : 26 H 13:30, 27 H 7:30 A1 9:30 B 43524 11 km, 3.3 km, 6.0 km (5 1). Grabner f5
RAAE = AN )3T 253 5 5 bt G B B AR 22, MXHRZE 5N 37.8%, 113.5%F1 68.7%, ZARAIEM .
Kruse #5745 Kim BAIERE WEE KT 6 km B —FF, {H Kruse BAZESLBRAE WAL T 6 km Fffichf, 4%
TR HUER IS5 o FRIETE 27 H O 25, ORI T 0.2 km™ i, AUFALT Kruse B 117
RALE, BARTHEHIIRE W T 6 km, (ETHEL N SR FH (2052 B8 LE/NT 6 km 1) Kruse B8, KAF &
W BE WL KT 6 km 1) Kruse BEAYHEAT T S22 ROV AR WL /N T 6 km, ISR RAETE . 476
KE, Kim BEREAFEGEIEKAETRIRAEN, 15 =AW E S5 SEhRE RPN RZE R F 7.8%.
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Figure 3. Experiment raw data from lidar at four moments
B 3. IAMEZIEELRIES

Table 1. Retrieved visibilities of three models and the real value
F 1. ZMRB R LE SEfRME

26 H 13:30 27 H 7:30 27 H 9:30

Kruse 127! 11.182 km 3.832km 6.333 km

Kim 8 11.182 km 3.741km 5.495 km

Grabner %4 15.163 km 7.054 km 10.119 km
PR 11.0 km 3.3km 6.0 km
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Figure 4. The comparison of retrieved visibilities from three models

Bl 4. =FREYRRRE LB RIXTEE

5. RS RE

BEXTELA JURRRE ILEE O T A I KA IR 22 R R 1) i, B AT T 1.5 pm BE LSO TE I,
IAEGIEHIX AT T X LSS . AR RIRIFFLE 24 /NF, A RERMFERSE 7 km LA b, BRI TR 4R
SHEG T HEE LR R 58 O S BE LRSS o SIS S AT DCHESE 24 /N R LI A 2R AT
JEEEAEEE, XYL RO TURRE UL RS KAB IR BEAT 1 L. KB Grabner B f s O BE WL AR 5 5 1
SKEEIATT; Kruse B SEPRAE WLEEAL T 6 km BEIZI 245 AR P JE ISR 436 KRG Kim B
SRR G G IEHIARENE B SEPMER W Z/ DT 0.5 km, “FEIMXHRZENT 7.8%. PFUAA X
RO R ZE S, IFAAE S BB IR o 7 BT A e [ I S ) A s, 20l
RE Y SEIRL, BRI Plhas th 22 g2 IER .
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