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Abstract: Agroforestry systems (AFS) can provide positive ecosystem services while at the same
time stabilizing yields under increasingly common drought conditions. The effect of distance to
trees in alley cropping AFS on yield-related crop parameters has predominantly been studied using
point data from transects. Unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) offer a novel possibility to map plant
traits with high spatial resolution and coverage. In the present study, UAV-borne red, green, blue
(RGB) and multispectral imagery was utilized for the prediction of whole crop dry biomass yield
(DM) and leaf area index (LAI) of barley at three different conventionally managed silvoarable alley
cropping agroforestry sites located in Germany. DM and LAI were modelled using random forest
regression models with good accuracies (DM: R? 0.62, nRMSEp 14.9%, LAI: R? 0.92, nRMSE, 7.1%).
Important variables for prediction included normalized reflectance, vegetation indices, texture and
plant height. Maps were produced from model predictions for spatial analysis, showing significant
effects of distance to trees on DM and LAI Spatial patterns differed greatly between the sampled
sites and suggested management and soil effects overriding tree effects across large portions of 96
m wide crop alleys, thus questioning alleged impacts of AFS tree rows on yield distribution in in-
tensively managed barley populations. Models based on UAV-borne imagery proved to be a valu-
able novel tool for prediction of DM and LAI at high accuracies, revealing spatial variability in AFS
with high spatial resolution and coverage.

Keywords: UAV; agroforestry; multispectral; barley; alley cropping; predictive modelling; SfM

1. Introduction

In view of severe droughts [1], biodiversity loss [2] and decreasing yield stability [3]
agroforestry systems (AFS) are perceived as a sustainable way to mitigate global climate
change effects [4-6]. AFS are known to provide manifold beneficial impacts on environ-
mental factors such as reduction of wind speed [7], soil erosion [8] and nitrate leaching
[9,10], while at the same time improving soil quality [11] and water regulation [12] as well
as increasing carbon sequestration [13] and species diversity [14]. With respect to modern
AFS in the form of alley cropping systems (ACS) in Germany, statements on crucial per-
formance indicators such as absolute yield levels and spatial variation in silvoarable AFS
remain controversial. Higher crop yields in ACS compared to open field conditions have
been reported [15] as well as no substantial difference in long term yields [16]. In ACS,
tree rows are arranged in linear structures with crop alleys lying in between, simplifying
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crop cultivation with machines. As a result of legislation in Germany, trees are predomi-
nantly managed as short rotation coppice (SCR) in ACS. Yield depression in the interac-
tion zone between crops and trees has widely been reported [16,17], while some authors
suggest a positive overall impact of AFS on land equivalent ratio (LER) combining yields
of crops and trees [18,19] (for a description of the concept of LER, see [20]). The exact
spatial dimensions and patterns of yield-related crop parameters, however, remain an ob-
ject under investigation. Knowledge on the range of tree effects on yield and their precise
spatial manifestation is essential for the overall assessment of AFS performance as well as
for a better understanding of the complex interactions between trees and crops.

In many studies on spatial distribution of crop yield in AFS or in relation to woody
landscape elements, point measurements were conducted along transects with a limited
spatial resolution between 3 m and 24 m [15,16,21,22], leaving gaps and uncertainties
about small scale yield variation. Only few studies have attempted to analyse areal data,
interpolated from flow measurements of a combine [23] or a hand-held sensor [24]. More
recently, multispectral satellite based remote sensing (RS) has successfully been employed
as a new method to study tree effects on yield at field level in Ethiopia and Senegal [25,26].
As suggested by Padua et al. [27], unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) are particularly well
suited for RS of spatial variability in AFS as they combine very high spatial resolution
with the possibility to capture near-real-time cloud-free imagery at low cost [28]. Hence,
UAV-borne RS could bridge the gap between reduced spatial resolution of satellite-based
imagery and reduced coverage of ground-based sensors. Additionally, UAVs enable im-
age acquisition with high temporal resolution, which is of great importance for measure-
ments within the narrow timeframes of crop developmental stages [29]. The use of UAVs
as a novel tool for analysis of agricultural crops, often mentioned in the context of ‘preci-
sion agriculture’, has been extensively studied in recent years [30,31]. Although most stud-
ies originate from a purely agronomic background lacking the focus on tree-crop-interac-
tion, the methods developed are presumed to be well suited to study yield-related crop
parameters independently from their spatial setting. Predicting grain yield, especially
from remotely sensed images, remains one of the most important challenges of precision
agriculture that many working groups are trying to address [32]. Apart from solely relying
on (multitemporal) remotely sensed data, other environmental features such as tempera-
ture, rainfall and soil type are commonly employed in order to improve predictions [32].

This study used the total crop biomass (DM) and leaf area index (LAI) during milk
ripeness (BBCH 75) as a proxy for barley grain yield. Milk ripeness is the latest crop de-
velopmental stage before harvest, when barley plants are still green so that UAV-borne
RS reflectance measurements can be carried out. It was expected that grain yield would
be correlated with DM and LAI during milk ripeness as confirmed by several studies on
wheat yield [33-35]. Although predicting grain yield would be of greater practical inter-
est, high-resolution maps of DM and LAI spatial variability could still provide valuable
insight into tree-crop-interactions in AFS. Further, information on whole crop biomass
(DM) of barley grown as summer cereal has some practical relevance for whole crop silage
production for animal feeding. Barley DM has been accurately predicted from 3D-Models
based on UAV-borne red, green, blue (RGB) imagery [36] and was further improved by
reflectance information through calculation of vegetation indices (VIs) [37,38]. The com-
bination of height and reflectance information is well known to improve above-ground
biomass prediction through inclusion of structural data, which may overcome saturation
effects of reflectance in dense canopies [39]. Addition of textural variables from multispec-
tral images has the potential to increase prediction accuracies through incorporation of
spatial variation of pixels related to heterogeneity of vegetation [40,41]. Supplementary to
DM, LAI offers a link to crop population density, which is of great interest for the analysis
of spatial effects of trees in AFS as well as it is an important parameter for crop biophysical
characteristics [42,43]. Population density is known to vary significantly in correlation to
distance from tree row [16,44]. LAI could be accurately predicted from VIs calculated from
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RS multispectral data [45], although, similar to DM, height information is expected to im-
prove predictions. Due to the multicollinear nature of reflectance variables, where reflec-
tance values of adjacent spectral bands are strongly correlated, multivariate statistics were
employed to model DM and LAI The machine learning algorithm Random Forest Regres-
sion (RFR) was widely used for modelling yield from RS imagery [32] and showed high
prediction accuracies in previous studies [40,46].

To the knowledge of the authors, only one study on spatial range of tree effects in
AFS has utilized UAV-borne images to map crop yield yet, although prediction accuracy
was low [47]. Roupsard et al. [47] used vegetation indices (VIs) as a proxy to model millet
yield among other variables on field scale to compute the distance of influence of trees
through geostatistical methods. Geostatistics make use of the spatial autocorrelation of
data and can account for directional variability of random variables. This is necessary, as
there are many interacting factors influencing yield in the zone, where trees compete for
water, nutrients and light with crops in AFS [12]. Computation of variograms with the
aim of finding a specific range until which values are correlated sounds attractive for anal-
ysis of tree effects in AFS. However, the precondition of stationarity of data often may not
be given. Additionally, in ACS, tramlines and management effects running parallel to the
tree rows could override tree effects on yield, thus making the determination of a range
of influence from trees impossible. Thirdly, there may not be one location in an AFS, that
is uninfluenced by tree effects, thus thwarting the search for ‘range’ of tree effects during
variogram analysis. This study, therefore, used mixed models for spatial analysis of tree
effects. Generalized linear mixed models can deal with autocorrelated spatial data and
account for different spatial correlation in X- and Y-direction (anisotropy) [48].

The current study was carried out in three major steps. First, models for yield-related
parameters DM and LAI were built from RGB and multispectral RS data. In a second step,
maps of the entire plots were produced, and thirdly, predictions were analysed spatially
for effects of distance to tree row and further spatial patterns.

The specific objectives of the study were:

e  Estimation of yield-related crop parameters in AFS at high spatial resolution and cov-
erage utilizing UAV-borne RS.

e  Identification of RS variables best suited for accurate modelling of barley DM and
LAL

e  Evaluate the effect of distance to trees on barley DM and LAIL

e  Evaluate the spatial variation of DM and LAI across the crop alley.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Sites

Three German alley cropping agroforestry systems (AFS) located at Forst (51°47'26.6"
N 14°38'05.3" E), Dornburg (51°00'46.3" N 11°38'47.1" E) and Wendhausen (52°19'47.7" N
10°37'49.0" E) were sampled in June 2019 (see Figure 1la). At all sites summer barley was
grown in 2019. The summer of 2019 was very dry, with precipitation being 27% below the
long-term average and soil moisture in the surveyed federal states on the lowest level ever
recorded since measurements started in 1961 [1]. Since all experimental sites were estab-
lished around 10 years ago (see Table 1) by different research institutions, their designs
differed considerably in size, crop alley arrangement and tree row characteristics (for de-
tailed site descriptions see [7,49,50]). Although none of the experimental sites was featured
by true replicates of the combination of tree rows, alley width and arable crops, sampling
plots were placed in sections of the sites where conditions were as similar as possible. The
50 x 96 m plots were placed in 96 m wide crop alleys with adjacent poplar short rotation
coppice (SRC) tree rows (see Figure 1c) to enable undisturbed observation of far ranging
leeward and windward tree effects on crop parameters. The gap distance between tree
and crop rows was planned at 0.8 m (Forst), 1.5 m (Dornburg) and 1.5 m (Wendhausen),
however in 2019 the real distances measured with a differential global positioning system
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(DGPS) were different. At Dornburg the first 2 m adjacent to the western tree row and a
50 cm swath in the eastern part of the plot were accidentally not drilled. Thus, in the cur-
rent study all distances to trees are given as the real distance of the middle line of the
outermost tree row to a place in the crop alley measured with an accuracy of 1.5 cm.

4 5400

Wendhauseén
® Forst
[ ]

{51007

4 4800’

T T
(a) 0 100 200 300 km A

6°0" 9°0" 12°0" 15°0"

2 2
(S e
[

o o
= =

TreeRows | | Subplots (1 m?) 0 10 20m A

(C) - Tramlines [__] Plot (50 x 96 m) L —~

Figure 1. Experimental Sites. (a) Location of sampled AFS sites within Germany. (b) Photo of AFS site Forst. Footprint of
Plot and Subplots are indicated by white lines. (c) Map of AFS site Forst.

All sites were characterized by western prevailing wind directions. At Forst and
Dornburg, the plots were placed at least 50 m away from the endpoints of the tree rows
for minimized edge effects, while at Wendhausen this could not be accomplished as this
would have resulted in different tree row composition. However, due to different tree
harvest years and local growing conditions, the tree height at the surveyed plots ranged
from 3 m (Forst, western tree row) to nearly 8 m (Dornburg, western tree row) (see Table
1). While at all sites the hybrid poplar clone “Max” (Populus maximowiczii x Populus nigra)
was grown, at Wendhausen tree rows consisted of three blocks of different varieties of
poplar clones, namely “Max”, “Hybrid 275” and “Koreana”. The eastern tree row at Wen-
dhausen was featured by two rows of the three aforementioned poplar varieties on each
side, while the two rows in the middle were replaced by one row of high growing aspen
(Populus tremula).
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Table 1. Characteristics of eastern and western tree rows at the surveyed AFS sites.

Tree Forst Dornburg Wendhausen
parameter
Year of planting 2010 2007 2008
Trees per ha 8715 2222 10000
Tree row width (m) 10 12 11
2017 (poplar),
Last harvest 2017/2018  2014/2015 2013/2014 (aspen)
West East West East West East
poplar “Max”, poplar “Max”,
Species/variety poplar “Max” “Hybrid 275”, “Kore- “Hybrid 275", “Koreana” (outer rows); aspen
ana” (inner row)
Median height (m) 3.01 4.85 7.86 7.66 5.15 7.37

Within the 50 x 96 m plot, 60 subplots for field sampling, measuring 1 x 1 m, were
distributed in a weighted random pattern. The plot was divided into blocks between the
tramlines. As highest variability of crop parameter values was expected close to tree rows,
the blocks adjacent to the former received 15 randomly distributed subplots, while the
three blocks in the center of the plot received 10 subplots each (see Figure 1c).

2.2. UAV-borne Data Acquisition

Data acquisition using two different UAV-borne sensors, namely a red, green and
blue (RGB) and a multispectral sensor, was carried out during milk ripeness (BBCH 75) of
barley at all sites (Forst: June 15; Dornburg: June 18; Wendhausen: June 24). This stage was
the latest date possible for remote sensing of still green crops, thus remaining time until
maturity and harvest (Forst: July 24; Dornburg: July 22; Wendhausen: August 8) was min-
imal. UAV flights were conducted around solar noon during sunny weather without
clouds. Flight times were slightly adjusted to avoid shading on the plots in Dornburg and
Wendhausen where tree rows are not aligned in north-south direction.

Red, green and blue (RGB) imagery was acquired utilizing a consumer-grade DJI
Phantom 4 photo drone equipped with a DJI FC300S 12-megapixel camera (D], Shenzhen,
China). Capturing RGB imagery with a low-flying high-resolution platform-sensor-com-
bination instead of using the first three bands of the high-flying multispectral sensor was
expected to be necessary to detect the subtle cm-level changes in canopy height across the
crop alley. Flight missions were planned with the software Pix4D Capture (version 4.5,
Pix4D S.A., Prilly, Switzerland). With the aim of 3D point cloud generation, two flights
were carried out per plot at 25 m above ground level (AGL) in a cross-grid pattern
whereby every flight covered half of the 50 x 96 m plot plus the adjacent tree strips. Over-
lap and sidelap of images were set at 80% with a camera angle of 70°. The resulting ground
sampling distance (GSD) was approximately 1 cm. For georeferencing and orthorectifica-
tion, during UAV flights nine wooden 1 m?2-sized black and white checkerboard pattern
ground control points (GCPs) were placed on modified camera tripods to raise them
above the crop canopy. These were evenly distributed in the tramlines within the plot.
Their respective X, Y and Z position was determined with a Leica Viva GS14 real-time
kinematic (RTK) global navigation satellite system (GNSS) (Leica Geosystems AG, Heer-
brugg, Switzerland) at a precision of 1.5 cm.

As the goal of RGB data acquisition was the assessment of crop height from 3D-mod-
els, additionally to the flights in June depicting the crop and tree canopy-resulting in the
digital surface model (DSM)-another flight was carried out at each site right after drilling
of the barley in early 2019 (Dornburg: February 28; Forst: March 3; Wendhausen: April
12). The surface of bare soil after drilling was used for the digital terrain model (DTM),
thus enabling canopy surface height (CSH) calculation (DSM-DTM).
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Multispectral data was captured using a MicaSense RedEdge-M camera combined
with a MicaSense downwelling light sensor (DLS) (Micasense, Seattle, WA, USA).
RedEdge-M provides five spectral bands, namely blue, green, red, red edge, near-infrared
centered at 475, 560, 668, 717 and 840 nm with full width at half maximum (FWHM) of 20,
20, 10, 40 and 10 nm respectively. A BirdsEyeView Aerobotics FireFLY6 PRO vertical take-
off and landing (VTOL) fixed wing UAV (BirdsEyeView Aerobotics, Andover, NH, USA)
served as long endurance carrier platform, hence the complete experimental sites could
be captured with multispectral imagery in a single flight. Flight planning was conducted
using the software FireFLY6 Planner (v. 2.4.0, BirdsEyeView Aerobotics) in a simple grid
pattern. Flights were carried out at a height of 100 m AGL with an overlap and sidelap of
75% resulting in a GSD of approximately 6 cm, although real flight speeds, flight tracks
and overlaps varied slightly due to wind components. The GCPs used for RGB image
acquisition remained in the field for multispectral imaging, while another 18 GCPs made
from truck tarpaulin (only X- and Y-coordinates were used) were evenly distributed
throughout the rest of the experimental sites. Radiometric reference was captured imme-
diately before and after each flight by means of a MicaSense Calibrated Reflectance Panel.

2.3. Manual Field Sampling

After UAV flights were conducted, the 60 subplots were marked using an RTK GNSS
for leaf are index (LAI) determination and destructive biomass sampling. Subplots were
arranged parallel to the crop rows.

LAI'was measured with a LI-COR LAI-2000 plant canopy analyzer (LI-COR Inc., Lin-
coln, NE, USA) along a diagonal line inside every subplot. Therefore, one measurement
was made above the canopy for reference, followed by four measurements close to the
ground where two measurements were taken in the row and two between the rows at
intersections with the diagonal of the subplot. The procedure of measurements above and
below canopy was repeated once, thus two above- and eight below-measurements were
taken in total, resulting in one average LAI value per subplot. If direct sunlight was pre-
sent, LAI measurements were carried out under the shade of a two meter wide sunshade
to avoid error from sunlit leaves [51].

Biomass sampling was carried out through cutting of 33.3 cm of barley rows at
ground level at three places within every subplot, depicting the within-subplot-variability
as good as possible. The small sample size was chosen so that a large portion of the subplot
remained undisturbed for grain yield determination at harvest time. Total fresh matter
(FEM) of the destructively sampled barley was determined in the field, while an aliquot of
FM biomass was dried in the lab for 48 h at 105 °C in a drying oven. Total barley dry
matter yield (DM) was calculated subsequently.

2.4. RGB and Multispectral Data Processing

UAV-borne RGB images were processed to 3D models using the photogrammetry
software Agisoft Metashape Professional Edition (v. 1.5.5.9097, Agisoft LLC, St. Peters-
burg, Russia). In a multistep process called structure from motion (SFM), single RGB im-
ages were aligned and a point cloud was generated from which a 3D model and a DTM
raster could be produced (for detailed process description see [52]). Barley CSH was cal-
culated in the programming language R (v. 4.0.2, [53]) for every subplot by subtracting
the DSM point cloud from the DTM raster. In total, twelve CSH variables were calculated
for every subplot, namely minimum, maximum, mean, median, standard deviation and
mode values as well as 25th, 75th, 90th, 95th and 98th percentiles and the number of points
within each subplot. Hereby, the number of points per subplot may have acted as a proxy
for barley stand density.

Tree height was derived similarly, yet unlike for barley CSH determination, no ref-
erence DTM raster values (RGB data captured in early 2019) were available at the location
of every tree point from the DSM point cloud (RGB data captured in June) as no bare soil
could be captured under the trees as a reference during drone flights for DTM generation.
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Thus, median DTM height of a 1 m? area was calculated 3 m away from the tree row inside
the crop alley as reference. This was done for every meter along the 50 m long border of
the plot with the tree row. Tree height was subsequently calculated from the DTM refer-
ence and maximum point cloud values at 1 m long strips of tree row, enabling calculation
of one median tree height value for every sampled tree row based on 50 single values.

Multispectral images were processed to orthomosaics as described above for RGB
images using Agisoft Metashape. In this process, radiometric calibration was executed
automatically using the images of the captured reflectance panels. The mean reflectance
per subplot was calculated for all multispectral bands subsequently. Mean reflectance val-
ues of all sites were normalized using Equation (1), where xi is a spectral vector fori=1,
..., n [54], in order to take different lighting conditions during data acquisition into ac-
count. The mean of normalized reflectance values per 1 m? subplot was calculated as:

A 1)

ZlIxl?

For improved exploitation of multispectral reflectance information, vegetation indi-
ces, fitting to specific wavelengths covered by the five bands of MicaSense RedEdge-M,
were calculated from normalized multispectral reflectance. Six vegetation indices (VIs),
namely normalized difference vegetation index (NDVI) [55], soil-adjusted vegetation in-
dex (SAVI) [56], renormalized difference vegetation index (RDVI) [57], red green blue veg-
etation index (RGBVI) [37], normalized difference red edge index (NDRE) [58] and en-
hanced vegetation index (EVI) [59] (see Equations (A1) to (A6) in the Appendix A), were
used, of which NDVI, RGBVI and SAVI have shown to improve prediction of barley bio-
mass yield in conjunction with plant height dependent on plant development stages
[37,38]. Their respective mean value was calculated for every subplot.

In an effort to better depict small-scale spatial variability (‘non-homogeneity’ [60]) of
DM and LAI values which might be linked to changes in reflectance values, texture was
considered a viable factor. “Texture is characterized not only by the gray value at a given
pixel, but also by the gray value “pattern’ in a neighbourhood surrounding the pixel” [61].
Texture measures can be calculated in the form of a grey level co-occurrence matrix
(GLCM), where relative frequencies of grey levels of two neighbouring pixels, a function
of their angular relationship as well as their distance, are stored in a matrix representing
their spatial dependencies [62]. Haralick [62] proposed a set of 23 textural features, eight
of which were used in the present study utilising function ‘glcm” from R package ‘glem’
(v. 1.6.5., [63]): “mean’, ‘variance, ‘homogeneity, ‘contrast, ‘dissimilarity’, ‘entropy, ‘sec-
ond moment’ and ‘correlation” (for equations see [62]). Crop rows in combination with
high spatial resolution (GSD 6 cm) gave reason to expect texture features to be rotation
dependent, thus rotation invariant features were calculated with shifts in all directions (0,
45,90 and 135°) and a window size of 7 x 7 pixels, covering multiple crop rows. We believe
this helped to ensure that texture variables did not depict expected differences in grey
levels between pixels in a crop row and between crop rows but rather gaps in the canopy
or stand density. From every texture feature calculated (8 features) for every multispectral
band (five bands), mean, minimum, maximum and median values per subplot were cal-
culated, adding up to a total of 160 texture variables.

2.5. Random Forest Regression Model Building

The two yield-related crop parameters DM and LAI were modelled from the normal-
ized reflectance, VIs, texture and plant height variables (see above). The number of sam-
ples in the modelling process was 176 as two samples had to be removed due to trees
obscuring the subplots at Dornburg and Wendhausen. As these parameters are character-
ized by a high collinearity, random forest regression (RFR) was used, which is a proven
non-parametric regression algorithm for estimation of plant traits from spectral data that
can deal with multicollinear data [64,65]. It can be utilized smoothly with the packages
‘classification and regression training’ (caret v. 6.0-86, [66]) in conjunction with package
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‘variable selection using random forests” (VSURF v. 1.1.0, [67]) to reduce computational
resources and the risk of overfitting. In this study, for DM and LAI the total of 183 predic-
tive variables was reduced to 19 and 11 variables, respectively. After variable selection a
stratified random split of the reduced dataset into a calibration (80% of data) and a vali-
dation (20% of data) set was conducted, ensuring that samples from all sites as well as all
blocks of every site were included (n = 176) (see Figure 2). Therefore, five blocks per site
were defined from west to east, confined by the tramlines running through the plot as
spatial variability of DM and LAI values was expected to vary mainly in the direction
perpendicular to the tree rows (see chapter 2.1.). Model calibration was repeated in 100
iterations, as it turned out that modelling results varied depending on the samples ran-
domly selected for calibration and validation. Modelling performance, judged by the met-
rics R% and nRMSE,, with:

nRMSE, = —MSEP_ 100, 2)
Ymax ~ Ymin

where ymax and ymin are the maximum and minimum observed values, was calculated with
the 100 corresponding validation datasets in form of the median value of 100 iterations.
The importance of predictive variables in the training process was determined using the
function ‘varImp’ from package ‘caret’. The model performance was optimized by tuning
of its ‘hyper-parameter’ to an optimal value. The number of variables within a tree con-
sidered for each split in the training subset defined through the ‘hyper-parameter’ ‘mtry’
is thought to be “the primary tuning parameter, and has its greatest impact on the com-
plexity of the final model” [68]. During model calibration (100 iterations), the ‘hyper-pa-
rameter’ defining the number of drawn candidate variables per split (‘'mtry’) was opti-
mized through repeated cross-validation (ten folds, five repeats) to a median value (most
frequently occurring) of 5 and 4 randomly selected variables considered as split candi-
dates per tree for DM and LAI respectively. To achieve a good balance between computa-
tional time and error, the number of trees was set at a value of 500 trees while node size,
defining tree complexity, was kept constant at a value of 5 [68]. Final models for DM and
LAI map prediction based on 100% of the data were calibrated subsequently with the op-
timal "hyper-parameters’ through repeated cross-validation (10 folds, five repeats).
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Figure 2. Workflow of model building, point data generation and spatial analysis.

2.6. Map and Point Data Generation

Maps for DM and LAI based on the final models were predicted for the entire sam-
pling plot at every site. Therefore, raster files of all predictive variables selected by VSURF
were calculated at a spatial resolution of 1 m, as the reference sample size during destruc-
tive field sampling was 1 m2. While a raster with mean values per m? was calculated for
each normalized reflectance band and each VI, for CSH and texture variables a raster con-
taining the respective value per m? (minimum CSH value for ‘csh_min’, median correla-
tion value for ‘B2_tex_median_cor’, number of points for ‘csh_freq’ etc.) was calculated
based on high resolution point cloud and multispectral data. From predicted maps with
1 m spatial resolution all 1 m? pixels close to the tree rows containing trees were clipped.
The same applied to regions of the plot in Dornburg, where barley plants were damaged
from walking through the plot as the schedule of fieldwork had to be re-arranged due to
problems with a UAV. Therefore, all 1 m pixels containing areas with damaged plants
were deleted generally to prevent misinterpretation of erroneous spatial patterns.

For spatial analysis with mixed models, the predicted maps were converted to point
data. This was accomplished through assignment of the respective DM/LAI value to the
central location of each pixel (see Figure 3a,b). Derived point values for every site were
split into two subsets, namely a leeward (western) and a windward (eastern) subset. All
point values ranging from the nearest tree row through to the second tramline within the
plot were assigned to the respective subset (see Figure 3b). A distance of about 35 m from
the tree row was considered far enough to depict the effects of trees on barley DM and
LAL For every point, the distance to the tree row was calculated based on the real distance
to a line running through the outermost trees of the tree row closest to the crop alley. In
order to enable mean comparisons of DM and LAI values depending on distance to trees,
1 m wide distance classes were created. All points between 2.5 and 3.5 m away from the
tree row were assigned to the distance class 3 and so forth (see Figure 3c). Consequently,
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as the plot border along the tree row was 50 m in length, every distance class contained a
maximum of 50 observations if no pixel had to be clipped.

(a) Dry matter I

1615 N109876543
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ole (I AE AL AE R BE N NE BN ]
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2 . : [ ] windward subset
(b) |:| Leeward subset |:| Windward subset (C) E] Distance classes

Figure 3. Generation of point data from predicted raster data. (a) Predicted DM at AFS site Forst.
Spatial resolution is 1 m. (b) Generated point values and subsets from the raster. (c) Distribution of
1 m wide distance classes (real distance to tree row).

2.7. Spatial Analysis Using Linear Mixed Models

Spatial analysis of leeward and windward subsets for DM and LAI of all sites were
tested independently with linear mixed models (LMM) for correlation with distance to
tree row and mean comparisons between distance classes. LMMs were utilized due to
their ability to account for the spatial correlation among unequally spaced samples within
the same plot [48]. Statistical analyses were carried out in SAS University Edition (SAS v.
9.4, SAS Studio Release 3.8 Basic Edition, SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) using the
procedure ‘glimmix’ with an anisotropic power model. Distance class was defined as the
fixed effect with the random effect covering spatial autocorrelation. The variance-covari-
ance structure of the random effect was depicted with an anisotropic power model ac-
counting for different spatial correlation in X- and Y-direction [69]. Degrees of freedom
were calculated using the Kenward-Roger method. Studentized residual plots were ex-
amined for homogeneity of variance and normal distribution of the residuals [70]. Ad-
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justed means for effect “distance class” were computed with statement ‘Ismeans’ and sig-
nificance of differences between all distance classes of each subset were tested by t-test (p
< 0.05) using option ‘pdiff’. Confidence limits (95%) were given indicating sample sizes
per distance class. Significant differences between distance class means were visualized
using a letter display [71].

3. Results
3.1. Field Data: Yield-Related Crop Parameters

Values of the parameters DM and LAI measured at the subplots of every site revealed
large differences between the sites (see Table 2). Values of DM and LAI followed a similar
pattern where Dornburg showed the highest values (mean DM 10.3 t/ha; mean LAI 5.3)
followed by Wendhausen (mean DM 7.7 t/ha; mean LAI 4.2) and Forst (mean DM 6.8 t/ha;
mean LAI 3.3). Barley DM yields at Wendhausen and Forst most likely were reduced due
to draught conditions being more severe than at Dornburg, where DM yield was compa-
rably high [72]. Values of DM and LAI were characterized by a big range at all sites. Across
sites they varied between 2.2 and 17.4 t/ha DM and between 2.3 and 7.4 for LAL Low
values were observed not only at subplots near tree rows, where they were expected, but
throughout the entire crop alley.

Table 2. Descriptive statistics for DM and LAI values measured at subplots (SD = standard devia-
tion, CV = coefficient of variation).

Statistic DM (t/ha) LAI
Forst Dornburg Wendhausen Forst Dornburg Wendhausen

n 60 58 58 60 58 58

min 22 34 4.3 2.3 29 3.0

max 11.8 174 13.8 4.4 7.4 5.4

mean 6.8 10.3 7.7 3.3 5.3 4.2

median 6.7 10.4 7.7 3.2 5.1 4.3

SD 1.8 2.6 1.9 0.5 11 0.5
CV 26.2% 25.7% 24.6% 15.8% 20.8% 12.9%

3.2. Random Forest Regression Model Performance

Modelling of DM and LAI from spectral data and 3D-point clouds using a random
forest regression algorithm resulted in acceptable prediction precision and accuracy for
DM (median R? 0.62, median RMSE; 1.63 t/ha, median nRMSE; 14.9%) and good preci-
sion and accuracy for LAI (median R% 0.92, median RMSE; 0.3, median nRMSE; 7.1%).
Single models yielded much higher prediction precisions (see Table 3) but were not con-
sidered relevant, as stratified random sample selection for calibration and validation in
100 iterations indicated overoptimistic model assessment from single selections.

Table 3. Model performance for DM and LAI prediction. Minimum, maximum and median values
of 100 model runs with different randomly selected calibration (80%) and validation (20%) sam-
ples.

Parameter R nRMSE (%)
Min Max Median Min Max Median
DM 0.39 0.78 0.62 10.2 21.8 14.9
LAI 0.86 0.96 0.92 5.5 95 7.1

The plot of fit for DM (see Figure 4a) revealed an overestimation of low DM as well
as an underestimation of high DM values, while variation of values from 100 iterations
was similarly pronounced throughout the whole range. Clusters could be observed for
values originating for the same site reflecting their different growing conditions. LAl was
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Predicted

DM (t/ha)

predicted well along the complete range with high values being slightly underestimated
(see Figure 4b).

LAI

Predicted
-

(]
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2 10 14 18 2 4 6 8
Observed Observed
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-~ Dornburg - Forst Wendhausen

Figure 4. Observed versus predicted values for (a) DM and (b) LAI at each sampling site. Values from all sites were in-
cluded in the model, represented by different colors. Blue line is the regression line, black line is 1:1 line.

The most important variables for prediction of DM were normalized multispectral
reflectance (green, red and blue bands), VIs (RGBVI, EVL, RDVI and SAVI), and texture
variables, especially correlation (‘_cor’) calculated from different bands ("B2’, 'B5’ etc.) (see
Figure 5a). CSH information obtained from RGB imagery played a negligible role in DM
prediction. Interestingly, normalized red edge and near-infrared reflectance were not
among the important variables for prediction, however, they were still indirectly included
through indices.

VIs calculated from normalized multispectral reflectance (RGBVI, EVI), texture vari-
ables and normalized multispectral reflectance (blue band) ranged among the most im-
portant variables for LAI prediction as well (see Figure 5b). As opposed to DM, several
CSH variables were important for the prediction of LAL. Among them were minimum
CSH (‘csh_min’) as well as the number of points from the point cloud per subplot
(‘csh_freq’). Both variables are related to the density of the barley population as gaps in
the canopy influence minimum values as well as the total number of points through the
surface being more inhomogeneous or rough at a given spatial resolution. CSH metrics
are known to offer another improving (third) dimension for LAI and DM prediction [73],
otherwise restricted by saturation at high values [74]. Prediction of DM and LAI from a
dataset without CSH variables, hence, reduced to variables calculated from multispectral
reflectance only, revealed a similar prediction accuracy, with CSH only slightly reducing
the error. In the present study, the analyzed crop traits could have been predicted from a
single multispectral sensor platform combination, reducing cost and labor significantly.

For both DM and LAI predictions, calculation of GLCM texture variables improved
the prediction accuracies. Texture most likely provided a way to take homogeneity of the
population into account, as with 6 cm GSD, gaps in the canopy could be represented by
the spatial variability of pixel values.
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Figure 5. Variable importance of all variables selected by variable selection using random forests (VSURF) for (a) DM and
(b) LAI prediction. Prediction is based on (a) normalized reflectance (e.g. “mean560nrm”), vegetation indices (e.g. “EVI”),
texture variables (e.g. “B2_tex_median_cor”) and canopy surface height metrics (e.g. “csh_p95”).

3.3. Spatial Variability in Crop Traits

Maps produced with the best models for DM and LAI offered a detailed view at the
spatial variability across the crop alley (see Figure 6). Although resampled to a resolution
of 1 m, clear spatial patterns could be observed at all sites. Low values of DM and LAI
tended to be aggregated close to the tree rows, however no clear tree induced pattern
prevailing across all sites could be found.

At Forst, patches of low DM and LAI values in the western part of the plot most likely
are a result of different soil conditions. If areas surrounding the plot were considered as
well, the patches in the plot could be identified as part of a former meander of the river
Neisse, nowadays running close by. Additionally, linear structures in west-northwestern
to west-southwestern direction pointed at drainage pipes running through the plot. High
DM and LAI values in a 3 m wide strip at the western part of the plot seemed to originate
from interventions of the farmer such as overlapping during drilling.

Due to damage during fieldwork at Dornburg parts of the plot had to be clipped.
However, a clear spatial pattern could be observed. Pronounced strongest for LAI highest
values were found in the middle of the crop alley and furthest away from tramlines. Low
values were found close to the tree rows. This spatial pattern was visible best at Dornburg,
possibly due to tree height and density being highest there.

No clear relation to tree height could be found at Wendhausen, where trees were
highest in the eastern tree row but no visible reduction in DM or LAI could be observed.
Instead, a trend from northwest to southeast could be detected, potentially resulting from
edge effects as the tree rows ended close to the southern end of the plot and the prevailing
wind direction was west.
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Figure 6. Predicted maps for barley DM and LAI at milk ripeness (BBCH 75) at three study sites. Color scales differ be-
tween sites for improved visibility of spatial variability. Maps for AFS sites Dornburg and Wendhausen were rotated (see
north arrow in true color map). Gaps in maps for Dornburg stem from damage done to barley plants during fieldwork
(mixed 1 m pixels were deleted generally to prevent misinterpretation of erroneous spatial patterns).

Analysis of spatial variability using mixed models showed a significant effect (p <
0.05) of distance class on DM and LAI at all sites and subsets (leeward, windward). Com-
parisons of least squares means between distance classes supported findings from the
analysis of the maps (see Figure 6). Only at Dornburg, DM was significantly lower close
to the western and eastern tree rows compared to the rest of the crop alley (see Figure 7).
Yield depression might have been more strongly pronounced close to the western tree
row due to increased shadow resulting from orientation of the tree row. A clear effect of
proximity to tramlines could be found at Dornburg, where DM and LAI were significantly
higher at distance classes far away from the tramlines. At Forst, distance classes close to
the tree row had significantly higher DM yields as well as LAI values (see Figure Al),
possibly resulting from management effects masking tree effects. The declining trend
from west to east observed in the maps for Wendhausen was confirmed through signifi-
cantly lower DM and LAI values in eastern direction only overlaid in the leeward subset
by tree effects in distance classes adjacent to the tree row.
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Figure 7. Comparisons of barley total dry matter (DM) least squares means between distance classes. Distance classes for
leeward and windward plots are based on real distance to western and eastern tree rows. Distances having no letter in
common are significantly different (a = 0.05). Error bars show 95% confidence limits.
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4. Discussion

Detailed spatial analysis of tree effects on yield are of utmost importance for a solid
understanding of tree-crop interactions occurring in agroforestry systems (AFS). How-
ever, only one study has made use of high-resolution unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV)-
borne imagery to study the range of tree effects on yield in an African AFS characterized
by solitary trees [47]. No study has analyzed spatial variability of yield-related parameters
in intensively managed alley cropping systems (ACS) at high spatial resolution utilizing
UAV-borne data yet. The present study demonstrates a novel way to analyze yield-related
spatial effects in ACS, employing UAV-borne imagery for modelling and map generation.

4.1. Model Performance

Random forest regression (RFR) models for barley whole crop dry biomass (DM) and
leaf area index (LAI) built from UAV-borne images achieved good prediction accuracies.
LAI could be predicted with high accuracy which is in line with previous findings [75-77]
and was expected due to the strong correlation of reflectance in the visible spectrum and
leaf pigments per area [78]. Different crop density near tree rows, indirectly reflected by
LALI thus was accurately depicted by the presented models. The results for DM prediction
are comparable to other studies on crop aboveground biomass (AGB), considering the
advanced crop maturity stage and use of a broadband multispectral sensor. Utilizing a
hyperspectral sensor, Yue et al. [41] could predict wheat AGB with slightly better results
(R%va1 0.74, RMSEval 1.2 t/ha). Nasi et al. [79] predicted barley DM at an early growth stage
from hyperspectral and RGB images with high Pearson’s correlation coefficient (r = 0.95)
but much higher relative root-mean-square error (RMSE 33.3%). In another study on bar-
ley, the higher correlation of DM (R? 0.83) with visible spectrum vegetation indices (VIs)
and canopy surface height (CSH) may be explained by the multitemporal nature of the
data acquisition throughout the growing season [37]. The same study reported that pre-
dictions deteriorated at late development stages of the barley crop, which likewise applies
in the present study due to the proximity to harvest date. The use of a hyperspectral sensor
likely also improved prediction accuracy as its narrow spectral bands allowed a better
depiction of important spectral regions for VI calculation [80].

Addition of gray level co-occurrence matrix (GLCM) texture variables improved the
prediction of DM and LAI, as was reported by other studies [40,81]. It is likely that texture
variables calculated from high-resolution imagery offered additional information in areas
of the plot with gaps in the canopy as prevailing in proximity to tree rows. The importance
of texture variables for prediction (Figure 5) seemed to confirm the assumption that at a
ground sampling distance (GSD) of 6 cm differing reflectance from barley crop and soil
could be covered by a window size of 7 x 7 pixels. Texture, thus, might be a promising
feature for future analysis of spatial heterogeneity in AFS.

Contrary to previous results [37,39,41,82], inclusion of CSH variables did not im-
prove model performance significantly. Although CSH variables were amongst the most
important variables for prediction of LAI (Figure 5b), model generation without the use
of height information did not lead to significantly lower accuracies. An explanation could
be the use of growth regulator in the crop in at least one occasion at Dornburg. Through
equalized plant height, the correlation between height and DM and LAI could have been
obliterated. As CSH variables were the only features derived from RGB data, data acqui-
sition could have been reduced to one flight with a multispectral sensor. For practical field
work and data processing this is very relevant, since 3D-Model generation requires many
images captured from different angles and extensive computer resources. Capturing RGB
images of the 50 x 120 m plot (including tree rows) for a structure from motion (SFM)
approach at 1 cm GSD in the present study took almost as long as capturing multispectral
images of an entire AFS site (40 ha) with a GSD of 6 cm.

Out of the variables calculated from multispectral data, besides normalized reflec-
tance and texture variables, VIs proved their high value for crop DM and LAI estimation
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as was shown in other studies [37,38,45]. Among them, the red, green, blue vegetation
index (RGBVI) developed by Bendig et al. [37] for barley DM estimation proved to be one
of the most important variables for prediction in this study for DM as well as for LAL
Modelling of yield-related variables with the use of machine learning algorithm RFR,
as was demonstrated in previous studies [46,79,83], delivered solid results. The imple-
mentation of RFR in the R environment with possible integration of a variable selection
step makes it an efficient tool. New machine learning algorithms such as neural networks
[32], however, might further improve prediction accuracies. Another important step in
model advancement might lie in spatial variable selection and validation strategies, high-
lighted by recent studies [84,85]. A significant improvement of modelling performance
might be achieved through inclusion of data on soil type and a higher number of samples
with a larger sampling area, thus representing the local conditions better. In the current
study, only 1 m of crop row was harvested as the same subplots were to be analyzed for
grain yield during harvest. It is expected that increasing the subplot size to 1 m? would
increase measurement precision considerably, while still allowing highly detailed map-

ping.

4.2. Spatial Analysis

Statistical analysis of the effect of distance to tree row using linear mixed models
(LMMs) confirmed a significant effect on DM and LAI values. Contrary to the authors
expectations, point data of DM and LAI were highly correlated (R = 0.94, n = 7273). Re-
garding significant differences between least-squares means of distance classes, the fre-
quently observed typical pattern of low yield near tree rows, increased yield in a transition
zone and normal yield in the middle of the crop alley was not observed at the surveyed
AFS sites. Though this spatial pattern was found in various studies [86-88], all three sur-
veyed sites showed different DM and LAI distributions, seemingly strongly influenced by
varying soil conditions and management effects, such as distance to tramlines (see Figure
6). It has to be pointed out, however, that due to shade and trees concealing crops very
close to tree rows from above, parts of that area had to be clipped and left out from the
analysis.

Numerous studies have analyzed tree effects in relation to tree height [12,14,89,90],
which is an easy measure to collect during field work. However, the present study indi-
cated the weakness of this metric, as for example at Wendhausen DM and LAI values
were lower near the eastern tree row compared to the western tree row although trees
were about three meters higher in the east (see Figure 6 and Table 1). The spatial trend in
DM and LAI values at Wendhausen from west to east might be explained by edge effects
at the end of the tree row or by changing soil conditions. Still, tree height alone could not
explain the pattern, suggesting that a metric for tree density might supplement a better
understanding of tree effects. UAV-borne volume based estimation of tree biomass, as
described by Lingner et al. [91], could pave the way to improve the understanding of the
effect of tree row density on crop yield.

At the surveyed leeward and windward sections of crop alleys, barley DM and LAI
was significantly lower compared to other distance classes only within the first few meters
adjacent to the tree rows if at all. These findings are in line with previous studies analyzing
tree effects on yield from windbreaks [92,93] and short rotation coppice (SRC) tree rows
in ACS [15,16]. The current study, however, did not employ geostatistical methods to an-
alyze the range of tree effects directly, as proposed by Roupsard et al. [47]. Although
tested, non-stationarity prevented variogram analysis of point data generated from pre-
dicted maps. Exploring the maps of DM and LAI values at Forst strongly indicated man-
agement and soil conditions dominating yield-related parameters across large parts of the
crop alley. Apart from clearly demonstrating the dangers of transect-based methods at
this site, determining a ‘range’ of tree effects under these conditions might be misleading.
Admittedly, the analysis with LMMs could not answer the question of tree effect range,
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yet it offers valuable insights into significant spatial differences of yield-related parame-
ters in ACS.

The method proposed in this study is a significant improvement in information den-
sity compared to previous transect based methods commonly employed in AFS studies
[15,16]. There, samples are taken at four distances from the tree row, leaving wide swathes
of the field unsampled. Additionally, two ‘replicates’ are taken within the same tree row,
thus being sensitive to spatial trends in soil conditions and effects of tillage and fertilizer
application, which is done parallel to the tree rows. In contrast, UAV-borne measurements
offer cm-level resolution as well as possible coverage of entire agroforestry sites within
one flight. However, as expected, one of the most important agricultural metrics, namely
grain yield, could not be predicted from remotely sensed imagery in the present study
based on a single measurement date. Manual measurements during harvest, thus, cannot
be replaced by drone flights yet. Additionally, one should consider that model calibration
still needs a great amount of destructively sampled reference samples before models could
be used to map barley DM and LAIL Taken as a whole, although some restrictions on prac-
tical applicability remain, UAV-borne mapping of yield-related crop parameters provides
a promising, new method for spatial analysis of alley cropping AFS.

5. Conclusions

The present study could show that total crop dry biomass yield (DM) and leaf area
index (LAI) of barley can be modelled with good accuracy from UAV-borne imagery at
three different AFS sites. Produced maps enabled detailed spatial analysis of tree effects
on yield. Distance to tree had a significant effect on DM and LAL however it was likely
overlaid by soil and management effects in large parts of the crop alley. Though the lim-
ited database of the study prevents generalized statements on spatial effects in AFS, the
study demonstrated that the proposed method can be utilized for future investigations of
spatial variability of crop DM and LAI in AFS with the goal of a better understanding of
tree-crop interactions. As the method is able to cover entire fields at high spatial resolu-
tion, it may be used to survey tree effects across more different sites and regions to fill the
knowledge gap regarding reasons for spatial variability of crop yield in AFS.
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Appendix A
oy = (VIR — Red)
" (NIR + Red)
(NIR — Red)
SAVI=—————x (1+1L)

(NIR + Red + L)
with soil adjustment factor L = 0.5 [55,56].
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with gain factor G =2.5, coefficients C1 =6 and C2 =7.5, soil adjustment factor L =1 [37,57—

59].
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Figure Al. Comparisons of barley leaf area index (LAI) least squares means between distance classes. Distance classes for
leeward and windward plots are based on real distance to western and eastern tree rows. Distances having no letter in
common are significantly different (o = 0.05). Error bars show 95% confidence limits.
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