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Multispectral LiDAR data for extracting tree points
in urban and suburban areas

Narges Takhtkeshha, Gabriele Mazzacca, Fabio Remondino, Juha Hyyppä, and Gottfried Mandlburger

Abstract—Monitoring urban tree dynamics is vital for sup-
porting greening policies and reducing risks to electrical infras-
tructure. Airborne laser scanning has advanced large-scale tree
management, but challenges remain due to complex urban envi-
ronments and tree variability. Multispectral (MS) light detection
and ranging (LiDAR) improves this by capturing both 3D spatial
and spectral data, enabling detailed mapping. This study explores
tree point extraction using MS-LiDAR and deep learning (DL)
models. Three state-of-the-art models are evaluated: Superpoint
Transformer (SPT), Point Transformer V3 (PTv3), and Point
Transformer V1 (PTv1). Results show the notable time efficiency
and accuracy of SPT, with a mean intersection over union (mIoU)
of 85.28%. The highest detection accuracy is achieved by incor-
porating pseudo normalized difference vegetation index (pNDVI)
with spatial data, reducing error rate by 10.61 percentage points
(pp) compared to using spatial information alone. These findings
highlight the potential of MS-LiDAR and DL to improve tree
extraction and further inventories.

Index Terms—Multispectral LiDAR point cloud, tree points
extraction, urban trees, point clouds semantic segmentation, 3D
deep learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

RAPID urbanization has led to a range of environmental
and urban challenges, especially urban heat island effects

and air pollution. Trees are a vital component of urban green
infrastructure, being essential for the health and well-being
of urban residents. Therefore, their monitoring is crucial.
Thanks to the exceptional penetration capabilities and con-
sequently rich 3D structural information captured by LiDAR
sensors, point cloud data have attracted increasing attention
for monitoring trees in both urban and forest environments
[1]. An essential preliminary step in urban tree inventory is
the removal of non-tree points from the point cloud. However,
the complexity and heterogeneity of urban scenes make this
task particularly challenging.

In recent years, driven by evolving application demands
and the need for higher accuracy, LiDAR technology has
progressed from single-channel systems to multispectral and
hyperspectral systems [2], [3]. These advanced systems are
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capable of simultaneously capturing 3D spatial and spec-
tral information, offering a single data source solution with
promising results, especially for tree inventory [4], [5].

Tree point extraction methods can generally be classified
into two categories: raster-based and point-based. Unlike
raster-based approaches, point-based methods avoid the occlu-
sion issues inherent in 2D images and provide more precise
differentiation between low and medium/high vegetation —
an essential factor for accurate tree inventory applications.
Various heuristic, machine, and deep learning (DL) algorithms
have been used for point-based tree extraction, with DL meth-
ods demonstrating superior performance [6], [1]. Generally,
class-specific DL models are increasingly receiving attention
due to the diversity of objects across different locations
and class definition inconsistencies, while also requiring less
detailed data annotation [7]. The shadow-free spatial-spectral
information provided by MS-LiDAR data holds promise for
enhancing tree point extraction. Accordingly, the primary
motivation of this work is to leverage recent state-of-the-art
transformer-based deep learning models and MS-LiDAR data
to effectively separate tree and non-tree points in complex
urban environments through binary semantic segmentation,
thereby improving the accuracy of subsequent individual tree
segmentation and inventory.

A. Related Work

MS-LiDAR has demonstrated significant potential in urban
tree and forest inventory by enhancing individual tree extrac-
tion [8], quantifying carbon storage in urban trees [9], and esti-
mating physiological and biochemical properties such as mois-
ture content and foliar nitrogen [10], [11], [12]. Furthermore, it
has been applied to tree species classification and identification
of invasive species [13], [4], [14]. The extraction of tree points
has gained attention in some studies utilizing MS-LiDAR
data. Chen at al. [9] extracted tree points from MS-LiDAR
data by first generating a normalized digital surface model
(nDSM) and three intensity images from Optech Titan MS-
LiDAR data (1550/1064/532 nm), followed by classifying the
data into five land cover classes (house, road, tree, grass,
and water) using a traditional support vector machine (SVM)
algorithm. Their results showed that incorporating all three
spectral channels, pNDVI, and NDWI (normalized difference
water index) led to an 11.19 pp increase in overall accuracy
(OA) compared to using only mono-spectral (NIR) LiDAR
data. However, the raster-based approach and the extraction
of tree points among five land cover types are considered key
limitations. In a subsequent study, point-based conventional
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k-means clustering and random forest classification were em-
ployed to identify tree points across eight classes (wire, car,
road, low vegetation, high vegetation, bare land, housing, and
non-residential buildings) before individual tree segmentation
[15]. They also investigated the effect of incorporating spectral
indices, calculating six of them: difference vegetation index,
pNDVI, ratio normalized difference vegetation index, simple
ratio, soil-adjusted vegetation index, and enhanced vegetation
index 2. Their experiments revealed that while adding individ-
ual indices slightly reduced classification accuracy, combining
all indices improved OA by 2.9 pp and the kappa coefficient
by 2 pp. More recently, Yang et al. [1] proposed a deep
learning-based method for tree point extraction using PTv1
[16] architecture, which enables effective learning of both
spatial and spectral features from Optech Titan MS-LiDAR
data. Their approach demonstrated improvements of 2-5 pp in
performance compared to using individual spectral channels.
Moreover, Point Transformer outperformed traditional random
forest methods and four well-established deep learning models
(PointNet, PointNet++, RandLA-Net, and DGCNN). Despite
leveraging an advanced deep learning model, the primary
limitation of their work is the classification of urban point
clouds into six predefined categories (road, grass, building,
tree, car, and powerline) rather than focusing on binary tree
vs. non-tree segmentation. Additionally, their study did not
investigate the impact of spectral indices.

B. Contributions

Our contributions can be summarized as follows.
1) Utilization of MS-LiDAR point clouds for accurate tree

point detection in complex urban environments using
DL-based binary semantic segmentation.

2) Presentation of the first publicly available MS-LiDAR
urban tree benchmark dataset (Loosdorf-tree).

3) Incorporation of the point-based pNDVI, derived from
laser reflectivity, into the DL framework for enhanced
tree detection.

4) Deployment of the state-of-the-art transformer-based DL
models (SPT [17], PTv1, and PTv3 [18]) for the first
time, in the context of binary semantic segmentation of
trees.

5) A rigorous spectral ablation study to evaluate the con-
tribution of active spectral information to tree point
detection performance.

II. METHODOLOGY
A. Dataset

The dataset is collected using a multispectral airborne
RIEGL VQ-1560i-DW laser scanner over the cities of Loos-
dorf and Melk in Lower Austria, representing both urban and
suburban environments. Unlike the Optech Titan, this MS-
LiDAR system is currently available on the market and op-
erates at wavelengths of 532 nm (green) and 1064 nm (NIR).
The average point densities for the green and NIR scanners are
9.1 points/m2 and 14.7 points/m2, respectively, resulting in an
overall multispectral point cloud density of 21.11 points/m2.
Detailed specifications of the dataset are provided in Table I. A

total of 48,164,790 points (1.68 km2) are manually annotated
into tree and non-tree classes using CloudCompare software.
The dataset contains approximately 18% tree points, making
it imbalanced. The dataset is divided into training, testing,
and validation plots in a ratio of 68.53:16.28:15.19. Loosdorf-
tree dataset is publicly available via the TU Wien dataset
repository1.

B. Data Preprocessing

Individual point clouds are first denoised using the sta-
tistical outlier removal (SOR) filter in CloudCompare. They
are then merged using the preMergeChannelsPointclouds2

script in OPALS [19] to create MS-LiDAR point clouds.
The reflectance values of the NIR points are derived from
seven neighboring green data points within a 1-meter spherical
neighborhood, and vice versa for the green points. To perform
height normalization, ground points are first identified using
the cloth simulation filter (CSF) plugin in CloudCompare.
A digital terrain model (DTM) is then generated from these
ground points. Normalized height values are calculated by sub-
tracting each point’s elevation from the corresponding DTM
height using OPALS. Spectral features are also normalized
by applying a combination of outlier-resistant scaling and
min–max normalization.

C. Tree Points Extraction

We utilize range-corrected relative reflectance attributes
provided by RIEGL for V-Line laser scanners. NIR and green
reflectance values in linear units are used for calculating
pNDVI, as defined in Equation (1) and (2). Considering the
potential efficiency of transformer-based deep learning models
in processing high-dimensional MS-LiDAR data, we inves-
tigate two new state-of-the-art transformer architectures for
tree point extraction alongside PTv1: SPT and PTv3. SPT and
PTv3 DL models have recently been introduced for efficient
semantic and instance segmentation of large-scale 3D scenes.
SPT first partitions point clouds into a hierarchical superpoint
structure using a parallel cut pursuit algorithm, and then learns
the semantic relationships between superpoints rather than
individual points, making it highly time-efficient. Additionally,
it employs a self-attention mechanism to capture relationships
between superpoints across multiple scales, thereby enhancing
the model’s performance.

PTv3 is the latest version of the Point Transformer models,
specifically designed to prioritize simplicity and efficiency
over complexity, thus enhancing scalability. Moreover, PTv3
incorporates a number of serialization patterns, such as the
Hilbert space-filling curve. By shifting across these serializa-
tion patterns, the attention mechanism is able to capture di-
verse spatial relationships and contextual information, leading
to improved model accuracy and generalization. These traits
have great potential to significantly enhance the efficiency of
high-dimensional MS-LiDAR data processing.

To enable these models to handle MS-LiDAR point clouds
containing various spectral information, we modify them by

1The_link_to_dataset_will_be_provided_upon_paper_acceptance
2https://opals.geo.tuwien.ac.at/html/stable/preMergeChannelsPointclouds.

html

The_link_to_dataset_will_be_provided_upon_paper_acceptance
https://opals.geo.tuwien.ac.at/html/stable/preMergeChannelsPointclouds.html
https://opals.geo.tuwien.ac.at/html/stable/preMergeChannelsPointclouds.html
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TABLE I
LOOSDORF-TREE DATASET SPECIFICATIONS.

MS-LiDAR system Wavelength (nm) Point density (point/m2) Pulse repetition rate (kHz) Beam divergence (mrad) Flight altitude (m)

VQ-1560i-DW 532 9.1 1000 2.19 7001064 14.69 1000 0.25

introducing the desired spectral data as new point attributes.
We compare the performance of SPT and PTv3 with PTv1,
which was identified as the best-performing deep learning
model for MS-LiDAR-based land cover classification in [1].
Given the demonstrated superiority of PTv1 over PointNet,
PointNet++, RandLA-Net, and DGCNN [1], we omit compar-
isons with these four earlier models. The official repositories
of SPT3, PTv34 (which also includes PTv1) are used to
implement them.

To ensure a fair comparison, all models are trained for 300
epochs and use AdamW optimizer, which is the default choice
for many transformer-based DL models and offers better gen-
eralizability than the standard Adam optimizer and weighted
cross-entropy loss, adjusted according to class frequency. The
size of the grid is fixed at 0.1m. The input features include
green and NIR reflectances in addition to coordinates. Detailed
descriptions of the main hyperparameters are provided in the
following subsections.

1) SPT: We include reflectance values from the green and
NIR channels alongside geometric information during both
the superpoint generation and training steps. Empirically, the
number of nearest neighbors is fixed at 30, with a search
radius of 10m. In SPT, the most important parameters are
regularization, spatial weight, and cutoff, which are the inputs
of the cut pursuit partitioning algorithm in order to create
superpoints. The values of regularization, spatial weight, and
cutoff are empirically set to [0.1, 0.2, 0.2], [0.1, 0.01, 0.001],
and [10, 20, 60], respectively. The learning rate is set to 0.01,
and the weight decay is 0.0001.

2) PTv1: The PTv1 hyperparameters are configured follow-
ing the settings proposed by Yang et al. [1], with a batch size
of 6, a maximum of 65,536 points per batch, a learning rate
of 0.001, and a weight decay of 0.003. The PointTransformer-
Seg50 architecture is employed.

3) PTv3: Four serialization patterns—Z-order, Trans Z-
order, Hilbert curves, and Trans Hilbert—are applied within
the model architecture with a multilayer perceptron ratio of 6
and 64 output channels. The common parameters of PTv3 are
configured similarly to PTv1.

pNDVI =
NIRlinear − greenlinear

NIRlinear + greenlinear
(1)

Reflectancelinear = 10
ReflectancedB

10 (2)

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

The results are validated using established metrics, in-
cluding OA, mean accuracy (mAcc), IoU, and mIoU. All
experiments are conducted on a Linux Mint 21.3 system

3https://github.com/drprojects/superpoint_transformer
4https://github.com/Pointcept/PointTransformerV3

equipped with an NVIDIA L40 GPU featuring 48.31 GB of
onboard memory and a 32-core AMD EPYC 9354 CPU.

Table II compares the performance of transformer-based
DL models. According to the results, SPT, PTv3, and PTv1
achieve the highest accuracies for tree detection, respectively.
Although all transformer-based models obtain high accuracy
(mIoU > 81.96%), SPT yields a tree IoU exceeding those of
PTv1 and PTv3 by 4.5 pp and 2.5 pp, respectively. The code
and pre-trained model of the best-performing tree extraction
DL model (SPT) for both mono- and MS point clouds are pub-
licly available in the paper’s GitHub repository 5 to facilitate
further usage and development.

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF TREE POINTS EXTRACTION RESULTS FROM MS-LIDAR
(XYZ + GREEN + NIR) USING DIFFERENT DEEP LEARNING METHODS.

SPT PTv1 PTv3
IoUNon-tree (%) 93.03 90.88 91.85
IoUTree (%) 77.54 73.04 75.04
mIoU (%) 85.28 81.96 83.44
mAcc (%) 92.14 91.74 92.02
OA (%) 94.38 92.69 93.45

IV. DISCUSSION

A. Spectral Ablation Study

To comprehensively examine the effect of laser spectral in-
formation, we conduct a spectral ablation study by evaluating
six initial feature vectors used as the input of DL models.
Unlike [1], we further substantiate the advantages of MS-
LiDAR data by analyzing the impact of the pNDVI vegetation
index. Table III presents the results of the spectral ablation
study based on the best-performing DL model (SPT), and
Figure 1 visualizes the effect of adding spectral information
on tree points extraction.

In tree detection, while certain errors — such as those
caused by low and medium vegetation — can be easily
resolved through height thresholding (usually below 2m),
misclassified objects with greater heights, particularly those
with geometries similar to trees, such as facades, cables,
electric towers, and fences, pose the most serious challenge.
These non-tree classes cannot be easily eliminated through
post-processing. Therefore, to precisely evaluate the effect
of spectral information on tree point extraction for practical
usage, we calculate the error rate of points with normalized
heights above 2m, as shown in Table IV.

According to Table III, SPT effectively detects trees across
all spatial and spatial–spectral configurations, achieving mIoU
scores exceeding 70.29%. The combination of coordinates,
green, and NIR yields the highest mIoU (85.28%) and mAcc

5https://github.com/3DOM-FBK/TreePointExtractor

https://github.com/drprojects/superpoint_transformer
https://github.com/Pointcept/PointTransformerV3
https://github.com/3DOM-FBK/TreePointExtractor
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(92.14%). Incorporating three spectral features (i.e., green,
NIR, and pNDVI) results in the next highest mIoU with
a slight difference (84.95%). Among single spectral feature
combinations, pNDVI achieves the highest mIoU (84.45%).
On the other hand, while all spectral features, including the
monochromatic green wavelength, improve tree point extrac-
tion by more than 2 pp, incorporating only the NIR wavelength
is not effective for detecting tree points in complex urban
areas, reducing IoU by 1.5 pp compared to using coordinates
alone.

Having said that, as mentioned previously, the error rate
associated with points having a normalized height above 2m
is more important for tree detection than general metrics.
Both Figure 1 and Table IV demonstrate the substantial
superiority of using pNDVI alone, reducing the error rate
by 10.61 pp. Since pNDVI is derived from NIR and green
wavelengths, it shows the promising potential of MS-LiDAR
data in enhancing tree point extraction. Furthermore, using
a spectral feature derived from two wavelengths, rather than
directly incorporating individual wavelengths, accelerates MS-
LiDAR data processing.

TABLE III
EFFECT OF SPECTRAL INFORMATION OF MS-LIDAR ON TREE POINT
EXTRACTION BASED ON THE BEST-PERFORMING DL MODEL (SPT).

(%)
IoU

Non-tree
IoU
Tree mIoU mAcc OA

XYZ 90.66 72.76 81.71 91.88 92.53
+ green 92.13 75.45 83.79 91.79 93.66
+ NIR 90.13 70.29 80.21 89.84 92
+ pNDVI 92.76 76.15 84.45 90.96 94.12
+ green + NIR 93.03 77.54 85.28 92.14 94.38
+ green + NIR + pNDVI 93 76.90 84.95 91.27 94.33

TABLE IV
TREE EXTRACTION ERROR RATES OF POINTS WITH NORMALIZED HEIGHT

ABOVE 2m USING SPT.

XYZ + green + NIR + pNDVI
+ green
+ NIR

+ green
+ NIR

+ pNDVI
39.63% 31.07% 41.57% 29.02% 35.12% 35.93%

B. Time Efficiency

Processing multispectral point clouds is inherently time-
consuming. Table V presents a comparison of the computa-
tional efficiency of the studied DL models when initialized
with the incorporation of basic MS-information (NIR and
green reflectances) and trained on a single GPU. Among
the transformer-based models, PTv1 not only exhibits the
lowest accuracy but also has the highest number of training
parameters and is by far the most time-consuming. In contrast,
SPT is the most time-efficient model with the fewest trainable
parameters. Consequently, SPT has great potential for time-
efficient and accurate processing of MS-LiDAR data.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we propose a single-data-source and class
definition-agnostic approach for accurately extracting tree ar-

TABLE V
EFFICIENCY COMPARISON AMONG DEEP LEARNING MODELS.

SPT PTv1 PTv3
Parameters 212K 170.3M 46.15M

Elapsed time (h) 0.67 26.37 2.32

eas in complex urban and suburban environments by syn-
ergistically leveraging multispectral LiDAR data and deep
learning-based binary semantic segmentation. Since trees are a
vital component of urban green infrastructure, their automatic
mapping is becoming increasingly important for effective
city management and planning. Automatically extracting tree
points is a crucial prior step in accurate urban tree invento-
ries. Due to the presence of diverse objects across different
geographic regions and the resulting inconsistencies in class
definitions, class-specific deep learning models are gaining
increasing attention.

Our experiments substantiate the notable merit of leveraging
laser spectral information. Notably, even single-wavelength in-
formation of conventional LiDAR boosts tree points extraction.
It should be outlined that although active multispectral infor-
mation demonstrates improved tree point detection in complex
environments, it provides even greater benefits for urban tree
management, particularly for tree species classification and
health monitoring.

The results obtained demonstrate the promising potential
of the relative reflectance values provided by RIEGL V-
Line scanners. However, since these values do not consider
the incidence angle, improved outcomes could be achieved
by incidence angle correction. Introduced as the first com-
mercial multispectral airborne LiDAR system, Optech Titan
collects point cloud data at three distinct wavelengths and has
been widely adopted in multispectral laser scanning research.
Nonetheless, Optech Titan lacks the ability to deliver relative
reflectivity and is now out of production. Thus, attention
must shift toward existing MS-LiDAR systems to assess their
functionalities. Further improvements can be achieved by
deploying multispectral LiDAR systems that operate across
a greater number of channels. Additionally, our experiments
reveal the importance of developing time-efficient and, at
the same time, accurate deep learning models like SPT for
processing voluminous MS point clouds.
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