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Abstract
Due to the lack of an accuracy evaluation method for the public DEM data in overseas areas, this
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paper proposes a DEM data accuracy evaluation method based on airport runway data. Making
use of the straightness of the airport runway, the runway coordinates and elevation information
are obtained from the AIP data. 78 airports in Eurasia are taken as the experimental area, and the
average error, average absolute error, and root mean square error are used as statistical indexes
to quantitatively evaluate the overseas elevation accuracy of SRTM, ASTERGDEM, AW3D30, and
TanDEM-X DEM. The experimental results show that among the existing public DEM data, the ele-
vation accuracy of TanDEM-X DEM is the highest, followed by AW3D30, SRTM, and ASTER. It pro-
vides a new method for overseas accuracy evaluation and optimum selection of elevation data.
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2. R BIE
2.1. 27 DEM #iE

H#l, ©7% SRTM. ASTER GDEM. AWD30. TanDEM-X DEM Z £ fi /A Jf DEM #¥5, HiyHEA
FEHGREL, 1T AR SR s [5], BT R et th b, A B 55 B o e 7y 305 A s s AT
A E A4l

SRTM H#fE 3 T a5 i3k 5 R kML B C i BB AL A% B ik 15 Ml & (Interferometric Synthetic Aperture
Radar, InSAR)ZERMiIME, s |48k 80% LA FRRithRIH, & ARRMEH & Z KA DEM i —.
HRATLKR, SRTM 85 HA 2 BT, EBR 7RI 7 8, FFRH 2 PG E 7 R 7 Hds 25,
BIE— O8N B R &l F0 T 2008 SE AT SRTMV4A.1, 2 [AI 3 HFF N 37 (£ 90 m).

ASTER GDEM ##ia th H AL G =k 7=, 5Bt S T % Terra T2 56 R #FA R 5 F  6e
SPTE, T AT AN B HE L IR R AR AR IR SR A S ML RUR A BRI T 4 120 5 FOLARMGAE, IR AL
AT RS ) 20 HEE 177 (%9 30 m)E) DEM 5 . ASTER GDEM i #4713 P kA R BT, it ok
AR, E—ERE R T SRR
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AW3D J& HAFH TS5 IT KR ALOS 445 300 73 5 ar A& 4§ % 427~ () DEM $4fE .
JRAEFE S M R AN 5 m, EEHATREWAR, AW3ID30 A& RS BI AT A=, 250
SRR 1, HERARP T SRR YN S m, 2 H RTARFRRS B B (1A T DEM $ds

TanDEM-X DEM J& {8 [E fii 25 i K o0 £ 5 R 5T TerraSAR-X Fl TanDEM-X L2 4 A X b InSAR
fE45 (1) DEM 7=t . H 2010 FELLK, A5 RIH X 3 B8 IE & LA Bl sk R AT 720
2 YR, B TR A R T R Y L 2016 SEXT AP KA ) TanDEM-X DEM %5 [6] 73 %N 377,
& H AT HE B e Y A JF DEM 24l

22 ERR, ASCHT A JF DEM B 3 AE BTN 1 Fios.

Table 1. The basic information of the analyzed DEM data
1. AXFriFER) DEM BHENERER

DEM #4fs KREFER KA [f] Vag i
SRTMv4.1 InSAR 2008 3
ASTER GDEMv3 P AN E A 2019 1
AW3D30v2.2 HeE AR BT 2019 1
TanDEM-X DEM InSAR 2016 3
2.2. AIP i3

AIP AU BRI AL, 2R IR EE 2 88 70 % E % 453847 BT A6 75 O A HERUAT R . R
PREAIAL), AP HEFSEFKBEBHARAT, ~EENITE S OREARE, FRELPR S T 1T
HEH, ERE RPN, AIP —f&2 N (GEN). B (ENR). HLIZ(AD)= K#7y, T{E AD #7
H, AD2.10 M3 FASY) S AD2.12 B iE YRR e P T VR RA T H1L3% BU3E B A AU BT o R A
AL mFE KKK E T 2, [FIRHESE 7 B8 B Ol 5 5 B i . f i (EBR R A Z))
BT PUAE T CEBRbRdE S @ S TE——H13%) A HE, AIP H s XA L A0 DORS il &, 3
H B N RSP R B AR T 1K, Kb /Ko T s 22 U SRS P AR T 0.5 me i R S s AR T
0.25 K[10]. X—AFELZMN T 1.1 FhFHR A TF DEM MIbsFRREEE, Rk, WBIRREER A E FRE,
Fi AIP £4f5 %+ DEM #0471 @ s RR VP4l A2 58 A aT AT

3. BT HEEIEAAIF DEM BB B 1T
3.1. A7 DEM HiESERES
PIATICEY], AFF DEM HU 01522 7] L BF R AT = A AAR 64 B A 11]:
Oppv =07 +07 +07 (1)

X o7y o) v o SAIFIRE HAR. SR AR I R R 2 .
w2 22 5 B ph T 2 T ) B A A 1, DR T TR 3 RE R PO 2 18] 70 R, Becek 85 A%
Hilt A7 7 orbr, O EARINEIRE R —MARGIEIRE, W& NI T EA[12]:

o; :%dz tan’ (o) )

X d 2 ATT DEM BRI 3R, o RIBHE.
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Figure 1. The flowchart of the DEM data evaluation
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J

A Iy Iy 7GR ATT DEM B4 5 B8 B 72 55 A B9 BORHl s b i i PR

CAMONFERS, Ao Sl P 3IR Z(ME) PR IR ZE (MAE) HTH R 22 (RMSE) = Mihr [ &
DEM I RAEHE L . FHRZET] LU BATT DEM B85 R G0R%E, ~FI4axtiR 7= Eﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂhﬁéﬁﬁk
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Figure 2. The airport position used to evacuate the DEM data
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Figure 3. The elevation comparison in Lisbon Airport 03 Runway
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Figure 4. The elevation comparison in Zurich Airport 14 Runway

B 4. FERMHIG 14 SHESIEMNEER

BE—0 4, 35S AR 78 JENLIZ b T A L7 BEIE T A R TT DEM Bl R IT PR, R i
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Table 2. The evaluation results of DEMs elevation accuracy

2. ETHERIER A DEM SBEEITFNER

DEM %4 ME/K MAE/K RMSE/K
SRTM v4.1 -1.566 2.833 3.591
ASTER GDEM v3 -3.590 6.978 9.602
AW3D30 v2.2 -0.306 2.025 2.781
TanDEM-X DEM -0.897 1.487 2.129

XT3 B 4 F15E 2 TR AT DEM 885 ek I 0, AMER H: TanDEM-X DEM 5
AW3D30 [ FERE FE AL, {2 TanDEM-X DEM %045 ) MAE fatrie/)N, mfEks g Efase, [HHiEm
PR S AR A BN, AW3D30 $diE ME $8FrEDN, B MAE 8ok, RIPEIRAER S “Bhik
R, R EAEAE L SRTM Hls B m Bk 52 ], (HAH#ELT TanDEM-X DEM Al AW3D30 %45,
SRTM A4l IAS AR, 1EREIX AR ZESR, (B RRINTE LR SR 38, ASTER
GDEM #(# (45 FE A, A8 B T8 5 1 S B s AR PR s R 2, e ot S IS T Hof = Fh s, X mlae 2
T DA P2 i 85 0 Terra PRGIE  AHTBI IR, W% e R efae IAR, B2 ), A2
FIHHE KA (R M AR IR, B i AR MR Bk — P4 Tt .

BB BT, LA IR S R o AR B R A, R A R R R ZE
SIARHIE . W] 5 s, 4 FhvAJF DEM S8 (118 25 70 A7 35) 52 DU/ 0 0 B2 AN IROR IR RS, v F iR 22 43
ATKN,  HLAE % LU AP Ak T8 155 G hr R o0 A, 8 %% B2 AR P DAL IR A TEZS 40 A7, A A Rt hr
W oy A S E X IR A A B B . IR /0 AT o A IR SR BN s . BT . TanDEM-X DEM 5
AW3D30 Hdi i 2 ir 2= S E R 2D, RO R B SRR, HAE 5~10 m 5-10~5 m iz
EXAIN, KA “BEKAS” , AW3D30 % TanDEM-X DEM 3 A5 %5 B i i, B T HBm R B
SRTM W Z A4 AW3D30, HAHMLZ FRORRZE G ST AW3D30, % Bk 22 7= Ak
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Figure 5. The histogram of the elevation difference between DEMs and runway data
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