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W E.RZANET HFHEEA (digital elevation model, DEM) 8542 R 5 & 5L, 43 4 A+ R E s F & 2
AN 7 DEM#ERRF X . LHANERELAAGZ s HFELRKDEM Y L LR Fftd, TENMET
9 k£ 4% DEM, 5 # 7 DEM REFMEM A G2 7 ik feth 4547, #8 T DEM AR R ER N 5 E
BRSO AEBRAHIEAFIEEMR T RE PO ELFESG DEM R B A4, T G4
B BHa#EARFAM DEM b BN K SRS AN RHN TR RELER DAL GSHE DEM 6L R A

#.

KEWR - HFHRMEERTFEATIMNF RF I RREA ;AR E ;TR

thE 4% S P237;P208 LR RS A

b 3R A T ) b R ) B AR 2 B P 145
il B ZURE W, RRUEE H AR ICH 5 A B B 28 1 AH
SR HBIFFE CUN M RR KLy T8 B e T T R 3 K
S5 BT B DX Al A B RS A B R A5 L . A A
HA IR I 22 HE 8 (A0 35 T 2 i TR K
NGB 1) g BB L v P A BRI e R A
(digital elevation model, DEM) J& 4= Bk #b Bk WL i 22
4t (Global Earth Observation System of Systems,
GEOSS) it & 47 1y FE2AT 55 Z — X HAEAE K 45
HAE R PR 5 ASA5 AH 5C 1Y Ak 23 4 A1) 95 85 (societal
benefit areas, SBAs) HAG M Z M {H.

AR F EA G IR o HE R DEM By 224
I B AR B B VA O vk L o B A b R
50 R A O T L s e L e e SR S Pk

1 DEM By EFE X

HIE (topography) J& 5 b BR 3% 11 7 = 16 B AR

75 B #1:2018-07-25

TS« i T2 i 34 b 3 AR IR ) B B AR A JLArf
W SR R 4 BE L 2 BE B TN R e S =
Miller F1 Laflamme 3@ 53 5% 52 I & 5 AR R+ Hh
TR Ttk it S5 ML 1 1 B R0 T A 5 ) T
PR AR, fi L4 1 K00 IR/ v A Y (dligital
terrain model, DTM) &, BIFIH — T & A
PR rh e PR R B A XY Z Y AR R ) AR
T HEAT T B GE T s A B IR s IR R R S £
o JE 25 ) 73 A AR A PP BUE R 51 . JE T
BHE 13 B AR A 7 s W RE ) | il 2 4 b A
T, YA DIAE S DTM A58 = 4k 4 5 F T 6 ib
B RFAE o

AT T H 3 b T s R A R SR T A B A
i R S O TR ity T A ECE AL AR R
S A% IR — 1 45 1 2H 21 227 S s 3 R AE 25 (1) 3 A1
) DTM #%1Fx %y DEM, DEM J5iA 2 DTM f§
AT,

o T R A B 4 P 9 98 S T B
ME DL HAR BORS i i MU TR S . Rl e B T4

BIE&B . H KA RE I 4 (41806108,41606066) 5 [/ 5 & i F & 1K1 (2016 YFA0600903) 5 1L 4 4 A & F} 2% 3 4x (ZR2016DB30) 5 1 [H]
Tl 5 Rk 2 3 42 (2016 M592248) 5 75 K5 T B 3 BB -4l i I JE A F 5% (16-5-1-25-jch) 5 o e m A JE AR Bl 45 %% (201713039) 5
T WG N AP G RN $H S0 H (COMET: come30001, LICS: NE/K010794/1, CEDRRIC: NE/

NO12151/1) s [l i K7 2 N A TR R 22 9%
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I 5 32 SR AR L 75 21 ) DEM il #4357 £k
AR A SR S5 ) A 25 L 126 DEM SRR
LS L F A (digital surface model, DSM) ,
HEFEAFE (X, YY) AN B E S &S Z
CHLIU] s A #E 00D , DEM 0] LR 0T bR 536 7 Hb
M ERIE S TFES
V= (X;,Y:»Z,), i =1,2n (D
VT AL S R A% R 20, 20D AT R A o —
Y1) & ¥ 5
{Zivi=1,2+n} (2)
20 42 90 AR LLK . DEM 51 4y v [ [E K
23 [a] B P il 1% Jifs ( National Spatial Data Infra-
structure, NSDD) FlI% 7 #h BR 25 [8] 25 P8 HE 22 (Digi-
tal Geospatial Data Framework, DGDF) f) 5 #
Al G D AR B = RO R Sl e
— LR g b2 A3 BT R B S e
e K% J8 30 5 2430450, DEM B 48 B0 S sl
H B AR 5 43 B 1) B SRR 5 (W] I, B80T sk R
B BRI R R AL HE T DEM 5 1E & AE R
S — R RES

2 DEM KB A&

MR (D A0, 22 57 DEM 52 B b 3 2
T4 2 0 32 252 by 3K 2 T AT A FIR 25 A0 P RS R
FERN = 2 AL pRIU LS . H AT DEM S04 3k U i
S ORI IR E = IBALE & X A RS PN
SR B 5 38 8% O 8 35 49 48 (light detection
and ranging, LiDAR) \ & M fL 18 T i5 T ¥ I &
(interferometric synthetic aperture radar, In-
SAR) ARG FEAZ) S5 A SR LI F- & 1 22
Sk 4r A 41 DEM $di ke
2.1 HERER

by B 3 A B A b I AT i

1) A% & Mo T 0 6 7 %, A BRI TR R S
A BBl A D AL A b A R X R TR
B RCR AR Ty BN 2 T EE WL I A By R
& T /NG K BB RO AT 55 iR 55 T LA
B H 45 .

2) Ml THT = 4E JOG A A AL CAnin & K Optech,
B F) Rigel Jii £ Leica %) R AT A 1F H AR
DG BEASC 5 A 3 I AR G 2H A E S Al PR I R AR
45, nl DUPR AR A i B 5 2 B A RSO R A
FRALGE LA T3 /s T RLA e RS B (Cmm 400 L
GrPEE DTMIY 82 50808 R 4 4 45 37 b 395 480
P ) A B R A B T R L S AP IR S s B

i b PRALFE CE LA BT LA R4 532 A e U
B A B AT S T T . 53 A B LB
48 B0 (inertial measurement unit, IMU) 5 4>
BROEM R RGSFA G RIT B A S A R 5
AT LA SRRSO R AT sh A Bl R 42

3) i TR A AGE o A B AR R B A Bk
B sl 8 A A o AL, T LS B E A
B R 1 874k, & B WL DEM #0485 &
LIk Z—. BT R HIE B e S L
B 5 20 BRI AFAE 15 25 L 1% 7 T 3038 ROKG B A )
BT AELE 7 90 S SO R A R R I 3 L AT RE 2
M — R
2.2 MREER

JIZ BT IV S5 5 R T BT T IS TR RO R
JERY S AL, ST W 1 i RN R Y 2R
A7 R SRR SRR A . BT A PR
TR VS ) BT RS i ROCRRAIR M B R 3 B 3K R
HIE AT IRAFFEVE 228 FTIX I

s 25 VG b R DU R AR R 0 R A R
TR IC T D 2 HE R o A% G2 1 A 268 06 It O ) 52
TR AR B AR BB R L 22 O [ R R AT i K
TR 5 [m] 25 JF W r o AL A SN . H A
22 B A B T TR R 8 A Y A T £ 1
BOR AL GE Y 4 2 IS b I 4 X 2 8 A
ERNIERE R (A F: e

To A KBS KT BiaPLE AL
FOK T @ #EALas N5 6 0T LA R i 2 0
SR ERA A5 7K R 5 2R 5, 45 5 K R A 2 E L
ARBEE TR o 20 M BE L 2 B R 1K T R
T
2.3 HMEEX

AL s =X 32 2 A0 95 i 25 0 D 4t L WL 30O
LIDAR HLERHOE I 3 &R 48 L4k InSAR P& TG

1) 0 2 852 W S 7 ks S M) D K T 8 ) o 2
AEBLAA 8 1 57 A A5kt B b 3% = 4 7 R B |
W = Y2 [B] AR AR 1Y 07 ¥ & 1 B AL LA BT %
B 3 MR R BY . HAT, T RFE B
5 T AERE (4 Pixel Factory Neo™ | VirtuoZo™
S5 1Y 0T B s A B 3 5 AT AR G AL
AT T AR BGE R BE S AR 5L DEME

2)HLE LIDAR 5 i £ 48 2 4 OG0 AL
M DR RS S0 R 4. CCD(charge-
coupled device) #7155 HL £ 4 4k 3 4 T — 1K
149 TR0 AR AT DA AR A5 b TR B = A
Fo B T 22 W IR Ly 28 S AR AT LA )
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453 ) DSM fil DTM™ 7 HL#% LiDAR $ A 7
T DT J2 TR T B N0 A A I 59 e 3 A S I
E T A,

I HLEHOEIM R & 4t (Laser Airborne Depth
Sounder, LADS % Airborne LiDAR Bathyme-
try. ALB)J3 31 [n] ¥ T80 % 5 95 b e Be i 806 K
2T S B B W TR 1T B g W Sk i B3 S i UK R
S5 ) B A 47 BsF () 22 15 30 RH X 5% B V6 1D 74 A
XTURE AR i 0 17 5% 6k R0 97 A5 7R 4 A5 Ik 1) V6 1D
AR A IR R . RO EE A TR R IR
T B TR 5 BT T R 7K DX A TR i e /D R R
JERIE 0. 15 m, B RITRTE 50 m 224, D o509 B
A3k dm U B AT RLOR B — i 4k
B BOHOE (N 36 [ EAARL R4, B ] RIEGL
VQ RG5) I U i i b 5 v K 9 — 1k fk To 4%
Hu TR )

D PLEE InSAR H A I T I0 25 PR3 b X (A
Z G L IXO 1Y mORE LR O PR SE I R AE R
FREC S E A 25 i K JR) (National Aeronau-
tics and Space Administration, NASA) KX 3l 5
5256528 (Jet Propulsion Laboratory, JPL) fx B4
KT —F W WA KA1 15 I8 (synthetic aper-
ture radar, SAR) Il &l & 4 (AIRSAR), X 5 A
Topographic SAR (TOPSAR),1988—2004 4%
#HF DC-8 mi A klz b, & P/L/C B4
W ALRE F7 . 08 98 0 10 kem ., BE 85 5] 2 B R 45 51 K
7.5 m/3.75 m/1. 875 m" | f HAR &k X
)2, 2000 4F 35 [ A K AL E I8 B I 2 4T 55
(Shuttle Radar Topography Mission, SRTM) #|
FAPLE InSAR HAR AL 11 d fEARH T 423k 80%
i b 1753 B S0 = 4E IR AR L.

5)J6 AML (unmanned aerial vehicles, UAV)
BT AL (mini-UAV, mUAV) t0] [ T34
BT F ML SARLIDAR 2535 45, 45 5158 T/
10 B AR AR I H R AR e 0 AR T R )
) DEM FRECSS 3 4R ok kR R Sk 1 1
TR 3 A MR AR P T A 4R Y A2 2 R g
% A (structure from motion, SIMIUTHFE —&
BT AL G2 5 W 7 6 50 UAV, UE LR
BRVE AT B 1A LR O R X S8 5 R AT
ST 5T A 2 )5 A B R AT A= pl s kG B
Fi% K DEMC0,

2.4 EHER

BHBELFEOHE DEERIIAER B
InSAR A & OGN LIDAR 45, 4 F T3
WA BRE I i — 20y DEM,

1) &5 43 R3O0 5 S AR SR AR K © U A2 I
DEM = fif CR¢ il /& 4 Bk DEMD 9 1 % 4 3
PEUES o 40k [ SPOT & 51, %6 1 Terra AS-
TER ( Advanced Spaceborne Thermal Emission
and Reflection Radiometer). H 4% ALOS ( Ad-
vanced Land Observing Satellite) PRISM (Pan-
chromatic Remote Sensing Instrument for Stereo
Mapping) . it 8 % 5 =5 (ZY-3) -, B,
= PEE (very high resolution, VHR) )22 1%
JET R O 28 MOR B R, 1) i WorldView-3/4
(0.31 m),WorldView-1/2 (0. 46 m) ., GeoEye-1
(0. 46 m) . Pleiades-1A/B (0. 5 m) . KOMPSAT-
3/3A (0. 7/0. 55 m). Quickbird (0. 65 m),
Gaofen-2(0. 8 m) , TripleSat (0. 8 m), IKONOS
(0. 82 m).SkySat-1/2(0. 8 m) ¢,

2) B3 InSAR $AR — iy B 2 BaE T3
g W S R T | 7 A R DIV = 0
DEM 14 iU 75 &) 52 ) 8], 25 (8] 25 40 O¢ J RAHE IR
FEE R 22 5552 . BUR Ji BA 23 A 20 SAR R4
O] G 4 ] i 28 K 25 Hh o0 R Y TerraSAR-X 5
TanDEM-X L&) fiE 86 A % v ik Eid ) 3, & 22
BT B R AR A HE R 12 m B World-
DEM ™, 7E45 B2 J7 10 CHH X RS BE 2 m 268 X0 KG JiE 4
m) it 7 HAh 423k DEM,

3) LA LiDAR & F| ] TR & # 2ot
PR S T T 2 S RO K e I R W T A AR AR
WOt AR i ], TR HUOE S E B RS R ED R
(footprint) @ F 1Y J7 125, J& 4R O Bk ST B =
Y Mg Y S E LN . NASA F 2003 4F &
Sy ICESat P& (Ice, Cloud, and land Eleva-
tion Satellite) & # A M — A 3 fif GLAS(Geo-
science Laser Altimeter System) , J& | ™2 Bk &
L i R 3 LIDAR & s 7T LA it 42 2Kt
i PR N R AR DR AE . GLAS 5% 170 m
ZEATRELZ T0 m AR ) M OGO B b 3R
i FE LIS B Ry 15 em™'™ . HJF 4k TL & ICESat-
2°F 2018 4F 9 H K GF. #5 BME — 2 fif ATLAS
(Advanced Topographic Laser Altimeter Sys-
tem) ARERS 70 em #EAT AL . 53 41,2010 45
4 YRR Ja) A BT — A TLAE CryoSat-2 #%5
B G WALAR T ¥ 75 3k & B2 3 (Synthetic Aper-
ture Interferometric Radar Altimeter, SIRAL)
DR A1) 3 A A M UK ST UK RS R R
e,

4) BT TR I Oy SR S D K T
Pt BOE I 206 8 SAR LA I JRGY
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AGb g S QAL TR 200 T L S B A T R S
T 0 B BT S 0N JEE | 5 18] 23 9 53R 2 O T AT A7

HEL R
3 €3 DEM

RS Bl DEM (42 BR R fili 5 X RO =
ST A b I R I BT g RN IR Rl A
[i] 43 B A B MR (— R T 1 km) L 5] 41 ETO-
PO5(earth topography five minute grid) | Terra-
inBase ,GLOBE (Global Land One-km Base Ele-
vation) , GTOPO30 (Global 30-arc-second Digital
Elevation Models) % , (H 7E AR 2 GIAT R R HE T
HEAEM . HHETHE WA PR 425k DEM 194
B BT A5 T AR T 1 L TR IR A AR O
S5 V5 ORHY 3K B, ] 0 SRTM ., ASTER GDEM,
AW3D30 ( ALOS World 3D-30 m). World-
DEM™ NEXTMAP %, £ 1 i 7 E = 28k
DEM 40 19 43 $5 L BRI UE A fift At U S R AE
FIRAT 77 it K S SRS Sl WGS84,

3.1 ETOPO %7

DETOPO5, 198845 A, EXEHERWES
KA 4 ¥ )R (National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, NOAA) [ 5 i Bk 9 P ECHE 0
(National Geophysical Data Center, NGDC) & ffi
B A A BRI b A IS v AR K 48 ETOPOS,
HA AN 5" (2 10 km) , 78 Bl 20 7 i 08 )
A&/ LI NI SV INE | VU Ve S N R g 61 B
PRI A

2)ETOPO2, 2001 4 9 A .NGDC k4 T &
AR M 2" (25 4 km) ) ETOPOZ2., % WA @il A
TSI RS TR &g R KOE A
GLOBE 35 H 1y i b 87 155 72 5504

3)ETOPO1, 2008 # 8 A.NGDC 54 T
ETOPOZ v2 #y it i 4 ETOPOL, H T 3 £ i
W 0 L A TR PR A st ek T A 22
AREAR A 1 (24 1.8 km) . 7] LS A A 7] ks
W AR + i Al A B =2 UK T AR vk 3 T Cice sur-
face) FI UK 75 G 35 (bedrock) .

3.2 GTOPO30

T A NASA HUER WL & 48 (Earth Ob-
serving System, EOS) J& H Al 4= ¥k 48 L i 57 T H
Xof i T i 423K DEM 7= i B 75 2K . 1996 4F , 5 [ b
J& 8 & J&) (United States Geological Survey,
USGS) JeAii 7 A BRI 23 [0 2 BER 2 1 km (2225
JE R M 30" B9 GTOPO305 , i F 4 i &4

BB 1 — BRI GTOPO30 S iy 8 il A
() A A O i 3t 2 580 105 2 436 T HL 2 0000
IES % Mo B 75 ] 1 4 /i3 (National Geospa-
tial-Intelligence Agency, NGA) 4= 7= i) 55 57 H#h Tl
E RS (digital terrain elevation data, DTED)
It B %L - #b K] (digital chart of the world,
DCW) . Z 84 & i J . i GLOBE DEM I
ETOPO2 45 H Al 42 3K f #2 7 d A1 R RUEE B Y
EES S/
3.3 GMTED2010

fE GTOPO30 KAi Z )5 . ERZHMIXA T
BB FE B ¥R (i DTED, SRTM., ICESat%),
USGS 5 NGA FI T 11 Btk v 72 Bodhs 95 (32 %
U5 1" SRTM DTED2) i &5 13 81 T &3k £
Ay e b = AR SR (global multi-resolution
terrain elevation data 2010, GMTED2010), &
GTOPO30,GLOBE }& J:Ath 30" # % 2 8k DEM
BARAS . %7 6 A 30"(2 1 km) (15"(£y 500
m) Al 7. 5" () 250 m) % 3 AR 43 R BT R
471k (aggregation method) 18 8| 7 8\ 2 T 77
i Cle/IMEL I KRB I P AR TE2E LR IR
FAE TR BRI 7 E B 55 84°N~56°S [ifi il
o
3.4 SRTM DEM

DSRTM v1&.v2. 1, 2000 4 2 A ,NASA Kk
# NGADLR., B KA K5I T SRTM. F
A1 C 2 Br InSAR FEARYEE 1 60°N~56°S [ili it 1
A5 B, SRTM DEM 75 3 H A - 43 9% 17
(230 m) . 78 42 BR A 3t XU 2 3" (25 90 m),
PR & InSAR JEAE Wil | 5 J) 3 A5 45 I T 1Y
FEEBARIES

2)SRTM v4. 1. 2008 4F 9 H , EFrA W 5E
R A LT @ 12 A5 B P & (Consultative
Group on International Agricultural Research,
Consortium for Spatial Information, CGIAR-
CSD & #i T 3" 4 P 30 4 BR UG & w5 7 504 4
SRTM vd. 1, 3% MRAS R 85 A fEL-5 40 7 3%
b5 22 Wi RRAS A B e R TR A S

3)SRTMGL3 (Global 3" V003), 2013 4F 11
J1.NASA %A T 3" 5 B 1) SRTM v3(SRTM
Plus).ffi il T ASTER GDEM v2,USGS GMT-
ED2010 8% E B % 5 £ 4 E 4 (National Eleva-
tion Dataset, NED) 3 #p i 25 [ .

4)SRTMGLI (Global 1" V003), 2014 4E 9
H o NGA & A7 1753 P2 SRTM £ 4 % 2 ] 4=
BRI R BITI. A 2015 48 7 5 B Rk



A3 B 12 W
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JRIRVE R -

5)X-SAR SRTM, 2010 & 12 A ,DLR & fi
T X WEEE 174y ¥ % SRTM DEM, 5 % 4
BRZY 40 Vo Bl Hh R TH B ARG AR 6 m, TR
FH 43 78 WAL SOOI L X-SAR FA% 4541 A A7 76 K
SR
3.5 ASTER GDEM

2009 4F 6 A, HALE 5 55 Tl (Mi-
nistry of Economy, Trade, and Industry, ME-
TD 5 NASA KA T 5 8k 83" N~83°S
fili b, .23 [) 4% B 4 177 ASTER GDEM v1, %%
WA T2y 150 J7 5 ASTER J624# 5248, i i 57
1A% %5} #H 2 (stereo-correlation) $ A 48 L6564

2011 4 10 A ,METI 5 NASA % fi T AS-
TER GDEM v2. 5§ it A B 4k B 1 2000 — 2010
2 150 1 5t ASTER AR (Jal I35 fm 7 2008 4F
9 ALLGH 26 J7 5B A5) L% = F 808 15 10
Xk I SRTM v 45 $0di I8 4 1 ol 2% X3 »
TN H — AR SCBCHE 7 LR I s R AR G e 22
(—5 m)  H& Th /K (A5 B8 g 25 15 it 5tk H: 2 )
SRR R
3.6 AW3D &7l

H A = it J&) (Japan Aerospace Exploration
Agency,JAXA) 5 H A& & & R o .0 (the Re-
mote Sensing Technology Center of Japan,
RESTEC).H 4 NTT DATA /A& [ 2014 4F
BAEIF R T AW3D 251077 i

1) AW3D Standard, #F ALOS TR ##
(¥) PRISM #E47 = 4 7 (A 5 08 st e S, 2 & 4>
B G 2 BKBGHLAY 5 m 23 PEAE DSM/DTM, & # b
& RMSE(root mean square error) >} 5 m;

2) AW3D Enhanced, %t F %7 Hb Bk (Digi-
talGlobe) 28 @ 19 WorldView 37 &4 %7 4= i 3 Fi
25 8] 43 BEFR (0.5 m/1 m/2 m) ) DSM/DTM, J&
b TG 4 ) R R RS B2 RMSE O 2 m, 55 Ah it vy
R L TE S5 525 oy SR LA HIL S A% B
IR i 5

3)AW3D30, 2016 4£ 5 H A A T F 5 m
Sy BEARI) AWSD i i 74 3 Y BT 5 42 R 82°N
~82°S K 30 m 4y FEE DSM F i £ AW3D30
Version 15,2018 4F 4 H & 47 T & F ICESat 5
TR IE A5 1R 22 80E J5 BT IRAS Version 2.1,
3.7 WorldDEM™ % 7|

WorldDEM™ £ %1 7 fit & i DLR 5 3 5 %
& A % 5 a3 18] 4y \) (Airbus Defense and
Space, ADS) % F 2y A fk £ 5 & (Public Private

Partnership, PPP) B¢ & % fi, 2 T TanDEM-X
5 TerraSAR-X i ik T A2 41 AL A InSAR M i 45
L TE 2010 4F 12 H & 2014 4F 6 H X4 5k ir A Bk
W T B WRE B . DLR 73R DR
BAT VR AR LS T W b B, ADS i 5§ World-
DEM™ 4R ik b . 1% R 5 EEAFE T ™= 5

D WorldDEM.,.. o 1™ it 72 R L ATAT J5 40 3
K AL #6 i s 45 SR DSML 4355 1 #h & JE 59
Fnl it S5 R, AL S T InSAR 56 R 22
L 23 3 5 5

2)WorldDEM™ ;3% 7™ fiy J& Xf # B Can 5 &
EASBR | 25 W JE 78 M A U8 I L o A B (E R T
) K S CUIRE 7 CIIA AT 30 L 5 0 L IAF AR 2R R
PRI R T B ) ML BEAT e LS
) DSM;

3)WorldDEM DTM., %= il J2& 45 i 5 B 2
SRR B 2 )5 N 25 A H )RR AE ) 4 T
3.8 NEXTMAP %3l

%[ Intermap 24 ) F] FI 2 1% I8 45 06 U8 (HL
2 InSAR 2 2 InSAR . #h 1 00 5 25) #fis Y 1 42 BR
Z RETEER L DSM 5 DTM = 4 i & 506 i
% NEXTMAP, %R FEEAFET ™.

1) NEXTMAP ONE™, 3t F 2016 & 4 [
38 InSAR BERL, ] 42 41 4 5k BT A = 58 F X
1 mZS [ 43 HEE ) DSM 5 DTM, 4 % (5 #80 J
RMSE<1 m;

2)NEXTMAP 5™ F| ] Intermap 2\ &) #l
# InSAR F- 5 RILT @8kt 40 MEZE 5 m
25 [6] 43 HE R By DSM Al DTM., 46 %) 5 F2 K B
RMSE # 1 m;

3)NEXTMAP World 10™ , | ] £ J§ % 4
R P32 280 b3 55 ) L AT 4Rt 4 R
1/3 AP (£ 10 m 75 [[] 43 FE3) 1) DSM #l DTM.,
3t = B RS ¥ RMSE<C10 m;

4) NEXTMAP World 30™, 5@ i # 1F . it
HELUEVE A A 2R BE AR AR B B S BRI 1
JRAP A DSM(Zy 30 m %5 ] 73 HF46) . T ASTER
GDEM ., SRTM %5 %5 4% U 351 #3045 25 1 A0 IE
w525 R B A T Aok S 2 S Can ICESat,
A7 425 1 LR B S5 o 4 Bt (R 5 K iR 5
W RO B AT = 4E B OE, 4 X R R
RMSE<10 m,

3.9 AIRBUS Elevation %5l

ADS 23w R FAS [6) 73 3 38 LA (6] B8040 ok 5 1)
AR AR R T Z RE DEM =i,

1) Elevationl, & F Pleiades 37 /4% % Fil =



1932 W) G N S

ERSRE 2018 4 12 A

LA R A RA 1T m MK
L. 5 mp ks B B9 DEM,

2)Elevationd, %t T Pleiades 37 {418 %} f1 =
LB LR AR TR A R B 4 m g
2 m M E K DEM,

3) Elevation8., & F SPOT6 37 {4 1% %} f1 =
MG R B A B A 8 m MK,

3 mE FEAT ) DEM,

4)Elevationl0, 3}:TF TerraSAR-X f5i5 L&
i A= e B 10 m M 9.5 mo g FEORE BE Y
DEM,

5)Elevation30, FZHE T SPOTS Jh2e DA
i N TerraSAR-X 835 TR BERHIEAT I 1 5 4
RN HEA 30 m A% R .8 m =S K DEM,

®1 FELIKDEM~RILE

Tab.1 Summary of Major Global DEM Products
DEM j i1 KATE KA %5 (8] 1 M B FRHL BE EH = e
TR B i KN RMSE/m ViEs WK % e Voids e
STDM30 .
i ) NetCDF
90°S GTOPOS0 GeoTIFF
ETOPOL 2008  NGDC oV - WHWE A R WEE Novoids |y
: TR vy Bi
e e e nary
FEREm A
DTED
. . . 90°S " . RS .
GTOPO30 1996  USGS 90°N 30 66 b P Ak Jc P i —9 999 Binary
: SRR
) SRTM -
R 30 25~42 B ArcGrid
GMTED 2010 UsGS 90°S 15" 29~32 SPOTS N 2 EGM96  —32 768 GeoTIFF
2010 NGA ~ 84°N 71,, Zé ;O Reference3D = " ’ ;;O Gl
.5 ~ P Shapefile
FEREm A
56°S 16 4 C-Band
SRTMGL1 2014  NASA > 1 BLAR CBand 0 0 poMos Novoids  HGT
~ 60°N (LE9O) InSAR
56°S 16 4 C Band
SRTMGL3 2013  NASA > 3 BLAR CBand 0 0 poMos Novoids  HGT
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Research Progress of Global High Resolution Digital Elevation Models
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Abstract: There are many geologic processes that shape the surface of the Earth, and the evolution of
topography provides us clues to the interior of the Earth and the forces that exist there. Firstly, in
this paper, the origin and definition of digital elevation models (DEMs) are briefly introduced followed
by their common acquisition methods according to ground-based, shipborne, airborne and spaceborne
observation platforms. Secondly, the main characteristics of existing global high resolution DEMs are
demonstrated with emphasis on nine commonly-used global DEMs. Thirdly, a common procedure for
DEM quality evaluation is presented. Fourthly, the potential applications of DEMs to geological disas-
ter monitoring and coastal vulnerability analysis are described. Taking the ongoing DEM projects in
USGS (United States Geological Survey) and DLR (Deutsches Zentrum fiir Luft-und Raumfahrt) as
examples, the requirements for high precision high resolution globally consistent and homogeneous
DEMs and topobathemetric elevation models are discussed. Finally, the future trends and prospects of
global high resolution DEMs are summarized. We find that fusion of multi-source remote sensing im-
age data (such as LiDAR, SAR and optical remote sensing) has become an important approach to ge-
nerate global multi-scale seamless DEMs, and the use of unmanned aircrafts and ships as observation
platforms makes it possible to shorten the renewal cycle of high precision high resolution DEMs,
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