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Analysis and Comparison of SRTM1 DEM and ASTER GDEM V2 Data

WU Wenjiao, ZHANG Shifang and ZHAO Shangmin”
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Abstract: Taking Shanxi Province as the research area, this paper compared the vertical accuracy of SRTM1
DEM and ASTER GDEM V2 data based on ICESat/GLA14 altimetry data. Firstly, error values for these two
DEM datasets were acquired by taking ICESat/GLA14 data as the real data, and their error parameters were also
calculated, such as mean error (ME), absolute mean error (AME), standard deviation (STD) and root mean
square error (RMSE). Then, the error distribution of these two DEM datasets were analysed within the classes of
slope, land use type and landform type. Finally, based on topographic profile method, the vertical error
differences between these two DEM datasets in topographic types were analysed. The research results showed:
(1) The vertical accuracy of SRTM1 DEM data is significantly higher than that of ASTER GDEM V2 data. The
RMSE values of SRTM1 DEM and ASTER GDEM V2 are 6.1 m and 10.7 m, respectively. (2) Error analysis
based on slope factor showed that the vertical accuracy of these two DEM datasets is affected seriously by the
slope, and the error value increases with the increase of the slope value. Error analysis based on land use factor
showed that the AME, STD and RMSE values of SRTM1 DEM are the lowest in paddy field, the highest in
forestland, and the three error parameters of ASTER GDEM V2 are the lowest in building and the highest in
forestland. Error analysis based on landform type factor showed that the AME, STD and RMSE values of
SRTM1 DEM and ASTER GDEM V2 data are the lowest in the plain area, and the highest in large fluctuation
mountain area. (3) On the selected topographic profiles in plain and terrace areas, the elevation value of ASTER
GDEM V2 data have abnormal fluctuations. SRTM1 DEM data is too high for the estimation of valley. Overall,
SRTM1 DEM is more accurate than ASTER GDEM V2 for terrain representation, which is basically consistent
with ICESat/GLA14.
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ASCLLILTE A S8 X, £ T ICESat/GLAL4 I &= %45 % SRTM1 DEM Fl ASTER GDEM V2 $¥i (1) 3 1A% 18 pEAT 1 %t
FU L 23T T AR | iR P2 AR b S50 2 R v ()35 2 A0 A 5 190 , 56T MBI T 7 2404 1 2 8 DEM S e e 353k 1
M558, WFoTas R D 7E7E B [, SRTM1 DEM ZE 2 i 5 T ASTER GDEM V2 it , HAEXHR2EBIE /18 4.0 m
F17.8 m ARiER 2243 51 6.0 m A1 10.7 m, ¥ 5 MR 227358 6.1 m A1 10.7 m, ) 31X 2 it DEM $i 4k ARG B2 2 ik 2 i 2 8
Wil 39 35 (I %) 15 1R 25 485 K s SRTML DEM 1) 408 %352 2 B0 s o4 i 25 0 2 O R 5% 2 6 7K B/, ZE PR 85 K, i ASTER
GDEM V2 {43 3Fhis 22 70 fi B dR /), 7EMR MR < ; SRTML DEM F1 ASTER GDEM V2 f 4 %f i 25 S48 bRifi i 22 A1 07
HR 5 22 70 JE b X /N FEGRAR e K . B 76 J50R1 65 M i (X, ASTER GDEM V2 $5#i m F2 (H A 5 % i 8, SRTM1
DEM ZERE R I HBAEAE T LA 3 miflith . B4 |, SRTM1 DEM [t ASTER GDEM V2 XJ HiJE i 335 W , 15 ICESat/GLALA X

I B EA AN — 2L

T EFE 2 ; SRTM1 DEM; ASTER GDEM V2; ICESat/GLAL4; 1117544

1 515

BT = FER I (Digital Elevation Model , DEM)
A A A b T o R 2 A SR BN w2 T b
TE MBS T4 M BT K S 5 RR K S
55 SRTM (Shuttle Radar Terrain Mission) 1 AS-
TER GDEM (Advanced Spaceborne Thermal Emis-
sion and Reflection Radiometer Global Digital Eleva-
tion Model) J& 7 7 i [l 55 ) 19 42 BK 0 2% = A
DEM iz, i 14311z, PR HOKS B2 9 1P 22
KEE, HAET, XX 2 Fh DEM BHAE EE B TE 5T
EAMRE, Kk FEa2f.O SEEN &R
SR EG X FEHET TR BE VRN, 5 GPS 45 Rk 5
]SSt S P i B v R A ) s L K ICESat
SR IR S AR e ; ) JE S R BE DEM
RS T A, W HORS BE AT PR, A K L
i) RO P P A= 5% 1) DEM #E47 X HE 252, SRTM
DEM BYAE & by 52 B 34 o [l B3R A 5200, HJE e AR
B AH B A 55 A A0 2 5 HOKS i ASTER
GDEM il it X Sy ARG i iAo 2 2 =
BE R HUAE R, FT LA iX 2 Fh DEM £ 15
AT, E BT HT L vk G S ER
J& DEM 42 B i 22 2R SR /K SCEE R A TR LR
BT OB R Canigdk IR Mg EARESE) L T
I B MAR AR 25 B S5 B HeR 22 1 3 AT L,
B L 42 B DEM Y M T 23 A O i P e 3k
R TREBf R A

SRTM DEM %4l 2 iy & A1 # 4 4 WA 18 5 ]
Bi AN 43 PER AR S 90 m, BLAE http://earthexplorer.
usgs.gov/ I il I FE AL T 3¢ FEHE A% 30 m
SRTM1 DEM %dli , % HoKG B2 AT 5E 80, i LAT
X SRTM1 DEM #il 43 $F %l 30 m i) ASTER
GDEM V2 5i ARG FEXT Lo 1y LIPS 58 P R i

PR iSRS 2 224, PRI AR SO T ICESat/
GLAL4 M = &5 , % 1L V545 58 A ) SRTM1 DEM FiI
ASTER GDEM V2 %4f #F 173 EUAG BE A X L, A
TR | A ]SSR RN M 55 S A X6 L 22 43 A E
A543 M, I8 o B HRUTE R o T 30 218 78 v i) i O 4]
T, X3 2 BB T o TR 23k I E B AR B EA T AT
M A5 SRTM1 DEM %4 5 ASTER GDEM V2
R Z 18] A BEXT LU, ik 2 R ds i s Tz
BB —E S %

2 WF5E X AR IR

2.1 AR XHER

Ll PG 45 67 F v I TP AR AR R AT L, PEAK B G
T F SN I el N N R 1B N L
T AR 7 Sy 34°34'~40°43'N, 110°14'~114°33'E,, 57
At AT BRI S ARAR . Ll P MR Y B A
7 5 1) 1L M R D, R AR v U R AR, R o3 b
X3 R 3] 1500 m P b, 55 Y HE AR AT, g
FMG e R 122 )12 1 i A TR 4
1A —2 DL b R G b R RT TRAR R
A0 ELER A UL 1

2.2 ¥R

ICESat/GLAL4 % 4is T 4% A 2 [ [E K vk &5 B s
s, BOdE AR O 34, A 2003-2009 4F 4L 19 1 %
PEUe . ICESat LA Topex/Poseidon #fi Bk 14 F1 EGM96
K MK HETH 27 . |CESat A2 W il # Hb vk 5 i
AR Ak ARIVK 55 L DA KT 1A Ak 1 B A
5 At T T 58 AR EL , ICESat HAg 7 55 3 [l
IR EL R R AR AR B, LR GA M
Y BOEIK RT OB B2 AR 70 m FDGRBE, JEEE 2 (8]
FRES 2 172 m, b T EORS FEAR &7, AT 3R 2 15 em 42
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Fig.1 SRTM1 DEM and ASTER GDEM V2 data in
the study area

AP0 ICESat Bt H & AR LSKAFR) 7T 12 R

PR ML I8 H A I 22 ffi 4y (Shuttle Radar To-
pography Mission, SRTM ) H 3& [&] K25 1.5 (NASA)
T B 980 ] 22 22 J) (NIEMLA) B4 T 4 i 25 ) %
ST SR CHL L F5 3k SRTM R G858 1, 3K
HUT Mok 2 i b 45 60° %1 RF 4 56° 2 [11] 80% L) -1
il b T TR IR S8 . SRTM MBI B Feks 2 vl
1434 SRTML FSRTM3, 43 5% 107 ) 20 HE k5 1
30 m 190 m %4 , H: L WGS84/EGM96 Ky 25 1] 2
%% 7K 3Cfdi ] SRTM1 Arc-Second Global (30 m) %k
i, A4 K http://earthexplorer.usgs.gov/.

ASTER GDEM ( 5 i#F A 25 4 55 Fil s 40 42
FRECT B FEAE Y ) JEAR B NASA Y5 — 46T Hs X083
T3 Terra (1RSI 445 SR il 4 ¢ B, H50H 7 55
b4 83° 2 g 4 83° 2 ] (1 Fir g i it [X 3, 35
2|7 M BR b M2 I 0 999% , HLAERZS (6] 3 PR L4 Ky
30 m, B 4> HEE 4 20 m, %5 [H] B % O WGS84/
EGM96. H i A7 W i 8cHl , 55 — WRAE 2009 4F: &
A7, A ORISR i PRI R 56 R, F 2011 4F 10 H &
i, ASTER GDEM V2 JifR H T —Ff Sk (0 532 6t
V1 GDEM s & kA7 1 ekeit , 4 1 4d i 2 1)
Oy PG B S A . B UE T R 2 B
THEAHL R 2515 B oo 3 25 0] 58 = °F- 45 (hittp://
www.gscloud.cn) .

- b AR i i AR R, EEOR
FH b [ B2 e R 2 5 BE U A 5 BT 2010 4F I 2
SER MR IR R R G, bR REE R [
1:100 J5 7 M3 4 AR R b B 55 1 2 B A H S 2
TR, 23 3 %) Landsat it TM/ETM+3% B A% i
PRI GIS #2519 77 1% , 275 DEM $diE Fn 1:25 J7 %

TJECFEI S50 14 ArcGIS BRI 52,
3 W5k

3.1 DEM&EFN ICESat £#7 By Ab 72

B¢, A H NSIDC (National Snow and Ice Data
Center) $24 f % 46 T-H M ICESat (1) J5 4 SC /R
B ICESat il 75 %4 . ICESat I =5 %5 45 % JH Topex/
Poseidon #f Bk {4 , 1fii SRTM F1 ASTER GDEM % 4
% WGS84 i 5k 4, WGS84 i 35k {4 1 Topex/
Poseidon BRI T 4 s #2576 70~71 cm Z || , B4R
XA 22 S BE 26 Ak AR AR H /N, v LA
W& . A T K ICESat Wl 5 24 L SRTM il ASTER
GDEM %4l gt — 2 M [l i 25 7] 2%, A 30K ICESat
B Y = AR R 25 70 om 153 WGS84 i BR 1K T 1Y
R FE(E >,

SR, A ArcGIS 10.2 3D 4347 H i Add Sur-
face Information T~ H. $}¢ B ICESat 55 v & X W 1%
SRTM Fl1 ASTER GDEM #4J it =1 #1F , L) ICESat
o R A bR v AR AL, 1155 2 Fh DEM %l () 3 1R
%, 31 LA+50 m A BI{E , T ICESat F 4 8174 22 1
W, fea—3tA 343 254 5 2 5 2 7 DEM $djE
BA% BE DA , ICESat B i WL IF] 2.,

PRI A i 1 FF 2 250 0 3 7 kAR %) DEM %
5 RO B2 R A 5 M 09 LSSk S R R A At
DEM i (iR 2= 0 AR A 2L . I, AR 304 5]
SR B 22 J5 1Y | CESat s % 107 Aok B | 4 b 1]
AU b SRS A (AR HIE AR K 53 , SR bt
SRTM I ASTER GDEM %4 ik B 5 100

3.2 EHBERITM

T 3P4 SRTM Fil ASTER GDEM %54 it 2 11
K B2, % ICESat il & 4 . SRTM #1 ASTER GDEM
Bs I EARSHEA TSI, Gt SR R RO
fe/IME CEIE IR E R 22 5 S8 )5 43 36T ICESat 5
SRTM #il ASTER GDEM 2 [a] i = FE 22 E AT 4811,
G B BAIE R 2 g XHR 22 M (H bR dn 2= |
By iR 2s , Hod P28 25 0] LI ik 2 Foh DEM #5085
M) R GEiR 22, AR ZE A T LB 1k 3822 115
R IE B0 A 100, 52 I 15 25 R 446 5t KN, o o
ZERTTAHRFRRIRE N 22 AR 7 U, YRR 25 1T L)
SR E B B KN . e, T 2 Fl DEM #5089
RZEENR T .

ST YR bR 2R A A 2R R i R
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K2 117444 ICESat/GLAL4 $idfi /3 A7
Fig. 2 ICESat/GLA14 data in the study area

4341 SRTM F1 ASTER GDEM %4 (1) 1 B 15 2% 40 A
T -

(1) LI/NT4% T 3°,3~8° . 8~15°  15~25° il K T
25° X 3% FE AT 43 9, R A B T I E S i SRTM A
ASTER GDEM ¥4 (iR 25 734 , H-2EAT He A 3 #T o

(2) L5 K FE s R K38 L R b
FIARFIH 4= b ix 7 B 28 584 53 51 52 11 SRTM Fil AS-
TER GDEM ¥ (1R 2= 43 .

(3) FLF ML B AR B R HU) b 35 2 A, oy Ry
JF (<30 m) . &b (30 m) Bz (<200 m) /NER I
H(200~500 m) ., H AR L4 (500~1000 m) F Ak
K 1L Hh (1000~2500 m) , 433 42 11 SRTM 1 ASTER
GDEM %l 7rix St 35 Y i 22 (1) 73 A 1 I

3.3 SRTM#1ASTER GDEM i &I &Y L4

i L I DEM [ H IR 1T, 7T LA 4347 DEM (1)
TRV B 2 RN HIJE R R iR 2542, AR 1L o
A 6 FPEEA M AL, A3 e A M e )
L OR 1L | RS AR L AR AR 1L P s R T 6 Bt
ICESat HLili, & 37w . B 4eH e L) ICESat £
S L SRS FIHH ArcGIS 10.2 3D J3A T HAE
1 1) Stack Profile T. 543 Ji| $2 Bt SRTM Fil ASTER
GDEM [ DEM 1 , 345G ICESat Y #LiE F T , 73
Hr SRTM Fil ASTER GDEM %% 4f& X #b J& il ik 11
KR

BI3 LG4 oA S B i 7

Fig. 3 Landform type and profile location in the study area
+
4 SRS

4.1 SRTM#IASTER GDEM HIEE{EE S

ICESat .SRTM 1 ASTER GDEM @ F{l Hi A2
BGITaR R L, WNFELATHE 1,343 254 1%
FE S b, ICESat 1Y i 2 e /MA 5 SRTM HT ASTER
GDEM FHZEAR K, i KA 5 SRTM 1y s F2 12
it 5 1 SRTM 5 ASTER GDEM (1) #% /s {8 A 2%
0.6 m, i KAEHHZ% 10.5 m, ASTER GDEM 4 #5 i i
2 ICESat FIISRTM A 1 m,

DL ICESat %) /&1 4 y BLAH, 15 2] 1Y) SRTM Fl AS-
TER GDEM %4 i) FL i 22 AR SH U G it 45 21
W2, NFE2nrFIH, X T SRTM fil ASTER
GDEM, ¥R ZHBAR /N, 4351 0.2 m F10.1 m; 4
X ZE 53530 F 4.0 m A1 7.8 m bR 225351k
6.0 mF110.7 m; B 5 i1 2253710 6.1 m A110.7 m,
J& 3% 2% 2% ASTER GDEM [t SRTM & i 4 m
LA, T WLAE L PS4 Y, Bk T SRTM L ASTER
GDEM HIXSEEL 4T . 2 Fh DEM B Ay 152 22 41 2R 43

%1 ICESat.SRTM1DEM #1ASTER GDEM V2
HY Gt EHR B ELR
Tab. 1 Comparison of statistical values among the
ICESat, SRTM1 DEM and ASTER GDEM V2

GAFSEC B SR/ MEm SRR /m FEAE/m AR TE(R 22/m

ICESat/GLA14 343254 2472 26412 1167.0 374.0
SRTM1 DEM 343254 2150 26451 1167.2 374.0
ASTER GDEM V2 343 254 2144  2655.6 1167.1 375.0
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%2 ETFIEHSRTML DEMFIASTER GDEM V2
BIRZES (M)
Tab. 2 Error distribution of SRTM1 DEM and ASTER
GDEM V2 based on slope (m)

sz <3

3~8° 8~15° 15~5° =25° 4

SRTM1  “FHji# 04 05 00 -01 10 02
DEM xR EYE 14 27 43 53 76 40
b2z 21 39 58 72 103 6.0
Y iiR 22 39 58 72 104 6.1
ASTER  “FHjiRz -02 -06 -04 04 26 01
GDEM V2 sixiRs¥f 45 59 7.7 91 117 7.8
FrifE w22 61 80 102 119 148 107
PR 61 80 102 12.0 150 107

i VLK 4, SRTM F1 ASTER GDEM iR 2 3 A 2 1F

42 BETEMWEATFHIEE S

(1) BETH B RS B 43 Bt

5T Ik BE % SRTM 1 ASTER GDEM %4 At 1%
LSRG 45 T W2 2, SRTM 7E3E KT 25°

I, iR 2K, 4 1.0 m, ASTER GDEM [-F- %)
BRZELEYE B /INT 15°11 34 X ]2 T, ZE 3 R
T 25°1F PR ZE B K, O 2.6 my SRTM FEHE /)
T 3Lt X 52 25 YA A v 2 2 7 AR 1R 25 ERAR
INAR A 1.4 2.0 F12.2 m, iR T 25005 , 2
iAF| T 7.6.10.37110.4 m,ASTER GDEM 1EH% J&F /N
T 3O &t Xt 12 22 A (EL s v O 22 RN 4 R 1R 22 AR 3%
JN A3k 4.5 6.1 6.1 m, FEYE KT 2500, 45 %
e 25 B bR M 25 N O AR R 25 BIA E T
11.7.14.8 1150 m. FILA] A, X 2 F1 DEM ik
JE 3235 B SEMAAR I, B3 P A T e iR 25 1S K

(2)FT 1 oA AR B AT

B F + 1A 2SR SRTM FI ASTER GDEM
AR IRZES IG5 R 3. SRTM 171
TR ZETE B bR R b A 70, 70 R b b A
K, 1.0 m; ASTER GDEM V- 75 i Ji R
FH AR s b oy 708, 7K R, R
3.2 m, SRTM Ay 4 X i3 22 ¥4 bifi 25 7K 1 R A
Hiy S B Bl SR M R | R AR kb S T AR VR

[%4 SRTM FI ASTER GDEM K% 2250273 Aii
Fig. 4 Error frequency distribution of SRTM and ASTER GDEM

*3 ETFFIAEEALITY SRTM1 DEM #1ASTER GDEM V2 BJiZE £ (m)
Tab. 3 Error distribution of SRTM1 DEM and ASTER GDEM V2 based on Land use type (m)

NI eSS 7K H T Ml KB EEAM KA
SRTM1 DEM TR 0.1 0.2 -0.1 0.7 1.0 -0.0 1.0
AR 2.6 1.3 49 5.4 2.8 2.2 2.0
b2 4.2 1.7 6.8 7.6 45 35 4.8
Yo7 s 4.2 1.7 6.8 76 47 35 49
ASTER GDEM V2 iRz -11 3.2 0.9 1.2 0.8 -0.5 -0.6
Y X iR 25 A E 6.6 7.1 8.5 9.4 8.7 5.1 5.8
FrifEfm 2 9.0 10.0 11.3 12.4 12.2 6.9 8.5
77 i 9.0 105 11.3 125 12.2 6.9 8.5
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AR, /MBS 1.3 m, B KAE N 5.4 m b 25 Al
PIiRiR 2 A K R R 5 i KR AR A
FH M, B RO AR UG K, 7E7K IS, 3590
1.7 m, 7E MRkt p i K, #7353 T 7.6 m; ASTER
GDEM 1) 4 % 15 22 F4 i Bl 45 J B R b R A1 +
M SR K B K SRR B TR S K, Fe/ )y
fHM5.1 m, e KA K 9.4 m, Frifid 22 FIE T AR 2%
B JE B M AR b SR K B K s R
A TR R K S B g/, 4351 6.9 m Al
6.9 m, fEARHL iR KR, 4351 12.4 m A1 12.5 m,

(3) FE T Hb SRS Y (NG BE 43 Bt

T b 56 2% SRTM A1 ASTER GDEM %5 4%
R ZES BT R E 4. SRTM AR
TE BB A/ INEAR Lk b Sk (8, 76 AR 1L b {1 e
K,250.9 m; ASTER GDEM [ SR TR R &
by | B IR AR L M b R R AR R R L b
AR, H2.7m, SRTM B4 Xt iR 22 ME bR 22

T MR ZE BB & NEAR L | BB h
AR Ly R AR 11 i T AR R 3 K, 72 I B X,
SRTM HYiX 3 Fii5 225304 2.0 . 3.4 F13.5 m, M 7E K
AR 1L H X 3 Ffrisé 22 1T 4353 15 1) 6.3 .8.9 F18.9 m;
ASTER GDEM 1) 4t X} i 22 S4I{E br i 25 R 45 7
HRAR 22 AR IR A M ke /NEAR W | A
A PR 1L Hi RN AR AR L AR RIS, 767 B IX 31X 3
Fhis 224354 6.2 .8.6 F18.6 m, M 7ESGE R 1L, X
3FMRZEAIAS T 11.1.14.2F114.4 m,

4.3 SRTM#1ASTER GDEM Bt 2 &I E 447

Jt F ICESat % i £ HU % SRTM Fil ASTER
GDEM %4 i HuJE 51 11 UL 1€l 5. B 5 o] & i, if
T D b DX 5 s DX ) b 51 1T 27, SRTM AT
ASTER GDEM X HiJE i) K3k AH 22 AR K, ASTER i}
BT 5w B sl 7E R b X B o R B 1 SRTM A
X R AT , 55 ICESat X MU 19 &3k AT 5 A
T BB M X (g HU I 51) 1i ] LA, 5 SRTM AT ICE-

R4 ET AR AL 764 SRTM1 DEM 1 ASTER GDEM V2 BJiRZE 4% (m)
Tab. 4 Error distribution of SRTM1 DEM and ASTER GDEM V2 based on landform type (m)

BN 20 P B b JNEAR 1L b rpE AR L FGEAR L H
SRTM1 DEM SRR 0.5 0.0 -0.3 -0.2 0.6 0.9
Y xR 2EFIE 2.0 2.9 45 4.4 5.6 6.3
Bt 25 3.4 48 6.3 6.1 7.7 8.9
Yy isas 35 48 6.3 6.1 7.7 8.9
ASTER GDEM V2 T2 -0.5 -0.9 -0.6 -0.2 1.6 2.7
YRS AE 6.2 7.1 75 7.8 9.6 1.1
Tt fi 22 8.6 9.9 10.0 10.4 12.6 14.2
)7 HbiR 2% 8.6 10.0 10.0 10.4 12.7 14.4

&5 11764 SRTM1 DEM I ASTER GDEM V2 [ Mt i ifi [£]
Fig. 5 The topographic profiles of SRTM1 DEM and ASTER GDEM V2
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Sat A 4% , ASTER GDEM % HiJE 114 6 35 358 &1 5 M
A7 F /NS AR L Hb 3t DX 5 1 0T DLE ), ASTER
GDEM 4 %} b JE 1 % 35 [k SRTM B 40 2, 1
SRTM £k T —#F43 HIEAF L s i@ AR Lt Ak
FER L b IX f 35 1 7T L, SRTMAETEXS LA
[958 5 A5 1 23X 2 Fh#I  F , ASTER GDEM
FISRTM 5 ICESat %t JE 3k L — 3, 72 KR
Ll rp 3 A gicH s — SR B e i . MR BT L 7E
&P g 2 rh | 5 ICESat L, SRTM L ASTER
GDEM {4 B %4, SRTM 5 ICESat % i JE i) 2635
FREHR—HL,

5 45t

AR S 1 ) RS E Y ICESat/GLAL4 B 141
OBCPE L %L PE 48 9 SRTM1 DEM #il ASTER
GDEM V2 4l i#E 47 & ELAG BE A% b 4, 75 1 LA
T

(1) 7€ 1L 74 45 55 N , SRTM1 DEM #il ASTER
GDEM V2 £l 1) SMATF- 24125430124 0.2 m A10.1 m,
7 %t 25 I {E 20 518 4.0 mF1 7.8 m, By AR 2543
%4 6.1 m F110.7 m, SRTM1 DEM %5 4f 1 3 B ks
B B 55 T ASTER GDEM V2 %4 . 1L 7 1Ly M Al
B a2 MG AR, 6T A R IX, X 2
il DEM s 1) Jot it AT RE SO T4 SCAY 45

(2)SRTM1 DEM H1 ASTER GDEM V2 %44}
e EURS B AZ 0 B | Il ) FH IS T80 R b 550 24 T80 52 e ™
o B, BORG R 2E  TE R T 250,
SRTM1 DEM [} ¥ 5 1% 2215 3] T 10.4 m, Mii AS-
TER GDEM V2 5% T 15.0 m; i T SRTM1 DEM
FIASTER GDEM V2 £l (1) A= B HEAN [|] , HAK 3
JF R 2 H2E R AN TR, SRTM1 DEM [y 1 75 R 1%
ZIE K /N, ASTER GDEM V2 H 47 iR 25 7F
Jii B b AR/ i H ASTER GDEM V2 i 76 7K 5,
MYTRZEIEN , 3% 2 P EE A2 AR o 1 ™ 5200, 7
RHbEHE B 2% ; SRTM1 DEM H1 ASTER GDEM V2
B AE T Dt b DXORS B2 e 4, B MR R AR R ), 52
FEVRUIG T 5 BRI H 5 1T v] LA & 30, ASTER
GDEM V2 Bl A R 3 2 5 1 m R ML, FE T4
BBl £ M b DX o R S 0 sl AR B B, %
THIE Fk i vERGPE L SRTM1 DEM ¥ 2% .

(3) AR X} SRTM1 DEM Fil ASTER GDEM V2
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