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Abstract: This paper selected five different sources of DEM data: HydroSHEDS void filled DEM, SRTM and ASTER GDEM
and so on to analyze the quality of different DEM data under different geomorphologic shapes by choosing different geomorpho
logical characteristics analysis methods and comparing the simulated drainage networks with the real drainage networks. The re
sults showed that the main problems of ASTER GDEM DEM data was data noise and of the other two DEM data both had
some fuzzy data. These data quality issues would all affect the accuracy of the data and the river network extracted from them.
In general, the accuracy of these digital drainage networks extracted from the three DEM data all had high precision.
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Tab.1 Basic information of commonly used DEM data
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Fig.1 The DEM of study area 1 of great undulating mountain
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Fig. 2 The profile of DEM of section 1

Fig. 3 The claiiﬁcation diagram of slope

WREAR L HBFFTIX 1 () ASTER GDEM %
P H AR B Wit 7, M P B AR A s — A Wi ( [
1 T 2) JEAT RE— 250 Hre AEWT TIAL 2B 1 i T
I WL 5) mr LA B A v A e FRAE AR R
K, L5 S AU (R AREE o BRI SR AR
AR B H e T AT R A B 6, AT 6 T
LA ASTER GDEM %4 482 B K3 (K F
60°) FI 3% £ AE 5t HydroSHEDS void-filled DEM
HTSRT M E5 442 B 280 (1935 FEAEL o bE oK, 3 13 A g

KX KER < 77 ¢



F14% &5 83 M- BAALE G KM A 20164 4 A

FEAT A2t DO 33 88 3% i AR i, B I3 R
KT RIS . R = DEM 3 $2 BUiE 5%
DA I ( LI 7) , Kbl 23 AT e A gt 75 2R AL,
ASTER GDEM #¥s £ ALK R 5 HSK AR LG
WLy, AR s IR AT BT TE AL I, ALK
Fam B LS K AR T 10 B H0H gt 75 0 T LA i)
RRCHDLTRT 19 (1 s b5 % R0 o Ak 1) 67 AR, IX
DRI A AR 7K R AE AR 1 (1 ek 2 X DEM #E 4T T 8
T, S TR B i /N B, B SO T 2
ST TE b, PR K FR I S Ll BN

4
Fig. 4 Comparison diagram between simulated drainage

networks and real drainage networks in fuzzy area

5 2 DEM
Fig.5 The profile of DEM of section 2
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Fig. 6 The classification diagram of slope
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Fig.7 Comparison diagram between simulated drainage networks

and real drainage networks in the area full of noise
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2 WL
Tab.2 The WL of every study area
SR PEEES/ m
DEM #4f
10 30 50 70 90 110 130 150
ASTER GDEM 0.09 0.21 0.32 0.42 0.51 0.59 0. 65 0.69
R 1 HydroSH EDS 0.10 0.23 0.35 0.47 0. 56 0. 64 0.71 0.75
SRTM 0.13 0.29 0.44 0.56 0. 66 0.72 0.77 0.80
ASTER GDEM 0.09 0.25 0. 40 0.52 0.61 0. 67 0.71 0.73
Fef% 2 HydroSH EDS 0.07 0.21 0.35 0. 46 0.55 0. 62 0. 66 0.68
SRTM 0.07 0.19 0.31 0.42 0.52 0.59 0. 64 0.67
ASTER GDEM 0.10 0.27 0.43 0.56 0. 65 0.71 0.76 0.79
AR 1 HydroSHEDS 0.06 0.17 0.29 0.41 0.51 0. 60 0. 68 0.74
SRTM 0.11 0.31 0.48 0.61 0. 69 0.75 0.78 0.80
ASTER GDEM 0.05 0.15 0.24 0.32 0. 40 0.47 0.53 0.58
Nk 2 HydroSHEDS 0.06 0.17 0.27 0.36 0.44 0. 50 0. 56 0.60
SRTM 0. 06 0.17 0.28 0.37 0. 45 0. 51 0.57 0.61
ASTER GDEM 0.07 0.21 0.35 0.49 0. 62 0.75 0. 86 0.95
kR 1 HydroSHEDS 0.06 0.17 0.27 0.37 0.48 0.59 0. 69 0.80
SRTM 0. 06 0.19 0. 31 0. 44 0.58 0.71 0. 82 0.92
ASTER GDEM 0.08 0.23 0.37 0.50 0. 62 0.72 0.79 0.85
gk 2 HydroSHEDS 0.07 0.21 0.35 0.48 0.59 0.68 0.76 0.82
SRTM 0.07 0.21 0.35 0.47 0.58 0. 68 0.75 0.81
ASTER GDEM 0.11 0.33 0.51 0. 66 0.75 0.81 0. 85 0.88
Ktk 1 HydroSH EDS 0.05 0.14 0.23 0.33 0. 42 0.52 0. 61 0.68
SRTM 0.08 0.26 0.42 0.54 0. 64 0.70 0.75 0.78
ASTER GDEM 0.07 0. 20 0.33 0. 45 0.55 0. 64 0.71 0.76
Kk 2 HydroSHEDS 0. 09 0.25 0.41 0.56 0. 68 0.79 0. 88 0.95
SRTM 0.11 0.31 0. 49 0. 65 0.78 0. 89 0.96 1.02
ASTER GDEM 0.07 0. 20 0.32 0.42 0. 50 0.57 0. 62 0.66
AR 1 HydroSHEDS 0. 06 0.14 0.23 0.31 0.38 0.44 0.50 0.54
SRTM 0.06 0.18 0.28 0.37 0.44 0.50 0.54 0.58
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2 WL
Tab.2 The WL of every study area
g2
o ZEEE B/ m
DEM 4 U5

10 30 50 70 90 110 130 150
ASTER GDEM 0.06 0.14 0.22 0.28 0.34 0.38 0.42 0.45
WKk AR 2 HydroSHEDS 0. 06 0.14 0.21 0.27 0.33 0.37 0.40 0.43
SRTM 0.07 0.16 0.24 0. 31 0.37 0. 42 0. 46 0.49
ASTER GDEM 0.13 0.37 0.57 0.72 0.81 0.88 0.93 0.96
G2 HydroSHEDS 0.13 0.37 0.57 0.73 0.83 0.90 0.94 0.96
SRTM 0.13 0.37 0.57 0.72 0. 83 0. 89 0.93 0.95

AT 2 W40, = Fh DEM $3 AF i (1) R 400 vy
IR R FEXS ANER s, En 3T FE R RS IR 5, AN
FUXIE =Tl DEM £ 250 AS 4770 B S5 W 75 R 040 A
W1, AEE EREBT9Y X 1 SRTM DEM 040 A2 i ik s
IKZ RS & v, 1) FE B W 58X 2 ASTER GDEM
DEM £ 48 4 e 45 7K 280K BEdsermn o DM 1
FERETTIHR A S, H AT G 7L WA V7 ) = 25 1RORS B =
%, AT A ) RS AR S DEM Bl ks & %, I8
EIRSERIEI F BTIARAE ATOR, A AT AT .

AP 2 T LR I AE > BORE FEIX (0 6 1 2
FUX) = DEM Zdfs 25 R (PRS0 T ) (RS 1 — A+,

MG =FF DEM ¥¥8 WL 18 107 22 Loy #r HB ik
FEJE, W3R 30 43 #TaK 3T LRI = F DEM £di2k
BRI RS I (1) WL AR IR 5 22 38 LR AN, O 22/
T =P Ficte 2B R (RSO D9 PR RS P ke . 45
2.3 3 LUK I, BARASGE A A FI K —Fh DEM
K I P A S P AR HOLTT TR P e, (H 2 =R
DEM ZCHfa A= B Bl ) (kG B34 L e, HLAE
T ARIF X KRR IFFEIX £ HF 52X S F 5T X
M, 70% LA_b B M3 76 T 150m BIZEIMIX P,
X WX = DEM Hidfs 418 32 USR] 194 1) JE fil
el i, P L R .

3 WL
Tab.3 the variance of WL of the three simulated drainage netw orks
SR PEEES/ m
GECS
10 30 50 70 90 110 130 150

s 1 0. 00029 0.00116 0. 00260 0. 00336 0. 00389 0. 00287 0. 00240 0. 00202
L% 2 0. 00009 0. 00062 0.00136 0. 00169 0. 00140 0. 00109 0. 00087 0. 00069
MR 1 0. 00047 0. 00347 0. 00647 0. 00722 0. 00596 0. 00402 0. 00187 0. 00069
Mtk 2 0. 00002 0. 00009 0. 00029 0. 00047 0. 00047 0. 00029 0. 00029 0. 00016
ik 1 0. 00002 0. 00027 0. 00107 0. 00242 0. 00347 0. 00462 0. 00527 0. 00420
i ik 2 0. 00002 0. 00009 0. 00009 0. 00016 0. 00029 0. 00036 0. 00029 0. 00029
Kigfk 1 0. 00060 0. 00616 0.01362 0. 01860 0. 01882 0. 01429 0. 00969 0. 00667
Kk 2 0. 00027 0. 00202 0. 00427 0. 00669 0. 00887 0. 01056 0.01087 0. 01207
&R 1 0. 00002 0. 00062 0. 00136 0. 00202 0. 00240 0. 00282 0. 00249 0. 00249
MR AR 2 0. 00002 0. 00009 0. 00016 0. 00029 0. 00029 0. 00047 0. 00062 0. 00062
& ih 2 0. 00000 0. 00000 0. 00000 0. 00002 0. 00009 0. 00007 0. 00002 0. 00002
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