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Abstract

The investigation of surface liquid water storage has high requirements for the quality of basic spa-
tial data, among which the water-land integrated Digital Elevation Model (DEM) is important fun-
damental data for water volume calculation. Aiming at the problem that noise and abnormal eleva-
tion values are prone to occur in the production and fusion process of water-land integrated DEM,
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this paper proposes a DEM gross error detection method based on multi-scale filtering. The method
comprehensively adopts mean filtering, median filtering, Gaussian filtering, bilateral filtering and
morphological filtering to smooth DEM data, and realizes automatic identification of elevation
anomalies through residual analysis and threshold discrimination. On this basis, an automatic tool
for DEM gross error detection is developed based on Python, realizing batch processing of DEM data
and visualization of results. Experiments are carried out using water-land integrated DEM data from
the surface liquid water storage survey in Liaoning Province for verification. The results show that
the proposed method can effectively identify elevation anomalies in DEM, with the overall detection
accuracy stably above 95%, and the processing efficiency is significantly improved compared with
traditional methods.
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Bt R R R ROR 5  [AE S ST B AT A e, k1 2 IR B0 AL & Rt R S K fF R A O
BA/K GRS GG LA B BRI AR . AR A St AR T, B AR B (DEM)IE ik 2 Aok T
TS AL ARt S ALK, RIT BRI BRI S ARA AR AT R GE v A B B B A, e i e
BER AP AR AT SRR 5 B A E

FEMRBES AR A, BH T ELRE A KT OB E SR f 2 e S PO H B SR TB
R X 35 DEM #d, ¥y /KEf—1& DEM. 2810, mTHdiRIE2Re. RO AERIR, Iz
MEMRFE A, (£ DEM A7 5 a I R th A o] 8 Gt 22 51 NS i S e o e 1. SR RTFUdR
20 Y IR £ R TR B 52 A 2 e AN S 1) — RSN, AT DEM. cdfs o &7 2E AR,
X ZEE R B RARG AL, AU FEIE DEM BBAKERE, 36 T REAE 5 SRR il vk 5 i
Ry AT M B 24 2 R R 24

BHXS DEM Hdfe S il o)l [6 A Aha o CAE B IAC B S A I SR ZE e TS U5 T T e 1 KLt
Foo Horhr, T A E B A ZE AN T VA DR SEIL T L @ R, 42 S T DEM B AL B L o &
KA 2] SR, IA T2 ME T R —g8 s T B M UHOBTR 2 U 26 A8 1 BORE BE OR Fr 5 5 R
ok, HAESEERL S R AT LN RSt A sh BN, MR SRaE A frit— B4 Tt.

BT, ARSI T AR KA R B A SEPR TR, AR MK — 48 DEM $E R Ak 1 L il
by BT AT 2 R RER AT () DEM ML ZR I, IFHST Python ZAEMEEIT A& 1 AR H 3l
AL FR TR o JEIDR 2 Mg ik S E TG, SCBL DEM MZ 1 B 3R 5E L, NRmEK
A B A R A M TR AR RGR AR TT %

2. ARG
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JREREFS . AR PHEA —BA LN R (2] FEKFE—f& DEM H,  l1FKRGAS At X I AR 4y
2o, MZEMEIORE . Bk, A EER T IE RN R R ORI 5 V0 5 AT IR

2.2. ZREERKNIFE

FEBHASE DEM 0 A BE b (1) 5 F 750, HLEEAR JE AR R I8 i AR IS ek AT 25 1603, 1 95 LR
PR, [FER R R EE R ARSAELEE /T A IR R R B ml b, SINIIE RN A EIE R
e TR IR P S 2 P 20, X DEM BT 2 ROBEAL B, DA R ZE A0 00 1) 56 BE 1 R T S

PHMEIER: DA T sl B A 0BT, SRR, PRI S, s & EHT
SPIE X EAR PR, {H 5 5 I (3]

B UEN: FET AT Gt AR A G oo IAE B ARG T, I AISL 90/ IR, R
NGMEREI T ME IR, TR/ el X 5 F I AR [4]-[6].

TR AR T R O AR A T AT I8y, R A AN RN . SR P R BT IOUAZ: S A
P, EREAR, EE X H I X AR 7]-[9].

RO PENE - [R5 R 2 (B 40T FE 5 AR AR L BE AT IR 3, FEOR B IS () [RI I S e s, A% R
PBEY . WA VAR, RORRELLESTHIE, Sl L i SR e [ 10].

TEA e WIS AR, % LIDAR-DEM rH 5040, A FHams 80R 8%, Ak
N2 M G R IATI[11] [12].

2.3, HERWEZEIT

LREVEPBAE T G ZE AT, RSO DEM M Z AR £ EAHE: B ZRIEJEE. Rz
TR BME R AR S5 R AP B, SEBL T DEM ML ZERC I Y B s AL AR

3. TEALSH

T Bk, ASCKRH Python 3.7 fEAF B KIET, 456 arcpy 5 OpenCV %528, 5Ll DEM
FZERMDIRE SRS . CRAEB R 7 7 B E AL B T oK, SN TRAC S I UG THERAE
Al 5E B DEM $048 A3 N B 25 B I A AR AL B] o AR SO IR ZE A A O B B BT TLAN P R

1) e el 2 MR A R 4G DEM B AT AR E . LA T VA AR Y R
Weo HPEDERE . SRR . XOL PR AL FIER . AN BRI TV R () K BRACRAN ], DR 4
B I PRI T VA A O i IR 22 A DU e ) A

2) FRZEER: I THEERE I DEM #0455 B 4G DEM #dls 2 (MR ZE (22 ), W LA Rt R &
PRI AR . PR 72 B TH SR I B R Ah Htm ANUE Ja BB R e e, B

Residual = Original DEM - Filtered DEM

PRZERIR/NEAE [ T DEM $ids h s AR B A 2 WAL, BURBR 2l AR BUR L %

3) BMEAE: W —ABME, RS R S B AT B, R0t AR 1 D R
72 o BB B e B EL RS B A R HERf A o A SOz g IR M T S0 ¥ B T AN R R R (PSR 0.8 2K
FofZ 1.0 oK. it 2.4 K, @it 3.0 2K), DUE A RIS 5% A T AR ZE A6 75 K

4) R 5 R, B BE R ZE AT A, R R 2R AL B IR A R A5 R X e
ZET] LA AR AR S (RO Ms SBAT OR A7, (T e S HrAMZ IE .

5) EEABLLIT

def process_one(self, ras, out_filter, out_diff, out_shp, th, win, ftype):
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dem = Raster(ras)
desc = arcpy.Describe(ras)
base = desc.baseName

ext ="." + desc.extension if desc.extension else
# U PRIEB T VR AT b
if ftype == "mean":

fs = FocalStatistics(dem, NbrRectangle(win, win, "CELL"), "MEAN", "DATA")
elif ftype == "median":

fs = FocalStatistics(dem, NbrRectangle(win, win, "CELL"), "MEDIAN", "DATA")
else:

arr = arcpy.RasterToNumPyArray(dem, nodata_to_value=None)

if ftype == "gaussian":

arr_f= cv2.GaussianBlur(arr, (win, win), 0)
elif ftype == "bilateral":
arr_f'= cv2.bilateralFilter(arr.astype("float32"), win, 50, 50)
origin = arcpy.Point(dem.extent. XMin, dem.extent. YMin)
fs = arcpy.NumPyArrayToRaster(arr f, origin, dem.meanCellWidth, dem.meanCellHeight,
dem.noDataValue)

# HHEIE
diff = dem - fs
absd = Abs(diff) # HUGEZE 4E 0 E
diff masked = SetNull(absd < th, diff) # % E LR/ T BIEKZ S
# fi H R ZE AR
out_d = os.path.join(out_diff, "D " + base + ext)
diff masked.save(out d)
# % 51 SHP
shp = os.path.join(out_shp, base + " outlier.shp")

arcpy.RasterToPoint _conversion(diff masked, shp, "Value")

4. s
4.1. IEX R SCIEBUEE

S UL T8 MRS KA A A A R KB — /& DEM AR P~ R R, HHE B b 4R FH LA
WOCH IR ST DEM B, RN 1:2000 LLBIR, 2814335 S m; 7K N DEM &4 R .

Kol R R

IR EAETRZE 040 K, IOKIRZE 0.80 K(FHZE > 0.8 2K) [13];

FeBehh: SFREFIRZE 0.50 K, HmKRZE 1.00 KCHZE >1.0 K) [13];

tiHh: SFAEFIRZE 1.20 K, &KIRZE 240 KO ZE >2.4K) [13];

mrlth: mERRETRZE 1.50 K, EORiRZE 3.00 KCHZE >3.0 K) [13].

WHFLIX NI T VG, JER ARG . &5 S B i AT, WAL 42,556 P oK,
TERMEFFE, ER . (iHATE .
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4.2. BFESHWILE

GEE SEIOBE T HU T ARRE, W E AR 7 K E OS5, R 2 ]UEHRIEST DEM BEH 7P Ab 3 .

HARSHUT
1) *FJii DEM

o IfEUEETTE: FEIER . TREEITIEHE,

o MEFFPEPLE 1. 3x3. 5x5;

o MFEZERIE: 0.8°K;

o BMVEFFAME: PR ESHEEEE 0.8 KM EMBIT, Bk
2) % DEM

o ARV mETIERE . AR

o MEFFIEWEO: 5x5. 7x7;

o MREERIE: 1.0°K;

o FMVEFFAME: MEREESHEEE 1.0 KM EMNBIT, HikERE
3) il DEM

o IRAREIEWETTVE: RUNPERE . TEAIEN

o MEFFIEWE . 7x7. 9x09;

o EREZERME: 24K

o HEFFEIE: JEMCE AEEE L 2.4 K EMG T, FfkEmiEH
4) il DEM

o IFEBEVE VR NULPER: . AR

o MEFUEBEO: 9x9. 11x11. 13 x13;

o FEZERME: 3.0 K:

o BVEFFAME: EDEE A 3.0 KM EMBIT, BRERETIRE < 1.5 K[13][14].

4.3. NGRS

4.3.1. EFHEERERR
I T XS [ 2 5 AR N . MBI 1, REE IR AT R 202 AN ZE . ERE 738 AN

Z& L 4610 AMFHZEFI S ILHE 6155 M ZE, FEPIREA 1T 11,705 ANHLZ
PEEREG LA 1, EREEREZEG LK 2, IhEmfEES T W 3, sl EEEg T LA 4.

mft

<0.4 K[12][13].

0
Rk

<0.5 K[13][14].

o
R

<1.2 K[13][15].
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Figure 1. Statistical chart of elevation differences in plain areas
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Figure 2. Statistical chart of elevation differences in hilly areas
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Figure 4. Statistical chart of elevation differences in alpine regions
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43.2. AIH#E

HEA 7 ik B R R s o R TR A%, 4 BRIV AT 5 DEM Ry it il 16 B0 T, o 4= i 25 1%
TOIEAT N TAZXE, ABIERE 0 R 22 H0s , HERR SR v HhoR 22 55

Wt N THERS, LA AT AT IX AR B 25 5 559 A, B0 AT EHU SR BIRE AR 37 X s K22 A5 K0
IF AR BT R R, R BN ARAE LA L ks /NS AR 22 RN ST AL A RO 7R R A R R

4.3.3. SEIOEEID

I AN [ B 21 T RSBt Lo A, 5 SR AR SCOTVELE AN [P 2208 B2 2 A T 3 B B m R kG
&, BRI AR AL BT IR T 40% LA b o

1) PR BME 0.8 K FIRAKLZE s 202 4, S8 ok %

2) Fefg: BME 1.0 K NRHIFZ S 738 N ZE 709 4>, =34 29 ),

3) il BAE 2.4 K FIRAHLZE 5 4610 DNELHHZE 4394 4, R H 216 1N);

4) w1 3.0 K FIRAFZE 5 6155 NELHHZE 5841 4, RH 314 4N,

AL G T IEAH L, A ST A ARAIE TR RS 2 (9 R B, B A B AOR AR THEY) 42.5%, FLZEAS H %8
it 95%.
5.

LRIE

A Gt T A K AEAE A A K — & DEM B0 s o) i) 3, i A0Sl 13T 2 BRI
() DEM fH ZE kil 77360 K T B e b B T A .

1) ALLLEREZE NIZ O iRRR, DO i KR 28 0 N IE 20 B bR, MEP 5 el i,
fe LB P KT 1K) DEM FH ZE 983 S8R R, iR 58 40 2 VRS FE 20K

2) E AR T ERE Y WA AR PR DL E R R AR, e RR DA s s e, Ll S s L DAY
PP A, e PRI 22

3) BEVLE B B 2RI K NOFIR 3 x 3~5 x 5 il 9 x 9~13 x 13, &ACHIERIA 58
PR s

IS5 R, 2T IRAERS B S T S BAA BRI, TG 4% DEM B, (RO B FCS
JEE5H, & T DEM 477, BRSSO AAT, PG KR S A kG S SR R 3
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