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ABSTRACT

A gross error of the observation, in least squares abjustment from the linear model, have
an effect on the residuals which are correlated. Therefore the testing procedure by Baarda,
which is based on the standardized residual, is modified and varied. In this paper, present-
ed methods which have been suggested for multiple gross error elimination are analized, and

applied to the gross error elimination of image coordinates.

1. F &

g FEAMRAN = EEEY HEE
gt BmE T o] Jluksle] Bop A& Az
AT 4+ QA Aok 2} BlkRG E== A
TERAA LAY + Y= @BKEZE (Gros Er-

O =
Sy

_t'),]
o
=3

* EfE KB KB B1RE
* & JEHEXNRE THAR &

BF2A 5 - 88—

ror)2] JE-Z A AF=A 2 Aok &
BRIE A S BAEZEE Fl-Hakime 59 4
Az TR Y S 12 EABEY B
FEEE oly Z1E3l= HE, SH2 = BT
EolAo] 2 SE3S 2 BT A2 v}
T FEeA] 9o LFE B} 2 3kar)r) 2k
=3 4= ¥ E7E 2ok 3 2717



)& zho} EHE S} FHo] Agts= EMIU:A
#mEolc) Forstmert ©lF MABRZE (VL )E
7ol we} 374A) (271 (Ve IZ%%E% 3
7k37) 1208 = Ve |<HREE, AL =27
46 Ve K200) 2 Y3 Yob? ol @K
BELC EEFAKY ARG & 4FE mlA

og Ailsln AT 4 U+ 73?%%% ol 7|
el Aol BAR sk BRI

shofokul 3ok
BEAE A2 BAEXKEE Baardas} Al

A& 55 (B-method)oll 71238k 90w Gri-

n'* Forstner!® Molenaar!® Stefanovic!” El-Hakim'

Zof oz o ptg sl ot i} Baardad

e oA e BARE £ Aol
ak A &8k $4o] shsh, BEEZ
thE FAL EHES 22 glemg, off Baldl
71 A% A7) A= Uk

& PFRAAE o2l BAREES) A5 £
el A fell AEES gk YHEe v
A 55, EEEFERET O] REEFR A o] &
A&she ol 4% Fa Ao

2. B-method2| HIZAEL

Baarda &= ;@ KH#%EE A AsE W oo F
A& o] I EE AAYH® A= S
2ol Fe e xprt 2= o] e 7HE 2AE)
28k Global Testing ©l®, FHlx& BREREHE L2

ERHZIET AA s At 239 B
%< ®A) 8k Data Snooping 5HA) o] <k,

Global Testing& ¥ HWEHTET 7}

=ZL_1;)V:0§=%§ =Fi-a; n-u, =) (1)
A7l VE A, PE AT,
(e JoABE4, 012 AR it A

£ ol
ol FEMBH BREEST 5ol Melse, T

>Fold 717,
ExEES 937 A Folel 4185 oiR)
el —mE e 27)% AR HARR R

o H 2 270

H ol A= 2 44| F Y 2] Masking Ef-

|3 3=

8)

fectoll 2| A A3E 20T 4+ ok o
A Baardat b zbateAl AlxEl o] F)ahzA

o] Z &byl HEHE(LBEZE (Standardiged Residual ) &

E
=
Q

il
= 2

Agstol b (2) 4% e WER Wi 24
e,
W g, = Gtgm Ve (@)

o17]oA (QulE HF Bl Aoz IAlHE
B o) IEELHTAIS (A BAER G

QVV=I—A< TPA) ‘AP (3)
oA7)ol A 1 AR, A FEPHA de-
sign #§& o]tk

BEMETE W, BAFKS olxstd w, >
Kol®d B&3k Lo ;@£ 23dsdde #
VEH S Aol FH} KE Baardavw 4,123
Forstmer ¥ 3.295 A qkslsdth

BREE V7L woll vlAE AA o
_ vV

60\/ (QVV)M

&k O
e

dt=le =GV
(

o, (QVV)u ( 4 )

o] B, o} §,%& FEFLAEE (Non-centrality Pa-
rameter) 2} ghet, HAF7HA 3} i3 Aol o R
ol 6,9 FTRANE
8o (@0, Bo) = ¢ {(1— a0/ 2 )+ 67 (80) (5)
24, 2,=0.1%, B,—80% Al §,=4.130|],
8o=1%, B,=80% % | §,=3.42°|c}. e}
(4)49 8,% 3t3A6,2 oA st TS 3hollA]

o ety A v, 2,5 T + Urh
5
oe t = Oy —— 6
Vol =0 T ann (6)

Baardas gl A 71438 vlebito] Global Te-

stinge 3 BAREY FEE A F Dana
Snoopmg:a: AL E Aokt glovt AAY

Fof wsl AAEE S Bt ol S 2L - M-
asklng Effect w]-Fol| Global Testing 2.2+ 9l
T 47 glov, AT ol 240 e A
EM o] % 27 WlFl Grin''' $-2 Grobal

Testing©] oj® A& B.o|xz] 7lol Holx 3
Aol el BREE £3E 350 A 100%

Fa¥ F 2% - 1986% 128



Q] AAFAlo A& Data SnoopingS 2 & 8kedof

goba HF kgl ok
F-1L2 E(y)=-2-x, P=I3) ¥2zgl)=&

24 0,~0.59 $HAE y,ollAM y, 7ol E
A7 yeoll +5 (=100,)9) B exs 23
AAE Wl F y,=E(y)+e,% W] Data Snoop-
ing 7 ol e,

H-104 Q FH did2iEs 644
0.062.2 th& el vldl] i Fomg yo
23 FAoje b} o sko] o3k BWeEd] A
o] velhal gm ok yeol TIE e
5.0ute] EFFES wAE JFE T
Vs V=[0.14 0.06 -0.01 -0.09 -0.17 0.06] - (5.0)

=[0.70 0.30 -0.05 -0.45 -0.85 0.30]"
24 5AA BABEL A okshA] ub 2o
2271 106,81 A8 (1) E ohE BREEES
ol 23 Masking Effect ®l-Foll HABEE 13
of| A wFAY 3l ok

#HE 2718 FASNE ol ol ESH2 UE B
ABEFE (Predicted Residual) vy, (= V/ (Qw)) &
o] &3le] 6Hol ZT3H o2 FA3IH 5.48
24 Fo|A 5.00 ZALE 4 4 Uk

=3 BBz J23 BEMHE W, o

H-1. E&XI2 (1) 9| Data Snooping &}

M= 7 2 ko]l W,=2.8322 4] sBAEES
23 6- A wAst x| gtew, 2 27|
= HEKEEL=0. 1%°‘ o o] FEHIZK (=3.29)
_‘;l_r,}. LQ__O_ ol. 931‘4 E"Z]g & ol\— "‘}‘Dﬂ—?—
2} 2} Tﬁﬁﬁvm«l 271% 630l 8.14 2A
BAEZ 5.08c} 222 Data Snooping S 2+E
#2143l Aol Erhgse, of Yl 63
718tz 7 0] vpm 7] wfj Folc},

674«1 275 F4A77] A AHTG F
"{1‘ (x7_ 8, y.—-9. 8) g 211‘7]'—6" _B'-_i;(}-_g_(Z)
ol Axte g ¥- 29 3,

¥-29 A 6404 Q. ¥H e s
el 0.4322 F -1 u|s} AFon], o] F3k
o2 AAZA=RW S FHdghe] 64olA LAt
R K (3.29) ¥t AX F44F 0.1%= &
2% 4 ch

E3F V., 5 3.1308 Yol A|AE9 7|3}
zRe] aA FAHAJE 4 F Urk

Baarda 7} A A]3} Data Snooping &% ;BAIRZE
7} 235l =& A @A 2 A 5] i o
Aol 271 9.2 AN BAEE ] EA
3, o8 BARBEESS EAA &1, AAE
Zkel HHBABRER 7F Frolok & o4 4 Ut

No. X, E (y,) & Y |4 Q). n W, Mon
1 -4 2 0.5 2.5 1.19 0.71 1.68 2.83 2.45
2 -3 1 -0.3 0.7 0.01 0.76 0.01 0.03 2.36
3 -2 0 -0.1 -0.1 ~-0.17 0.80 -0.21 -0.38 2.30
4 -1 -1 -0.5 -1.5 ~0.05 0.83 -1.15 -2.09 2.67
5 0 -2 0.4 -1.6 -0.43 0.83 ~-0.52 ~0.95 2.26
6 10 -12 5.0 ~-7.0 0.35 0.06 5.48 2.77 8.14

¥-2. EEXZ(2)e Data Snooping &1}

No. x E(y.) g, Y V., (Quiy, < Y. W, Von
1 -4 2 0.5 2.5 1.02 0.71 1.42 2.41 2.44
2 -3 1 -0.3 0.7 -0.03 0.76 -0.04 -0.07 2.36
3 -2 0 -0.1 -0.1 -0.07 0.80 -0.09 -0.16 2.30
4 -1 -1 -0.5 -1.5 -0.72 0.83 -0.86 -1.57 2.26
5 0 -2 0.4 -1.6 -0.06 0.85 -0.07 -0.14 2.24
6 10 -12 5.0 -7.0 2.09 0.43 4.83 6.35 3.13
7 8 -10 0.2 -9.8 -2.22 0.60 -3.69 -5.72 2.66

=57 sts)A




3. ZBABES BREFE

odel N9 BEAEE BSE X
o) 58 BE3 A% A A Ay
Data Snooping & dH8-3l= AHeolth & 2E &
HEHEW,7F S Aol Soi& aiztxl 7+
2 |w, |& Z2E #&25E shid A A %
#lo|c}, Kok'¥o] | A]gt HEE- Data Snooping (Ite-
rated Data Snooping : ©]3} IDS & #7]) w&
|W, |5 BEHZK (=3.29) 2 2 8be] 23b3had
)25k B&gHe A A Global Testing=
G slo] pE- o] o R5 AA gt ol G-
obal Testing-& #13 FAIFTl gt FARF=
B2zt rEd wet BEEF 2k oo
ulel FEKAE] HelAA =Hlez F(l-o ;n-
u-c, ) Ztol ol &Ew, o' & §=0(a]fo, n-u-
c 0°)=3(ao Bo, 1, 0) &l A2 He AAbdch
od7loll A ¢ & BER AZ3Y Aok ol
7o IDS & 74l r| w ol AlAl gol ol
3 ot 3 101149} e FARE 34
WEs g
Aol Z de¢FE u|Ah Fo
2 BAEZE ' EA R
aA =He, 5 o FEF AP hrE
& gERol 2A ok

Pope'® & &5 o FEE i APAYL
7b glol 0,8 & 4 95 Wl o] &3] A% E
HatEW S A A sk ch

V“:Ff‘(%_&i ~t(n-u-1) (7)

W, BEBEHTAN (n-u-1)BFES St
dent-t3#i & whtex| ot BHEE 22 7ole
Popeoll 23 A€ 7 54i& wEc)

= o Aagge miEEs 199 s
kel Aol thEk A A Rl oEF 4 Qo
ololl el AAIH WHOoZ b/nol BAEZE
EREALbeH 1,2,--bAS] BEafos ulE
AARsk= whol gloh Stefanovic” & 2F 7H5
FAAEST O HEESR vashs Y-S A

ok o] bl MRt ol T ASUES HA S

T [
rE ol

& o Ho

—

_91__

BET & Atke AL Qo AnAgele
EAWL 1T obA +857) olainh olol o)
3] Benciolini' -0} A A& TERBERELE (R-
ecursive Residual Rejection : ©|3} RRRE 37])
TRIYIRL AT BUeE T
—t:- A 28 F SRBESEE oA AY3)
DA o] FekAl 2 o] Fo] Acr)
RRRiEolI e ol upaaied 742 2 |ve, |
(=V./ Q)T A&t el JAAH #S
HES A, P AL BeESol Masking
Effect 7} £al3lng p =po|ojo} 3}m, Bencio-
lini 5-& b/n=0.05, o.15<;1”—< 0.20¢ A
ol A ol&-3ta ek P AZZ 2FFA
SAREFS A AT BEkEL

r\r £ rl

ve -0+1
Hexp=Tlnp—— <H (8)

2 Ve

t=u+l

$-o1™, Henp = HolW BKREZEZ 2T
%%k%‘% yepd ) olu] FEHIZEIHE Hawkins
A A& Aol whgct
F¥28(1)o RRREES HLstzien
off W&k Hexp=0.996 1™ °le4 HEKE
0.1%) HZ-& 0.993°0) 82 ;AKHEES A

.
+ gl

:Lr.\‘iri

RIS Jpdc)
oo
O -

4. BEEIZES| BARERRE
BEAE S EEEgA a3 AR o
1 felMe gREEER L] BEH el a7=ch 4
P20 MAdoz GEE BRI d83=0
FAEFE AAT £ dogz A=A,
EdE Ao A3k 3L 27]9 BAR
WS 4 9lony 933 o] T AKRE
234 45 ok dad AZo] i &
olgtie & 4 §lth
e FAAE o]
Zoll 233 B3
At AZGHEE
7] 98] Helmert
FEEEst o g
273 EEREZE

N

Ol

Ronjt B e oo e

K X o N

T AR S (R

£ AASE o 44T 4
5 o EEGEMN T MR
WAL oSk olsh e
W5 BE7)% W KEANE
Sol ohel YsHoz oy 2

i

A

_‘?J:

$4% F25 - 19865 12A



BREEE BREZ + Yot

F-32 HAES] 7o) g8 BEE &
REE 7 3- oA Aol 4om LAY GEES
o]-&& Axfolt

3- 304 Datal & 5HAH S EZ GEiE
o x, ygtoll 2mm, 9WA L) 2 BZE B o) x37}
o 4mm o] BKEXEE E34A)7] A%o|H, Data
2& 5WAe REZ o, yHEol 4om, 9WAL
€% x3# 3ol SmmE, Data 3= 5¥A x4y JAF
o} 9l x#Boll 5mmol BABES 2347
ZdFoleh FolA BAREY A7 EIRBML
B3 AU Z s o339 BE ol JEl

o} 3A & A$ Poped FiES BEE 2] Mas-
king Effect9} 2ol & AlF HAlZA ke =
ol o3l BABREE ©Al8kx] £3kE u 6)3),
RRRES BEKYEE o=0.1%2 4 @ATxE
oA &R sgich 2y 718 ek v 3t
W2 A7t 2A LS Aol TR 9
of 2% Hul7|E 97} wAshe #E3hox
BRBZEZE 2¢d Aoz sl Qo et
A BEEERE R A ol A R Z3hE @A
= BAsle] 1 A=3E BRrE] AAE
ZHa-EA o]y RRREES o]&3l= Ao a73
ole, 2 A7) KBRS Aot i

BE 2 T Yov, yHE] BEE yaEol B ABEDE HAsA AAL + YAk
KBEEZE A 5ol 2z wd g o4 49
ok 5. % E-)
3-39 {EEl YgollAl Fle3 BAEE
o BEFEE A& Ade 249 2oL ID- EPRE B3] L85 BABEES R
SHEY A4 BB 7l T39 g %317 A3 FEES HE S S REEER
o] ARG 0,5 A 877 o3 7] ) Fol Zroll o] 5 A g3 Aozw o e EHRS
A 9} 5131 o}, A2 4 93k
F- 404 BAEESY 275 BRBCEY 4, Data Snooping-S W43l Hke
H- 3. BEEFL BEMMT (59 : mm)
N A 2 3 A 2 Data 1 Data 2 Data 3
> X, Y. Xx Ys Vi v, Vi vy Vi v,
1 97.673 | 180.515 | 75.083 | 80.475 | —0.053 | —0.121 | —0.139 | —0.343 | —0.256 | —0.453
2 128.692 | 180.423 § 105.792 || 80.359 | —0.557 | —0.453 | ~0.854 | —0.748 | —0.966 | -0.855
3 158.014 | 180.618 || 134.627 || 80.543 | —1.324 | —0.758 | —1.720 | —1.122 | —1.827 | —1.228
4 93.523 | 160.744 | 70.903 § 60.735 | —0.134 | 0.142 | —0.359 | —0.004 | -0.475 | -0.117
5 124.946 | 160.523 | 102.244 | 60.468 1.479 1785 | 3.148 | 3.566 4.037 ] 4.455
6 156.755 | 159.548 § 133.771 § 59.456 | —1.119 | -0.560 | —1.560 | —0.850 | —1.666 | —0.959
7 93.115 | 142.816 | 70.361 | 42.833 | —0.443 | 0.345 | —-0.708 | 0.260 | —0.823 | 0.144
8 124,410 | 141,949 § 101.549 | 41.913 | -0.860 | —0.012 | —1.233 | —0.167 | -1.343 | —0.281
9 151.576 | 141.152 | 132.787 | 41.063 2.904 | —0.368 | 3.424 | —0.593 3.319 | -0.705
H-4. {REFBHEEC] BABERE
. . Pope & 7 # RRR #
B X = = 2=0.05% a=0.1% (@=0.1 %)
5 ,%5 (Vx=Vy= 2 mm), 9 ,;!545 (Vx=4mm) Xq Xg, Xs, Ys, Xa Xg, Xs‘ Ys. X;
S5E(Vr=Vy=4um), 9B (VYr=5mm) — — X Xs. Ys
S5E(Vx=Vy=5mm), 9% (Yx="5mm) — — Xo, Xs. Ys
T8 (Vx=2mm, Vy= 4mm) Y: X5, Xs Y. X1 X, Y. Xo. X,
4F5 7 o84 -92-




% 5 o] Masking Effectel] 98] 8l R & =

g 4 9ow, 0,342 Edttel 2 297
% 9+ Ygek

£, RRR#-2 IDSHEk, Poped| JikEc)
Edez BARESS

=zl
9AFe ¢ 4 Udl

A, FEER S FEAEA RAEREY

o2 BARES TUD RERE EE KR
£+ AST ¢ 4 Q9%
2EM

1. El-Hakim, S. F., and H. Ziemann, “A Step-by-
Step Strategy for Gross-Error Detection’, Co-
mm. [[[, Proceedings of ISPRS, 1982, pp. 145-
153.

2. Forstner, W., “Results of Test 1 on Gross Er-
ror Detection of ISP WG /1 and OEEPE’ Int.
Arch. of Photogrammetry, Vol. 24-T1, 1982, pp.
190 - 201.

3. Hottier, P., “Theorie de Baarda:Detection des
Fautes et Fiabilite des Estimations et ses Ap-
plications en Photogrammeétrie”, S.F.P.T., Bu-

—93—

lletine No. 84, 1981-4, pp. 5 —20.

4. Grun, A., “Internal Reliability Models for Aeri-

10.

1L

al Bundle System”, XIVth Congress of ISP,Co-
mm. [, 1980, pp. 294 -310.

. Forstner, W., “The Reliabilty of Block Triang-

ulation”, P.E. & R. S., Vol. 51, No. 6, 1985, pp.
1137-1149.

. Molenaar, M., “Essay on Empirical Accuracy

Studies in Aerial Triangulation”, ITC Journal,
1978-1, pp. 81-103.

. Stefanovic, P., “Blunders and Least Squares)

ITC Journal, 1978-1, pp. 122-155.

. El-Hakim, S. F., “A Practical Study of Gross-

Error Detection in Bundle Adjustment’], Techn-
ical Paper of ASP, 4&h Annual Meeting, 1981,
pp. 1-17.

. Kok, J. J.,, On Data Snooping and Multiple Out-

lier Testing, NOAA Technical Report NOS NGS
30, 1984.

Pope, A. J., The Statistics of Residuals and the
Detection of Outliers, NOAA Technical Report
NOS65 NGS1, 1976.

Benciolini, B., L. Mussio, and F. Sanso, “An Ap-
proach to Gross Error Detection more conse-
rvative than Baarda Snooping”, Comm. [, Pro-
ceedings of ISPRS, 1982, pp. 41-59.

4% 25 - 1986F 128



