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ABSTRACT 

Google Earth (GE) is the most popular virtual globe in use today. Given its popularity and 

usefulness, most users do not pay close attention to the positional accuracy of the imagery, and 

there is limited information on the subject. This study therefore evaluates  the horizontal accuracy 

of historical GE imagery at four epochs between year 2000 and 2018, and the vertical accuracy of 

its elevation data within Lagos State in Nigeria, West Africa. The horizontal accuracies of the 

images were evaluated by comparison with a very high resolution (VHR) digital orthophoto while 

the vertical accuracy was assessed by comparison with a network of 558 ground control points. 

The GE elevations were also compared to elevation data from two readily available 30-metre 

digital elevation models (DEMs) ï the Shuttle Radar Topography Mission (SRTM) v3.0 and the 

Advanced Land Observing Satellite World 3D (AW3D) DEM v2.1. In terms of the horizontal 

accuracy, the root mean square errors (RMSEs) are as follows ï year 2000 (29.369m), year 2008 

(28.391m), year 2012 (10.615m) and year 2018 (10.603m). The most recent GE imagery (year 

2018) was the most accurate while year 2000 was the least accurate. This shows a continuous 

enhancement in the accuracy and reliability of satellite imagery data sources which form the source 

of Google Earth data. Results also portray that the GE images have a tendency to be skewed 

towards the western and north-western  directions, indicative of systematic error. In terms of the 

vertical accuracy, GE elevation data had the highest RMSE of 6.213m followed by AW3D with 

an RMSE of 4.388m and SRTM with an RMSE of 3.682m. Although the vertical accuracy of 

SRTM and AW3D are superior, Google Earth still presents clear advantages in terms of its ease-

of-use and contextual awareness.  

Keywords: Google Earth Imagery, Positional Accuracy, Global Positioning System, Shuttle Radar 

Topography Mission 
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1. INTRODUCTIO N 

The  integration of  spatial technologies with the  world wide web has  led  to  the evolution  of  

virtual globes which provide worldwide access to geospatial data (Elvidge and Tuttle, 2008). Allen 

(2008) defines a virtual globe as ña 3D software model of the Earth (or other planet) that provides 

a user interactivity and freedom to view the globe from different viewing angles, positions, and 

overlays of actual or abstract geographic data.ò The ease of use of digital virtual globes and their 

capacity for display and visualisation of spatial information make them a powerful 

communication tool for researchers, decision makers and the general public (Aurambout et al., 

2008). Virtual globes present a simpler alternative to technocratic and costly Geographic 

Information System (GIS) software, and this facilitates sharing of spatial data at a global scale (Yu 

and Gong, 2012). Virtual globes can be viewed as technological realisations of the Digital Earth 

(DE) concept introduced by former United States Vice President Al Gore (Gore, 1998; Liang et 

al., 2018); and have led to new paradigms in the concept of Digital Earth (Goodchild et al., 2012; 

Pulighe et al., 2016). Digital Earth has been described as ña multiresolution and three-

dimensional visual representation of Earth that would help humankind take advantage of geo-

referenced information on physical and social environments, linked to an interconnected web of 

digital librariesò (Gore, 1999 in Liu et al., 2020). 

 

Examples of free and publicly available virtual globes/image services include Google Earth, 

Google Maps, NASA World Wind, Microsoft Bing Maps and Apple Maps (Pulighe et al., 2016; 

Goudarzi and Landry, 2017). Among these examples, Google Earth (GE) is the most popular and 

versatile.  It renders a three-dimensional (3D) representation of Earth by the superimposition of 

images obtained from satellite imagery with worldwide coverage, aerial photography from local 

or national mapping agencies, near-orthophoto collections in GeoPortals and GIS 3D globe. 

Google Earth can show various kinds of images overlaid on the surface of the earth and is also a 

Web Map Service client. The core technology behind Google Earth was originally developed at 

Intrinsic Graphics in the late 1990s. In version 5.0, Google introduced ñHistorical Imageryò, 

allowing users to view images of a region at different epochs and to observe an area's changes over 

time (see Figure 1). 3D coverage of cities by Google Earth began in 2012 (Ubukawa, 2013). By 

early 2016, it had been expanded from 21 cities in 4 countries to hundreds of cities in over 40 

countries, including every US state and encompassing every continent except Antarctica. The very 

high resolution (VHR) satellite images on Google Earth have a spatial resolution finer than 5m 

(Lesiv et al., 2018). However, the spatial resolution of the images depends on the characteristics 

of the satellite such as the altitude and type of instruments (Buka et al., 2015). In reality, GE images 

are not spatiotemporally continuous or homogenous but are mosaicked using multiple images from 

different periods, different spatial resolutions ranging from 15m to 10cm, and from different 

imagery providers (Lesiv et al., 2018). The images are compiled from a wide variety of sources 

such as: SPOT 5, Rapid Eye, Earth Resource Observation Satellites (EROS), Meteosat 2, Geoeye 

1, and Digital Globe World View 2 satellite (Buka et al., 2015). Since Google Earth images are 

sourced from multiple sources, they do not have identical positional accuracy or spatial resolution 

(Goudarzi and Landry, 2017). The satellite images are sometimes supplemented with aerial 

photographs which have a higher resolution. In places where high resolution imagery is 

unavailable, GE defaults to Landsat imagery (Potere, 2008). On the frequency of updates, Google 

aims to update satellite imagery of places that undergo frequent changes, once a year for big cities, 

every two years for medium-sized cities and up to every three years for smaller cities (Schottenfels, 

2020). 
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Figure 1: Historical Google Earth imagery over a part of Beijing city in China at three periods ï 

(a) 8 November, 2002 (b) 29 March, 2012 (c) 28 August, 2020. The Historical Imagery slider is 

visible at the top left corner of the images 
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There is some ambiguity on the source of Google Earth elevation data (Goudarzi and Landry, 

2017). It is possibly derived from the Shuttle Radar Topography Mission (SRTM) DEM, the 

Advanced Spaceborne Thermal Emission and Reflection Radiometer (ASTER) Global DEM, and 

from Light Detection and Ranging (LiDAR) (Goudarzi and Landry, 2017, Chigbu et al., 2019; 

MES Innovation Sdn Bhd, 2020). The recent introduction of elevation data sourced from LiDAR, 

interestingly makes it possible for height accuracy of about 5-25cm. Ironically, the location of such 

places where LiDAR data covers are not known or revealed by GE (MES Innovation Sdn Bhd, 

2020). It is expected that errors inherent in the elevation data sources would naturally propagate 

into GE elevation data.  

Since the launch of Google Earth in 2005, it has enjoyed ever-increasing popularity from map 

makers, pathfinders, navigators, planners, application developers, etc as a free data source 

providing a realistic view of the world through satellite images, maps,  digital terrain, 3D buildings, 

land use information, identification of monuments and locational data. Google Earth imagery has 

found wide applications in health geography research (Curtis et al., 2006),  land use/land cover 

mapping (Hu et al., 2013; Malarvizhi et al., 2016), land conversion studies (Jacobson et al., 2015), 

mapping of lakes (Shen et al., 2006), internet GIS (Henry, 2009), urban household surveys (Ngom 

Vougat et al., 2019), real estate (Hwang, 2008), and relief/humanitarian efforts (Nourbakhsh et al., 

2006). GE Historical Imagery provides images taken at different periods and this has wide 

applications in land use change detection studies (Malarvizhi et al., 2016). Generally, the use of 

GE in research projects have been summarised into the following categories: visualisation, data 

collection, validation, data integration, communication/dissemination of research results, 

modelling, data exploration and decision support (Yu and Gong, 2012). In the scientific 

community, its use pertains to earth surface processes, habitat availability, health and surveillance 

systems, biology, land use/land cover (LULC), agriculture, landscape etc. (Pulighe et al., 2016). 

Comprehensive reviews of earth science applications of Google Earth are provided in Yu and 

Gong (2012) and Liang et al. (2018).  

Google Earth presents a new paradigm in Digital Earth and in the quest by man to understand the 

environment and effectively manage its resources. It also presents a clear advantage to achieving 

the United Nations 2030 Agenda for sustainable development. As a virtual globe, Google Earth 

connects all parts of the world in a virtual environment with free access to geospatial data to 

support global partnerships in attaining the sustainable development goals (SDGs). More so, policy 

and decision making at every level (local, national, regional or global) are dependent on up-to-date 

geospatial data. Globally, there is a continuous drive by policy makers to deliver sustainable 

development within, and in accordance with the templates provided by the SDGs. The SDGs are 

earth-centred and driven by geospatial data. For example, without geospatial data in place, the idea 

of location-based services would to a large extent remain a mirage. Google Earth is therefore 

relevant for achieving SDG 2 (zero hunger), SDG 6 (clean water and sanitation), SDG 9 (industry, 

innovation and infrastructure), SDG 11 (sustainable cities and communities), SDG 13 (climate 

action), SDG 14 (life below water), SDG 15 (life on land) and SDG 7 (affordable and clean 

energy). As a virtual globe, Google Earth is also a crucial tool for bridging the global North ï 

South divide in terms of access to geospatial data for international partnerships and collaborations. 

Given the popularity of Google Earth, users tend to assume that it is a highly accurate source of 

information with no doubt on its positional accuracy (Flanagin and Metzger, 2008). However,  

there are questions surrounding the reliability of GE imagery, since very little is known about its 

https://rdcu.be/cSgXZ
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metadata including the sensors, imagery resolutions, and overlay/mosaicking techniques (Pulighe 

et al., 2016). According to Paredes-Hernández et al. (2013), Google geographic data products are 

only approximations without officially documented accuracies. Wang et al. (2017) note that 

Google has been unwilling to release comprehensive information on the accuracy of the GE 

archive. It is also mentioned that GE images are also not orthorectified and lack photogrammetric 

accuracy (Goudarzo and Landry, 2017).  The uncertainty surrounding the horizontal accuracy of 

the imagery could lead to feature misrepresentations, and incorrect inferences (McRoberts 2010 in 

Pulighe et al., 2016). There are also errors in image alignment manifesting at the transition zones 

between mosaicked images on Google Earth (Potere, 2008) (e.g., disjoint shorelines and roads 

shown in Figure 2). This presents some uncertainty on the usability of GE imagery for sensitive 

applications requiring very high accuracy such as high-precision engineering surveys and 

autonomous navigation. The practice of reporting coordinates with a precision that does not match 

its accuracy misleads users to believe that it is an accurate source of information (Goodchild et al., 

2012). Moreover, Benker et al. (2011) noted that Googleôs representatives stated that the 

coordinates provided by Google and the data available in their geographic products are only 

approximations and that Google makes no claim to the accuracy of their geographic information 

products. A quick check of the GE historical images at some locations (Figure 3) shows that the 

magnitude of these horizontal shifts varies with time. In some cases, the positional errors are not 

consistent when viewed at different periods with the Historical Imagery slider (see Figure 3). 

Another limitation is that little is known about the volume of historical imagery in Google Earthôs 

archive and where it can be found (Lesiv et al., 2018). 

Positional accuracy is traditionally divided into two classes: horizontal accuracy and vertical 

accuracy (Goudarzi and Landry, 2017). Becek et al. (2011) identified the flaws associated with the 

positional identities of some known points from Global Elevation Data Testing Facility (GEDTF) 

and their corresponding points on GE imagery. A remarkable error of more than 1.5km was noticed 

in some cases after measuring the discrepancies using some tools and basic statistics. In Paredes-

Hernández et al (2013), geo-registration and large horizontal errors were shown to occur in GE 

imagery. However, the authors suggested the possibility of GE imagery satisfying the horizontal 

accuracy requirements of the American Society for Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing 

(ASPRS), assessed in terms of root mean square error (RMSE) for x, y and z coordinates, for the 

production of ñClass 1ò 1: 20,000 maps, if a large number of well-defined points are extracted 

from areas of high-resolution imagery over rural areas. Mulu and Derib (2019) evaluated the 

accuracy of GE imagery in Khartoum, Sudan and showed  that the horizontal RMSE was suitable 

for producing a Class 1 map of 1:20,000 scale (as recommended by ASPRS, 1990). However, they 

pointed out that the resolution of the acquired Google Earth imagery was a major factor affecting 

the accuracy of the GE dataset, as coarser resolutions appeared to have higher RMSE values 

probably due to less accurate location of control points on such coarse resolutions. Goudarzi and 

Landry (2017) assessed the horizontal accuracy of GE in the city of Montreal, Canada using ten 

Global Positioning System (GPS) reference points. In their results, the positional accuracy varied 

between ~0.1m in the south to ~2.7 m in the north of the city. 

 

https://rdcu.be/cSgXZ
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Figure 2: Region of image misalignment (within the red circles) on Google Earth imagery in 

Lagos, Nigeria - (a) disjoint shoreline, imagery date - December 2018 (b) disjoint roads along 

Carter Bridge, imagery date ï March 2005 

According to El-Ashmawy (2016), the accuracies of DEMs prepared from GE data are only 

suitable for certain engineering applications but inadequate for very precise engineering studies. It 

might satisfy the vertical accuracy requirements of the ASPRS (1993) standards for the production 

of ñClass IIIò contour maps. Other applications of GE elevation data include the preparation of 

large-area cadastral, city planning, or land classification maps. In Aba metropolis of south-eastern 

Nigeria, Chigbu et al (2019) assessed GE elevation data using a 10.16km elevation profile data 

obtained by means of ground survey as reference. They reported a mean error of 1.65m, RMSE of 

https://rdcu.be/cSgXZ
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2.79m, standard deviation of 2.27m and median absolute deviation of 1.72m for the GE elevations. 

However, on the strength of further incisive statistical tests (Mann-Whitney U Test of group and 

the t-Test), they concluded that GE elevation data was unfit for any form of levelling operation 

that would eventually lead to engineering construction. 

 

 
Figure 3: Horizontal shifts in positions of features on Google Earth shown at three locations -  

Pont au Change bridge on the Seine River in Paris France (a) 2002 (b) 2005; National Stadium in 

Abuja Nigeria (c) 2003 (d) 2018; Yonghongcun in Wuhan China (e) 2004 (f) 2019 

The issue of GEôs positional accuracy has received little interest from researchers around the 

world. Most of the studies discovered in the literature survey, focused only on the horizontal 

accuracy and there was little interest in the vertical accuracy of its elevation data. Moreover, a 

literature search did not reveal any studies dealing with the issue of horizontal error in historical  

GE imagery. Errors in the geo-registration of GE images could limit the scientific value of the 

archive (Potere, 2008). Hence, the present study investigated the horizontal accuracy of historical 

https://rdcu.be/cSgXZ
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GE imagery at four periods between 2000 and 2018, and the vertical accuracy of its elevation data 

within Lagos State in Nigeria, West Africa. The horizontal accuracies of the images were assessed 

by comparison with a highly accurate digital orthophoto while the vertical accuracy was assessed 

by comparison with a network of ground control points. The GE elevations were also compared to 

elevation data from two publicly available 30-metre DEMs ï the Shuttle Radar Topography 

Mission (SRTM) v3.0 DEM and the Advanced Land Observing Satellite World 3D (AW3D) DEM 

v2.1. To our knowledge, this is the first study to assess the horizontal accuracy of Google Earth 

ñhistorical imageryò. The findings are important to inform users of the reliability of GE imagery 

for use in change detection studies and other analyses that involve spatio-temporal variability. It 

also provides a critical knowledge base to inform end-users on the quality and reliability of the 

data for a myriad of applications.  

2. MATERIALS AND METHOD S 

The study involved acquisition of various datasets relevant to the evaluation of the positional 

accuracy. The steps involved in realising this are as outlined in sub-sections below. 

2.1 Study Area 

The study area is Lagos State in Nigeria, West Africa. Lagos State is located in the south-western 

part of Nigeria (Figure 4) and is bounded in the south by the Atlantic Ocean, in the west by the 

Republic of Benin and in the north and east by Ogun State. The state was once the administrative 

capital of Nigeria between 1976 and 1991. It is currently the commercial capital, a beehive of 

commercial and industrial activities, and has an estimated population of over 24 million (Lagos 

Digest of Statistics, 2017). It has a total area of about 3,577.28km2, of which 2,792.72km2 is 

covered by land and 779.56km2 is water (BudgIT, 2018). The state is geographically located 

between longitudes 2o41ô55ôE ï 4o22ô00ôE and latitudes 6o22ô22òN ï 6o43ô20òN. It has a 

generally low-lying terrain with the Lagos and Lekki lagoons as its major water bodies. There are 

two major climatic seasons: the rainy season and the dry season. The mangrove swamp forest and 

freshwater swamp constitute some of its most dominant vegetation types. Temperature ranges from 

20oC - 32oC and the mean annual rainfall exceeds 1,700mm (Nwilo et al., 2020). For the horizontal 

accuracy assessment in this study,  a digital orthophoto of the University of Lagos was acquired. 

The University of Lagos is one of the federal universities in Nigeria, situated within metropolitan 

Lagos. It is located between longitudes 3o23ô00òE ï 3o24ô30òE and latitudes 6o30ô00òN ï 

6o31ô30òN. As an institution for learning and research, it is surrounded by research infrastructure, 

buildings and commercial activities, and also bounded eastwards by the Lagos Lagoon. 

https://rdcu.be/cSgXZ
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Figure 4: Map showing location of the study area 

2.2 Description of Datasets 

The datasets used are discussed below.  

2.2.1 Ground control points 

The rectification of the orthophotos was done using highly accurate ground control points (GCPs) 

within the University of Lagos. The GCPs were surveyed with the Trimble R8 dual frequency 

Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS). The GNSS field procedure and data processing is 

well explained in Okolie (2019) and Gbopa et al. (2021). Essentially, fourteen GCPs (shown in 

Figure 5) were signalised on the ground. Ground control signalisation is the selection of ground 

control identification style or pattern. The signalisation was done with cross markings using white 

emulsion paint to ensure their visibility from a high altitude during the Unmanned Aerial Vehicle 

(UAV) survey. The cross markings were approximately 80 ï 100cm in length and 15 ï 20cm in 

breadth. Figure 6 shows two of the signalised GCPs within the university, YTT 28/186 and XST 

347. The GNSS observation was then carried out on the GCPs in static mode with about 30 ï 40 

minutes occupation time on each point. After completion of the survey, the data was downloaded 

from the GNSS receivers and post-processed to derive the final coordinates. For the vertical 

https://rdcu.be/cSgXZ
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accuracy assessment, 558 geodetic GCPs in Lagos State were acquired from the Lagos State 

Surveyor Generalôs Office.  

 
Figure 5: Spatial distribution of the signalised GCPs 

 

 
Figure 6: Some of the signalised GCPs within the University of Lagos ï (a) YTT 28/186 and (b) 

XST 347 
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