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ABSTRACT

Google Earth (GE) is the most popular virtual globe in use todayenGts popularity and
usefulness, wstusersdo notpay closeattention to the positional accuracy of ineagery, and
there is limited information on the subjethis study thereforevaluates the horizontal accuracy

of historicalGE imageryat fourepochs betweeyear2000 and 2018, and the vertical accuracy of
its elevation data within Lagos State in Nige West Africa. The horizontal accuracies of the
images were evaluated by comparison witley high resolution (VHR) digitadrthophoto while

the vertical accuracy was assessed by comparison with a netwssi8 gfound control points.

The GE elevatios were also compared to elevation data from teaxily available 36metre
digital elevation modelsDEMS) T the Shuttle Radar Topography Mission (SRTM) v3.0 and the
Advanced Land Observing Satellite World 38W3D) DEM v2.1. In terms of the horizontal
acairacy, heroot mean square errors (RMSEs¢as followsi year2000 (29.369m)year2008
(28.391m),year2012 (10.615m) anglear2018 (10.603m)The most recent GE imagery (year
2018) was the most accuratdnile year 2000wasthe least accurate. This shows a continuous
enhancement in the accuracy and reliability of satellite imagery data sources which form the source
of Google Earth dataResults also portray that tH&E imageshave atendency to be skewed
towards thewvesternandnorth-western directios, indicative of systematic ertdn terms of the
vertical accuracyGE 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.
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1. INTRODUCTIO N

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

virtual globesvhich provide worldwide access to geospatial data (Elvidge and Tuttle, 20@8).
(2008) defines a virt uaflthe Bartto(bretheapdanei) that Bravideso f t w
a user interactivity and freedom to view the globe from different viewing angles, positions, and
overl ays of actual dheeasdads use o digital \grtead gljobes pnld their d a t
capacity for display and visualisadn of spatial information make them a powerful
communication toofor researchers, d@esion makers and the general pubWaufambout et al.,

2008). Virtual globes present a simpler alternative texhnocratic and costlyseographic
Information System (GIS) software, and this faaths sharing of spatial data at a global scale (Yu

and Gong, 2012)irtual globescan be viewed achnological realisains 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 Eatd¢hild et al.2012;

Pulighe et al., 2016)Digital Earth ha s been deasmultiiednlatidn aads thrae
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 librariesd (Goreg 1999in Liu et al., 2@0).

Examples offree and publicly available virtual globesage servicesnclude Google Earth,
GoogleMaps, NASA World Wind, Microsoft Bing Maps and Apple Magu(ighe et al., 2016;
Goudarzi and Landry, 2017Among these example§oogle Eart{GE) is the most populaand
versatile It renders a thredimersional (3D) representation of Earth by the superimposition of
images obtained from satellite imagery with worldwide coverage, aerial photography from local
or national mapping agencies, nesthophoto collections in GeoPortals and GIS 3D globe.
Google Eartt canshow various kinds of images overlaid on the surface of the earth and is also a
Web Map Service clieniThe core technology behind Google Earth was originally developed at
Intrinsic Graphics in the late 1990m version 5.0, Google introducdiHistorical Imageryg,
allowing users to view imagef a region at different epochsd to observan area's @nges over

time (see Figure 1)3D coverage of cities by Google Earth began in JUkukawa, 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 Anfdretieay

high resolution (VHR) satellite imageon Google Earth hawa spatial resolution finer than 5m
(Lesiv et al., 2018)However, he spatial resolution dheimages depersbn the characteristics

of the satellite such as the altitude and type of instruments (Buka et al.,|B0&8)ity, GE images

are not spati@mporally continous or homogenous but are mosaicidsmhgmultiple images from
different periods, different spatial resolutions ranging from 15m to 10cm, and from different
imagery providers (Lesiv et al., 2018heimages areompiledfrom a wide variet of sources

such as: SPOT 5, Rapid Eyearth Resource Observation Satellites (EROS), Meteosat 2, Geoeye
1, and Digital Globe World View 2 satellite (Buka et al., 20Bhce Googldéearth imagesre
sourced frommultiple sources, they do not have identicasiponal accuracy or spatial rdsion
(Goudarzi and Landry, 2017Yhe satellite images are sometimes supplemented with aerial
photographs which have a higher resolutidm. places where higlresolution imagery is
unavailable, GE defaults to Landsat imagery (Potere, 2@8}he frequency of updaesGoogle

aims to update satellite imagery of places that undergo frequent changes, once a year for big cities,
every two years for mediwsized cities and up to every ¢garyears for smaller citieS¢hottenfels,
2020).
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Figure 1:Historica|ogIeEthimagery ov a part of Beijing city China at three periods
(a) 8 November, 2002 (b) 29 March, 2012 (c) 28 August, 2020. The Historical Imagery slider is
visible atthe 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 possiblyderived fromthe Shuttle Radar Topography Mission (SRTM) DEMe
Advanced Spaceborne Therngahission and Reflection Radiometer (ASTER) Global DiaRY

from Light Detectionand Ranging(LiDAR) (Goudarzi and Landry, 2017, Chigbu et, 2019

MES Innovation Sdn Bhd, 2020The recent introduction of elevation data sourced from LIDAR,
interestinglymakes it possible for height accuracy of abe@66m. 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 inherentha elewtion data sourcewould raturally propagate

into GE elevation data.

Since the launch of Google Earth in 2005, it has enjoyediegerasing popularity from map
makers, pathfinders, navigators, planners, application developers, etc as a free data source
providing a realistic viewf the world through satellite images, maps, digital terrain, 3D buildings,
land use information, identification of monuments and locational Gatagle Earth imagery has
found wide applications ihealth geography research (Curtis et al., 200&hd use/land cover
mapping (Hu et al., 20184alarvizhiet al., 2016), land conversiatudiesJacobson et al., 2015),
mappingof lakes(Shen et al., 2006)nternet GIS (Henry, 2009), urban household survidgsin

Vougat et al., 2019real estate (Hwang, 2008ndrelieffhumanitariarefforts (Nourbakhsh et al.,
2006). GE Historical Imageryprovides images taken at different periods #@md has wide
applications in land use change detection studies (Malarvizhi et al., ZDdi@@rally, he use of

GE in research projects have been sumsadrinto the following categories: visualisat, data
collection, validation, data iegration, commnicaion/dissemination of research resul
modelling, data eXpration and decision support (Yu and Gong, 2012). In the sdgentif
community, its us@ertains taearth surface processes, habitat availability, health and surveillance
systems, biologyland usdand cover (LULC), agriculture, landscagt. (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 Didigath 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 pastof 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 globalepsndent on upo-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
earthcentred and driven by geospatial datar. &ample, without geospatial data in place, the idea

of locationbased 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,
innovationand 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 bridginglabalgNorthi

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 itpositional accuracyFlanagin and Metzger, 2008). However,
there are questions surrounding the reliability of GE imggenge very little is known about its
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metadata including the sensors, imagery resolutions, and dweoksgickingtechniques (Pulighe

et al., 2016). According tBarededdernandez et al. (2013poogle geographic data products are

only approximations without officially documented accuracies. Wang €R@L7) note that
Google has been unwilling to release comprehensive informationeoactturacy of th&E
archive.lt is also mentioned th&E images aralsonot orthorectifiecandlack photogrammeic
accuracy (Goudarzo and Landry, 201The uncertainty surrounding the horizontal accuracy of

the imagery could lead to featurgsrepresentations, and incorrect inferendésRoberts 2010 in
Pulighe et al., 2016)There are alsorers in image alignment manifestiag the transition zones
betweenmosaickedmages on Google Earitirotere, 2008Je.g.,disjoint shorelinesand roads

shown inFigure 2).This presents some uncertainty on the usability of GE imagery for sensitive
applications requiring very high accuracy such as -pigdtision engineering surveys and
autonomous navigatioithe practice of reporting coordinates with agsion that does not match

its accuracy misleads users to believe that it is an accurate source of information (Goodchild et al.,
2012) . Mor eover, Benker et al . (2011) not ed
coordinates provided by Google atite data available in their geographic products are only
approximationsand thatGoogle makes no claim to the accuracy of their geographic information
products A quick check of the GE historicahagesat some locations (Figu® shows that the
magnitudeof thesehorizontalshifts varieswith time. In some cases, the posital errors are not
consistent when viewed at different periods with the dfisal Imagery slider (see Figui®.

Another limitaton is that little is known about the volumelof st or i cal | magery in
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, 201B&cek et al. (201lijlentified the flaws associated with the
positional identities of some knovpoints 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.4n Paredes
Hemandez et al (2013), geegistration 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 PhotogrammetryRanmibte Sensing
(ASPRS), assessed in terms of root mean square error (RMSE) for x, y and z coordinates, for the
production of AClIlass 10 1: 2dfined Poits amagxteactedi f a
from areas of higiiesolution imagery over rurareas. 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 resolah 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 resoltiodarzi ad

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 tiye ci
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J' igure 2: Region of image misalignment (within the recs) “ Earth igery
Lagos, Nigeria (a) disjoint shoreline, imagery dat®ecember 2018 (b) disjoint roads along
Carter Bridge, imagery dateMarch 2005

According toElI-Ashmawy (2@6), the accuracies of DEMs prepared from G&aare only

suitable for certain engineering applications but inadequate for very precise engineeringlstudies
mightsatisfy the vertical accuracy requirements of the ASPRS (58&3)ards for the production

of AClass 111 0 cont ooti®GE elatprs datenudéenteerpre@am@tph of c at i o
large-area cadastral, city planning, or land classification mapsba metropolis ofoutheastern

Nigeria, Chigbu et al (2019ssessed GE elaion data using a 10.16ketevation profile data

obtained by means of ground survey as referéertoey reporteé mean error of 1.65m, RMSE of
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2.79m, sandard deviation of 2.27m and median absolute deviation of 1.72m for the GE elevations.
However, on the strength of further incisive statistical tests (M&hitney U Test of group and

the tTest), theyconcluded that GE elevation data was ufditany form of levelling operation

that would eventually lead to engineerir@nstruction.
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: . 7 / l,,” ¢ - .‘Googlegarth b 74 ""';a RN -iG&ogle‘Eé:(h
Figre3: Horizontal shifts in oitons of features on Google Earth shown at three locations
Pont au Change bridge on the Seine River in Paris F(ap2802 p) 2005; National Stadium in
Abuja Nigeria(c) 2003 ¢) 2018; Yonghongcun in Wuhan Chifg) 2004 €) 2019

The i ssue of GEO& s posilittlé ioterestfromaesearchemouyndthie a s r e ¢
world. Most of the studies discovered in the literature survey, focused ontheoihorizontal

accuracy and thenwas little interest in the vertical accuracy of #gtevationdata.Moreover, a

literature search did not reveal any studies dealing thélssueof harizontal errorin historical

GE imagery.Errors in the geaegistration of GE images could limit the scientific value of the

archive (Potere, 2008Hence the presenstudy investigatéthe horizontal accuracy bistorical
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GE imagery at fouperiodsbetveen 2000 and 2018ndthe vertical accuracy aifs elevation data
within Lagos State in Nigeria, West Africa. The horizontal accuracies of the images were assessed
by comparison with a highly accuratagital orthophoto while the vertical accuracy wasessed
by comparisonvith a network of ground control poinfBhe GE elevations were also compared to
elevation data fromwo publicly available30-metre DEMs i the Shuttle Radar Topography
Mission (SRTM) v3.MEM and the Advanced Land Observing Satellite World 8iv3D) DEM
v2.1.To our knowledge, this is the first study to assessthzontal accuracy of Google Earth
fihistoricali ma g.elmeyfirdings aremportant to inform users of the relialtyt of GE imagey

for use in change detection studies and other agsllyat involvespatictemporal variability It
alsoprovides a critical knowledge base to inforenduserson 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 re@lg this are as outlined in sigections below.

2.1  Study Area

The study area is Lagos State in NligeWest Africa. Lagos State is located in shath-western

part of Nigeria(Figure 4)andis bounded in theouth by the Atlantic Ocean, in tiveest by the

Republic of Benin and in theorth andeast by Ogun Statdhe state wasnze the administrative

capital of Nigeria between 19761d 1991 It is currently the commercial capita beehive of
commercial and industrial activitieand has an estimated population of over 24 milllaag¢s

Digest of Statistics, 2017)It has a total area of aboB1577.2&m?, of which 2,792.7Bm? is

covered by land and 779J662 is water (BudgIT, 2018)The state § geographicallylocated

between longitudes®2 1 6 55 H4XE2 6000 E an®20632Rb6NIA280d6a |t
generally lowlying terrain with the Lage and Lekki lagoons as its majeaterbodies.There are

two major climatic seasons: the rainy season and the dry s@&asomangrove swamp forest and
freshwater swamp constitilgeme ofts mostdominant vegetatiotypes Temperature ranges from

20°C - 32°C and themean annuakinfall exceeds 1,700mm (Nwilo et al., 202Byr the horizontal

accuracy assessmantthis study a digital orthophoto of the University of Lagos veasjuired.

The University of Lagos is one of the fedaualversities in Nigea, situated within metropolitan

Lagos. It is located between longitude2 3 6 0D FE4 63 00E antBObBADONudes
6°3 16300N. As an institution for | earning and
buildings and commercial activitieand also boundeshstwards by the Lagdsagoon.
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Figure4: Map showing location of the study area

2.2  Description of Datasets
The datasets used are discussed below.

2.21 Ground control points

The rectification of the orthophotos was done usiigiply accurate ground control points (GCPs)
within the University of LagasThe GCPswere surveyed with the Trimble R8 dual frequency
Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS). TBRSSfield procedureand data processing
well explained in Okolie (20)%nd Gbopa et al. (2021fssentially, fourteen GCPs (shown in
Figure5) weresignalisedon the groundGround control signadationis the selection of ground
control identification style or pattern. The signalisation was done with cross maukingsvhite
emulsion paint to ensure their visibility from a high altitude during themdhnedAerial Vehicle
(UAV) survey.The cross markings were approximatelyi8000cm in length and 16 20cm in
breadth Figure6 shows two of the signalised GCPs withheuniversity, YTT 28/186 and XST
347 The GNSS observation was then carried out on the GCPs in static mode with abaiit 30
minutes occupation time on each poifter completion of thesurvey, the data was dowatted
from the GNSS receivers and pgsocessed to derive the final coordinates. For the vertical
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accuracy assessment,88eodeticGCPsin Lagos State were acquired from the Lagos State
Surveyor General 6s Office.

Figure5: Spatial distribution of the signalised GCPs

Figure6: Some of the signalised GCPs within the University of LAg@g YTT 28/186 and (b)
XST 347
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