- FERFSIEGERE (CSCD) » FREFAR (PERR) (CNKI)

- R REHRIEGEE « FEFAHHSSTHISIEE (CAICED)
- FEZOHET (BE) JhEE « NEEEHTIEHRTS

« BERIFREARSIEREEE (JST)

GNSS, World of China/

T EZREWCNSS =G KRB BRI Ik

AP, T A6, KL, KB, KM, AFR

A quality evaluation method of 3D water vapor tomography based on multi-GNSS observations
GAO Fenglin, DING Nan, ZHANG Kefei, ZHANG Shubi, ZHANG Wenyuan, and YAN Xiangrong

FIHASL:

mEAAR, T, kEedE, . T ZREMCNSS =R ARZ R TFM Jrik[]]. 2ERENM RS, 2024, 49(3): 107-114. DOI:
10.12265/).gnss.2024004

GAO Fenglin, DING Nan, ZHANG Kefei, et al. A quality evaluation method of 3D water vapor tomography based on multi—-GNSS observations[J].
Gnss World of China, 2024, 49(3): 107-114. DOI: 10.12265/j.gnss.2024004

TELR R BE View online: https:/doi.org/10.12265/j.gnss.2024004

TETT BRRRNAR I A S FE

Articles you may be interested in

B ) 53 AR GNSSIKIR = HEJ2HT I 2

Effect of non—uniform layering on 3D water vapor chromatography of GNSS

EEREMRGE. 2019, 44(2): 46-53

BT =S R RAUK IR PEREI 2L 204

Preliminary analysis of atmospheric water vapor detection performance based on BDS-3

EIRENM RGE. 2021, 46(1): 89-97, 111

BT H RCORSIKZK VR, 15 2 S W I 7 SRR 7 ST S e e

Research on real-time monitoring method of water vapor ionosphere and platform construction based on Chongqing CORS
SIRENFRSLE. 2019, 44(4): 89-95

BT R T R D AT SN S KRR R AT A TS

Study on Feasibility of Real time Retrieval of Precipitable Water Vapor Based on Ulira—rapid Ephemeris
SERENM ARG 2018, 43(1): 54-59

FET BDSHK R B 17 it B K PRI A RE 234

Performance analysis of water vapor detection based on BeiDou precise ephemeris products

EERENLR L. 2019, 44(5): 91-99

ATV ARIK PRRAS RS GNSS S i 1 [ K k5 0 434

Analysis of influence of different saturated water vapor pressure models on GNSS inversion precipitable water

SERENLERYE. 2020, 45(6): 55-63

KIEMBEART, PFREZHEER


http://www.qqdwxt.cn/
http://www.qqdwxt.cn/cn/article/doi/10.12265/j.gnss.2024004
http://www.qqdwxt.cn/
http://www.qqdwxt.cn/cn/article/doi/10.12265/j.gnss.2024004
http://www.qqdwxt.cn/cn/article/doi/10.12265/j.gnss.2024004
http://www.qqdwxt.cn/cn/article/doi/DOI:10.13442/j.gnss.1008-9268.2019.02.006
http://www.qqdwxt.cn/cn/article/doi/10.12265/j.gnss.2020090802
http://www.qqdwxt.cn/cn/article/doi/DOI:10.13442/j.gnss.1008-9268.2019.04.013
http://www.qqdwxt.cn/cn/article/doi/10.13442/j.gnss.1008-9268.2018.01.010
http://www.qqdwxt.cn/cn/article/doi/DOI:10.13442/j.gnss.1008-9268.2019.05.014
http://www.qqdwxt.cn/cn/article/doi/10.13442/j.gnss.1008-9268.2020.06.008

%495 #3H 2K ENMER S Vol. 49,No. 3
2024 5 6 A GNSS World of China June, 2024

DOI: 10.12265/j.gnss.2024004

ET % AR5 GNSS ZH /K REMREFN B A

BARA !, T A, kL3R, TR 2, BRSO 2, AR
(1. VTR A IR 22 5 3%, £ R4 B%, YU AR 2211165 2. G b RS FREE 5IN224 5%, 19 430 221116;
3. 22N AR R AN 2 S P 2B, 2 730070)

O KR TR 69 RIA B T BR & 9F 45 4R (tomographic profic fit score, TPFS), & &K *f
GPS, 4t 3 T Z ¥4t % 4 (BeiDou Navigation Satellite System, BDS), GLONASS #= Galileo 4 M % %
WA EHT 45 R AT T MR AE . 4 R AU . & GNSS KA EAM ML 46 R £ 800, R R F IR
i% % (root-mean-square error, RMSE) £ JE % 11% Z W, & ¥ BDS /KA B # & I & 4F, GLONASS K
A EM R I & £ . 484 T GPS. GLONASS. Galileo, BDS 1% & K 3% (2406 m VA F) A & 4564 &
MR B LK R, BDS 5 GPS, GLONASS, Galileo # RMSE A8 4 3] & # T 3.2%. 16.2%.
5.2%. st oh, B AT KA BR 4 TPFS x4 16 F, BDS -F 3 TPFS 5k > ; £ 5 @ X A F BDS KA Ak &
TPFS # A%, 7845 T GPS. GLONASS. Galileo & # 7 25.2%. 31.5%. 32.8%.
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IKIEAE A sk =R rh e S ) R 2 —, W1
WFRACRE R | P35 U5 D7 T R A 2 G H A VE .
PRI, A BRI A5 AR B R Tl L BRBE M | A=
SO A AT A IO 2410 TR S SUEar
b TP R R B B, HON TR L S =
(BeiDou-3 Navigation Satellite System, BDS-3) LIk, L)
GPS. Jt=F DA T &4t (BeiDou Navigation Satellite
System, BDS), GLONASS. Galileo & F= ) GNSS #
SR RS UKIRIRIN BEE 1 E A0 B

FAlT, EA A2 FEFH GPS, BDS, GLONASS
F1 Galileo WL fhi 11 WAL K THAEIR (zenith total
delay, ZTD) Ff-44 S 45 3] (19 KA AT B /K & (precipit-
able water vapor, PWV) #E17XF kb, #F4 GNSS K75
DS B A m] S 00 5d 2k GNSS ol 15 31 i R A2
JRIEIR (slant wet delay, SWD) 7= fi i] A4 T E AT ik
FRIBOKIRIEZAE B, A B T — 4 5 KA PR

R G058 B9 HE# P 9. Crespi 25 B 1 W fd FH GPS.

GLONASS #1 Galileo MM % 4 E47 X3t )2 K IR ZEMT
S KA KA O FI] RS % 55 € VL (precise point
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positioning, PPP) £ AR S il /K X =45 B, K T
GPS . GLONASS fE/K{UZ T e A A5 5 27 [ 11
AN e D ) Kalman 383 580 655 R X s
AR =HEZ 25, 43T 1 5 GPS FlH BDS X
T 2T &5 RN B, 145 b5 fE 25 (standard deviation,
STD), 45 %} % 22 (mean absolute error, MAE), 14
J7 MR 1% 22 (root mean squared error, RMSE) FIH{ ¢ £
%7 Wang 55 {fi [ GPS Fil BDS WL &4l E 177K %
EATIFSE, A BALAE ] BDS ks B o] 2145 5 4 B
MY JEHT 45 R, Zhao 55 ° R B IX I 6 Ml i 7 K
UL &5 4 1E 4T PPP AL B, LA T B GPS. BDS Al
GLONASS #X T SWD it #1 J2 H7 25 R ) RMSE
FIAHX}{R 2% (relative error, RE).

STD. MAE. RMSE, RE. ¢ & #5548 b5 2 1%
4t GNSS KR Z T8l H P dE br. Hfr, STD
FHT VAR BT 45 SR i 2 SRR B s MAE H T4 & )2 07
(H 547 A Z Y 4a %) 22 5 s RMSE HI Tl )20
H 582 BAHZ [ AR 22 K/ RE SCBRZHTE
SRS FAEZ R PR 22 5, AHOC R B RITAL 2T
E 5% BN —BME. MAE X8RI 22 FR /MR
ZE4 T T MRIACE, ANie 2T S 8RR
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() GNSS K527 ; STD il RMSE X 5 % {E UK, 4
FEAER i (LB S (LA S MR 2 AT 4 R PPA 5 ARG R
BOREAT A MOC R, X TR R T Z A AR
HEATITAR . A, RMSE HAE S K PZ M4 2R 1 F-
B2z, B FoRAE S, Jovk R B A KR
JREHATIVHr. I, ASCR T — DRI
¥8¥5 (tomographic profile fit score, TPFS) T 1E-4 /2
PR PR 5 IR BRI W & FE B, BT GAMIT/
GLOBK10.71 # - Xf B s X 10 4> L8115 %
¥l (continuousty operating reference stations, CORS)
2022 4 7 A fir 3L 31 K#Y GPS, BDS, GLONASS FiI
Galileo ¥l #EAT AL BE, 735045 4 > RGL R AATEIRY
SWD = WLIMAE AT J2 s 46, B0 UEAS GNSS YK
TRJEPTHEE.
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1.1 GNSS /KEEHiER

1 TR R B TR R RS E KR Z TR 7Y
R, 2 B AR R R BT X SR ik, e A
551 SWD E R UL{E, 237 SWD 5 R FIKIAES
B AR5 BO LR A2 2 (R sRBOC R, DT B
AR =45 A5 8 O
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MBS B A 2R e R B 7K R 0 A 38 ) HLAE — B
(8] A K PCE BEELRE , K25 AR K I A
RS EOHATHR, RPEA5 T LSRRI I
B E, 1 H JEAT 5

SWD, ap  dip o iy X1
SWD, dy  dyp o Ay X2

B= . = = Ax
S\A[Dm A (2% © A Xn
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K. SWD,, A m KRGS HREAKIAE = BN
SWD SIAE 7] 5 ; a,,, N m /A5 5L HS n 1Y
RPN IBEE K x, WA n MRRIN KR
B3 A RBOERE, S LG & MAR P
PR AL,
1.2 GNSS KEETARFH
F T A ] 53 5 VR B SR BRAE, R R R S T

BT 2E L, A0 7y A AN E e 1. S T2
it R AL LI 75 i 2R SR [, SR i s % 17 TG A5 5 2
PR PN KIS R, T B &y sy . A St
T A2y T 2 RRTIUZ 29 S5 TEKF T
Tr] bR JH e S90S o 507 VA 2 7K T 249 RO A 7 AL
FEUE 5 2 BN RAUKIRTE H A FHIE, TETE B
] bR A 3 0 R S A F8 00 )2 5 1 X T2
R PR, B AR E BT 0.1 g/m® (& FEARE R 2
o0 AR WL 7 2 55 29 o 7 FERI AT S J GNSS JE A7
s |

Acnss X =B

AxZo @

An-X = H,

AP, Agnss Aw- Ay Ay 535 WEINHE Z2 B0 [ | 7K
LR R BOE B | T L2 R R B R TR 2R R
BOH I X /KPR E ) &5 B Hy 53972 SWV L
(EEEEG AT S UM EIEE=d
1.3 GNSS/KAEMAIREAME

B RS GNSS ARIZT R i 4
2 SEAH A fi#2: (singular value decomposition, SVD)!4 |
Kalman 5.3 15 Q80 & A4 (algebraic reconstruction
technique, ART)!"® 4. #H%% T SVD #il Kalman J§ %,
ART BILTEALBRARZAE | w5 37 43 A0 Bt i A7 TR 4
e e, HEABRAY [E02 > BE g T
PLRe S L AT AR Ha i A K I R A T B AR I
Ak, E4EE RO BGUE T ART Bk FH T X Z K
RIZPTTTATIE, IESE ART Bk RILSGHE A bk,
RERE RIS T SERIZMTES 2R, IR, ARSCR A ART 53k
X7 R A T AR A

ART Bk p A AR 38 i kA 7 A1
S5 GNSS (75 M E M EAE 5N E Y 221, &
IERERAKIASEL, EBIWE R — o IS S 4 1k %
R, RIS B2, AL AR

P = A SWD - ad) ()

2 : 2 j=1
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BHAK, S AT % 2409 GNSS Z KA BV RS-0 5 & 109

e XNk UGRAIER j AR BNKIREE; A
RSB 5 a; R REGERE A S i 475 j AT
Z; SWD, AWM ] 2 i fTRYICER.

2 ENELITHTER

B BE Y GNSS K= TP i b £ 24 STD,

MAE. RMSE. X ¥4 STD H 8 Sz MAHs 19 i3
SRR, NRES A TR s MAE B4 KR 25 A
ANRZETR T T [RVRE AR, AR BEAR LT b b P A 7K 12T
KA s STD il RMSE X555 (i A vty {1 % 57 4 (EL 4K
BRI S MR S AT 285 SR A DPA 5 AH G R B Rl 2k
PERR, W FARZME R T LI AMINHE 5.

BRI, ASCH 1 T — PP dE s TPFS T i
EMIKIRER L SRS B NG AR . 2T BRI AN
F& b5 TPFS 38 1 43 51 6] 25 1A 4% 2 50 A0 2 T 1 T
Bt AT AR ARG AR AT 2 1 B Ak 1 7K YR 8
18, BT = 25 BER AU G5 IR — e BE AR AR 2 KA
ES % H Xps FUZNTKREEME X, W& ZEN
Xps—X. HTARRL RIS P TEARZ, W 2 km DA
T T XRR A2 KR Y, K2 S R 2 ]
R IR AR B 35 25 5, DR LR AR ) oo 8 2 AR 7K 7%
B 2 EA T IIACAT LA S s i S W2 AT RE . P
VUZHTL I 81R TPFS Rnh

TPES =w 4[> (Xis) = X117 +wa [ (Xis, = X1)°
i=1 i=1
et Wi g [ (Kas— X (4)
i=1

R w =12,k WK R T, R
J AR K R AR =12,k

55 AR S B4 SR K R 22 (T R 5 X

X(i=1,2, 5 =12, k) 73 ) R 5% A i BE T2 N B
| MRE KRB ESE MR .

BT LA TR PR Y 1 mm B KACAT R K &
(precipitable water vapor, PWV) 24t T 1 kg 7K # 5
H, BT mm B PWV AT 1000 g B/ PCFE A I
FUKIRFEFEELS K 22, I PWV 582K RS =
MR AT ARIR N

H Xp +H,xp, +--+HXp, =PWV 1000 (5)

A HG=1,2,+ k) Jy BAL T BUK ISR )2 Y
JE, B m; p(=1,2, k) R AR BEE X R K
TRE L, TR g/m’s W Hpxp(i=1,2, k) BRI j A

o B 2 L AR . BT LASS R AR A R
Tow, FORA
_ Hixp;

H] Xp1+H2Xp2+"‘+Hkka

K, H(=1,2,.k) pfi=1,2,+ k) & L5 (5) MR
FHEL T RMSE Hie R WOK RZHras Ry P34 2 H
KA it /b, TPFS REGE B INHERD | £55 Hbxh #E40K
TRIERIEAT PR, TPFS (B /NG BA SIS (19 7K 7586
LGS BRI A TR R .

3 ZrEEe

3.1 LIEXiH

3k 28 B X /K PRZ AT A R AT EZE s, 4
A 2 B T S SR LS IR 2 S T in i
HuXF LA GNSS AKIJZHTEE R, A SCGE s A
fii % vl M (Satellite Positioning Reference Station
Network, SatRef) H 17315 % 4 #5457 19 10 4> P
2022 4% 7 3L 31 RAEFUH 2 182—212 A 08 4.
DU S 457 B N & 2 iR, B8 66 S50 [ R 10 S s
CORS 3B, LT ES00 HATE IR i EHHEE R
Sl AL AR g S bR H IR (UTC
0 I F1 UTC 12 W) #8725 5, %80 BoA e m 9 3
BTG R, VR ARSI 127 BB E T S
B AT IR A AT

x100%  (6)

w;j

22.56°N

GNSSHEHHL
b I S BN

22 .20°N©
X o & N ¢ g S
% 9 S > v v »
O O W ST

£

2 BERXESEUMRTWUUESTE

32 LBWAR

A A GAMIT10.71 X 7 # 10 4~ CORS ¥
1Y) GNSS WLINECHE #7550, DT AR B2 B Ukl 1.
RTINS M E AT R, K TR AR
JEFBEE N 10°; BT pR BB B O VMFL; T
Wk Z [ B PR B A, Fe 2 Mg A 3 A B
FLL SN [E B GNSS k%5 (International GNSS Service,
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IGS) ff By sl 47 9K G i 58 LA M 559 S 8005 3 19 4 ¢
PR, A SE5 51 AW A0 B4 Bl 3t 25 GAMG., KITG #il
SINT.

SR X 1 26 BE VL R 22.20°N~22.56°N, £ 3
YL A 113.84°E~114.38°E, % & A 1] 43 ) 7K - W 4%
B 07 TR 2 B9k CORS ¥l 1 56 %, i)y
] B3 B 0.09°%1 435 4 A4~ WA, 285 75 a1 BB 0.09°%1]
I3 6 A%, TERIAN T 4x6 A% I X 5. A 5256 L)
KIRE ST 0.1 gm® W& EAERNZT0, ZEhrE
FE A H T 28 10 473 m, 3 B R FHARB S48 8007 2
JriER 5y T 10 )2, 45 )2 B 43 50 350 m. 350 m.,

350 m. 374 m. 442 m. 540 m. 694 m. 973 m. 1 641 m.
4759 m.

ARCHF ART BIL AT KRS EUR T, SIS
JEHTHTBEHT 3 4> UTC B ZIARZE B (i Ak KI5
B RMEAE K IRJENT ART EEAY %000 (E. Yang
25 A D) A SR 9 X3, ARAE T2 A R] T 1 RTR
FERXKIRZHTEE R 52, S RO 2T A 7 ik
R 10 min, SREEHRBE R 300 s, A CRHIZ TR
HEATENTSCE. 813 2022 4£ 7 A 1 H UTC 0 2
Bred 98B 10 min P9 T 28 23 2 AT X 38 ) GPS/BDS/
GLONASS/Galileo R} P#AEIRAER.

| ® i — GPS/SWD BDS/SWD

GLONASS/SWD ~ — Galileo/SWD |
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Hksc  {fKST
KOH HKKS

s
% op 22.5°E
& 22.4°E
X o op 22.3°E
114.4°N 22.2°E -

(a) ML

22.2°N

22.6°N :
113.8°E 114.0°E 114.2°E 114.4°E
(b) LI

Bl 3 10 min & 0O ZF i3 247X 5 #9 GPS/BDS/GLONASS/Galileo £} 1 12 R 1 iR

4 SRt

4.1 ESHHEER

1 BoR T SEER I A AR KA GNSS FH T AE
SEEEFCFRE SRR, K E S HE R TR
55 ERAR R G S B R R IR E A . WS
THESRAT LI, GPS MfF 5 4UE R 2, /& GLONASS
3L 2 fi5, BDS fil Galileo V-3 15 5 #4223, {H )2
4N BRERGE S i IR R Y 58 22 RIF AT
#1 % GNSS RGTHIESHESTURERNTHESS

A5 RN ey ey SRR %
GPS 211 71.6
BDS 156 61.2
GLONASS 116 64.8
Galileo 159 66.0

. AT I, (55 B 5 R RN B
SR, R TFAE S U oA, XA B 4 AT
B RGEE 5 530 DX 2 AR R AE L.
42 REHrSHEESH

P 4 Sk S 56 B BE P 4% GNSS JZ2 M i 5 25 S 1
MAE Fl RMSE B [8] J# 51 % L&l L 4 AT LA
FER 25 Sl AV B FHAS[R) GNSS LI #c 30 11 2 B 45 1
JE AR, MAE I RMSE 4% H1 2% K K. 4 GNSS
MAE 5 R MEY HBEAEBUE 184 4b, fe/MEY L
TEAETH 204 Ab; 4 GNSS RMSE e K fE ) H BTEAR
FUH 200 &b, Fe/MEY T IFEAERLH 204 4k, 5 A
BDS ¥4l A 38.7% MYikE: MAE /NFH A 3 >R 4,
A 45.2% B E RMSE /N T Hifth 3 4~ R 455 Galileo
BARAT 32.3% B9 EE MAE /N T HAL 3R 4%, A
32.2% il 5% RMSE /N T Hifth 34~ R 485 GPS A
29% 15 MAE /INFHAD 3 R4S, £ 22.6% Mk
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B, 5 AT % 2 %09 GNSS = %KAM RSB0 7 ik 111

5 RMSE /N FHAL 3 R G, e Z M4 H A
X Eb A BDS &AL T HoAth 3 >R 4G¢.

3.0

o 25 | —IGPS _IBDS
E o —IGLONASS T1Galileo
=) .
IMnmm
2 05 Il
182 184 186 188 190 192 194 196
AFFRH
30
s | I GPS C—IBDS
,fb 50 | —GLONASS T Galileo
ELSWWWWW (il
1.0
3 10 fhlll il
198 200 202 204 206 208 210 212
AERH
(a) MAEHT] 781X
~ 5
PR ==GPS C—IBDS
3 C—JGLONASS CJGalileo
E 3
2 - M0 fadin mnd
2 [ A1
182 184 186 188 190 192 194 196
FERH
~ 5
e 4l =IGPS C—IBDS
: I GLONASS T1Galileo
g 0
2 2 gl ot D
2 W”]H Ml lk
198 200 202 204 206 208 210 212

R
(b) RMSERJ[H]JF51 % 1t

4 % GNSS E#45R MAE 1 RMSE K [8]
FHIxt e El

52T S BEAS GNSS EHT4E R 1T
RMSE FISF- MAE. 1% 2 7] 1%, BDS M4 T Hfth
SR G A EARE, U BDS SO R A SR
JER T HAD 3 RS HEAKE, %4 GNSS K%
JEATT AR SRS FE 25 S B0/)N, e K RMSE 22 BB4E 11% LU
W, Fie Kk MAE 2285 7E 9% LA,

#F2 & GNSS EERESHRT=HIEII L

SE15 RMSE #1E15 MAE gm-
R RMSE MAE
GPS 2.316 1.574
BDS 2.271 1.565
GLONASS 2.517 1.699
Galileo 2331 1.590

43 ARESEBRHTERST
B 5 25 T S R4 GNSS 7EA R & JE )2 S
2B X -2 RMSE. WK 5 el & i, 4

GNSS RMSE MIKJZ 3] 51 J2 15 122 B3 K5 -
T 0 AR, 4 GNSS 7ER)Z 1~6 2 (2406 m
DLR) M S0 BE AR A 22, Ho BDS 284 7EAIRJZE 1)
RMSE {E B T HoAth 3 4~ F ¢, 3560 BDS AH b HiAth
3N RGAALE X BUE TR rh B LH. JLH 2
TEJiE )2, BDS 5 GPS. GLONASS. Galileo ) RMSE
2 953 3 T 3.2%. 16.2%. 5.2% HI 2. 7645
7 ]2 (2406~3 100 m) Galileo ) RMSE 4 J& 5% &, #H
T GPS. BDS il GLONASS i) RMSE 4 & 73 51| 2
T 1.2%.2.9%. 7.5%. 755 8~10 )2 (3100 m ) _I)
GPS 1) RMSE {H Ik T HAh 3 ™RG8, Bl AE & )2
GPS fift A5 U F HoAth 34~ R 48, M4 T BDS.
GLONASS F1 Galileo *F-¥J RMSE K 43 942 /5 1
5.2%. 5.7% F1 2.2%. T 2 KIS EE A SR
/N, BT LA45 GNSS 2453 1 RMSE 22 FE A 1] e 1R
K, Uit B BDS 7EMRJZ /KA & 1 KB IX 3k (3000 m LA
) AT R, WA )2 B SRR GPS, HZ P
# RMSE Z%4E8/)\.

10 ——IGPS
C—IBDS
E—IGLONASS
9 ——Galileo

DRI

RMSE/(g-m™)
5 & GNSSEAREEESREHIEM LR
15 RMSE
4.4 IKRER%Z TPFS 7%

ARSI HET 100 m = BE 3 PEACR AR S KA
FES A RZ TR L, I 2021 4F 7 A
IF) /5 B 2 KR B i o R S {EAE A TPFS AR R [
5, AIE] e B R 0 B S R AT A 2
., MEJZ 3 5 2 TPFS BLE B 140 51~ 15.22%.
13.13%. 11.34%. 10.36%. 10.18%. 9.94%. 9.58%.
9.01%. 7.8%. 3.44%. [&] 6 LB A BE N 45 GNSS )2
HroK 5 R4k TPFS B 8] J3 51 % LL Il 45 GNSS TPFS
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H/NME B TEETH 207 4L, & KRB 7EE R H
200 4b. 24 H BDS Rl f 45.2% (KR TPFS /N H:
il 34~ R4St Galileo Bl A 29% 1% TPFS /T
Hif 34> 245, GPS 4 25.8% Kk ¥ TPFS /N T H
fib 34~ FR G5, MOEAE H R BT KIRERZE TPFS Xt ke o
BDS LT HAth 3 R 4¢.

13

a —IGPS C_IBDS
g 10 T IGLONASS T JGalileo
£ T
[~}
5 HW ah Wﬂ

18 18 188 190 192

AEFRH
13
T 10 CIGPS C_1BDS
£ C—IGLONASS T Galileo
2 7
£ ﬂﬂw Wﬂ Il
(=™
E WWWWWWWW
19 200 206 212

Efﬁ H
6 & GNSS E#/k;5ERZk TPFS B8] 551 % bt &

SRS, 2T H TPFS 5 RMSE 28k 5 A {4
Fr—2, HA9K GERLH 188,201, 205, 208, 211)
I EPREE RAFIEZE S AEAE2E T X JLR 4 GNSS
f) RMSE {HAE % #3E, 11 TPFS % EIR)Z 5HEZ
[ K IRAR A AR B 25 52, SR ) B J2 /K VR
JE 2 AT INAL, R TPES BES TN vERA b iz e 4%
GNSS /K¥RJZHri

3T LB B GNSS EHTKIRERL T
¥ TPFS. H 3 3 713, 5 GPS. GLONASS # Galileo

AH I, BDS *F-1 TPFS & /). (H B KK FE, % GNSS
9
WA KT
8 1 —— GPS
\ BDS
—— GLONASS
7 r Galileo

= /km
N

1 DOY 182
UTCo

0 5 10 15 20
IR (gm )
() BF UKL AT He

5 A % % 49 %
JZMT K R BE 46 TPFS 22 5+ 88/, fie K TPFS 2 HH 7
15% LA,

#3 & GNSS RGEMICAEmE T TPFS  gm™

Wi H GPS BDS GLONASS Galileo

TPFS 5.878 5.612 6.436 5.854

45 ARIXRSERDH
Xt 2 K IR B K W AN o A A B
S 2520 gk — LRI R 2 K VR S BRI G
? X TR A AN O A AR A | e K B A AR R
HEER L.

ASCLL 2022 4F 7 H 1 H (GFFRLH 182) UTC 0 B
1202247 H 24 H (L H 205) UTC 0 B (1 2By
IKVRERE R ], 45542 Bl A T e Ao dr. Horp
AERLH 182 MR A7 258 5 R e A 52 ) 4 B IXUER
M TR, ST 100 mm, J& T2 K5 ; £
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A quality evaluation method of 3D water vapor tomography based on
multi-GNSS observations

GAO Fenglin', DING Nan', ZHANG Kefei?, ZHANG Shubi?, ZHANG Wenyuan?, YAN Xiangrong®
(1. School of Geography, Geomatics and Planning, Jiangsu Normal University, Xuzhou 221116, China;

2. School of Environment and Spatial Informatics, China University of Mining and Technology, Xuzhou
221116, China; 3. Faculty of Geomatics, Lanzhou Jiaotong University, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract: In this paper, we present an evaluation of the water vapor tomography results from four
systems-GPS, BDS, GLONASS, and Galileo in terms of accuracy, using the proposed water vapor
tomography profile evaluation index TPFS. The results show that the differences in the water vapor
tomography solving results of each GNSS are negligible, with the maximum RMSE difference being within
11%. Among these, BDS performs the best in water vapor tomography, while GLONASS performs the worst.
Compared with GPS, GLONASS, and Galileo, BDS has a significant advantage in the lower layer (below 2 406
m). In particular, in the bottom layer, BDS shows a respective improvement of 3.2%, 16.2%, and 5.2% in
RMSE compared to GPS, GLONASS, and Galileo. Furthermore, in the comparison of TPFS of tomography
water vapor profiles, BDS has the smallest average TPFS and the lowest TPFS of water vapor profiles under
heavy rainfall, which is improved by 25.2%, 31.5%, and 32.8% compared to GPS, GLONASS, and Galileo.

Keywords: atmospheric water vapor; Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS); water vapor tomo-

graphy; quality evaluation; algebraic reconstruction technique (ART)
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