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Reliability Assessment of Fix Solutions from Low-cost GNSS Receivers for Pedestrian Network Data Development

O b2, JI5FR2

*Yoshihito Inoue', Hisashi Emori?

Abstract: In this study evaluated the reliability of fixes obtained from low-cost GNSS receivers using specification values intended for

surveying-grade GNSS receivers. This aims to adapt the result to pedestrian spatial network data. The results demonstrated that the

fixes from low-cost GNSS receivers met one of the specification values 100% of the time, indicating sufficient reliability for application

in network data development.
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Figure 1. Driving route and reference station locations
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Figure 2. Evaluation results (east-west route)
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Figure 3. Evaluation results (East-West Return Route)
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Figure 4. Evaluation results (north-south route)
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Figure 5. Evaluation results (North-South Return Route)
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