














wall with the non-metric camera without regard to geometric cal ibrations 
of the camera coordinates. 

The are some graphic drawings of the model deformations added to this 
context (Figures 6- ll ) . 

Figure 5. The two convergent photographs taken with the UMK 10/1318. By 
using only three precision base rods as control the RMS-value 
of the residuals of distances was ± 1,6 mm. 
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Figure 6 . The block deformation by using the �~�~� 10/1318 and precision 
base rods. 
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Figure 7 . The block deformation by using the TMK 6 and XYZ-control points. 
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?:i.gure 8 . The block deformation by using the SHK 120 as levelled and 
XYZ-control points . 
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Figure 9 . 
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The block deformation by us~ng the AE-1 without calibration and 
with XYZ-control. 
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Figure 10 . The block deformation by us~ng the AE-1 with precalibration and 
XYZ-control . 
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Figure li . The block deformation by using the AE-1 with selfcalibration 
and XYZ-control . 

Conclusions 

The presented exampl es show the usability of a test wa ll in calibrating 

different: close- range photogrammetric systems. The estimates and 

deductions concerning the accuracy of a measuring system are always some
what unreliable . Now we are ab le to gain assurance of the performing capac
ity of a close- range photogrammetric system in a concrete way . 
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