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Fig. 1 Scatter plot: (a) ¢ and b, (b) ¥ and Z

Table 1 Result of estimating inclination
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Estimated inclination (degree) -11.3 -10.29 -4.08
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Fig. 3 The cases of high and low reliability
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Fig. 4 The relation of R and accuracy improvement
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Fig. 5 Comparison of road profiles
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