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Introduction Combination of the Weekly Solutions Cumulative Solution: Discontinuities

The IAG WG “Integration of Dense Velocity Fields in the ITRF” aims to densify the Individual weekly SINEXs are combined with CATREF [Altamimi et al. 2007]. Preliminary Discontinuities coming from individual solutions
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SIRGAS stations also available in other solutions are considered in order to stabilize the DAEJ A 23902M002 (Daejeon, Korea) COT1 A 49469M001 (Tucson, Arizona, USA) References

inclusion of the regional solution during the combination even if the data span is too short | '
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Metadata issues

— Station naming: DOMES number or 4-char id conflicts

— Large majority of stations with site log but site log information not consistently used during
analysis, e.g. antenna height inconsistencies

— Non identical duplicate site logs
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