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Figure 18: COD 1998: Final daily seven-parameter Helmert transformations (X, Y and Z

Translations are each offset by 0.1 metre; X, Y, Z Rotations and
Y and X pole differences are each offset by 2 mas)
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Figure 19: EMR 1998: Final daily seven-parameter Helmert transformations (X, Y and Z
Translations are each offset by 0.1 metre; X, Y, Z Rotations and
Y and X pole differences are each offset by 2 mas)
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Figure 20: ESA 1998: Final daily seven-parameter Helmert transformations (X, Y and Z
Translations are each offset by 0.1 metre; X, Y, Z Rotations and
Y and X pole differences are each offset by 2 mas)
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Figure 21: GFZ 1998: Final daily seven-parameter Helmert transformations (X, Y and Z
Translations are each offset by 0.1 metre; X, Y, Z Rotations and

Y and X pole differences are each offset by 2 mas)
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Figure 22: JPL 1998:  Final daily seven-parameter Helmert transformations (X, Y and Z
Translations are each offset by 0.1 metre; X, Y, Z Rotations and
Y and X pole differences are each offset by 2 mas)

49



IGS 1998 Technical Reports

NGS vs IGS

XY 2 Transhations |m)

NGS vs IGS

f

E T Z Rot

c + &+ -]
-] E X Pol
= 6 -
o Correl (Yrot,Xpole) = 0.71 . v Rot
Z 4 ‘ s 7 % ! P
= . [t Y Polg
3]

E | -~ —_

E P N Correl (Xrot,Ypole) = 0.8 O
o= oi:sﬁ‘ *Mﬁ = Tentt™ fanal at “A‘ s 28RO+
s E 25594 Lt 4
%l

938 942 946 950 954 958 962 966 970 974 978 982 986 990

NGS vs IGS

938 942 946 950 954 958 962 966 970 974 978 982 986 990

Figure 23: NGS 1998: Final daily seven-parameter Helmert transformations (X, Y and Z
Translations are each offset by 0.1 metre; X, Y, Z Rotations and
Y and X pole differences are each offset by 2 mas)
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Figure 24: SIO 1998:
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Final daily seven-parameter Helmert transformations (X, Y and Z
Translations are each offset by 0.1 metre; X, Y, Z Rotations and
Y and X pole differences are each offset by 2 mas)
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Figure 25: IGR 1998:

Final daily seven-parameter Helmert transformations (X, Y and Z

Translations are each offset by 0.1 metre; X, Y, Z Rotations and

Y and X pole differences are each offset by 2 mas)

52




