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Introduction, Problem and Objectives
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Statistics of the BMs ellipsoidal, orthometric and GPS geoid height (m) Statistics of the available gravity anomalies and RTM effects

Data availability & GOCE/GGM evaluation (mGal)

The following conventions have been used for all GGM evaluation(s):

3386.6810 17.3730 291.4458 546.2595 +462.0160 498.1600 -136.5700 4.8148 99.5121 +99.3956

o Mean Tide to Tide Free conversion for orthometric heights 3347.6874 2.2934 272.5588 532.6363 +457.6168 77.3671 -124.3769  -7.5480 17.4933 +15.7812
o GGM Zero Tide to Tide Free when necessary 40.7315 5.1155 18.8870 19.6400 +5.3863
o All computations in GRS80 & IGSN71/GRS80 0.6489 -0.6466 -0.0306 0.1132 +0.1090

o N, relative to the IERS W, of 62636856.0 m?/s? (-0.4369 m)

The residual geoid heights and residual gravity anomalies have been
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