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Abstract
A new recomputation of the three EUREF GPS campaigns, carried out on the territory of Slovenia, was performed. All
the three campaigns were processed in the ITRF 96 at the mean epoch of each individual campaign, starting from raw
data. Final IGS orbits and Earth rotation parameters were transformed from their original reference frames to the ITRF
96. Finally, a combined solution at the mean epoch of the three campaigns was computed. A priori velocity model was
used for the combined solution. Results were analyzed and compared with the previous solutions. The purpose of the
recomputation was to check the accuracy of the official EUREF sites in Slovenia. The results showed the need for their
coordinates to be replaced with the new ones.

1 Introduction
In order to connect the Slovene national coordinate system to the ETRS, three EUREF GPS campaigns have been
carried out on the territory of Slovenia. The first campaign goes back to 1994 (Slovenia and Croatia ’94), the second
one to 1995 (Slovenia ’95), and the third one to 1996 (Croatia ’96).
The data for each of these three campaigns were processed independently in the period from 1995 to 1997, for each
campaign starting from the IGS reference sites. There was a good opportunity to check the results of the first campaign
and also to improve them; a densification of the network according to the first campaign was noticeable and the
observation time was extended. This also holds true for the campaign in 1996; this time the densification was made for
the territory of Croatia, but there was a certain overlapping with Slovenia. Consequently, three sets of coordinates were
obtained. The first campaign was processed in the ITRF 92, epoch 1994.4 [Altiner et al. 1995]. The second campaign
was processed in the ITRF 93, epoch 1995.7 [Altiner et al. 1997a]. The last campaign was processed in the ITRF 94,
epoch 1996.7 [Altiner et al. 1997b]. The official coordinates of the EUREF sites in Slovenia are still those from the first
campaign.
Comparing the results (in the ETRS 89) after conclusion of the first computations, we obtained coordinate differences
of up to 4 cm at certain sites. To meet our expectations, the coordinates from different years should agree at least in
order of 1–2 cm. Meanwhile, a new recomputation of the EUREF GPS campaigns for Slovenia and Croatia has been
realized [Altiner et al. 1999]. A new problem connected with this new recomputation was identified. The combined
solution was not satisfying, because the sites not observed in all three campaigns had not been treated appropriately. So,
a completely new solution was proposed, based on the ITRF 96 [Seeger 2001]. A need for the recomputation of the
EUREF campaigns in Slovenia was explained in the EUREF Publication No. 10 [Stopar et al. 2002].
The Surveying and Mapping Authority of the Republic of Slovenia decided for the new recomputation at the beginning
of 2001. The majority of work was entrusted to the Geodetic Institute of Slovenia, in collaboration with the Faculty of
Civil and Geodetic Engineering at the University of Ljubljana and Mr. Marijan Marjanović from the State Geodetic
Administration of the Republic of Croatia. The expert support was kindly offered also by the Federal Agency for Cartography and Geodesy, Frankfurt on the Main, Germany, where the recomputation was initiated. This cooperation was
made possible by the financial reimbursement of the costs from EuroGeographics.

2 Campaign overview
The first campaign on the territory of Slovenia (Slovenia and Croatia ’94) lasted from May 30 to June 02, 1994. The
mean epoch was 1994.41. Four daily sessions of 24 hours were completed. There were 14 sites taken into the recomputation; see Table 1. Altogether, 56 daily RINEX files were used, all the sites were observed for 4 days.
The second campaign (Slovenia ’95) lasted from September 25 to October 01, 1995. The mean epoch was 1995.74.
Seven daily sessions of 24 hours were completed. There were 57 sites taken into the recomputation; see Table 1.
Altogether, 219 daily RINEX files were used, in average 3.8 per site. Majority of sites were observed for 3 days, which
was also the shortest observation time span. Beside 4 reference sites, 8 new sites were observed for all 7 days.
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The third campaign (Croatia ’96) lasted from August 29 to September 11, 1996. The mean epoch was 1996.68.
Fourteen daily sessions of 24 hours were completed. There were 16 sites taken into the recomputation; see Table 1.
Altogether, 165 daily RINEX files were used, in average 10.3 per site. The shortest observation time span was 2 days.
Beside 4 reference sites, 4 new sites were observed for all 14 days.
In order to fix the network, 4 IGS reference sites were used, namely Graz (GRAZ) in Austria, Matera (MATE) in Italy,
Wettzell (WTZR) in Germany, and Zimmerwald (ZIMM) in Switzerland. Six additional control sites were taken to be
able to check the results, but also to improve the network configuration. There were IGS sites Hafelekar (HFLK) in
Austria and Padova (UPAD) in Italy and four EUREF sites in Croatia, namely Novoselsko brdo (0726), Brusnik (0727),
Pula (0729), and Žirje (0731); see Figure 1. Coordinates of the latter sites were determined as the combined solution of
the same three campaigns, but taking into account mostly sites from the territory of Croatia [Marjanović & Bačić 2002].

Figure 1: IGS reference sites and EUREF sites taken into the recomputation.
On the territory of Slovenia, there were 49 sites observed in these three campaigns; 35 of them create the complete first
order triangulation network of Slovenia, the others are second order and geodynamic sites. Among all of them, five sites
observed already in 1994 were selected as the official EUREF sites. These were Lendavske gorice (0720), Velika Kopa
(0721), Kucelj (0722), Korada (0723), and Malija (0724); see Figure 2. A complete list of sites can be found in
Appendix 1.
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Figure 2: Sites on the territory of Slovenia taken into the recomputation.
It was found out, that the local stability of the pillar on EUREF site Lendavske gorice was not ensured. So this EUREF
site is going to be replaced with the site Donačka gora; see chapter 5.
Table 1: Number of sites taken into the recomputation.

3 Network design
Altogether, 25 daily sessions were completed during the three EUREF GPS campaigns on the territory of Slovenia. In
the first campaign all the receivers occupied the same sites during all the observation period. In the second campaign,
most of the receivers moved to another site on the fourth day of the campaign (from the west to the east part of the
country). So, there were 3 different network configurations. In the last campaign there were 8 different network
configurations. Altogether, 12 different combinations were detected; 12 different phases were dealt with in all the three
campaigns.
Least of all, 8 baselines were used (in the 6th and 10th phase; campaign 1996, days 244, 247, 248, 251, and 252), and
34 baselines at the outside (in the 4th phase; campaign 1995, days 272, 273, and 274). There were 13 different baselines
used for the first campaign, 69 baselines for the second, and 19 baselines for the third campaign. Altogether, 80
different baselines were used in the three campaigns. The shortest observation time span was 2 days (baseline Kucelj–
Gorjanci), the longest was 21 days (baselines Malija–Padova, Hafelekar–Padova, Hafelekar–Wettzell, and Padova–
Matera). Figures of the baseline selection by phases can be found in Appendix 3.
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The shortest baseline was 7.8 km long (Sveta Ana–Ribnica) and the longest one 658.3 km (Padova–Matera). The
median baseline length in the first campaign was 67.3 km, in the second campaign 23.9 km, and in the third campaign
138.5 km. The median baseline length in all the three campaigns was 67.3 km – the same as those in the first campaign;
see Table 2.
Table 2: Number of baselines and baseline lengths.

4 Data processing
The recomputation of EUREF GPS campaigns comprises three main steps:
• the recomputation of all three campaigns in the ITRF 96, at the mean epochs of each campaign,
• computation of combined solution of the three campaigns in the ITRF 96, at the mean epoch of the three
campaigns, and
• transformation of coordinates from the ITRF 96 to the ETRS 89.
4.1 Measurement instruments
Six different receiver types were used for observations on the sites taken into the recomputation. TRIMBLE 4000SSE and
TRIMBLE 4000SSI receivers were used on all the sites except some permanent IGS sites. Those were observed also with
the ROGUE SNR-8, ROGUE SNR-8C, ROGUE SNR-8000, or ROGUE SNR-8100. For the complete list of the receiver
types by sites and campaigns see Appendix 2.
Four different antenna types were used for the observation on sites taken into the recomputation. 4000ST L1/L2 GEOD
(TRM14532.00) and TR GEOD L1/L2 GP (TRM22020.00+GP) antennas were used on all the sites except some
permanent IGS sites. Those were observed also with the DORNE MARGOLIN B (AOAD/M_B) or DORNE MARGOLIN T
(AOAD/M_T) antennas with chokerings. For the complete list of the antenna types by sites and campaigns see
Appendix 2.
4.2 Software and hardware
BERNESE GPS SOFTWARE, version 4.2 (dated November 16, 2001), was used for the recomputation. It was the DOS
version installed on the Windows 2000 Professional operating system. Additional program used for the transformation
of orbits and Earth rotation parameters was TRNFSP3N, developed by Jan Kouba. A proprietary software was used for
the epoch transformation in the ITRF 96 and for the transformation between the ITRF 96 and the ETRS 89. All the
computations were done on the laptop computer HP Omnibook XE 4500, Intel Pentium 4M, 1.7 GHz, with 256 MB
RAM and 30 GB hard disk capacity.
4.3 Data used for processing
A complete 24 hours of 15-second-interval data (except downloading period) for all the new sites and 30-secondinterval data for the IGS reference sites were used from each daily session. The elevation mask was 15 degrees for all
the three campaigns. Altogether, 8.8 million of observations were dealt with in all the three campaigns; 1.2 million
(14.0 %) in the first campaign, 5.1 million (57.6 %) in the second, and 2.5 million (28.4 %) in the third campaign; see
Tables 5–7.
The official set of coordinates and corresponding velocity components of the IGS sites was used in the ITRF 96, epoch
1997.0; see Table 3. All the computations were done in several iterations. For the a priori coordinates of new sites, the
final coordinates were used in the last iteration (coordinates did not change any more).
The antenna height and antenna type information for the IGS sites were taken from the station log files at the IGS web
site [http://igscb.jpl.nasa.gov/network/list.html]. All the other antenna heights were taken from the observation sheets
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and were checked again. The elevation dependent phase center corrections for various antenna types were applied. The
complete list of antenna heights by sites and daily sessions can be found in Appendix 1.
The final IGS precise orbits with corresponding Earth rotation parameters in the ITRF 92 for the first campaign, ITRF
93 for the second, and ITRF 94 for the third campaign were used and transformed to the ITRF 96.
The satellite-specific data and satellite problems information (for bad observation intervals elimination) were applied.
Some additional intervals to remove observations from the third campaign (Croatia ’96) were added manually into the
sat.crx file, because some daily satellite orbit RMS values were too large (up to 0.5 m).
4.4 Processing strategy
Before starting with the processing of each individual campaign, the IGS orbits and Earth rotation parameters were
transformed from their original reference frames (ITRF 92, ITRF 93, and ITRF 94) to the ITRF 96.
The coordinates of IGS reference sites were transformed from the ITRF 96, epoch 1997.0, into the mean epochs of each
individual campaign, using corresponding velocity components. The coordinates were obtained as follows:

XITRF96 ( t ) = XITRF96 (1997.0) + VITRF96 ⋅ (t − 1997.0)
where:

XITRF96 (1997.0) ... are coordinates in the ITRF 96, epoch 1997.0,
XITRF96 (t )
... are coordinates in the ITRF 96 at the epoch of observation, and
VITRF96
... are velocity components in the ITRF 96.
The coordinates of the IGS sites with their corresponding velocity components were taken from the IGS ftp server
[http://igs.ifag.de/root_ftp/ITRF/ITRF96/ITRF96_EUROPE.SSC]; see Table 3.
Table 3: Coordinates and velocities of the IGS sites in the ITRF 96, epoch 1997.0.

There was a 15 degree elevation mask used in all three campaigns. The troposphere model of Saastamoinen was applied
(one site troposphere parameter on each 2 hours). The elevation dependent weights were applied (COSZ model). To
form single-differences for each daily session, the shortest baselines possible were used with few exceptions – to
increase the total number of observations, to reduce the number of different baselines, or empirically, to improve the
results according to the RMS values.
Each individual campaign was processed according to all the criteria for processing EUREF GPS campaigns, starting
from the raw data. The processing of double-difference observations was based on the ionosphere-free carrier phase
linear combination L3. The ionosphere model was used for the resolving of the L5 ambiguities. The L1 & L2
ambiguities were solved using SIGMA-dependent strategy for the short baselines (up to 150 km); the quasi-ionospherefree strategy was applied for the long baselines. Free daily solutions were computed using the correct correlation model.
Daily normal equations were combined to make the final solution of each individual campaign and to make the
combined solution of the three campaigns. A priori velocity model was used for the combined solution. A priori
velocities for all new sites were determined on the basis of the Nuvel1a no-net-rotation plate motion model, applying
the Eurasian plate.
Finally, transformation of coordinates from the mean epoch of the combined solution in the ITRF 96 to the ETRS 89
was realized using the corresponding transformation parameters. The coordinates were obtained as follows:
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0
− R3 ITRF96 R2 ITRF96 


0
XETRS89 ( t ) = XITRF96 ( t ) + TITRF96 +  R3 ITRF96
− R1 ITRF96  ⋅ XITRF96 ( t ) ⋅ (t − 1989.0)

− R 2 ITRF96 R1 ITRF96
0
where:

XETRS89 (t )
XITRF96 (t )
TITRF96
R ITRF96

... are coordinates in the ETRS 89,
... are coordinates in the ITRF 96 at the epoch of observation,
... are translation parameters, and
... are rotation parameters.

Transformation parameters were taken from the Specifications for reference frame fixing in the analysis of a EUREF
GPS campaign [Boucher & Altamimi 2001]; see Table 4.
Table 4: Parameters for transformation from the ITRF 96 to the ETRS 89.

5 Result analysis
The first results of the recomputation showed some problems with the horizontal components determination on the site
Lendavske gorice. There is a 12-meter-high pillar made of fire-baked bricks; see Figure 3. It turned out that the pillar
stability was not ensured.

Figure 3: The fireman’s ladder on Lendavske gorice – possible reason for problems.
The heavy fireman’s ladder was the most possible reason for problems. The ladder was lent against the pillar for all the
observation time span of the first and in the last campaign, but was removed from the pillar after the antenna setup in
the second campaign. So, the decision for the final solution was to keep the data from Lendavske gorice only from the
second campaign.
Upon the proposal of the Surveying and Mapping Authority of the Republic of Slovenia, the EUREF TWG agreed on
the XXXIst meeting in Paris, where the preliminary results were presented, that the official EUREF site Lendavske
gorice should be replaced with the site Donačka gora.
The final coordinates of the combined solution can be found in Appendix 4.
5.1 Single difference RMS values
Single difference RMS values for each daily normal equation file were checked to have an overview about the impact of
each contributing solution. The single difference RMS values for the first EUREF campaign (Slovenia and Croatia ’94)
are from 1.0 mm to 1.2 mm. For the complete list of the RMS values see Table 5.
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Table 5: Single difference RMS values in the Slovenia and Croatia ’94 campaign.

The single difference RMS values for the second campaign (Slovenia ’95) are from 1.1 mm to 1.2 mm. For the
complete list of the RMS values see Table 6.
Table 6: Single difference RMS values in the Slovenia ’95 campaign.

The single difference RMS values for the third campaign (Croatia ’96) are from 1.0 mm to 1.2 mm. For the complete
list of the RMS values see Table 7.
Table 7: Single difference RMS values in the Croatia ’96 campaign.

There was no RMS value greater than 1.2 mm.
5.2 Unweighted RMS values for individual and for the combined solutions
Unweighted RMS values with respect to the fixed campaign solution were checked to be able to find out whether
particular normal equations contain problems. The RMS values for the first campaign (Slovenia and Croatia ’94) are
about 1 mm in northing and easting and up to 3 mm in height; see Table 8.
Table 8: Unweighted RMS values in the Slovenia and Croatia ’94 campaign.
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The RMS values for the second campaign (Slovenia ’95) are about 1 mm in northing and easting and about 3 mm in
height; see Table 9.
Table 9: Unweighted RMS values in the Slovenia ’95 campaign.

The RMS values for the third campaign (Croatia ’96) are about 1 mm in northing and easting and about 4 mm in height;
see Table 10.
Table 10: Unweighted RMS values in the Croatia ’96 campaign.

After finishing with each individual campaign, the unweighted RMS values with respect to the combined solution of all
three campaigns were checked. The final RMS values for the combined solution are below 2 mm in northing and
easting and below 4 mm in height; see Table 11.
Table 11: Unweighted RMS values in the combined solution.

5.3 Comparison of coordinates on reference sites (free network solutions matching)
The level of matching on reference sites was checked for each free daily solution to be able to detect systematic errors
in the network. Best fit matching was applied through the 7 parametric similarity (Helmert) transformation. Residuals
according to the given coordinates of the reference sites (transformed into the corresponding epochs) were calculated. In
the first campaign (Slovenia and Croatia ’94), three reference sites were used. The RMS values of the Helmert transformation of the four free daily solutions are from 1.3 mm (day 153) to 3.6 mm (day 150). For residuals on each reference
site see Table 12. The extreme residual is -3.4 mm in northing (Graz, day 150).
Table 12: Free daily solution residuals on reference sites in the Slovenia and Croatia ’94 campaign.
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In the second campaign (Slovenia ’95), four reference sites were used. The RMS values of the Helmert transformation
of the seven free daily solutions are from 1.8 mm (day 272) to 6.7 mm (day 268). For residuals on each reference site
see Table 13. The extreme residual is -9.9 mm in height (Graz, day 273).
Table 13: Free daily solution residuals on reference sites in the Slovenia ’95 campaign.

In the third campaign (Croatia ’96), four reference sites were used. The RMS values of the Helmert transformation of
fourteen free daily solutions are from 0.8 mm (day 246) to 6.2 mm (day 247). For residuals on each reference site see
Table 14. The extreme residual is -9.4 mm in height (Graz, day 247).
Table 14: Free daily solution residuals on reference sites in the Croatia ’96 campaign.

All the absolute coordinate residuals of free daily session solutions reach up to 6 mm in northing and easting and are
below 1 cm in height.
The RMS values of Helmert transformation of free campaign solutions are from 1.0 mm (year 1996) to 3.7 mm (year
1995). For residuals on each reference site see Table 15. The extreme residual is -5.2 mm in height (Graz, year 1995).
Table 15: Free campaign solution and free combined solution residuals on reference sites.

All the absolute coordinate residuals of free campaign solutions reach up to 2.5 mm in northing, 2.2 mm in easting, and
5.2 mm in height.
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5.4 Residuals in individual solutions according to the final solution
Trying to detect possible outliers, the results for each individual daily solution were compared with the final campaign
solution. The coordinate repeatabilities are given in the local (northing, easting, upping) coordinate system. For the
residuals in the first campaign (Slovenia and Croatia ’94) see Graphs 1–4. The extreme residuals in daily solutions are
2.4 mm in northing (Snežnik, day 152), -2.5 mm in easting (Pula, day 153), and 6.3 mm in height (Snežnik, day 152).
Graphs 1–4: Residuals in the Slovenia and Croatia ’94 campaign.

For the residuals in the second campaign (Slovenia Croatia ’95) see Graphs 5–11. The extreme residuals in daily
solutions are -2.5 mm in northing (Ljubljana, day 152), ±2.7 mm in easting (Debeli vrh, day 273, Gorjanci, day 273,
and Snežnik, days 268 and 273), and -8.5 mm in height (Brusnik, day 271).
Graphs 5–11: Residuals in the Slovenia ’95 campaign.
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For the residuals in the third campaign (Croatia ’96) see Graphs 12–25. The extreme residuals in daily solutions are 4.0
mm in northing (Malija, day 255), 3.3 mm in easting (Brusnik, day 242), and -13.9 mm in height (Hafelekar, day 247).
Graphs 12–25: Residuals in the Croatia ’96 campaign.
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After finishing with each individual campaign, the combined solution of all three campaigns was performed. In order to
verify proper antenna stabilization and to be able to detect eventual blunders such as mismeasured antenna heights, the
results for each individual campaign solution were compared with the combined solution of all the three campaigns.
The coordinate repeatabilities are given in the local (northing, easting, upping) coordinate system. The effect caused by
the velocity impact was removed. For the residuals in the combined solution see Graphs 26–28. The extreme residuals
in individual campaign solutions with respect to the combined solution are -6.1 mm in northing (Kucelj, year 1994),
±3.4 mm in easting (Malija, year 1995, and Žirje, year 1994), and -14.8 mm in height (Brusnik, year 1994).
Graphs 26–28: Residuals in the combined solution.
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5.5 Comparison of a priori and estimated velocity components
Beside the reference sites, only for two sites (Hafelekar and Padova) among 55 sites determined in our three campaigns,
the velocity components based on long time spans of data were available. For the other sites, a priori velocity model
(NUVEL1A-NNR) was used for the combined solution. All the velocities are related to the ITRF 96. The consequence
of unknown local (tectonic) movements along the area could be an incorrect coordinate shift. To be able to estimate the
order of magnitude of possible coordinate shifts, a free site velocity estimation was performed, too.
The problem appeared, because 40 of 55 new sites were determined in only one campaign. Trying to set free all the
velocity components, the estimated velocity components on the sites observed in only one campaign reached up to 50
cm/y, which is of course of no use. So, for the assessment of the impact of unknown velocities onto the final
coordinates, only velocity components on sites observed at least in two campaigns were set free. Beside Hafelekar and
Padova, 13 new sites were observed in at least two campaigns and only 6 of them in all three campaigns; see Table 16.
Table 16: Number of daily sessions for sites observed in at least two campaigns.

Values 99.99 were specified as a priori standard deviations for the horizontal velocities and 0.01 for the vertical
components [Hugentobler et al. 2001, p. 287], because the spans of data were not long enough. The extreme coordinate
differences between the results where using a priori velocities as fixed or set them free were -1.3 mm in northing
(Gorjanci) and 2.2 mm in easting (Blegoš); both extreme values were found on sites observed in only two campaigns.
For the list of a priori and estimated velocities and the impact to estimated coordinates see Table 17.
Table 17: A priori and estimated velocities and the differences in estimated coordinates.
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Except one new site (Koper), all the sites observed in only one campaign were those from the campaign Slovenia ’95.
Fortunately, the difference of the epoch of this campaign and the epoch of the combined solution is only 0.19 (69 days).
So, the eventual coordinate misshift should not be significant.
5.6 Comparison of coordinates on control sites (constrained solutions)
There were six control sites taken into the processing, two of them were IGS sites. All these sites were treated as new
sites in the network irrespective of the fact that their positions had already been determined with high accuracy. The
comparison was realized in the ITRF 96, epoch 1995.55. Reference coordinates for the two IGS sites were IGS
coordinates in the ITRF 96 (see Table 3) transformed into the mean epoch of the combined solution. The extreme
coordinate differences were -2.2 mm in northing, 1.6 mm in easting, and -8.5 mm in height; all reached on Hafelekar.
For the list of coordinate differences on the IGS control sites see Table 18.
Table 18: Coordinate differences on the IGS control sites in the ITRF 96, epoch 1995.55.

Reference coordinates for the other control sites were final coordinates from the Croatian recomputation of these three
campaigns [Marjanović & Bačić 2002], also in the ITRF 96, epoch 1995.55. The extreme coordinate differences were
-0.9 mm in northing (Novoselsko brdo), -1.0 mm in easting (Žirje), and -4.0 mm in height (Brusnik). For the list of
coordinate differences on the control sites in Croatia see Table 19.
Table 19: Coordinate differences on the Croatian control sites in the ITRF 96, epoch 1995.55.

5.7 Comparison of combined solution with each individual solution
Comparison of coordinates in the combined solution and the solutions of each individual campaign was done. All the
coordinates were compared in the ETRS 89. The extreme coordinate differences according to the results of the first
campaign were 5.9 mm in northing (Kucelj), 2.6 mm in easting (Velika Kopa), and 10.3 mm in height component
(Korada). For the complete list of coordinate differences of the combined solution according to the results of the first
campaign see Table 20.
Table 20: Coordinate differences of combined solution according to the
new solution of the Slovenia and Croatia ’94 GPS campaign, both in the ETRS 89.

The extreme coordinate differences according to the results of the second campaign were -4.2 mm in northing (Velika
Kopa), -3.6 mm in easting (Malija), and 10.6 mm in height component (Blegoš). For the complete list of coordinate
differences of the combined solution according to the results of the second campaign see Table 21.
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Table 21: Coordinate differences of the combined solution according to the
new solution of the Slovenia ’95 GPS campaign, both in ETRS the 89.

The extreme coordinate differences according to the results of the third campaign were 4.6 mm in northing (Velika
Kopa), 1.9 mm in easting (Malija and Blegoš), and -8.7 mm in height component (Blegoš). For the complete list of
coordinate differences of the combined solution according to the results of the third campaign see Table 22.
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Table 22: Coordinate differences of the combined solution according to the
new solution of the Croatia ’96 GPS campaign, both in ETRS the 89.

Altogether, differences between each individual and combined solution are below 6 mm in northing, below 4 mm in
easting, and up to above 1 cm in height component.
5.8 Comparison of combined solution with the previous solutions
Comparison of coordinates in the combined solution and the first solutions of each individual campaign was done. All
the coordinates were compared in the ETRS 89. The first results of the first campaign (Slovenia and Croatia ’94) were
published in 1995 [Altiner et al. 1995]. The extreme coordinate differences according to this campaign were 10.3 mm in
northing and 14.0 mm in easting. Both extreme values were reached on Lendavske gorice; the data from 1994 for this
site were excluded from the combined solution (it was found out that the site was not stable). The extreme coordinate
difference in height component was 50.7 mm (Korada). For the complete list of coordinate differences of the combined
solution according to the first results of the first campaign see Table 23.
Table 23: Coordinate differences of the combined solution according to the first
solution of the Slovenia and Croatia ’94 GPS campaign, both in the ETRS 89.

The first results of the second campaign (Slovenia ’95) were published in 1997 [Altiner et al. 1997a; Tavčar 1997]. The
extreme coordinate differences were -12.7 mm in northing (Malija), -13.2 mm in easting (Blegoš), and 13.5 mm in
height component (Krim). For the complete list of coordinate differences of the combined solution according to the first
results of the second campaign see Table 24.
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Table 24: Coordinate differences of the combined solution according to the
first solution of the Slovenia ’95 GPS campaign, both in the ETRS 89.

The first results of the third campaign (Croatia ’96) were published in 1997 [Altiner et al. 1997b; Marjanović & Rašić
1997]. The extreme coordinate differences were -16.8 mm in northing and 32.9 mm in easting. Both extreme values
were reached on Lendavske gorice; the data from 1996 for this site were excluded from the combined solution (it was
found out that the site was not stable). For the other sites, the coordinate differences in horizontal components reached
up to 3.6 mm. The extreme coordinate difference in height component was 13.8 mm (Malija). For the complete list of
coordinate differences of the combined solution according to the first results of the third campaign see Table 25.
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Table 25: Coordinate differences of the combined solution according to the
first solution of the Croatia ’96 GPS campaign, both in the ETRS 89.

In the first computation of the Croatia ’96 GPS campaign all the data from the last phase of observation (geodynamic
phase) were excluded. So, for the territory of Slovenia, there were no results for the sites Velika Kopa, Blegoš, and
Koper.

6 Conclusions
Main differences of the three EUREF GPS campaigns in Slovenia were:
• number of sites observed in each campaign and consequently various network configurations and baseline lengths,
and
• observation time span of each campaign.
Main differences in various computations of the EUREF GPS campaigns in Slovenia were:
• reference frames used (ITRF 92, ITRF 93, ITRF 94, and ITRF 96),
• selection of sites taken into the processing (territorial selection for the final Slovene and Croatian computations),
• elevation masks used during processing in various computations (15–20 degrees),
• software versions used for the computations (Bernese GPS software, versions 3.4–4.2),
• some receiver and antenna type information corrections,
• some antenna height corrections (changes done in the RINEX files), and
• some network configuration corrections:
• by uniforming names of sites observed in various campaigns to avoid double solution, or
• empirically, trying to improve results according to the RMS values.
The improvements of results of further computations were achieved mostly through:
• the use of better quality ITRF solution (ITRF 96 instead of ITRF 92–94),
• improvements in ambiguity resolution algorithms (in the latter versions of software),
• the application of elevation dependent phase center corrections for various antenna types,
• the introduction of the elevation dependent weights (COSZ model),
• the detection and elimination of some bad satellite orbit determination intervals, and
• the elimination of data from Lendavske gorice, which was found out as a non-stable site.
There are five official EUREF sites in Slovenia (with the EUREF numbers 0720–0724): Lendavske gorice, Velika
Kopa, Kucelj, Korada, and Malija. Their official coordinates still originate from the first computation of the campaign
Slovenia and Croatia ’94. The differences between new and actual official coordinates reach up to 14 mm in horizontal
components and up to 51 mm in height component. Furthermore, it turned out that the 12-meter-high pillar on
Lendavske gorice was not stable enough to be able to achieve the required accuracy.
The analysis showed, that the actual official coordinates of the EUREF sites in Slovenia are not accurate enough to
meet our requests. At the XXXIth EUREF TWG Meeting, held in Paris in March 2003, the new results were accepted
[Hornik 2003]. The ccordinates of four EUREF sites in Slovenia (Velika Kopa, Kucelj, Korada, and Malija) are going
to be replaced with the coordinates of the new combined solution and the leftover site (Lendavske gorice) is going to be
replaced with the site Donačka gora.
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Appendix 1: Daily RINEX files overview (zero differences) and antenna heights.
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Appendix 2: Measurement instruments information.
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Appendix 3: Baseline selection overview (single differences) by phases.
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Appendix 4: Coordinates of combined solution in the ITRF 96, epoch 1995.55, and in the ETRS 89.
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