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Working Group on Combination at the Observation Level (COL) was created in the frame
of the IERS. Its main objective is to review the interest in combining techniques at the observation
level for EOP and reference frames and to bring together groups capable to such combinations. This
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Pole Coordinates & Universal Time UT1

! ) ) ° e X-Pole & Y-Pole differences with (C04 + Ocean tidal model) UT1-TAl differences with
project consist to compare combined EOP and stations solutions issued from heterogeneous softwares and (C04 + Ocean tidal model)
explain the possible differences. The benchmark is established from August 10 to August 30, 2008 and X Pole corrections  poe concions UTI-TAl coreions - mean(UTI-TA)

includes the CONTO8 VLBI period from August 12 to August 26 that constitute a good opportunity to
densify the observations for VLBI and to combine with other geodetic satellite technique observations.
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GRGS analyses of multi-technique combinations produce EOP solutions with time resolution of 6h for Pole “a
coordinates and Universal Time and 12h for nutation offset parameters. H “ “ \
The file exchange format is SINEX format delivering normal equations (NEQs) per week. These files contain £
the unconstrained normal equation system. All SINEX files delivered by the participants are available at 20 ‘/'
ftp://hpiers.obspm.fr/iers/eop/grgs with documentations o ’J
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