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Tab 1. Characteristics of SLR solutions
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For the assessment of the impact of loading corrections on SLR solutions we processed
SLR observations to the two LAGEOS satellites for the time span 1990.0-2011.0
according to four different solution strategies (see Tab.1). To investigate the order of

magnitude of different Ioac_ling c_orrections, the.impaCt_Of Atmospheric Pressure Foading Fig. 2. Estimates of annual and semiannual periods of 'up' components of station coordinates in Solution 1, Solution 2, Solution 3 and Solution 4
(APL=ATL+ANTL) corrections is compared with the impact of the OTL corrections. In
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Tab 3. Impact of APL corrections on co-located GNSS-SLR stations (ordered by the
decreasing number of weekly co-locations
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