%43 % 810 W E o R Vol. 43, No. 1

2021 4 1 A (84-99) ACTA SEISMOLOGICA SINICA Jan., 2021

Fk, MU, sRLEE, IR, A . 2021, A R G O 2% ) ol BORHT Al 4 B0 BERLRE BE . MR

e, 43(1): 84-99. doi: 10.11939/jass. 20200041,

WeilJ, HioHT, Zhang X T, HuMZ, ShenCY. 2021. Accuracy estimation of global tide models using continuous gravity

observation data in northern China. Acta Seismologica Sinica, 43(1): 84-99. doi: 10.11939/jass.20200041.

TR R EAL R EEE D R EOEE
EINIERFE

% iﬁ"” ﬁﬁ 5/;&,\:%1,2) gjﬁ E]% 31,2) é):] J/@(_—ﬁl,z) EP ﬁ FE’ 1,2), *

1) o E B 430071 Ho [ IR S b AR K b ] 4 N SR I
2) R 430071 25| F7 5 E A E 5 ET AR LI 5T

FEE OYITAL 2R BT R 3 =0 % SO s AP, AR SCE e X 10 4~ J7 34 2016—2018 45
B U0 0 S50 A 6 AT TORE I, TR SR T AR L RO AR | AR OC R DA K R ) ik 25 AR AR ot
TAEEREIW AR T TAS DR . S5 IREW 10 N S uh A9 — S IE M 4 bRk 2 T R
T AN, 0 M R DR Y R 25 R /N T 0..000 70, G H R R RE BE 292 0..000 14, 54
T AR E B2 <<0.001 5. 7E 10 AN VLA B FN 7 A4 BRI LR, DDW-NHi Fl M2001 £
T2 P8 T Hb RO 2R 5 R, T 30 AN BT 3 SR A AR AR L R BT AR A RO AR BN,
0.288X 107" m/s?. F=T 5 i K5 B 10 12 A 335 B4 47 Molodensky, DDW-NHi, M2001 -5 0 il 45 75 i ke
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Abstract: To evaluate the applicability of the global tide models for tide correction in China,
this paper firstly assessed the data accuracy of ten gravity observation from 2016 to 2018, and
then made the accuracy assessment for the seven global tide model by the evaluation indicators
such as the root mean square (RMS), the root sum square (RSS), latitude dependence of the
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gravimetric amplitude factor, and residual gravity. The result shows that some of the evalu-
ation indicators have achieved or even surpassed the accuracy of the early superconducting gra-
vimeters in ten gravity observations. For example, the RMS of the M, gravimetric amplitude
factor was less than 0.000 70, withthe highest RMS about 0.000 14, and the stability of five
main tide waves was less than 0.001 5. As for the ten observed and the seven global tide
models, the RSS of DDW-NHi and M2001 models with the Earth’s oblateness influence is only
about 0.288X10™ m/s’, which is smaller than others. Comparison of the tide corrected
accuracies by Molodensky, DDW-NHi, M2001, and the observed tide models suggests that
residual gravity corrected by DDW-NHi (0.4 X 10™"—%1.0X 10"° m/s®) is larger than that by
observed one (+0.1X10™°—=%0.5X 10" m/s*) for Wushi gravity observatory with the highest
tide accuracy, but still smaller than that by M2001 (£0.7X10°*—=%1.4X 10 m/s*). Further-
more, the residual gravity corrected by DDW-NHi is less about 1 X 10°*—2X 10" m/s’ than by
the traditional Molodensky model.

Key words: global body tide models; ocean load correction models; residual gravity; RSS;
latitude-dependence of gravimetric amplitude factors
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Table 1 Feature statistics of global body tide models

P KRR Ji H % e H % 1/3H 3 Hi BRI
Molodensky (1961) - 4 1 - [B3]3k
Warh (1981a, b, c) 1 19 1 0 1066A, PREM-C, C2
Dehant ez al (1999) 1 9 1 1 T ) B B AT A
11 9 1 1 ARG B b BRAT A
Mathews (2001) - 16 - - PREM

42 s, Molodensky (1961) #1 Wahr (1981a) 43 % #] I I Bk . 1066A . PREM-C .
C2 %5 M BRAS A S i 1 AL, IR0 9 DR 32 35 R 4 Bk BROIURIURE XoF i L /) 1 285 2 4K
i 2z MY 2. Dehant 25 (1999) L) K Mathews (2001) &R B VLBI $7 AR WL b Bk [ i 4% 55 5h
(free core nutation, 4§ 5 & FCN) ) B3, I8 0z A BOE W sh H# R R, FEEs T8
F B 09 EE 70 SR AR R L 2 AR A 9 PR B ORG EE TT K 51 0..000 01, DA T AT £ 3] 4 42 2K
AU 4 ROk 7, Dehant B SR 8 JE D 00 BRE A i AN T Mathews R, (H B
500 B A B
1.2 ER#IREERYIER

OR300 50 s Sk 2 T L0 0 947 R TR e B (LT ORI B Sk ORI 38 A ) 1 3 T 3K, RO TR e
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FE T R AR R (LATR (TR A B AL IR R ) L LI I8 A AR AR R 2 (] 2 PRI 3 4 [ 1Y
AN [R) TS O HEAT LRI AE TR 22 S R — S WL G A 0 0 B 2 BB RE L BT LA LA
L0 5 97 A5 R B 43 7 K R AR T, 22 R U B A Y 4R R ( Tamura, 1987) INECE B4R
T35 O AR A G IR . M2001 BRI B KR ) L 2 B, 13 HOBR B, AR SCH DDW-NH
P A I I AR AR . XA A TR V47 A5 R T A U 987 0O AR A AN RE R AR N 0 ) Ak
22 K 1 (Melchior, 1994; Habel, Meurers, 2014), i fig 1155 1F 18 B 48 P 59 3891 7% o IE 18 .

W TR T AR, R R R 2, DTE S AL B R A A R e, B R
it (] 4 3K P Y E AT W BIE L AR SR 1961 4F LUK 19 7 4> BRI 4 BR i A
I W 5 I 5 4 1 I8 1) R0 R 5 B AR i AT TR e (R 2) , S5 SR K W], A Dehant £ 8 I
f L T IR R B R R T B g, T H M2001 i B AL T 34 G AR A Y A A A
B, X V23 YT E Y b T EE ) B0 R RS B 1 I (A

£ 2 TALREREAW ARV PR 10 ORI £ R AR 55

Table 2 Constant term and latitude-dependent term of the gravimetric amplitude factor
in seven global body tide models

0, P, K, Qi M,
SRR A
Go  G,/10°  Go G,/10°  Go G,/10°  Go  G,L/107°  Go  G,/107
Molodensky ~ [FIEk 1.16 0 1.153 0 1.137 0 1.137 0 1.16 0
1066A 1.152 -600  1.147 -600  1.132 -600  1.152 -600  1.16 -500
Warh PREM-C  1.152 =700 1.147 =700 1.132 -600  1.152 -700  1.16 -500
2 1.151 =700 1.147 -600  1.132 -600  1.151 -700  1.159 -500
Dehant DDW-He 1.15424 8 114777  -13  1.14777 -13  1.13283 —60  1.16030 7
DDW-NHi 1.154 24 8 114915 -10  1.13489 57  1.15403 9 116172 10
Mathews M2001 1.154 07 5 1.14891 5 11361 5 11541 5 - -

F: Go iy B TRy RIRE B0, GL AL RERI R AL, HrhM200 1R Go RS RLH BT, G, JRARAL fY J 105

IR A A Il SRR

3
§=Gy+G, 2—\\//—5(700529—3), (1
2 H R TR R R
§=Go+G, ?(%0529—1), 2

A Gy W T B 2R BN, GO S E RO R AL, 0 I KRS . AR
CIE AR A AR AL, i M200T A5E 5 F R 23 R A R IR T S Bok Rk

2 ENABNBEENMERNRE

2.1 ENHABLEREFETN
2.1.1 HIEFALEE S S

gPhone H ] (R T B RSB HAR , RAEEWRN 1 Hz. 72347 52 7 [ 0R38 00L 00 [5] i 15
WAL TS RN (E B . AT SR 2016—2018 4E TR [ 10 A 5 1% B {89 3 g [ AR 0
DR B AF JEAT R AE AR (E R BORIE | TAL BI | ¥ 9) 574 BIIE | Bk U 4 B S5 A 2
HESL T LI I AL AR RIS T 10 A WL s i L B AR 1A 1 TR, B BA TR 3.
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Fig. 1 The spatial distribution of ten gravity observatories in China
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Table 3 Basic information of the gravity observatories in 2016
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3 PR ONE IR T SLTHEHRRGM S IO LW UL/ 5 AP S Ak +0.601
g . . RET 22 MR A HERA G LI . B RIAR | b IR b i 5 2%,
4 M Hoilr hil i P B B2 1. S km +0.740
ERE A O3 v NI <5/ A1 M ITHG KA BEATIXZU1.6 km, JEARAERE 2 5345500 mAk 2 B fEE/NX +0.718
6 LM Iy iR KA AT ARRRARRS X RAE I TR, rERE LT B4 290, 4 km +0.747
7 BE T/ TG Baf MTRILMEIER, 0.5 kmibA /MUK A +0.989
8 il THE IR R TR E RIS LEA, BERERIX 2920 km, Suifkd RGN B +0.891
9 L N5 LR T LTS E A R T SRR P S I e 1 km/k +0.838
10 i e il s BIEoRHb X AP RRY L e e +0.605

AR 3T 3k T 7 0 K 22 43 A AE TR A b 26 R M X, L 3 M 5 9 W R R 25 A A —
SERCHE, a3 AT UL UL IR BT 2 G0 1 75 B UL 3, iR 2558 0,60 X 10°° m/s”; WL ER
BEEH ARG iR 2ZE B, WE/NF £1X107° m/s®. 10 A4S X000 3k i H i 22 57 ¥
F£0.74X10° m/s’, Hi B4 uifh, 498 £0.6X10° m/s’,

2.1.2 BN HMERRILLE

W% B iR 22 02 TE M gPhone 57 J7 1 9 UL BE 1 09— A E AR AR . A SO
2016—2018 4F H [ 1) & 3 [ 4 30 0 000 50 4 32 4F 06 A7 98 A o A, P38 5 G20t o B ik i R
10X 107 m/s” f) 5 A% A9 I9% TR F o Fl PR 22 o, 25950 T3 4 fgk 5.

M2 4 T 0. 10 LA b B 28 2 M0 PLR &6 43 ik A0, e iy W7 iR 21
£ £0.000 4— 0.000 7 Fff 3T . 9% WLIDKS BE A S OSG AU R dE NN B, (He g 5=
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Table 4 The result of gravimetric amplitude factor J and barometric admittance of gravity observatories

0,k P ik K, % M,k S, SIESA/(10° m-s2-hPa™)
ik
) a/10™ ) o/107 0 o/10™ 0 a/10™ ] o/107 BE iR

MORAR  1.15294 4.0 1.14522 14.3 1.1318% 9.9 1.16522 1.5 1.16510 3.4 -0.269 0.015
22 1.15716 4.7 1.14877 9.0 1.13650 3.4 1.15877 2.4 1.16037 5.4 -0.319 0.011
=) 1.15637 3.8 1.15097 6.7 1.13749 2.5 1.16162 1.2 1.16321 2.7 -0.391 0.008
WHK 1.15519 5.9 115716 11.2 1.13865 4.1 1.16774 4.2 1.17167 9.4 -0.371 0.010
HAHT 1.15384 4.7 1.15192 8.4 1.13744 3.2 1.16377 3.4 1.16707 7.5 —0.347 0.009
PR 115370 7.3 1.15000 13.1 1.13717 4.9 1.15945 2.8 1.15977 6.2 -0.356 0.010
R 1.15832 11.3  1.15309 20.6 1.13941 7.7 1.15573 2.4 1.15620 5.6 -0.288 0.018
el 1.15474 7.8 1.14553 16.9 1.13336 6.4 1.16186 2.4 1.16145 5.9 -0.312 0.024
LR 1.15554 3.1 1.15056 5.6 1.13752 2.1 1.15709 1.3 1.15906 3.1 -0.299 0.010
Gt 1.15514 3.9 1.15140 7.0 1.13726 2.6 1.16097 1.4 1.16100 3.2 -0.430 0.010

e AWM AN T, o i,
25 LR UL o BT 4
Table 5 The tidal analysis results of Wushi gravity observatory

LT C T C S, W R WA T i
/epd fepd /(107 m-s™) ol iR Bl iR
0.501 37 0.911 39 Q 58.938 1 1.154 66 0.001 80 —0.097 0.09
0.911 39 0.947 99 O, 307.830 6 1.155 14 0.000 39 0.020 0.019
0.947 99 0.981 85 M, 24.2097 1.504 93 0.004 20 —0.427 0.160
0.981 86 0.998 63 P, 143.2329 1.151 40 0.000 70 —0.060 0.035
0.998 63 1.001 37 Sy 3.3872 1.209 77 0.042 58 16.412 2.319
1.001 37 1.004 11 K, 432.9291 1.137 26 0.000 26 0.007 0.014
1.004 11 1.006 85 7 3.3871 1.260 70 0.030 07 —0.923 1.368
1.006 85 1.023 62 O] 6.164 9 1.169 38 0.016 14 —0.622 0.791
1.023 62 1.057 49 5y 24.208 8 1.153 00 0.004 61 —0.174 0.229
1.057 49 1.470 24 00, 13.246 6 1.162 69 0.011 38 0.117 0.561
1.470 24 1.880 26 2N, 13.001 1 1.161 73 0.003 27 0.201 0.161
1.880 27 1.914 13 N, 81.4116 1.159 33 0.000 71 —0.046 0.035
1.914 13 1.950 42 M, 425.214 3 1.160 97 0.000 14 0.013 0.007
1.950 42 1.984 28 L, 12.018 8 1.157 81 0.006 06 —0.428 0.300
1.984 28 2.002 74 S, 197.8321 1.161 00 0.000 32 —0.289 0.020
2.002 74 2.45194 K, 53.7809 1.158 76 0.001 54 —-0.137 0.076
2.451 94 7.000 00 M;Mg 6.287 4 1.073 14 0.006 61 0.109 0.353

g N L AR S A R AR Y . H2 gPhone HE 7 AN E SR S0 BE A
(=0.319£0.028) X 10 *m-s*-hPa’', ¥ M B E NG RML— DM (F o). Mo, 10ME
Tk vh By A sl (8 G A A RORG B SR e, L A A 4 SR (3R 5) 5 B U AR
KoK BE = FNAR R /N S BE AR A RR A, L A 3R I e K M, D A R 25 T IR £0..000 14, PR 1E
/Ny AR 0,003 27, X F W, B4 gPhone H 7 AX (1 AF Syl ) B0 9 W0 0 A BE B R
H OSG B T 5 W IMIAE FE Y 0.5 1%, AT i TR0 S 8 140 0.5 M =M (3R 6) .
2.1.3 #%WMNEFEE ER TS

T AL 7 W B8 7 38 vT DL a7 B R BE (Ducarme et al, 2002) SR PEAL . AR SO
10 B4R 2016—2018 445 ] I (1 45301 %7 IR 1~ 15 3 4R (B 10 25 /8 i v Ao B CF SCRai AR b
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Table 6 Accuracy and stability analysis of tidal observatory for different gravimeters

M, % K ¥ iR AR

L

Bdm it B o i 73
Herd BB iR (0% ms?) 10 meshhpal) R R
LRC 1973—1990  0.002 00—0. 005 00 - -
GEO 1971—1990  0.001 00—0. 002 00 - - - Melchiorfilde Becher (1983)
GWR 1975—1988 0.000 08 - - -
LRC 1983—1986 <0.005 00 - - 0.0050 EEZEAE(1989)
GS 0.000 30—0. 003 00 - - -
DZW 0.000 80—0. 004 00 - - -
1989—1993 BRI AR (1995)
LRC 0.000 40—0. 002 00 - - -
GEO 0.001 00—0. 005 00 - - -
T, CT, CD - +0.05—=20.70  +0.0004—0.0030 0.001 5
1989—2000 Ducarme et al (2002)
ASK - - +0.0100 -
LRC 0.000 51 +0.20 +0.0220 -
2000—2001 FVHIPF4E(2002)
0SG 0.000 06 +0.02 +0.0020 -
T, CT, CD  1997—2001 0.000 70 - +0.0004—0.0030 0.001 0 Xu et al (2004)
0SG 2009—2010 0.000 04 +1.10—=%1.40 +0.000 5 - F5#E45(2012)

FE ) SR PEAl FE 7 A0 3 7 UL RE

B 2401 T 10 A5 Iy 0 4 A0 RS B, AT UL BRI 7 AN b i) Py Uk (1] 2¢) A1,
HE U A RS RE BE Y /NT 0,001 5, X — &5 R 2 08 i TR B R H A4 UL % 5 g 3 9% )
T 45 0 s B E B (0,005 0) (B ER3E%E, 1989) 5 74N H J b 4 M fa E k3 T R
W S AR W 7K - (<0..001 5) .

FOLH I T b AR DOk FE G ¥ I BE Sy 8 bR Ge it # . AT L. gPhone /)
ASCRE ER 2 H O B v LIRS BE A T A 22 /N JL T 4E 4R 9 LCR (LaCoste&Romberg) . GEO
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% —0.001 |- 2 —0.001
o =
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- (©) W20164F E20174 M 20184 ¥ (@ W 20164F E20174F W 20184
B 0001 B 0001}
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0 0
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s -
ol M

AEPHT JERR MERUR ZR2 SN il M A HORA S

HEPHT PEB R % ST Rl 2 ER AR
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Bl 2 2016—2018 4F 32 2 9381947 [N A FE AR 1k
() Oy ;5 (b) My 95 (o) Py 5 (d) K, B
Fig. 2 Variation of the stability of gravimetric amplitude factor of the main tidal waves from 2016 to 2018
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(KAL) | DZW (9 [ 5B 5 B A 52 Br ) . GS (BT 3 R Je B2 7l — 3R E S14%) . ASK (F[dfi -k
JE 2 A — R A ) S A RS T N 0.5— 1 MBS, PSR i 5 A T R
(KRAERA WA . CT R (KAL) 1 CD R OMERALD) 19402, H5 348 OSG A 5 5 J1 4%
AR 05— 1 A B 9. S B A BCIE 8000 K B2 J7 T, gPhone AT DL f# B RS B O
£0.009X 10— £0.028 X 10 m-s>-hPa™' L TN, BO# T H LT RAL— D EE L.

A2 BRI VA A 3G 1 1) 4 Bt S gPhone 7 A #A0 B ()8 H ORI H %), H Xu 55(2004)
7R A B 5 5 7 {0 37 4 BR S 56 9 v SRk 48 W99 I R 2248 T 0..000 7 B AT
HEAT AR A5 AL () N7 TR L AR SR I i B g {SOR VAl 4 R i 947 A5 D 1) RS B
2.2 WA EBKE YRR

R 10 AN FE g 3 7 LIRS B XAk B T N S I AR B b o, BRI R 2016—
2018 4F £ AF A 14 L0 A Y A 2 2 ep BB 7 A4S ARk Y SRR AT BB A AT, A S PR TR AH
iR 2 B — 093 7 R (root mean square, 45 S~ RMS) | Jr A I #F 09 F1 4 1R (root sum
square, Zi 5 Sk RSS) FIZ: B AK 81 OC 72 45 8 A 2E 47 42 BRI 7% B AU R0KS B2 F 22
2.2.1 BEXFZE

gPhone T JJ A UL S8 B Sy JE H AN H D, LI O R I R R LR B R L AR ISR Y
77 HR (RM'S ) >f iy 2t HHL48 B5 750 5 7 ) SO 00 A5 760 (1) 58 8 U5k A 22 0 5 AR RSS K &5 5 1Ak 42 BR 1
WREAL AR B (4 K45, 2012), HRFRAR T

K 12
RMS= {% Z [A2 () (5 () cos gy — 6, (n) cos <,0,n)2 +AZ () (8o (n) singy—6,, (n) sin gam)z]} ,

=1

(3
1 1 K
RSS= {? Z Z | Bo.:(m) A0, (1) €08 0,1 = 8,1, (M) A, () cOs 6,0+
i=1n=1
(60,i(n)A0,i(n) Singoo,i—(Sm,,-(n)Ao,i(n) SinQDm,,‘)z]}]/z s (4)

K 6, Ao Fpo 23 BIRE F 3 A9 R . BOEHRIE . B A4 G H S 0°) 5 5, Al g, 53 3
R RUAE ) R 2 SR L T E S R I RIAR AL, KO E i R, n A )
ST S, m R WIS, TR R, AR 5 (M, Ky, Oy, Py, Q, 3354 . B
WA R 53 51 AN Tamura (1987) (4 39 I 2% FH AR B SC B9 1 I % (BB SC, 36 KA, 1987) it
— . RT AR T A SRR B RMS F1RSS. H % 7 7T UL . 5 Molodensky 4 Jift [5] £ f& £
Hb, 25 B HLER I K 1Y M2001 F1 DDW-NHi #5781 RSS /)y, Horp M2001 25 5 5 00 $icis ) &
P TR, 31X % W] 25 i, BR s 25 04 B AL B R Sz e R A 0 0 LI R, R A AR S I R (A
BRSC, R, 1987) 18 RSS A T 2% J] Tamura # % ¢ Fir 15 (9 RSS, #1t A] )W DDW-NHi FI
M2001 R 48 JiE i T H B AL

TR A1 2 BR 10 947 5 80 55 00 3000 3l 39 947 TR 1 KD R 42 22 8 3 45 S (5 8) %, DDW-NHi & &l
A& E S My, O, Ky B Py B % A B AR X 5% 22 B {E 43 1 0.16%, 0.17%, 0.35%,
0.28%, M2001 #5114 £ i 5 1 v DA 19 A X 158 22 3948 43 51 8 0. 15%, 0.15%, 0.37%,
0.18%, iX W] DDW-NHi F1 M2001 £ %I T £5 5 J7 3 £ 38 35 3 97 A 5 19 A R 252 0. 15%—
0.37%, — M, Hobm & S5 M, B B 19 0 22 26 0.000 15 i, 5% 7 R0 5
AN 9% WL I 4 5 BE (Xu et al, 2004; Habel, Meurers, 2014) . M3 8 if & 3, M2001 %I
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Table 7 RMS and RSS of the residual gravity corrected by seven global body tide models

RMS/(10* m-s?) RSS/(10* m-s?)
TR B HFRE M, Kl 0l Pyt Q. Tamura IR L
P 1% 1 1% 1% — o
Molodensky Yk 0.1439 0.168 7 0.173 4 0.064 8 0.047 8 0.2928 0.2912
1066A 0.190 9 0.179 8 0.169 3 0.068 9 0.0399 0.322'1 0.3220
Warh PREM-C 0.1909 0.179 8 0.169 4 0.069 3 0.0400 0.3223 0.3206
C2 0.1999 0.179 8 0.1712 0.068 9 0.0399 0.3285 0.3290
DDW-He 0.143 6 0.2275 0.167 1 0.066 6 0.0537 0.3280 0.328 1
bDW DDW-NHi 0.1445 0.1713 0.167 1 0.065 2 0.040 2 0.289 8 0.289 6
Mathews M2001 0.1445 0.168 3 0.1672 0.065 2 0.040 2 0.288 1 0.2879

8 P ERE VYA EL 5 LI sk V07 B AR X R 22
Table 8 The relative errors of the gravimetric amplitude factors between DDW-NHi and
M2001 models and the observatories

MG N AR ZE O\ N AR R P Bl I FAXTR2E K B I TAxTR2E  RMS/(10% m-s?)

DDW-NHi M2001 DDW-NHi M2001 DDW-NHi  M2001 DDW-NHi M2001 DDW-NHi M2001

Ak

IRAR  0.2513%  0.2513% 0.1782%  0.1504%  0.2533% 0.2474%  0.2595%  0.459 4% 0.1206 0.1410
=) 0.0152%  0.0152% 0.2244%  0.2531%  0.1878% 0.1891%  0.3129%  0.094 1% 0.0875 0.068 3
BHIR 0.0153%  0.495 8% 0.062 1% 0.0939%  0.8152% 0.8009%  0.5741%  0.290 9% 0.2238 0.1980
22 0.0154%  0.2114% 0.354 1% 0.3818%  0.2694% 0.2758%  0.2915%  0.093 8% 0.1146 0.1051
HFHT 0.0155%  0.200 8% 0.1880%  0.1576%  0.5822% 0.5754%  0.2441%  0.008 6% 0.2278 0.2206
5 0.0156%  0.236 3% 0.0256%  0.0039%  0.1683% 0.1659%  0.2463%  0.011 9% 0.1078 0.0955

) RMS [t DDW-NHi ¥ /]y, i 5 R itk 2 R i 45 8 (% 7) — 2.
2.2.2 BHIRIEBHNSGERBX R

FE A BRI Y AL Y PR R S A R BT A O 2 RN, i BT
5T S b4 A 0. ¥ 10 ST 735 2016—2018 4E 3Z4F 1Y 11 W Z 50F1 3 4> RSS B/ 2 Bk
T B AL R S AR FE RS, anlAl 3 R .

HY 5] 3a AT UL, WO BRI S 26 A R A AR OGP, s M R Oy I8 Y B R S 0L
PRI 2% 54 K ; DDW-NHi DL J M2001 #5 8 f) K, 3 — S0P 4, 1 55 Molodensky £5 1 4 22
1X10°%—=2X 10" my/s*, Fr LLULIN R 1% 5 DDW-NHi 5% M2001 45 7Y — 5 4 55 4

IR TR 5 285 B 9 R DG (81 3b) W) DL, 7R SBT3 il i 9 465 B 5 09 TR 19 4 DG PR A
WIS, LR 53 AR A Y T 0, U {55 A5 AL AH 22 0..000 15—0..005 00.

Z54 RMS. RSS I ¥ 9% 0 1) 26 JE AR OC = 2 B, DDW-NHi 1 M2001 % #4 () RSS {8 #H
XFEE/IN, AbTF0.28 X 1075—0.29X 10" m/s* Z [0 (£ 7) . 76 ¥ R iR 5 25 B 19 A & v
Molodensky #5% # i) K, I 7€ 15 25 B 1 X (35°N—50°N) BH 520 55 53 R P A4 80 . R L AR Se ) 45
TAE DDW-NHi Fll M2001 #5288 7] 4% & [ A5 XF 5 J7 A H T3 % ik .

2.2.3 ERIRANINME Y B IE AR B A b 3

T = 9t 3h 8y UL ik AR B G 22 1 i 2k Tl 0, 3l 5 ) B0 SR Y 38 & Molodensky
45 J50 I8 T2 i, B0 o (90380 47 SO TEABE Y L Ay DA TR AR R AR S 3 A5 A S 1R P Y ST R A
SR H4 Molodensky A5 449 ATFAr i FEL . PR L A4 SR 3 AN 398 A R0 1 A4S SO0 00 g 38 97 e 1 S 7
X R 00 K R A P 1 2 A T il 2016 A UL TN A (15T 4a) SE AT B BRERGE, TRASCIE S E )
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Xof B T 47 A5 R f4 0 987 ok TE RS R R AT R I, RMS F RSS 48 bR R % 18 /N IR IR i k. i
F B ATTHE B S P AT 0 BCTE AT DL 43 AT 3K /N A1 W 5 T 07 ST R s L B A A
t, DDW-NHi 1 M2001 #5580 () J& H 451 Be 1 O 3%, Py A K, 5k 22 BE A1 24 (1 52) , B
) Molodensky #7 ( K, Il FF7E R K 22 5, X 507 IR 55 205 15 00 AH G P 45 R (1] 3e) — 2.
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Fig. 4 Residual gravity and power spectral density corrected by several tidal models
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(e) The residual gravity corrected by observed model; (f) The power spectral density of the residual gravity
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Fig. 7 Impaction of the gravimetric amplitude factors corrected by seven global ocean models

P represents the gravimetric amplitude factors corrected by atmospheric pressure; DUT10, EOT11a, FES2004, GOT4.7, HAMI 1a,

Nao. 99b and TPXO?7. 2 represent those corrected by atmospheric pressure and corresponding global ocean tide model respectively;

DDW-NHi represents those in DDW-NHi. The stations are arranged from east to west according to their longitude
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(a) M, wave; (b) O, wave; (c) K; wave; (d) P, wave; (e) Q; wave; (f) The RMS of the residual gravity
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