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Minutes of the “ILRS Study Group on Datum Sites” Meeting 

 

General Information 

Date:  Thursday, 18 June 2026 at 15:00 CEST 
Location / Online:  Online via MS Teams 
Chair:  Linda Geisser 
Minutes taken by:  Linda Geisser 
Participants: (AB) Antonio Basoni  (LG) Linda Geisser 
 (VH)  Van Husson (FL) Frank Lemoine 
 (DS) David Sarrocco (AS) Andreja Susnik 
 (MW) Matthew Wilkinson 
 
 

Agenda 

1. New participants 
2. Share Point (Google Drive) 
3. Analysis of the current SLR core site list 
4. First results (presented by Linda) 
5. Possible contributions 

 

Discussion 

1. New participants/members 
 José Rodriguez (IGN, Spain) 

 
2. Share Point: Google Drive 
 FL mentioned (personnel communication) that the NASA Box share point solution can be an option but 

with the restriction, that everyone have to be approved by NASA. And that the NASA Box is mainly used 
for “more” classified documents. Therefore, LG decided to stick with Google Drive, but every contributor 
will be asked for consent, before uploading the material on Google Drive. 

 VH does not have access to Google Drive and, therefore, asked if it is possible to distribute the material 
via a site on the ILRS webpage (as it is done for other studying groups). FL claimed that this should not be 
a problem but has to be coordinated with CC. 

 
3. Analysis of the current SLR core site list 
 LG analysed the core site list provided by MB (see 00_ILRScoreSites_231215 on GoogleDrive in 04_Data) 

in more detail. 
 Different core site lists are public: 

- VH has an other core site list (used for the ITRF2020, see additional material). Main differences are 
that the station Monument Peak and Wettzell are in the list of MB not used after ~2009, but in the 
list that VH mentioned, they are still used. VH also thinks that Monument Peak should be used, since 
it is one of the only station in North America, and is therefore important for the geographical 
distribution of the core sites. 

- AB said that they (at ASI) also do not use Monument Peak as a core site. It is hard-coded in their script 
to exclude this station. 

- What can be the reason for the exclusion of Monument Peak? FL remembered some discussions 
about problems in the range bias or eccentricity file for Monument Peak, and that this is maybe the 
cause for exclusion. AB agreed that there were discussions about the range bias problem. VH claims 
that the quality of Monument Peak is not bad, and that even nowadays, stations are used as core site 
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even if range biases have to be co-estimate (e.g., this is currently the case for Yarragadee). FL pointed 
out, that this can be dangerous to use a station as core site, if range biases has to be estimated. 

- AB mentioned that MB did a comparison of the core site lists between ILRS-A and ILRS-B combinations 
at the beginning of this year. LG means that we should ask MB again, how he got to the current core 
station list.   

 FL asked what the drop in number of stations providing more than 50 LAGEOS-1/2 NPs really means. AS 
mentioned that it may not mean that the station observe less in general, but that they also observe other 
satellites. AS did at one point an analysis of the impact of the additional geodetic mission LARES-2 to the 
observers at the station. LG also pointed out, that there are much more LEOs and HEOs to observe, such 
that less LAGEOS-1/2 NPs can be formed. MW also agreed that one should compare the number of 
observed passes than only the number of NPs. But one has to be careful, since some stations only provide 
a really small number of NPs but it looks like they observed the pass. Hence, one should consider a 
combination of number of NPs and passes. FL even asked if one has to rethink the priority list at all. That 
the geodetic satellites get again a much higher priority.   

 
4. First results (presented by Linda) 
 LG showed some slides about the fact how often a station is considered as core site, with the two 

requirements of either number of NPs per week or the station stability. Number of NPs seems to be the 
stronger (more limiting) criteria than the coordinate stability.  

 
5. Possible contributions 
 LG asked, how the different participants can contribute to the objective of this ILRS WG. AS volunteered 

to do some SLR NP data analysis using different weights for the stations. AS will also forward information 
about the research she made about the impact of LARES-2 on the statistics of the station observations. 

 
6. Next steps 

See action items. 
 
 

Action Items 

 LG: Ask CC to set up a site on the ILRS webpage for our ILRS WG. 
 LG: Set up a poll for the next meeting (for mid August, 2026). 
 LG: Continuing the current analysis on the impact of core station subsets on the geodetic parameter 

estimation. 
 AS: Work on the impact of LARES-2 on the observation statistics and SLR NP data analysis. 
 All: Ask others if they are interested in joining the WG. 
 All: Think about possible contribution from your side to assess the parameters defining core sites. 

 
 

Next Meeting 

The next meeting is planned for mid August, 2026, with the exact date and time to be determined via a poll.  
 
 

Additional Material 

 PowerPoint-Presentation from LG (03a_Presentation_LG_18062026) 
 Core site list mentioned by VH (ILRS_contribution_to_ITRF2020_description, located in 

03_LiteratureReview) 
 

 


