AUTOREGRESSIVE PROCESS IN HOMOGENIZATION OF GNSS TROPOSPHERIC DATA
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Time series from MCM4 station included to a special class (b)
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We simulated three types of data. The first, referred to as EASY, includes pure white noise, BOR1 (Borowa Gora, Poland). : - : : -
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above mentioned characteristics plus an autoregressive process of the first order. Finally, the ERA-Interim model and GPS. REFERENCES ' right- coefficient and fraction of autoregressive noise. ’

FULLY COMPLICATED dataset includes all the above mentioned characteristics from “less

complicated” plus gaps. All these 3 datasets provide a nice amount of series (360 series) to be
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