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The latest observing campaign of Central Europe Geodynamics Regional Network
(CEGRN) was performed in June 2005. It is independently processed by 6 analy-
sis centres from following institutions: Darmstadt University of Technology (TUD),
FOMI Satellite Geodetic Observatory (FOMI), Geodetic Observatory Pecny (GOP),
Observatory Lusbuehel Graz (OLG), Slovak University of Technology (SUT) and
Warsaw University of Technology (WUT). Observation data from 96 stations, which
were prepared by OLG are analysed by the Bernese GPS software with a strategy
similar to that used for the previous CEGRN campaigns observed in 1994 - 2003. The
2005 campaign solution includes 75 officially adopted CEGRN stations, 5 additional
IGS are added for the linkage to ITRF. A set of 16 candidate sites with the potential
of becoming new CEGRN stations is included in addition to the processing. A com-
bination of all submitted solutions is performed at SUT and the official CEGRN 2005
solution is produced. Individual analysis centres solutions are mutually compared and
outliers are checked. The combined product from 2005 is confronted to the coordinates
from the seven previous CEGRN campaigns and the stability and consistency of the
monitored stations is examined. Finally, for some CEGRN sites with long observation
history the comparison with ITRF and ETRF coordinates is performed.



