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Figure 1: Map of contemporary GNSS sites in Poland. Big circles marks
stations used in this study.
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Figure 7: Seasonal signal for Borowa Géra station. The notation is the same as in the figure above. The moving average window length was 60 days.
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Figure 8: Seasonal signal from multiyear m higher value for WGHM than GRACE is typical for Polish sites
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Figure 2: Comparison of amplitude spectra for JOZE site for north (ns), east (ew) and vertical (up) component. The atmospheric loading was subtracted from time E o| W FePrRON 75 ¥\ = T Ve A a
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Conclusions
m there are more than hundred national reference permanent sites in Poland (ASG Eupos) which
will give some more insight in near future
m the computed seasonal deformation agree very well in amplitude and phase for vertical
Figure 3: Comparison of amplitude spectra for two collocated sites JOZE and JOZ2 respectively component. For the horizontal component the interpretation is ambiguous but some peaks for
_ _ north component can be attributed to hydrology loading. The amplitude of east component from
GNSS from global (IGS) and regional (WUT) solution GNSS measurement is much higher than modeled hydrological loading.
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