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LAGEOS & MODELING & ANALYSIS ISSUES ADDRESSED: o Improve data latency from key-stations, especially those in southern hemisphere

o Use state-of-the-art force and s/c models appropriate for each tracking station
o Including temporally varying geophysical signals (atmosphere, ocean, GIA, etc.)
o Use improved modeling to allow LEO’s to contribute to official products

LAGEOS 2 o Historical biases in older data and their correct handling in new analyses is ILRS’ top priority

at present, with significant improvements since last ITRF
o Ensuring the consistent modeling across ACs at all levels and for all products
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