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the definition of “stable”, the treatment of non-rotational 1 LISl L et fAme"Ca" Is boundaries are inherently unstable and do not necessarily
horizontal secular and episodic motions, the availability of Coordinates anywhere can be computed in any of the - “'%.j'p’?.'.‘? i & - - 'a;te reflect the overall motion of the rigid plate, therefore
and quality of data, the use of non-GNSS methods in TRFs, but they will have larger time variations if computed ﬂ Avcorte & e boundary sites are eliminated.
Euler pole determination and the stability of the Euler Pole in a frame that is not “attached” to the plate where the site - - N 7 plate el T2,
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for each of these issues for each of the four plates. e |ong data time spans (several years at least) and few

data gaps
e Demonstrated stability
e | ocated in a stable region

A plate-fixed frame is simply the ITRF frame with the
rotation of one plate removed. The modernized NSRS will
use plate rotations as are characterized 3 parameters:

e Micro-rotational rate about ITRF2014 X axis (mas/year)
e Micro-rotational rate about ITRF2014 Y axis (mas/year)
e Micro-rotational rate about ITRF2014 Z axis (mas/year)

North American Plate

Much of the US land mass and population is located on
the North American Plate, including parts of 49 states.
Determination of the EPPs for North America will be done
In conjunction with IAG SC 1.3c: North American

Reference Frame (NAREF). Euler pole latitudes, longitudes, and rotation rates can be

Non-CORS data sources include: Survey GPS data,
Paleomagnetic data (seafloor spreading rates), focal
mechanisms and earthquake slip vectors, transform fault
geometry, and IfSAR.
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