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Conclusions

 The three PPP-AR software tools employed were assessed through cross-evaluation of single- and multi-GNSS
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solutions from all available data.
* The results from the three tools were highly consistent, with BSW54 slightly worse and PRIDE the best.
Epoch [yr] « Galileo single-GNSS solutions provide superior coordinate precisions compared to GPS and GLONASS.
* The combined GPS and Galileo solutions provide the most precise coordinate estimates.
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