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Lots of high-frequency data, no Quality Control Much less in quality controlled global repositories
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particularly to handle low-resolution (1cm)
data at high frequency (1 min) without any
manual setting of parameters.
Stuck instrument detection ~ Channel comparison
 Hourly non-tidal residual is used for comparison between channels with different frequencies.
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Stuck instruments: The problem of low precision ‘
Very low precision recording with high Stuck instrument tests, sens2, bitg ~ Some of the remaining challenges
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Spike detection
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Spikes are detected using MEDIAN absolute deviation from a spline fitted to
neighbouring points. 9 L
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Elsewhere at EGU: More about PSMSL in https://meetingorganizer.copernicus.org/EGU2020/EGU2020-3054.html (G2.1, Chat Tuesday 08:30am)
This work was first developed for a sea level project: https://meetingorganizer.copernicus.org/EGU2020/EGU2020-6495.html (CL4.5, Chat Monday 08:30)
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