Relative gravimeter calibration system for high accurate applications
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Motivation: best possible scale definition for Gravimeter Calibration System Hannover
relative gravimeters
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The Gravimeter Calibration System Hannover with its two most important parts (in “red”):
® \Vertical Gravimeter Calibration Line Hannover (VGCH, 20-storey building, no absolute
observations, indoor)

® Harz Calibration Line (3 absolute gravimetric points, outdoor)

Upgrade 2017 versus Solution 2004
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