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Abstract 

Solid Earth tide represents the elastic response of solid Earth to the lunar (solar) gravitational force. 

The yielding solid Earth due to the force has been thought to be a prolate ellipsoid since the time 

of Lord Kelvin, yet the ellipsoid’s geometry such as semi-major axis’s length, semi-minor axis’s 

length, and oblateness remains unresolved. Additionally, the tidal displacement of solid Earth is 

conventionally resolved through a combination of expanded potential equations and given Earth 

model. Here we present a geometric model in which both the ellipsoid’s geometry and the tidal 

displacement of solid Earth can be resolved through a rotating ellipse with respect to the Moon 

(Sun). We test the geometric model using 23-year gravity data from 22 superconducting 

gravimeter (SG) stations and compare it with the current model recommended by the IERS 

(International Earth Rotation System) conventions (2010), the average Root Mean Square (RMS) 

deviation of the gravity change yielded by the geometric model against observation is 6.47 µGal 

(equivalent to 2.07 cm), while that yielded by the current model is 30.77µGal (equivalent to 9.85 

cm). The geometric model represents a significant advance in understanding and predicting solid 

Earth tide, and will greatly contribute to many application fields such as geodesy, geophysics, 

astronomy, and oceanography. 
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1 Introduction 

Tides are typical manifestations of the Earth’s systems in response to the gravitational force of the 

Moon and Sun (Melchior 1983; Pugh 2014). The elastic response of solid Earth to the force is 

called body tide or solid Earth tide. Not like ocean tide that is rather spectacular, solid Earth tide 

is more difficult to observe due to the movement of the reference frame of the observer (Lau and 

Schindelegger 2023; Sutterley et al. 2017). Even so, the tidal signal of solid Earth can be captured 

with instruments such as horizontal pendulum, tide gauge, gravimeter, Very Long Baseline 

Interferometry (VLBI), Global Positioning System (GPS) (Khan and Tscherning 2001; Krásná et 

al. 2012; Milne 1910; Petrov and Ma 2003; Sutterley et al. 2017; Yuan et al. 2013), diamagnetic-

levitated micro-oscillator (Leng et al. 2024), and so on.   

A theoretical treatment of solid Earth tide commonly incorporates the expanded potential 

equations and given Earth model to resolve the dimensionless Love-Shida numbers (Lau and 

Schindelegger 2023; Love 1911; Melchior 1983; Shida 1912). The Love-Shida numbers represent 

the ratios between the observation under the forcing and the expectation in the equilibrium tide 

theory. The existing solid Earth tide theory has been developed into model (Defraigne et al. 1996; 

Dehant et al. 1999; Mathews et al. 1995) and highly recommended by the IERS (Gérard and Luzum 

2010). The tidal displacement computed by the current model is being widely utilized for the 

correction on the deflection of the vertical (DOV), satellite orbit, the Interferometric Synthetic 

Aperture Radar image, tectonic velocity, glacial isostatic adjustment, Global Seismographic 

Network, and vertical land motion at tide gauge (Bos et al. 2015; Davis and Berger 2007; 

Herrmann and Bucksch 2014; Montenbruck et al. 2002; Woodworth et al. 2017; Xu 2010; Xu and 

Sandwell 2020).The tidal displacement computed by the model is also subtracted from the 

measured sea surface height when ocean tide models are created (Fok 2013). Solid Earth tide may 

help reveal the Earth’s interior structure (Ito & Simons, 2011), the Earth’s response to ocean tide 

loading (Bos et al. 2015), and the correlation between Earthquake and tidal stress (Agnew 2007). 

Solid Earth tide computed has been the key for understanding sea level change and variability 

(Filmer et al. 2020; Wöppelmann and Marcos 2016), and has been fundamental for establishing 
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the International Celestial Reference Frame (ICRF) (Altamimi et al. 2002), the International 

Terrestrial Reference Frame (ITRF) (Ma et al. 1998), and Geopotential (Mathews et al. 2002).  

Since the time of Lord Kelvin, it has been believed that the yielding solid Earth due to the lunar 

(solar) gravitational force is a prolate ellipsoid, in which solid Earth is slightly elongated along the 

Earth-Moon (Sun) line and shortened around the parts remote from the elongation (Love 1909). 

Nevertheless, the ellipsoid’s geometry such as semi-major axis’s length, semi-minor axis’s length, 

and oblateness are unresolved. The existing solid Earth tide theory has been tested. Most of these 

studies (Baker and Bos 2003; Melchior 1994; Scherneck 1991) making comparison of theory and 

observation are limited to the gravimetric factor of specific tidal constituents(e.g., O1, M2, P1, and 

K1). A tidal constituent is a mathematical expression for the tidal force, and O1, P1 and K1 are the 

dominant diurnal constituents, while M2 is one of the semidiurnal constituents. The gravimetric 

factor is a ratio of the observation and expectation and itself is a linear combination of the Love-

Shida numbers (Krásná et al. 2012). Different from this routine, Goodkind (Goodkind 1996) 

constructed two theoretical tide time series plus the local barometric pressure time series to fit the 

gravimeter signal in order to determine three scalar parameters. Practically, the tidal displacement 

of a site is treated as a sum of the displacements of all tidal constituents, and the displacement of 

each constituent is computed through a cosine function that is incorporated by the amplitude factor, 

the amplitude, and the phase lag. The number of the tidal constituents selected for tidal 

displacement prediction often reaches tens or hundreds or more. From this side, a comparison of 

the gravimetric factor doesn’t relate to the tidal displacement, and consequently, the accuracy of 

tidal displacement predicted by the existing theory remains unclear. 

Superconducting gravimeter (SG) data provide the most accurate information about solid Earth 

tide (Voigt et al. 2016; Xu 2010). A detailed description of SGs and their measurements may refer 

to this book (Xu 2010). More than 40 SG stations are presently included in the network of 

International Geodynamics and Earth Tide Service (IGETS), and their time series cover more than 

25 years. The IGETS gravity data are globally available through open access (Boy et al. 2023; 

Voigt et al. 2016), and some of them have been used for creating local tide models using harmonic 

analysis (Hinderer et al. 2020; Xu et al. 2020; Xu et al. 2004), and their adaptability was well 

discussed (Sun et al. 2005). 
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2 Geometric Solid Earth Tide Model 

The Earth can be considered as a solid sphere with a thicker core, encompassed by a thinner layer 

of water and atmosphere (Fowler 1990). This approximation allows to neglect any material 

variations within the Earth and any discrepancies in radius, assuming it to be a symmetrical, 

rotating, elastic, homogeneous, and oceanless sphere. The Earth participates in two curved motions 

in the solar system: one is the Earth orbiting around the barycenter of the Earth-Moon system and 

the other is the Earth-Moon system orbiting around the Sun (Fig. 1(a)). A fuller description of the 

motions of the Earth, Moon, and Sun can be found in these works (Kopal 1969; Roy 1978). 

Mechanically, the two curved motions generate two centrifugal forces, f1 and f2, for solid Earth. 

Please note, the centrifugal force is inertia other than the real force. These two centrifugal forces 

f1 and f2 are counterbalanced by the gravitational force F1 from the Moon and gravitational force 

F2 from the Sun, respectively. It is these force balances that enable the Earth to steadily move 

around the barycenter of the Earth-Moon system and around the Sun. The Earth’s response to a 

combination of these opposing forces f1 (f2) and F1 (F2) slightly elongates the Earth’s body along 

the Earth-Moon (Sun) line and shortens the body midway (Fig. 1(b and c)). We assume that the 

deformation can be represented with a prolate ellipsoid whose major axis points to the Earth-Moon 

(Sun) line and center coincides with the center of the Earth.  
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Figure 1. Combined effect of opposing forces on solid Earth. (a) the Earth’s motions around 

the barycenter of the Earth-Moon system and around the Sun. (b and c) the resultant prolate 

ellipsoid due to a combination of the two opposing forces, i.e., centrifugal forces f1 (f2) and 

gravitational force F1 (F2). α and β are the lunar and solar angles of site P relative to the Earth’s 

center O, respectively. (d and e) the sections dissected from the prolate ellipsoid passing site P and 

the major axis AC (IK). Black circle denotes the original shape of section ABCD (IJKL). Me (Se) 

and Ms (Ss) denote the elongation and shortening in the prolate ellipsoid due to the Moon (Sun), 

respectively.  

 

As exhibited in Figure 1(b(c)), at the moment we use a section that passes a site and the prolate 

ellipsoid’s major axis to cut the ellipsoid’s body, the resultant intersection line at the ellipsoid’s 

surface would be an ellipse. As the Earth spins around its axis, the site is entrained to move. The 
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relative positions between the site, the Earth’s center, and the Moon are timely varying. After a 

period of time, we use a section that passes the site and the prolate ellipsoid’s major axis to cut the 

ellipsoid’s body again, the resultant intersection line at the ellipsoid’s surface would be another 

ellipse. We find, at any time the resultant intersection line at the ellipsoid’s surface due to the 

cutting would be an ellipse. Consequently, the distance of the site from the Earth’s center can be 

expressed through a geometry of the ellipse (Fig. 1(d and e)). Taking into account the co-existence 

of the two prolate ellipsoids due to the Moon and Sun, the combined vertical displacement of site 

P relative to the Earth’s center can be written as H=Hm+Hs, where 

                  
𝐻𝑚 = √(𝑅 +𝑀𝑒)2cos2α + (𝑅 −𝑀𝑠)2sin2α − 𝑅

𝐻𝑠 = √(𝑅 + 𝑆𝑒)2cos2β + (𝑅 − 𝑆𝑠)2sin2β − 𝑅
                (1) 

Where Hm (Hs) is the vertical displacement of a site relative to the Earth’s center in the prolate 

ellipsoid due to the Moon (Sun). R is the mean radius of solid Earth, Me (Se) and Ms (Ss) are the 

elongation and shortening in the prolate ellipsoid due to the Moon (Sun), respectively. (R+Me) and 

(R-Ms) are the semi-major axis’s length and semi-minor axis’s length of the ellipsoid due to the 

Moon, whereas (R+Se) and (R-Ss) are the semi-major axis’s length and semi-minor axis’s length 

of the ellipsoid due the Sun.  and  are the lunar and solar angles of site P relative to the Earth’s 

center, and they can be calculated through a standard formula in spherical trigonometry (Smart 

1940): cos=sinsinm+coscosmcosCmm, cos=sinsins+coscosmcosCms. Where , m, s, 

Cmm, and Cms are the geographic latitude of site P, the declination of the Moon, the declination of 

the Sun, the hour angle of site P with respect to the Moon, and the hour angle of site P with respect 

to the Sun, respectively.  

Me (Se) and Ms (Ss) can be developed into Me=KmePmcos2δm (Se=KsePscos2δs) and Ms=KmsPmcos2δm 

(Ss=KssPscos2δs), where Pm=Dme
2/Dm

2 (Ps=Dse
2/Ds

2) is a distance factor that relates to the Earth 

and Moon (Sun), Dme (Dse) is the mean distance between the Earth and Moon (Sun), Dm (Ds) is the 

temporary distance between the Earth and Moon (Sun). Kme (Kse) and Kms (Kss) are undetermined 

parameters of elongation and shortening in the prolate ellipsoid due to the Moon (Sun), cos2δm 

(cos2δs) denotes a latitude factor that relates to the position of the Moon (Sun).  

Equation (1) indicates that, if the vertical displacement of a site is measured, we may use the 

measured data as input and take a least-squares fitting to resolve the undetermined parameters Kme 

(Kse) and Kms (Kss). Furthermore, the elongation Me (Se) and the shortening Ms (Ss) in the prolate 

ellipsoids can be determined with these known parameters and ephemeris data.  
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The vertical displacement of a site can be measured by GPS whose positioning precision has 

presently reached a millimeter level with a static solution (Xu 2010). But if a dynamic solution is 

applied, the precision will be only in one centimetre level (Xu 2007), which is not good for 

resolving these parameters. Instead, the vertical displacement corresponds to gravity change, and 

gravity change has been widely measured by SGs whose precision is less than 0.05μGal, and 

therefore, the gravity change data are ideal for resolving these parameters. The measured gravity 

change as a whole include the effects caused by solid Earth tide, atmosphere pressure, pole motion, 

ocean tide loading, and so on (Xu 2010). This means that the gravity change caused by solid Earth 

tide is only suitable for the solution of our model. Here, we select time series of four SG stations 

(Canberra, Bad Homburg, Apache Point, and Sutherland) from IGETS (Voigt et al. 2016), and 

these stations are located in Australia, Europe, America, and Africa, respectively. The gravity data 

in IGETs are recorded with three levels: the level 1 are raw without any correction, the level 2 are 

corrected for instrumental perturbations, and the level 3 are those after particular geophysical 

corrects had been separated into solid Earth tide, atmosphere load, rotation, drift, ocean tide 

loading, residuals, and so on (Voigt et al. 2016). This separation allows us to directly utilize the 

gravity change caused by solid Earth tide. The time covering of the selected time series is from 

August 1, 2014, to December 30, 2014. The latitude and longitude of these stations are listed in 

Table 1. As the unit of gravity change differs from that of vertical displacement, a transformation 

between two kinds of data was considered. The transformation from vertical displacement to 

gravity change can be approximately expressed as  

Δ𝑔 = (1/(𝐻 + 𝑅)2 − 1/𝑅2)𝐺𝑀𝑒                        (2) 

where H and Δg are vertical displacement and its resultant gravity change, respectively. G, Me, R 

are the gravitational constant, mass of the Earth, and the mean distance of a SG station from the 

Earth’s center, respectively. We here assume that the mean distance is equal to the Earth’s mean 

radius. G = 6.67×10-11m1 s-2, Me =5.97×1024 kg (Luzum et al. 2011), and R = 6371 km (Lide 2000).   

In the equation (2), we use the Earth’s mean radius to replace the mean distance of a SG station 

from the Earth’s center, but the mean distance is not equal to the Earth’s mean radius, this 

replacement deserves a discussion. When R = 6356 km (if the SG station’s mean distance is equal 

to the pole radius) or R = 6378 km (if the SG station’s mean distance is equal to the equator radius), 

for a vertical displacement H=0.6 m, the equation (2) can result in a gravity change error of -1.31 

µGal or 0.61 µGal relative to the vertical displacement computed with the Earth’s mean distance 
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R = 6371 km. Most of the SG stations in the network of IGETS have gravity change of greater 

than 100 µGal, the gravity change error computed through the equation above is on one microgal 

level and therefore can be neglected. 

Ephemeris data, including the declination of the Moon (Sun) and the average and temporary 

distance of the Moon (Sun) from Earth, were obtained from NASA JPL horizons system. The fitted 

results for Kme, Kms, Kse, and Kss are 41.33 cm, 21.41 cm, 15.93 cm, and 13.03 cm, respectively. 

Taking into account the varying inclination of the Moon (Sun) and the temporary distance between 

the Earth and Moon (Sun), we estimate that during a period of time (from 1990 to 2030), the 

elongation Me (Se) and shortening Ms (Ss) of solid Earth due to the Moon (Sun) range from 49.75 

cm to 29.77 cm (16.09 cm to 12.98 cm) and from 25.77 cm to 15.42 cm (13.16 cm to 10.62 cm), 

respectively. The variations of Me, Ms, Se, and Ss are typically compared in Fig. 2. Given the Earth’s 

mean radius R=6371000.00 m, the semi-major axis’s length and semi-minor axis’s length in the 

ellipsoid due to the Moon vary from 6371000.50 m to 6371000.30 m and from 6370999.85 m to 

6370999.74 m, and the semi-major axis’s length and semi-minor axis’s length in the ellipsoid due 

to the Sun vary from 6371000.16 m to 6371000.13 m and from 6370999.89 m to 6370999.87 m. 

The oblateness of an ellipsoid is written as f=(a-c)/c, where f, a, and c are the oblateness of the 

ellipsoid, the semi-major axis’s length, and the semi-minor axis’s length, respectively. As a result, 

the oblateness for the ellipsoid due to the Moon (Sun) ranges from 7.09*10-8 (3.71*10-8) to 

11.85*10-8 (4.59*10-8).  
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Figure 2. Variations of the elongation Me (Se) and shortening Ms (Ss) of solid Earth from 1990 

to 2010. Me (Se) and Ms (Ss) are calculated through Me=KmePmcos2δm (Se=KsePscos2δs) and 

Ms=KmsPmcos2δm (Ss=KssPscos2δs), and Pm and Ps are the distance factors that relates to the Earth 

and Moon (Sun), Dme (Dse) are the mean distance between the Earth and Moon (Sun), Dm(Ds) is 

the temporary distance between the Earth and Moon (Sun).  

 

Taking the equation (1) and ephemeris data, one may compute the tidal displacement of any site 

on the Earth’s surface at any time. Gravity data of 22 SG stations from IGETS are used to test the 

geometric model. Similarly, the gravity change caused by solid Earth tide are selected from the 

level 3 of the IGETs. These stations are located around the world, ensuring their representativeness 

within the network. The selected time series of each of these stations have a continuous coverage 

of 6 months, and the total covering of the selected data spans from January 1998 to June 2021. To 

examine the strength of the geometric model, we compare it with the current solid Earth tide model 

recommended by the IERS conventions (2010). The current model has been 

developed/incorporated into some softwares such as Solid (Milbert 2018), pyTMD (Sutterley et al. 

2017), and Etideload (Zhang et al. 2021). Solid is an implementation of the solid earth tide 

computation documented in the IERS Conventions (2003). The solid Earth tide computation 

incorporated in pyTMD is based on the IERS conventions (2010). Since the solid Earth tide 

computation documented in the IERS conventions (2003) is identical to that documented in the 

IERS conventions (2010), the solid Earth tide computed by Solid is equivalent to that computed 
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by pyTMD. The solid Earth tide computation incorporated in Etideload is mostly based on the 

IERS conventions (2010), but the effect of planets on Earth tide is included. Hence, we select Solid 

and pyTMD as representative of the current model. The solid Earth tide computed by the current 

model is displacement, too. For a convenience in comparison, we use the equation (2) to transform 

the vertical displacement computed by the geometric model and the current model into gravity 

change.  

The RMS deviation for a SG station can be written as follows 

𝑅𝑀𝑆 = √∑ (𝑔𝑚(𝑖) −
𝑚
𝑖 𝑔𝑜(𝑖))

2 𝑚⁄                        (3) 

where gm(i) represents the gravity change computed by the geometric model or the current model 

(Solid (pyTMD) and Etideload), go(i) represents the observed gravity change at the SG station, 

and m is the total number of observations used in the analysis. The detailed information of the 

selected time series of these stations and the RMS deviation of various models are listed in Table 

1.  

Table 1. Time series of 22 SG stations and the RMS deviation of various models against 

observation 

SG Station Latitude Longitude Time Span 

RMS  (µGal) 

Etideload 
Solid 

(pyTMD) 
Geometric Model 

Vienna 48.25o 16.36o 19980101-19980630 27.82 27.97 4.92 

Wuhan 30.52o 114.49o 19980101-19980630 31 31.48 5.53 

Apache Point 32.78o 254.18o 20160101-20160630 29.98 30.55 5.3 

Conrad 47.93o 15.86o 20160101-20160630 27.09 27.68 4.84 

Lhasa 29.65o 91.04o 20160101-20160630 30.79 31.26 5.2 

Lijiang 26.90o 100.23o 20160101-20160630 31.96 32.35 5.5 

La Plata -34.87o 301.86o 20180101-20180630 27.21 27.77 5.02 

Medicina 44.52o 11.65o 20180101-20180630 30.94 31.56 6.4 

Rochefort 50.16o 5.23o 20180101-20180630 28.6 29.19 5.65 

Schiltach 48.33o 8.33o 20180101-20180630 28.51 29.05 5.52 

Aubure 48.22o 7.20o 20210101-20210630 28.46 29.03 5.54 

Bad Homburg 50.23o 8.61o 20210101-20210630 30.48 31.49 7.34 

Canberra -35.32o 149.01o 20210101-20210630 31.69 32.55 8.65 

https://doi.org/10.5880/igets.mc.l1.001
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Cantley 45.59o 284.19o 20210101-20210630 30.95 32.07 8.08 

Helgoland 54.18o 7.89o 20210101-20210630 29.98 30.83 6.18 

Larzac 43.97o 3.22o 20210101-20210630 30.33 31.38 7.63 

Onsala 57.39o 11.93o 20210101-20210630 31.61 32.32 6.25 

Pecny 49.91o 14.79o 20210101-20210630 30.57 31.54 7.14 

Rustrel 43.94o 5.48o 20210101-20210630 30.44 31.49 7.66 

Strasbourg 48.62o 7.68o 20210101-20210630 30.45 31.45 7.26 

Sutherland -32.38o 20.81o 20210101-20210630 32.03 32.88 9.09 

Yebes 40.52o 356.91o 20210101-20210630 30.05 31.11 7.72 

Mean 30.04 30.77 6.47 

 

We find that the geometric model is significantly superior to the existing models, the average RMS 

deviation of the gravity change computed by the geometric model against observation across the 

22 SG stations is 6.47 µGal, the average RMS of the gravity change computed by Solid (pyTMD) 

is 30.77 µGal, while the average RMS of the gravity change computed by Etideload is 30.04 µGal. 

One microgal of gravity change is equivalent to about 3.2 mm of relative height change (Ito et al., 

2009), these RMS deviations of gravity change thereby correspond to height change of 2.07 cm, 

9.85 cm, and 9.61 cm, respectively. The comparison is typically displayed with four SG stations 

(Vienna, Aubure, Apache Point, and La Plata) (Fig. 3), showing that the gravity change computed 

by the geometric model is more consistent with observed data than the existing models. The gravity 

change computed by the current model is overwhelmingly less than the observed gravity change, 

and at the time of high tide, the difference between the two may rise up to 70 µGal (equivalent to 

about 22 cm).  
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Figure 3. Gravity change comparison between various models. (a) Gravity change computed 

by the models at four SG stations. (b) Gravity change difference between the models and 

observation. 

 

We show that from 1990 to 2030, the averaged Me is about 2.7 times of the average Se, and the 

averaged Ms is about 1.7 times of the average Ss. These ratios determine solid Earth to be 

dominantly elongated along the Earth-Moon line and shortened around the parts remote from the 

elongation. This geometry of deformation requires, if a site enters the elongation, it will experience 

a fall in gravity, and if the site enters the shortening, it will experience an increase in gravity. To 

examine this expectation, we construct a correlation between lunar angle and gravity variation for 

20 SG stations (Fig. 4). Results uniformly indicate a decline in gravity during lunar angles of 0°-
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45° and 135°- 180°, while an increase in gravity during lunar phases of 45°-135°, supporting the 

existence of the elongated solid Earth. 

 

Figure 4. Gravity change out to lunar angle. Gravity data of 20 SG stations are selected from 

IGETs (Voigt et al. 2016). Lunar angle is the angle of the SG station and the Moon relative to the 

Earth’s center. 

3 Discussion 

Essentially, the current model uses the tidal force (potential) and the response of solid Earth to it 

(i.e., the Love-Shida numbers) to resolve the tidal displacement. Due to the spatial variation of the 

tidal force, and due to the complexity of the Earth’s structure and the materials within it, a precise 

understanding of the response is hard to reach. Moreover, the Love-Shida numbers are only 

constrained by limited observations, this cannot guarantee their adaptability for a global scale. 

Hence, the current model would be difficult to realize a high accuracy of tidal displacement 

prediction. This issue may find reference from astronomy. The Copernicus’s heliocentric model 
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presented that the planets are revolving around the Sun, not the other way around. However, the 

details of these movements, such as their distance from the Sun and orbital speed, remained unclear 

until the birth of Kepler’s model of elliptical orbit. Although the elliptical orbit is a manifestation 

of the gravitation force, it is difficult to use the force and the response of planet to it to resolve the 

movement of planet because the response is rather complicated. 

The low accuracy of the current model has imposed challenge on its application. It is reported that 

the best ocean tide models available today have the accuracy of a few centimeters in open ocean 

(Stammer et al. 2014). In creating these models, the solid Earth tide computed by the current model 

is firstly subtracted from the measured sea surface height so as to obtain the observed ocean tide. 

The observed ocean tide is obtained through an expression as ∆h=hss-hv-hm, where hss, hv, and hm 

represent the measured sea surface height, solid Earth tide computed by the current model, and 

mean sea surface, respectively (Fok 2013). Hence, the observed ocean tide obtained through the 

expression is overestimated by 9.0 cm due to the inadequacy of the current model. Further, the 

observed ocean tide is used to resolve the parameters of tidal constituents, with these known 

parameters, the ocean tide model is eventually built and used to make prediction. Our 

demonstration of ocean tide model reveals that the accuracy of a few centimeters for the best ocean 

tide models cannot be realistic. NOAA Climate.gov recently reported that the rate of global sea 

level rise has increased from 1.4 mm per year throughout most of the twentieth century to 3.6 mm 

per year from 2006–2015. The sea level rise is determined through tide gauge and satellites that 

relate to vertical land motion, and the vertical land motion is corrected by the solid Earth tide 

computed by the current model. For accurate determination of sea level change, vertical land 

motion is required to have standard errors that are 1 order of magnitude lower than the 

contemporary climate signals of 1 to 3 mm/yr observed on average in sea level records from tide 

gauges or satellites (Wöppelmann and Marcos 2016). Inadequate correction of solid Earth tide on 

vertical land motion may flood a vertical land motion of a few millimeters per year. It is no doubt, 

the low accuracy of the current model may discount any of precise ground- and spatial-based 

measurements. These results suggest that the various fields which have utilized the current model 

need to be reevaluated.  
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4 Conclusions 

The yielding Earth due to the lunar (solar) gravitational force is long thought to be a prolate 

ellipsoid, in which solid Earth is slightly elongated along the Earth-Moon (Sun) line and shortened 

around the parts remote from the elongation. Yet, the ellipsoid’s geometry such as semi-major 

axis’s length, semi-minor axis’s length, and oblateness remains unresolved. Additionally, the tidal 

displacement of solid Earth is conventionally resolved through a combination of expanded 

potential equations and given Earth model. In this study, we represent a geometric model in which 

both the geometry of ellipsoid and the tidal displacement of solid Earth can be resolved through a 

rotating ellipse with respect to the Moon (Sun). We find that during a period of time (from 1990 

to 2030), the ellipsoid’s oblateness due to the lunar (solar) gravitational force varies from 7.09*10-

8 (3.71*10-8) to 11.85*10-8 (4.59*10-8). We test the geometric model using 23-year gravity data 

from 22 superconducting gravimeter (SG) stations and compare it with the current model 

recommended by the IERS (International Earth Rotation System) conventions (2010), the average 

Root Mean Square (RMS) deviation of the gravity change yielded by the geometric model against 

observation is 6.47 µGal (equivalent to 2.07 cm), while that yielded by the current model is 

30.77µGal (equivalent to 9.85 cm). The geometric model represents a significant advance in 

understanding and predicting solid Earth tide, and will greatly contribute to many application fields 

such as geodesy, geophysics, astronomy, and oceanography. 
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