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Time-varying gravity field survey is one of the important methods for seismic risk assessment. To obtain accurate time-
varying gravity data, it is essential to establish a gravity reference, which can be achieved using absolute gravimeters.
Atom gravimeters, as a recently emerging type of absolute gravimeter, have not yet been practically validated for their
reliability in mobile gravity surveys. To study and evaluate the operational status and performance metrics of the A-Grav
atom gravimeter under complex field conditions, the University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei National
Laboratory, and the Anhui Earthquake Agency conducted a joint observation experiment using an atom gravimeter (A-
Grav) and relative gravimeters (CG-6) within the North China Seismic Gravity Monitoring Network. The experiment
yielded the following results: 1) The standard deviations for mobile observations of the atom gravimeter is 2.1 µGal; 2)
The mean differences in point values and segment differences between the atom gravimeter and the relative gravimeter
at the same locations is 5.8± 17.1 µGal and 4.4± 11.0 µGal, respectively, with point value differences of less than
2.0 µGal compared to the FG5X absolute gravimeter at the same location; 3) The results of hybrid gravity adjustment
based on absolute gravity control and the point value precision at each measurement point, with an average point value
precision of 3.6 µGal. The results indicate that the A-Grav atom gravimeter has observation accuracy and precision
comparable to the FG5X absolute gravimeter, demonstrating good stability and reliability in field mobile measurements,
and can meet the requirements for seismic gravity monitoring. This work provides a technical reference for the practical
application of atom gravimeters in control measurements and time-varying gravity monitoring for earthquakes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Seismic gravity measurement is a crucial method for earth-
quake monitoring and research1–3. Its primary task is to moni-
tor the Non-terrestrial interior changes in the gravity field over
time in tectonically active regions, and to study the tempo-
ral, spatial, and intensity variations of the gravity field dur-
ing the processes of earthquake preparation, occurrence, and
adjustment, as well as their underlying causes. To this end,
China has gradually established a seismic gravity monitor-
ing network covering the entire mainland, consisting of 105
absolute gravity points, 4,000 relative gravity points, and 86
continuous gravity stations2. Currently, a hybrid gravity mea-
surement model combining absolute gravity observations and
relative gravity surveys4 is employed to conduct repeated ob-
servations of the seismic gravity monitoring network. This
methodology enables precise detection of gravitational field
variations, thereby providing critical support for seismic haz-

ard assessment (including earthquake monitoring and predic-
tion), geophysical research, and the safeguarding of national
infrastructure systems. Significant achievements have been
made in this field1,5–13.

High-precision absolute gravity observations play a signif-
icant role in monitoring changes in the gravity field:

1) Conducting quasi-synchronous absolute gravity observa-
tions and relative gravity surveys provides a control bench-
mark for relative gravity data, enabling the acquisition of
reliable time-varying gravity field information. This serves
as a foundation for research on earthquake and disaster
prediction1.

2) Long-term absolute gravity observations provide pre-
cise data for studying earthquakes and crustal deformation
processes14–19.

During the past years, the absolute gravimeters used for
seismic gravity measurements in China are the FG5 and A10
models, both developed and produced by the Micro-g LaCoste
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from U.S., the nominal accuracy is 2.0 µGal and 10.0 µGal,
respectively. The FG5X is the latest model deriving from the
FG5 series. However, given the annual observation tasks in-
volving thousands of points in the seismic gravity monitor-
ing network, the limited number of available absolute grav-
ity instruments hinders the full utilization of data from mo-
bile ground gravity surveys and continuous gravity station
measurements3. Additionally, due to mechanical wear in tra-
ditional laser interferometers, their design life is limited, and
instrument maintenance poses significant challenges20.

In recent years, absolute gravimeters(AG) based on cold
atom interferometry have rapidly developed. Their measure-
ment sensitivity and accuracy21,22 are comparable to those
of the classical optical interferometry absolute gravimeter
FG5X. Complementing its high-performance capabilities, the
AG has unique advantages such as faster measurement speeds,
the ability to achieve long-term continuous measurements,
no mechanical wear, and low maintenance costs22–26. Given
these characteristics, atom gravimeters are an attractive option
for mobile absolute gravity measurements, provided they can
be made compact and portable. However, there is a lack of re-
ports that have quantitatively evaluated the accuracy of atom
gravimeter in real field environments. If AG is to be truly
useful in mobile absolute gravity measurement scenarios, its
mobile gravity surveys reliability must be verified.

This work based on the North China Seismic Gravity Mon-
itoring Network, designed and conducted relevant experi-
ments. To verify the stability and observation accuracy of
the A-Grav atom gravimeter in mobile environments, a hy-
brid gravity observation experiment was conducted in the field
in conjunction with a relative gravimeter (CG-6), covering
large spatial scales and significant gravity gradients. The re-
sults showed that the A-Grav atom gravimeter also exhibits
good stability in such environments, with observation accu-
racy meeting the requirements for seismic gravity monitor-
ing. Following the initial experiment, the Nanjing site was
re-measured with an FG5X absolute gravimeter to fulfill the
requirements of the Chinese Crustal Movement Observation
Network measurement campaign. Capitalizing on this oppor-
tunity, a direct comparative analysis between the USTC-AG12
and FG5X instruments was conducted. The results revealed
a discrepancy of less than 2.0 µGal between the two instru-
ments at the Nanjing site, thereby demonstrating the reliability
of AG-based gravity measurements.

This experimental study demonstrates that atom gravime-
ters significantly outperform conventional campaign-based
gravity surveys by establishing a denser network of absolute
gravity reference stations, thereby improving measurement
traceability. The findings establish a methodological frame-
work for deploying AG in both static absolute gravity control
networks and dynamic seismic gravity monitoring systems,
offering pivotal insights to accelerate the technological mat-
uration and field operationalization of quantum sensor-based
gravimetry.

II. GRAVITY SURVEY

A. Overview of the Experiment

This work based on the North China Seismic Gravity Moni-
toring Network, designed and conducted a experiment to eval-
uate the performance of the A-Grav atom gravimeter under
field conditions.

To further evaluate the stability, observation accuracy, and
measurement precision of the A-Grav atom gravimeter in mo-
bile field environments, a hybrid gravity observation exper-
iment combining absolute gravity observations with relative
gravity surveys and vertical gradient measurements was de-
signed. This experiment was carried out in two phases.

The first phase of observations took place from September
30, 2022, to November 22, 2022, at three measurement points
along the Jinzhai-Liyang seismic gravity line: Jinzhai, An-
qing, and Jingxian. Quasi-synchronous absolute gravity ob-
servations, relative gravity surveys, and vertical gradient mea-
surements were conducted at these points. After the observa-
tions, the noise components of the A-Grav atom gravimeter
were optimized to improve its performance.

The second phase of observations was conducted from
April 16, 2023, to April 23, 2023, at five gravity points:
Huangshan, Hefei, Bengbu, Nanjing, and Huaibei. Simulta-
neous absolute gravity observations, relative gravity surveys,
and vertical gradient measurements were carried out at these
locations.

The equipment used in these experiments included one
A-Grav atom gravimeter22 and two CG-6(241/245) relative
gravimeters. Key instrument parameters are listed in Table I,
and the distribution of measurement points and lines is shown
in Figure 1.

FIG. 1: Gravity stations and lines of joint gravity survey ex-
periment. The red points in the figure denote the survey sta-
tions from Phase I of the experiment, the blue points represent
measurement locations surveyed in Phase II, and the black
points form the Jinzhai-Liyang gravimetric profile.
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TABLE I: Nominal performance parameters of gravimeters

Model Sensor Type Range (mGal) Resolution (µGal) Absolute Zero Drift (µGal·d−1) Standard Deviation (µGal)

CG-6 Quartz Spring 8000 0.1 <200 5

A-Grav Cold Atom Global 1 µGal / <5

B. Experimental Observations

1. Relative Gravity Survey

The relative gravity survey was conducted using two CG-
6(241/245) relative gravimeters in a synchronized manner.
The survey employed a round-trip symmetric tandem obser-
vation mode, following the pattern A→B→A, to ensure high
precision in the relative gravity measurements. Each survey
line was closed within the shortest possible time on the same
day to minimize errors caused by temporal variations in the
gravity field.

The scale factor of an instrument is one of the critical
factors affecting the accuracy of relative gravity measure-
ments, directly influencing the accuracy of gravity difference
measurements27. To avoid introducing additional systematic
errors due to the time-varying characteristics of the instrument
scale factor28 and to ensure the accuracy and reliability of the
observation results, the two CG-6(241/245) relative gravime-
ters were calibrated before each phase of the experimental ob-
servations. The calibration results for both phases are shown
in AppendixA 1 Table VII, with calibration accuracy better
than 5×10−5.

The vertical gravity gradient near the surface of the Earth is
around 300 µGal/m, there are significant differences in grav-
ity values at different heights, therefore, a relative gravimeter
is needed to make precise measurements and provide a gra-
dient reference for the absolute value obtained by the atom
gravimeter. The vertical gravity gradient observation method
and results are presented in AppendixA 2 and Table VIII. Dur-
ing this gravity surveys, the precision of the vertical gravity
gradient segment differences was better than ±5.0 µGal, and
the precision of the vertical gravity gradients was better than
±0.025 µGal · cm−1.

The measurement results for the 8 survey points using the
relative gravimeter are shown in the tableII.

2. Absolute Gravity Survey

During the hybrid gravity surveys, the absolute gravity
measurements were performed synchronously with vertical
gradient measurements and relative gravity surveys. After
completing the vertical gradient measurements and relative
gravity surveys at each measurement point, the atom absolute
gravimeter was set up at the same location to conduct absolute
gravity measurements.

Taking Nanjing as an example, there is a raw gravity data in
figure2 obtained by USTC-AG12. The red curve is the Earth
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FIG. 2: Raw gravity data from Nanjing point during the
phase II. The black points represent gravity values measured

at Nanjing station, whose fluctuations demonstrate
tidal-induced gravitational variations, while the red curve

shows theoretical values calculated using the Earth solid tide
model. Each black data point was acquired at approximately

6-second intervals. The gravity residuals are obtained by
subtracting the theoretical values from the measured gravity

values.

solid tide model, which is calculate by T so f t software. The
black points are the raw gravity value(all the values have been
subtracted by their mean) measured by our atom gravime-
ter, and the residuals is subtracting the Earth solid tide, air-
pressure and polar motion effect from the measured gravity.
Similarly, the measurements at all other points in both phases
of the experiment were processed using the same methodol-
ogy. The observation duration ranging from 2.5 hours to 25.5
hours at each point with the sampling rate of 6 seconds.

The measurement data from the atom gravimeter is
recorded every 30 minutes, with the average of the valid ab-
solute gravity data for that period serving as the observation
value for that group. The observed values, tidal theoretical
model values, and residual sequence distributions for each
measurement point are presented, as shown in Figure 3. We
use the standard deviation of the residual sequence, averaged
over 30 minutes, as the criterion for assessing the validity of
the data. A standard deviation of less than 5.0 µGal is consid-
ered acceptable, the standard deviation results for all 8 points
meet the requirements.

At each location, Atom gravimeter needs to calibrate the
systematic errors29,30 related to the location, primarily the cal-
ibration of the tilt and the Coriolis force effect. In addition,
the influence of the vertical gravity gradient should also be
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TABLE II: Phase I and II experiments result of relative gravity measurement.

Survey Segment Observation Date (y-m-d) CG-6#241(mGal) CG-6#245(mGal) Mean Difference(mGal) Mutual Difference Precision (µGal) Remarks

Jinzhai-Jinzhai 2022-11-15 0.2981 0.3027 0.3004 2.3

Anqing-Anqing 2022-11-16 5.8793 5.8836 5.8815 2.2 Phase I observation

Jingxian-Jingxian 2022-11-19 0.2172 0.2096 0.2134 3.8

Huangshan-Hefei 2023-4-17 197.8910 197.8900 197.8905 0.5

Hefei-Bengbu 2023-4-18 76.3070 76.3038 76.3054 1.6 Phase II

Nanjing-Bengbu 2023-4-19 35.8415 35.8469 35.8442 2.7 observation

Bengbu-Huaibei 2023-4-20 81.2340 81.2310 81.2325 1.5

considered. According to the vertical gradient results in Ta-
ble VIII, the absolute gravity observation values at each mea-
surement point are reduced to the height of the sensor of the
relative gravity measurement instrument. Then, the reference
datum is uniformly subtracted. Finally, the absolute gravity
observation results at 8 measurement points are obtained, as
shown in Table III.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

Gravity adjustment constitutes a cornerstone data process-
ing methodology in geophysics and geodesy, primarily em-
ployed to perform systematic corrections on gravity measure-
ment datasets31. This procedure serves three principal pur-
poses: mitigating observational inaccuracies, enhancing data
precision, and constructing a unified gravitational field model.
At its core, this technique seeks to integrate discrete gravity
observations into an internally consistent and coherent system
with minimized residual errors through the application of so-
phisticated mathematical techniques. The indirect adjustment
model was employed to process the hybrid gravity observa-
tion data. This model uses the segment difference between
two adjacent stations as the adjustment element. The basic
observation equations are:

vi j = gi −g j −∆gi j

vai = gai −gai
(1)

where gi, g j, and ∆gi j are the gravity estimates at points i
and j and the segment difference after various corrections, re-
spectively. vi j is the adjustment element. gai and vai are the
estimate and residual of the absolute gravity observation gai
at point i. The gravity values at the observation points can be
solved according to the least squares criterion. This work uses
a weak baseline adjustment based on the above model, em-
ploying relative gravity surveys controlled by absolute gravity.
The absolute gravity observations are weighted with a preci-
sion of 5×10−8 m ·s−2, and the weights of the relative gravity
survey data are determined iteratively during the calculation
process.

Using the observation results of the absolute gravity points
in Table III as the control benchmark, combined with the syn-
chronous relative gravity survey data in Table II, the differ-
ences and precisions between the adjusted gravity values and

the observed gravity values at the Jinzhai, Anqing, and Jingx-
ian points were obtained based on the above indirect adjust-
ment model, as shown in Table IV. The adjustment results for
the four survey segments of Huangshan-Hefei, Hefei-Bengbu,
Nanjing-Bengbu, and Bengbu-Huaibei are shown in Table V.

Based on Table III, for Phase I observations, the maximum
and minimum intergroup standard deviations were 3.5 µGal
and 2.3 µGal, respectively, with a mean of 2.7 µGal. For
Phase II observations, the maximum and minimum intergroup
standard deviations were 2.1 µGal and 1.3 µGal, respectively,
with a mean of 1.8 µGal. Both phases of observations were
better than 5.0 µGal. Compared to Phase I, the intergroup
standard deviation in Phase II significantly decreased by 30%,
approximately 1.0 µGal. As shown in Figure 3, although the
observation periods and duration of the A-Grav atom gravime-
ter varied at different measurement points, with the longest
observation duration being 25.5 hours and the shortest being
2.5 hours, the observed values from the A-Grav atom gravime-
ter showed excellent consistency with the tidal values calcu-
lated by the tidal model during the observation period. The A-
Grav atom gravimeter demonstrated good stability and adapt-
ability in field mobile observations, with intergroup standard
deviations better than 5.0 µGal. It was able to accurately ex-
tract and identify tidal variation signals, and its performance
has been further improved through technical iterations.

Table IV shows the distribution of the differences between
the adjusted gravity values at the measurement points in
Jinzhai, Anqing, and Jingxian and the observed gravity val-
ues from the A-Grav atom gravimeter. The differences are the
largest at the Jinzhai point, followed by the Jingxian point,
and the smallest at the Anqing point, which are 16.7 µGal,
14.6 µGal, and −13.9 µGal respectively, with an average
value of (5.8±17.1) µGal. The point precision at the Jinzhai
point is the highest, which is 7.6 µGal, followed by the Jingx-
ian point with 10.0 µGal, and the Anqing point has the largest
value of 11.5 µGal, and the average point precision values is
9.7 µGal. The difference in gravity values between the same
points is less than 20 µGal, the measurements comply with
the accuracy and precision specifications required for mobile
gravity surveys.

As evidenced in Table V, for the CG-6(241/245) in-
struments, the maximum self-deviations are 4.0 µGal and
17.0 µGal, the average self-deviations are 2.0 µGal and
10.5 µGal, and the mutual differences are better than
5.0 µGal. Meanwhile, the average point precision at the
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FIG. 3: Distribution of absolute gravity observation and theoretical tidal model, gravity residuals in phase I and phase II
experiments. (a), (b), and (c) represent the observation points of Jinzhai, Anqing, and Jingxian respectively from a single phase

of observation; (d), (e), (f), (g), and (h) represent the observation points of Hefei, Huangshan, Bengbu, Nanjing, and Huaibei
respectively from the second phase of observation.

measurement points is 3.6 µGal during the phase II, which
is better than 5.0 µGal, meeting the precision requirements
for seismic gravity observations. The calibration factors
of CG-6(241/245) obtained from the adjusted calculation
are 1.000776 ± 0.000034 and 1.000836 ± 0.000034, which

are slightly different from the calibration factors of CG-
6(241/245) in Table VII, which are 1.000751±0.000044 and
1.000798± 0.000044. The difference amplitudes are 2.5×
10−5 and 3.8×10−5, which are less than 5.0×10−5. The cal-
ibration factor of the instrument directly affects the accuracy
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TABLE III: Results of Phase I and II Experiments of Absolute Gravity Measurement

Point Name Observation Time Number of Observation Groups Gravity Value at sensor height(mGal) Standard Deviation between Groups(µGal) Weather Remarks

Jinzhai 2022 - 10 - 01/10 - 01 00:00 - 24:00 46 95.95384 3.5 Sunny

Phase I ObservationAnqing 2022 - 11 - 17/11 - 18 19:00 - 08:00 25 53.58448 2.4 Light Rain

Jingxian 2022 - 11 - 21/11 - 22 20:00 - 07:00 21 50.39148 2.3 Light Rain

Hefei 2023 - 04 - 16/04 - 17 16:40 - 09:00 32 144.03380 1.3 Sunny

Huangshan 2023 - 04 - 18/04 - 18 01:00 - 09:00 15 -53.85640 1.9 Sunny

Phase II Observation
Bengbu 2023 - 04 - 19/04 - 19 01:30 - 05:30 8 220.33270 1.6 Sunny

Nanjing 2023 - 04 - 20/04 - 21 12:00 - 11:00 45 184.48340 1.9 Sunny

Huaibei 2023 - 04 - 22/04 - 23 22:00 - 24:00 51 301.58470 2.1 Sunny

TABLE IV: The difference between the adjusted gravity value and the observed value at the measurement stations of Jinzhai,
Anqing, and Jingxian in phase I experiment.

Station Name Observation Date (y-m-d) Adjusted Gravity Value (mGal) Point Precision (µGal) Adjusted Value Minus Observed Value (µGal) Mean Difference and Precision (µGal)

Jinzhai 2022-7-14 95.9705 7.6 16.7

Anqing 2022-7-14 53.5706 11.5 -13.9 5.8±17.1

Jingxian 2022-8-5 50.4061 10.0 14.6

TABLE V: Overall Adjustment Results of Gravity Data from the Phase II Experiment

Measurement Segment CG - 6#241 CG - 6#245 Mean Segment Difference Scale Value and Its Precision

Segment Difference (mGal) Self - difference (µGal) Segment Difference (mGal) Self - difference (µGal) (mGal) (µGal) CG - 6#241 CG - 6#245

Huangshan - Hefei 197.891 4 197.889 17 197.890 —

Hefei - Bengbu 76.304 0 76.301 4 76.303 1.000776±0.0 1.000836±

Nanjing - Bengbu 35.840 2 35.845 13 35.842 0.00034 0.000034

Bengbu - Huaibei 81.234 2 81.231 8 81.233 —

of the measured segment difference. According to the results
of the relative gravity joint measurement in Table II, this pa-
per gives the differences in the segment differences of the cal-
ibration factors of the CG-6(241/245) instruments in the four
measurement segments of Huangshan-Hefei, Hefei-Bengbu,
Nanjing-Bengbu, and Bengbu-Huaibei. The results show that
the maximum influence in the Huangshan-Hefei measure-
ment segment is 4.9 µGal and 7.5 µGal, and the influences
in other measurement segments are less than 2.0 µGal and
3.1 µGal, with an average value of 2.4 µGal and 3.7 µGal.
Table VI shows the differences in the segment differences of
the same measurement segments between the absolute gravity
observations and the relative gravity joint measurements for
the segments of Huangshan-Hefei, Hefei-Bengbu, Bengbu-
Nanjing, and Huaibei-Bengbu. As evidenced in Table II, it
can be known that the segment differences of the four mea-
surement segments are relatively large, with an average value
of 97.8182 mGal. Among them, the segment difference of
the Huangshan-Hefei measurement segment is the largest,
which is 197.8905 mGal, and the segment difference of the
Bengbu-Nanjing measurement segment is the smallest, which
is 35.8442 mGal.

The differences in the segment differences of the same mea-
surement segments are between 6.5 µGal and −19.5 µGal.
Except that the difference in the Huaibei-Bengbu measure-
ment segment is relatively large, which is −19.5 µGal, the
differences in the segment differences of other measurement

segments are all less than 6.5 µGal, with an average value of
(4.4± 11.0) µGal, which is better than 10.0 µGal. There is
no obvious correlation between the segment differences and
the differences in the segment differences.

The above results indicate that in the field mobile grav-
ity observations, the observation results of the A-Grav atom
gravimeter are in good agreement with the observation results
of the commercial CG-6 relative gravimeter with a nominal
observation accuracy of 10.0 µGal. The atom gravimeter has
good stability and observation accuracy in the field, and the
observation results are reliable.

IV. THE COMPARISON OF ABSOLUTE GRAVIMETERS

The most direct way to validate the accuracy of atom
gravimeters is through synchronous comparative observations
with the currently best commercially available laser interfer-
ometry absolute gravimeter, the FG5X. During the experimen-
tal observation phase, absolute gravity observations were con-
ducted at the Nanjing point, with the two absolute gravity ob-
servations separated by no more than 40 days. The real-time
observation data of A-Grav is shown in Figure 2. Given the
short interval between the two absolute gravity observations
and the absence of significant seismic events or large-scale
rainfall events in the Nanjing area during this period, the ef-
fects of seismic activity and local water load changes on grav-
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TABLE VI: The difference between the gravity segment difference value and the observed value at the phase II experiment.

Measurement segment gravity segment difference(mGal) Observed gravity(mGal) gravity difference(µGal) Mean Difference and Precision(µGal)

Huangshan-Hefei 197.8905 197.8902 0.3

Hefei-Bengbu 76.3054 76.2989 6.5 4.4 ±11.0µGal

Nanjing-Bengbu 35.8442 35.8493 -5.1

Bengbu-Huaibei 81.2325 81.2520 -19.5
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FIG. 4: Long-term changes of absolute gravity observations
at the Nanjing point. The geological structure of this point is

relatively stable, and the gravity change does not exceed
10 µGal within a decade. The blue dots are the measurement
results of FG5X-259, and the red dots are the measurement
results of atom gravimeter A-Grav, The difference between

them is better than 2 µGal.

ity variations can be ignored. Additionally, combined with the
long-term absolute gravity observation results at the Nanjing
point shown in Figure 4, this point is less affected by time-
varying gravity fields and is stable over the long term, making
the observation results at the Nanjing point suitable for study-
ing the accuracy of atom gravimeters.

On May 30, 2023, the Hubei Earthquake Administration
used the FG5X-259 absolute gravimeter to conduct 25 sets
of observations at the Nanjing point, obtaining the absolute
gravity value at a drop height of 130 cm, with an inter-group
standard deviation of 1.4 µGal. According to the vertical gra-
dient of 2.5052 µGal·cm−1 at the Nanjing point in Table VIII,
the gravity value of the atom gravimeter at the Nanjing point
in Table III was converted to the drop height of the FG5X-259
instrument.

Following gradient-based reduction to a unified reference
plane, the normalized measurements from both instruments
demonstrated a good consistency, the gravity value of g0 +
184.2253mGal differed by only 0.3 µGal from the observa-
tion result of the FG5X-259 gravimeter, g0 +184.2250mGal,
where g0 is a gravity value has been redacted in accordance
with standard security protocols, this treatment will not affect
the work of this paper. the difference falls well within the
acceptable threshold for high-precision gravity surveys. This
marginal difference not only validates the technical maturity
of our quantum-based solution, but also conclusively proves
that our atom gravimeter has reached parity with conventional

state-of-the-art devices in practical applications. Such com-
parable accuracy, achieved through fundamentally different
operational principles, underscores our instrument’s unique
advantages in long-term stability, environmental adaptability,
and potential for miniaturization.

V. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

This work based on the North China Seismic Gravity Mon-
itoring Network, combines the absolute gravimeter FG5X and
the relative gravimeter CG-6 to investigate the working state
of the A-Grav atom gravimeter in complex field environments
through hybrid gravity measurements. The following conclu-
sions are drawn:

1. Field hybrid gravity observation experiments show that
during Phase I observations, the mean difference be-
tween the A-Grav and CG-6 observation point values
is 5.8± 17.1 µGal. During Phase II observations, the
mean precision of the measurement points is 3.6 µGal,
which is better than 5.0 µGal, and the mean difference
in segment differences is 4.4 ± 11.0 µGal. These re-
sults are in good agreement with the observations from
the commercial CG-6 relative gravimeter, which has a
nominal observation precision of 10.0 µGal. This in-
dicates that the A-Grav atom gravimeter provides re-
liable results in mobile measurements, demonstrating
good stability, adaptability, and observation precision.

2. By comparing with the observation results from the ab-
solute gravimeter FG5X, it is verified that the difference
between the A-Grav atom gravimeter and the FG5X is
less than 2.0 µGal. This indicates that the A-Grav atom
gravimeter has good accuracy and observation precision
in mobile measurements, meeting the requirements for
seismic gravity monitoring.

With the accumulation and enrichment of absolute grav-
ity observation data, research on the relationship between ab-
solute gravity changes and earthquakes has continued to de-
velop. Wang Yong et al.15 revealed significant gravity de-
creases of 14.8 µGal and 10.9 µGal at the Lijiang and Eryuan
points, respectively, within a radius of 150 km from the epi-
center, based on multi-period repeat observations using FG5
and JILAG absolute gravimeters before and after the 1996
Lijiang Ms7.0 earthquake. Xing Lelin et al.17 discovered a
significant upward gravity trend before the 2008 Wenchuan
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Ms8.0 earthquake, based on multi-period re-measurement
data from the Chengdu Reference Station FG5 absolute
gravimeter near the epicenter from 2002 to 2008, with a long-
term cumulative change exceeding 20 µGal and an annual
change of 5.3 µGal. Chen et al.11 concluded that the Shi-
gatse absolute gravity point, located 430 km west of the 2015
Nepal Mw7.8 earthquake, experienced a cumulative change
exceeding 40 µGal, with an annual rate of 22.4 µGal, based
on re-measurement data from four absolute gravity points on
the Tibetan Plateau. Jia et al.13 revealed a synchronous up-
ward gravity trend at four absolute gravity points within a ra-
dius of 350 km from the epicenter of the 2022 Menyuan Ms6.9
earthquake, based on multi-period re-measurement data from
FG5 and A10 absolute gravimeters at four absolute gravity
points on the southeastern edge of the Tibetan Plateau, with
an annual change of 3.94 µGal over the five years preced-
ing the earthquake. These research results indicate that sig-
nificant gravity field changes before strong earthquakes can
be detected by the current high-precision commercial abso-
lute gravimeter FG5X. The analysis results of hybrid grav-
ity measurements show that atom gravimeters have observa-
tion accuracy and precision comparable to the FG5X absolute
gravimeter, with intergroup standard deviations of long-term
continuous observations better than ±5.0 µGal. These charac-
teristics indicate that atom gravimeters can detect and extract
gravity field changes that meet the requirements of seismic
gravity monitoring. Moreover, they can obtain the complete
time-varying evolution process of the gravity field before and
after strong earthquakes through long-term continuous obser-
vations. This will provide valuable basic data for studying
the temporal, spatial, and intensity variation characteristics
and causes of the gravity field during the processes of earth-
quake preparation, occurrence, and adjustment, and will pro-
vide foundational research results for earthquake and disaster
prediction studies.
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Appendix A: Calibration and Gradient Measurement of
Relative Gravimeters

1. Instrument Calibration

Currently, short baseline calibration for relative gravimeters
can be performed using two methods: based on gravity base-
line fields or on measured data from the survey area. Both
methods have been shown to yield equivalent results32. Phase
I Observation: The scale factors of the instruments were cali-
brated using multi-period measured data from the North China
Seismic Gravity Monitoring Network. Phase II Observation:
The instruments were calibrated at the Jinzhai gravity short
baseline field in the Dabie Mountains. The calibration results
shows in Table VII.

2. Vertical Gravity Gradient Measurement

The vertical gradient measurements at the observation
points were conducted using two CG-6(241/245) relative
gravimeters in a low-high-low or high-low-high round-trip
measurement mode. This approach was designed to re-
duce the gravity observations obtained by the A-Grav atom
gravimeter at the height of its measurement sensor to the de-
sired specific position, ensuring alignment with the reference
plane of the relative gravity survey.

Given the actual height of the atom absolute gravimeter’s
measurement sensor, the vertical gradient observation plat-
form was set to a uniform height of 102 cm during Phase I ob-
servations and 107 cm during Phase II observations. At each
measurement point, no fewer than three qualified independent
observations were made per instrument. In total, vertical gra-
dient measurements were completed at 8 measurement points,
as shown in Table VIII.

1Li Hui. Dynamic gravity change in recent yearsin china continent. Journal
of Geodesy and Geodynamics, 29(3):1–10, 2009.

2Shen Chongyang. Time-varying gravity field monitoring and strong earth-
quake prediction on the chinese mainland. earthquake research in china.
Earthquake Research in China, 36(4):729–743, 2020.

3Guoqing Zhang Fang Liu Yunfeng Zhao Yiqing Zhu, Yong Zhang. Gravity
variations preceding the large earthquakes in the qinghai-tibet plateau from
21st century. Chinese Science Bulletin, 65(7):622–632, 2020.

4Liu nian Yang Yuanxi, Guo chunxi and Qiu qixian. Datum and quality
control for synthetic adjustment of absolute and relative gravity networks.
Engineering of Surveying and Mapping, 10(2):5, 2001.

5Chen Yun-Tai, Gu Hao-Ding, and Lu Zao-Xun. Variations of gravity be-
fore and after the haicheng earthquake, 1975, and the tangshan earthquake,
1976. Physics of the Earth and Planetary Interiors, 18(4):330–338, 1979.

6LI RUIHAO and FU ZHAOZHU. Local gravity variations before and
after the tangshan earthquake (m = 7.8) and the dilatation process. In
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