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ABSTRACT 

Taiwan is located along the bounding of the Eurasian and the Philippine plate. Therefore, the 
crust shifts and rotates in different directions due to the changing stress field. The currently Taiwan 
coordinate system (TWD97) is built in ITRF94, and the velocity and deformation model are needed 
to correct the distortion which caused by the crustal motion. This study used 11 years (2005-2015) 
of Taiwan Continuously Operating Reference Station’s (CORS) GPS data to investigate the 
horizontal velocity field and established the horizontal velocity and deformation model by curve 
fitting, interpolation and Locally Weighted Scatterplot Smoothing method. The horizontal 
coordinate accuracy of the CORS is about 2mm-3mm, the vertical accuracy is about 6mm-10mm, 
and the average standard deviation of velocity field is 3.81mm/yr in N axis, 5.18mm/yr in E axis. As 
for velocity model, linear and cubic spline interpolations have better model accuracy. 
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