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ABSTRACT 

Forward modelling in the space domain is a very important task in geodesy and other 
geosciences. From topographical or isostatic information in the form of digital terrain 
model (DTM) and density model, the effects of these parameters or their derivatives on 
the gravity potential can be evaluated for different applications. In most cases, height or 
height-layer models are in use, which are gridded with respect to spherical coordinates. 
This holds for global as well as regional or even local applications. The definition of the 
spherical gridlines leads immediately to the spherical volume element, that is, the 
tesseroid. Only in the specific case that the observation point is located on the symmetry 
axis of the spherical coordinate system does the Newton integral have a closed analytical 
solution. More specifically, the effect of a tesseroid can be determined by evaluating the 
analytical solution of a segment of a spherical zonal band. To apply this aspect in 
practice, the DTM must be transformed into the local spherical azimuthal system of the 
observation point (UNIPOL approach). In the general case, the Newton integral can be 
solved, for example, using a Taylor series expansion of the integral kernel and 
a subsequently applied term-wise integration (GIK approach). Within this contribution, 
the two fundamentally different tesseroid approaches, namely, the GIK and the UNIPOL 
approach are compared. This comparison is performed, in particular, with regard to the 
required computational time and the approximation error under different test scenarios. 
The numerical studies show that both approaches are equivalent in terms of accuracy for 
both the gravitational potential and gravity; however, the UNIPOL approach is more time 
consuming because, for each observation point, the whole DTM must be transformed. 
Small numerical differences exist between the compared approaches for special 
constellations regarding the source point and the observation point. 

 
Ke y wo rd s :  tesseroid, gravity forward modelling, Newton integral 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

In many geodetic and geophysical computations, the gravitational effect of the 
topographic layer plays a key role, for example, in the estimation of intra-crustal 
structures based on Bouguer anomalies, which are obtained using the gravity data 
measured on the Earth’s surface by removing the topographic effect. Since the 
computation of this component is crucial, intensive research has been carried out to refine 
the modelling of the gravitational effect of the topography. In recent years, several 
methods have been proposed to improve the modelling of this effect in spherical 
approximation. Particularly, approaches aiming at estimating the gravitational terrain 
effect based on tesseroid geometry in spherical approximation have been formulated. The 
relevant studies include those by Heck and Seitz (2007), Grombein et al. (2013), Uieda et 
al. (2015), Marotta and Barzaghi (2017) and Lin and Denker (2019). In Heck and Seitz 
(2007), the computation of the potential and gravitational effects of a tesseroid was 
performed using the Taylor expansion of the related integral kernels. This approach was 
then refined in Grombein et al. (2013) by representing the integral kernels in terms of 
Cartesian coordinates. Uieda et al. (2015) numerically evaluated the gravitational effect of 
a tesseroid using Gauss-Legendre quadrature formulas and Marotta and Barzaghi (2017) 
proposed the computation of the potential and gravitational effects of a tesseroid in 
a rotated frame, wherein these quantities were evaluated by means of the effect of a sector 
of a spherical zonal band. Recently, Lin and Denker (2019) developed a method for 
computing the gravitational effects of a tesseroid, which combined the Gauss-Legendre 
quadrature and Taylor series expansion of the integral kernel up to the second order. In 
this paper, the methods proposed in Heck and Seitz (2007) and Marotta and Barzaghi 
(2017) were compared. The approach involved either comparing the two methods by 
employing closed formulas defining the potential and gravity of known spherical mass 
distributions (e.g., the spherical shell) or by performing direct comparison of the tesseroid 
effect computed using the two methods. Section 2 presents an overview of the two 
approaches. In Section 3, the closed formula effects pertaining to the gravity and potential 
of a spherical shell and zonal bands are compared with the corresponding values 
computed using the two approaches. Furthermore, a direct comparison between the effects 
of a given tesseroid, as computed by the two methodologies, is performed. Finally, the 
results are discussed in Section 4. 

2. FORWARD MODELLING 

Forward modelling in the space domain is a very important task in geodesy and other 
geo-sciences. It is based on the representation of the gravitational potential V by the 
Newton integral: 

 V G d




  
, (1) 

where G is the Newton’s gravitational constant,  is density (a point function),  is the 
Euclidean distance between the (attracted) observation point P and the running integration 
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point (source- or mass-point) Q, and 3    is the integration domain. The product 
d   represents differential mass element dm. The gravitational potential G depends on 

the Euclidean distance . If a Cartesian coordinate system (x1, x2, x3) is used,  is given as 

   2 2 2
1 2 3, i iP Q x x x x x       . (2) 

In terms of geocentric spherical coordinates r, ,  (radius from the Earth’s center, 
geocentric latitude and longitude, respectively), the distance between   3, ,P r     

and  , ,Q r       can be defined using the variables shown in Fig. 1 as 

   2 2, 2 cosP Q r r r r     , (3) 

where  is the spherical distance between the geocentric position vectors of P and Q and 
is defined as 

    cos , sin sin cos cos cosP Q           . (4) 

Several approaches can be used to discretize the masses which have to be considered 
to compute the effect on the gravitational potential or functionals of the potential. The 
approaches depend on the coordinate system used (Cartesian, geographical, geocentric 
spherical, etc.) and the kind of finite shape of discretisation of the masses. The commonly 
used geometrical mass decompositions are summarized in the following subsections. 

2 . 1 .  I d e a l i z e d  m a s s  d i s c r e t i z a t i o n s  

Several possibilities exist to arrange the masses in a very idealized manner. The main 
considerations to select an approach include simplifying the analytical problem that is 
under consideration or considerably reducing the numerical effort. The latter may suffer 
from a loss of accuracy if the distance  is small (near zone); in contrast, significant 

simplification may be realized if the distance  is large (far zone) with a sufficiently small 
approximation error. 

2 . 1 . 1 .  P o i n t  m a s s  

From Eq. (1) the potential of a point mass m can be defined as follows: 

 
m

V G 


. (5) 

From the potential theory (cf. Torge and Müller, 2012), it is well known that the 
isotropic potential holds for a point mass, a homogeneous sphere ( = constant), as well 
for a sphere with a radial varying density function  r . 
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2 . 1 . 2 .  M a s s  l i n e  

The mass distribution of a vertical cylinder or prism can be approximated by a vertical 
mass line s. The potential of a mass line can be defined as follows: 

 
s

V G ds


   
. (6) 

2 . 1 . 3 .  S u r f a c e  l a y e r  

From an analytical point of view, the potential of a single surface layer with surface 
density  is of interest. It is defined using the surface integral: 

 
A

V G dA


   
. (7) 

This potential, for example, it is used when solving the scalar Molodenskii problem 
(Moritz, 1980). 

2 . 2 .  V o l u m e t r i c  m a s s  d i s c r e t i z a t i o n  

In real applications, we deal with volumetric mass distributions, which are obtained 
using digital terrain models (DTM). In particular, the masses in the vicinity of the 
observation point exert a dominant influence on the potential or its functionals; therefore, 
their geometric approximation must be optimized to ensure that the approximation error 
and the computing costs are as small as possible. The ideal geometry depends on the 
coordinate system in which the DTM is represented. 

2 . 2 . 1 .  R e c t a n g u l a r  p r i s m  

If the modelling is performed in Cartesian coordinates, the axes of the system are 
orthogonal to each other. The integral (1) has a closed analytical solution if the edges of 
the prism are parallel to the base vectors of the so-called prism system. The somewhat 
elongated formulas were derived by Mader (1951) and given by Heck and Seitz (2007). 
These formulas were optimized by Grüninger (1990) and discussed by Nagy (1966) and 
Nagy et al. (2000, 2002) in the context of numerical problems that occur if the observation 
point lies in one of the delimiting planes of the prism. The advantage of the prism 
formulas, which pertains to its closed analytical representations of potential and 
derivatives, is mitigated by at least four limitations. (1) The formulas cannot strictly 
represent a spherical mass distribution, and they have a horizontal, planar top-surface; (2) 
the observation point P must be transformed into the system of the prism; (3) in case of 
gravitational attraction and gravity gradients, the vector/matrix must finally be rotated into 
the system of the observation point; and (4) the CPU-costs are extremely high compared 
to alternative discretization due to the several log and arctan functions involved. 

2 . 2 . 2 .  P o l y h e d r o n  

A polyhedron is a body with a more general geometry as the special case of a prism. 
Several authors have elaborated expressions for the gravitational potential and derivatives 
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of polyhedral-shaped bodies (cf. Hamayun et al., 2009; Tsoulis et al., 2009; D’Urso, 
2013, 2014; Ren et al., 2017, 2018; Chen et al., 2018; Zhang and Chen, 2018). 

2 . 2 . 3 .  P o t e n t i a l  a n d  g r a v i t y  o f  a  t e s s e r o i d  

Global as well as regional and local mass models are parametrized in spherical 
coordinates. These polar coordinates generate the horizontal bounds of a tesseroid. The 
East-West limitation is established using a pair of meridional planes with 1 and 
2 = constant. Two (concentric) coaxial circular cones define the bounds in the North-
South direction. The respective cone angles are given by the parallels 1 and 
2 = constant. The top and bottom are generated by concentric spheres of radii r1 and 
r2 = constant. Fig. 1 shows the geometry and associated parameters of a spherical 
tesseroid. 

Although the tesseroid is defined by geocentrically spherical coordinates, the potential 
generated by the tesseroid can be described in other coordinates. The most obvious, albeit 
natural, are spherical coordinates, which are also used in the present study. A presentation 
based on Cartesian coordinates has been reported by Grombein et al. (2013), for the 
potential, gravity vector and the gravitational tensor elements. 

2 . 2 . 4 .  G I K  a p p r o a c h  

The potential, gravitational effect and gravity gradients of a spherical tesseroid with 
the geometry shown in Fig. 1 can be computed according to the approach presented in 
Heck and Seitz (2007), Wild-Pfeiffer (2008) and Grombein et al. (2013). In the following 
section, the basic concepts for deriving the analytical presentation of the tesseroid 
formulas according to the GIK approach are outlined for the potential. Starting from the 
Newton’s integral given in Eq. (1), the gravitational potential V of a single tesseroid with 
a constant mass density  and with integration limits written in spherical coordinates 

  
 

2 2 2

1 1 1

2 cos
, , d d d

,

r

r

r
V r G r

P Q

 

 


     

 
      

 (8) 

is of the elliptical integral type. Therefore, no closed analytical solution exists for Eq. (8). 
The angle between the position vectors of the observation point  , ,P r    and the 

integration point  , ,Q r      is denoted by  and has been already defined in Eq. (4). 
To obtain an approximative analytical solution, the integral kernel in Eq. (8) 

  
 

2 cos
,

,
r

K P Q
P Q

 



 (9) 

is expanded into a Taylor series 

        0 0 0
, ,

,
! ! !

ijk i j k

i j k

K
K P Q r r

i j k
         . (10) 
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The Taylor point  0 0 0 0, ,Q r    is placed at the geometrical centre of the tesseroid. 
The partial derivatives of the kernel function K are given in Heck and Seitz (2007). The 
zero-order coefficient K000 is evaluated at the Taylor point Q0: 

 
2
0 0

000
0

cosr
K





,   with 2 2

0 0 0 02 cosr r rr    , (11) 

and 

  0 0 0 0cos sin sin cos cos cos         . (12) 

The second-order coefficients K200, K020 and K002 can be consulted in Heck and Seitz 
(2007). The terms of the fourth and higher order are neglected in this paper. Fourth order 
terms have been elaborated by Shen and Deng (2016), but they are listed in a non-
simplified manner. Inserting the Taylor series (10) into (8), replacing the kernel K, and 
performing the integration with respect to the Taylor steps, yields the power series 

 
 

   2 2 2 4
000 200 020 002

, ,

1
,

24

V r G r

K K r K K

     

 

   

 
         
 


 (13) 

where the Landau symbol  4  indicates that the omitted Taylor terms are of the 

fourth and higher order. Terms of even degree vanish due to the existence of symmetry 
with respect to the Taylor point. 

 
Fig. 1. Geometry of a spherical tesseroid, modified from Heck and Seitz (2007). 
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Considering the series of terms of zero-order in Eq. (13) and representing K000 by its 
expression from Eq. (11), the mass term of zero-order approximation can be defined as: 

     2
0 000 0 0 0 0 0 0cos cos .m r K r r r r r                       (14) 

The gravitational effect of a tesseroid can be defined using the partial derivative of the 
potential V with respect to the geocentric distance r 

      
2 2 2

1 1 1

, ,
, , , d d d

r

r

V r
g r G L P Q r

r

 

 

  
     


    

    . (15) 

The same procedure as that described for the potential can be applied to the kernel L: 

    
 

2

3

cos cos
,

,

r r r
L P Q

P Q

   



. (16) 

The corresponding tesseroid formulas were first published by Wild-Pfeiffer (2008). 
Optimized formulas were applied to GOCE gradients by Grombein et al. (2014) to smooth 
the measured second derivatives. Further refinements of this method were performed in 
Grombein et al. (2013), wherein the optimized formulas were derived based on Cartesian 
integral kernels. The tesseroid formulas based on Cartesian coordinates are even more 
effective than those in spherical coordinates in terms of the required computational time. 
It should be noted that integration with respect to r is possible in the closed analytical 
form (cf. Martinec, 1998; Heck and Seitz, 2007). Based on this fact, Lin and Denker 
(2019) derived expressions for the gravitational effect of a tesseroid with linearly varying 
density. 

2 . 2 . 5 .  U N I P O L  a p p r o a c h  

The UNIPOL approach starts from the well-known result that a general closed formula 
of the volume integral (1) does not exist; however, it exists when the observation point is 
located along the polar axis (see, e.g., Le Fehr, 1991) and a tesseroid coincides with the 
sector of a spherical zonal band of a spherical cap. In this case the closed analytical 
solution for the gravitational contribution of the tesseroid is 

  1 2 3 4 52
G

g I I I I I
r


       , (17) 

with 

 
     

   

2 2 2
1 2 2

2 2
2

1
3cos 2 cos

3

2 cos ,

I R h r r R h

R h r r R h

 



        

    

 (18) 
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    2 2 2 2 2
2 2 2 2

1
3cos 2 cos 2 cos

3
I R r rR R r r R h            

, (19) 

 
     

   

2 2 2
3 1 1

2 2
1

1
3cos 2 cos

3

2 cos ,

I R h r r R h

R h r r R h

 



         

    

 (20) 

    2 2 2 2 2
4 1 1 1

1
3cos 2 cos 2 cos

3
I R r rR R r r R h           

, (21) 

      

 

2 3
5 2 2

2 2
2 2

2 2
2 2

cos sin

2 cos cos
ln .

2 cos cos

I r

R h r r R h R h r

R r r R h R r

 

 

 

 

          
      

 (22) 

The UNIPOL approach is thus based on the rotation of each tesseroid from the global 
Earth-Centred Rotational (ECR) reference frame into the local Earth-Centred P-Rotational 
(ECP) reference frame, having the same origin O and polar axis coinciding with the line 
connecting O to the observation point P (Fig. 1), aiming at making the rotated tesseroids 
suitable to be handled as a sector of a spherical zonal band of a spherical cap, thus making 
possible the application of the corresponding analytical solution. Two procedures, namely, 
the RT and ST procedures, are developed for the practical implementation of the mapping 
operation according to the spherical distance of the tesseroid from the observation point. 

The RT procedure is based on a forced re-orientation of the rotated spherical tesseroids 
(pink areas in Fig. 2b) around their centre to form sectors of a spherical band (red lines in 
Fig. 2b) that develop along the meridian of the local ECP meridians and have dimensions 
along the ECP-longitude and the ECP-latitude such that each sector maintains the same 
area of the original tesseroid. The results of the sensitivity tests performed to verify the 
effects of the re-orientation on the gravitational contribution of a tesseroid show that, for 
a DTM resolution of 1, the maximum difference is of the order of 1020 mGal; this 
difference rapidly decreases with distance and becomes less than 1 Gal at an angular 
distance of approximately 0.1. The ST procedure involves a local second-order 
decomposition of each tesseroid into a number Ns of small equal-area sectors of 
a spherical band, which develop along the local ECP meridians and parallels (blue lines in 
Fig. 2c). The sensitivity tests demonstrate that the ST procedure converges to a stable 
value for a suitable Ns, which varies with latitude, decreasing from the equator to the 
North Pole. In the present study, we make Ns vary linearly from the equator to the North 
Pole, from 200 to 20. Comparative tests show that for Ns = 1, the ST procedure is 
equivalent to the RT procedure, and the gravitational contribution is underestimated. 
Furthermore, for a tesseroid with the dimensions     1  1 the RT procedure is 
adequate at distances  0.1 from the observation point; a more accurate ST procedure is 
required at distances closer to the observation point P. 
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2 . 3 .  S o l v i n g  N e w t o n ’ s  i n t e g r a l  b y  n u m e r i c a l  i n t e g r a t i o n  

Instead of resolving Newton’s integral in a closed analytical or approximate manner, 
purely numerical methods can also be applied. In geodesy, the solution of two-
dimensional integrals is an application of the Gauss-Legendre squaring. For three-
dimensional problems, the Gauss-Legendre cubature formulas are used (Uieda et al., 

 
Fig. 2. General scheme of the UNIPOL approach. a) Example of a set of tesseroids in the Earth-
Centred Rotational (ECR) reference frame. b) RT procedure: rotated tesseroids (pink areas) and 
corresponding re-oriented tesseroids (red sectors) in the local Earth-Centred P-Rotational (ECP) 
reference frame. c) ST procedure: rotated tesseroids (cyan areas) and corresponding decomposition 
into sectors of a spherical band (blue sectors) in the local ECP reference frame. The green circlet in 
the center of the sketch indicates the observation point. The green solid circle around the 
observation point marks the same area in the ECR and ECP around point P, where the tesseroids 
reside at a distance  0.1 from the observation point and the ST procedure is required. Modified 
from Marotta and Barzaghi (2017). 
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2015). A numerical comparison of analytical and numerical methods and their adaption 
for solving for the potential, gravity and gravitational tensor elements can be found in 
Wild-Pfeiffer (2008). 

2 . 3 . 1 .  M a s s  o f  a  t e s s e r o i d  a n d  a  p r i s m  

To compare the prism and the tesseroid approach in terms of their approximation 
quality, as described in Section 3, the two bodies should have the same mass. The 
dimensions of the prism are computed from the specified dimensions of the tesseroid as 
follows. The mass of a spherical tesseroid with constant mass density  can be solved in 
closed analytical form, as reported by Grüninger (1990): 

    
2 2 2

1 1 1

2 3 3
2 1 2 1 2 1

1
cos d d d sin sin

3

r
T

r
m r r r r

 

 
                   . (23) 

Performing the series expansion of mT at the Taylor point  0 0 0 0, ,Q r    

 

   

   

2
22 3

0 0
0

2
2 3

0
0

1 1
cos 1

12 24

1 1
1 ,

12 24

T r
m r r

r

r
m

r

    



                
             





 (24) 

and comparing the expression with the tesseroid formula for the potential  V P  

discloses that the zero-order approximation of  , ,V r    in Eq. (13) is nothing more 
than the isotropic potential of a point mass m0: 

 

    
     

2
0 000

2
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, , 1
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1 1 .
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
  

     

        
 
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The mass of a prism is simply given by 

 Pm x y z    , (26) 

where the dimensions of the prism are denoted by x, y and z. They refer to the 
orthogonal coordinate system of the prism. From the required condition of mass equality, 
the dimensions of the equivalent prism, specifically r,  and , can be obtained by 
Eqs (24) and (26) as follows: 
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Identifying the height of the prism r with the height of the spherical tesseroid 

 z r   , (28) 

and neglecting the terms of order  2 , the horizontal coordinates of the prism are 

 0x r    ,   0 cosy r     . (29) 

The maximum relative error in the volume, caused by neglecting the  2  terms, 

reaches 105 for 1    and 9000 mr  . 

3. NUMERICAL INVESTIGATIONS  
BASED ON THE GIK AND UNIPOL APPROACH 

To compare the numerical results obtained using the two approaches based on 
tesseroid discretization we compute the potential and gravity due to three different mass 
distributions: (1) a spherical shell, (2) zonal bands and (3) one 1  1° tesseroid centred at 
( = 45,  = 45). The first two scenarios provide an analytical solution and the 
comparison is performed in terms of the approximation errors. For the third scenario, we 
focus on the numerical difference between the approaches and the computational time. 

For all subsequent numerical comparisons, the mass density is set to a constant value 
 = 2670 kg m3. The value of G = 0.66720  1010 m3 kg1 s2 is adopted for the 
Newton’s gravitational constant. 

3 . 1 .  T e s t  s c e n a r i o  1 :  S p h e r i c a l  s h e l l  

The closed analytical solution for the isotropic potential of a spherical shell of constant 
mass density  at the observation point P can be specified as 

    3 3
2 1

4 1
3

shell
P

P
V r G r r

r
   ,   2 1Pr r r  . (30) 

Its negative radial partial derivative (gravitational attraction) is 

    3 3
2 1 2

4 1
3

shell
P

P
g r G r r

r
   ,   2 1Pr r r  , (31) 

(cf. Heck and Seitz, 2007; Vaníček et al., 2001, 2004), where r1 and r2 denote the internal 
and external radius of the spherical shell, respectively, and rP is the geocentric distance of 
the observation point P. 

The constant radius of the sphere on which the shell is set up is R = r1 = 6378137 m 
throughout the computations. 

To validate the tesseroid methods, the thickness of the spherical shell is set to 
 1000 m, 2000 md   and the geocentric distance of the observation point varies with 

 2 1000 m, 2000 m, 3000 m, 4000 m,10000 m,P PH r r   . 
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The analytical (exact) values of the potential and gravity are specified in Table 1 
and 2, respectively. The analytical values of both potential and gravity change very 
gradually with the height HP, while the values approximately double for a double value of 
shell thickness. 

Due to the rotational symmetry of the shell, when the two approaches are used, the 
computation of the potential and gravity can be restricted to a grid located along the 
(arbitrary) meridian ( = 0). The grid spacing is set to  = 10. 

In previous studies, the GIK tesseroid approach was first applied to determine the 
effect of potential and gravitational attraction, and it was compared analytically and 
numerically with the prism method and point mass discretization. In particular, Heck and 
Seitz (2007) presented the outstanding advantage of the tesseroid method in reducing the 
computational time by 90% compared to the numerical evaluation of prisms. Further 
refinements of the method in terms of the analytical representation of the potential, gravity 
and gravitational gradients ( Mij) in Cartesian coordinates were made by Grombein et al. 
(2013). In addition to the fact that they lead to further reduction in the computational costs 
(see Table 4 later), the tesseroid formulas for the gravitational gradients in Cartesian 
coordinates have no singularity at the poles. 

Previous findings by the UNIPOL approach (Marotta and Barzaghi, 2017), based on 
the analysis of the sole gravity contribution, can be summarized as follows: a) regardless 
of the number of sectors in which the shell is decomposed, the difference between the 
analytical and computed solution for a spherical shell is not affected by the height of the 

Table 1. Values obtained using analytical formula for the potential of a spherical shell (V shell). 
HP: height of the observation point, d: thickness of the shell. 

HP [m] 
d [m] 

1000 2000 

Vshell [m2 s-2] 
1000 14278.1194217969  
2000 14275.8815200995 28556.2395452924 
3000 14273.6443198137 28551.7644431993 
4000 14271.4078206098 28547.2907434897 

10000  28520.4779584068 

Table 2. The same as in Table 1, but for the gravitational attraction (gshell). 

HP [m] 
d [m] 

1000 2000 

gshell [m s-2] 
1000 223.8252513122  
2000 223.7550936618 447.5803504735 
3000 223.6849689924 447.4400791458 
4000 223.6148772834 447.2998737490 

10000  446.4600236095 
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observation point; b) the absolute error increases with increasing column size; c) the error 
is of the order of a few Gal. Figures 3 and 4 show the new findings of the present 
comparative analysis performed using the GIK and the UNIPOL approaches. 

Figure 3 shows that the approximation errors for both approaches (represented by solid 
and dotted curves for GIK and UNIPOL, respectively) are more or less constant with 
varying latitude. Particularly, for the GIK approach, if the observation point P reaches the 
Pole, the error increases, while it strongly decreases with increasing height HP. In 
contrast, for the UNIPOL approach, the error is not affected by HP, and it decreases when 
the observation point approaches the North Pole. Furthermore, while the UNIPOL 
approach reproduces the analytical values of the potential better than the GIK approach 
when the observation point resides at the top of the shell (blue dots in panel a and green 
dots in panel b), the GIK approach performs better at greater heights HP (cyan, red and 

 
Fig. 3. Approximation error of the potential along a meridian for GIK (solid curves) and UNIPOL 
(dots, overlapping) approaches, for a thickness d of the spherical shell of a) 1000 m and b) 2000 m 
for different heights HP of the observation point. Note that the approximation errors for the 
UNIPOL method at different heights are very similar at the range of 1 to 3  102 m2 s2. 
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green curves in panel a, cyan and red curves in panel b). Nevertheless, the relative error is 
less than 106 for both approaches. 

Figure 4 shows that the approximation error of gravity is more or less constant with 
latitude in the case of the GIK approach (solid curves). In contrast, when the UNIPOL 
approach is used the approximation error spreads within a dispersion band that widens at 
the higher latitudes. In the meantime, the approximation error decreases towards the North 
Pole. The UNIPOL approach reproduces the analytical solution better than the GIK 
approach does when the observation point resides at the top of the shell (blue dots in 
panel a and green dots in panel b) and for HP = 3000 m and d = 2000 m (red dots in 
panel b). However, when the vertical distance between the observation point and the 
surface of the shell is greater than 2000 m the GIK approach performs better. The worst 
relative error is of the order of 102 and 101, for the UNIPOL and GIK approaches, 
respectively. The dispersion characterizing the approximation error of gravity computed 
by the UNIPOL approach is ascribable to the specific local tesseroidal discretization of 
the UNIPOL approach, which is particularly sensitive to the inverse of the square 
distance. 

 
Fig. 4. The same as in Fig. 3, but for the gravitational attraction. 
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Additionally, gravity is more susceptible than potential against the approximation by 
tesseroids. Consequently, the discretization of DTM must be performed at a higher 
resolution or the mass elements of the immediate neighbourhood must be evaluated using 
prisms. The latter approach is shown in Figs 5 and 6 for the GIK approach. 

3 . 2 .  T e s t  s c e n a r i o  2 :  Z o n a l  b a n d s  

In this test, the spherical shell is subdivided into zonal bands, as illustrated in Fig. 7. 
While the extension of a tesseroid in the North-South direction is  = 2  1 (cf. 
Fig. 1), the width of a zonal band is  = 2  1. In this numerical study, the width of 

 
Fig. 5. Approximation error and potential along a meridian when using 3  3 prisms in the 
neighbourhood. 

 
Fig. 6. The same as in Fig. 5, but for the gravitational attraction. 
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a zonal band is set to  = 60. For the GIK approach the observation point P is located at 
the North Pole, with the height  2 1000 m, 2000 mP PH r r   . 

If the observation point P is located at the Pole also for the UNIPOL approach, neither 
the RT nor the ST procedure is applied, since the tesseroids are already spherical sectors 
of a spherical zonal band, and the corresponding solution is a simple numerical 
summation of the corresponding analytical solutions. To make the comparison with the 
analytical solution meaningful, when the UNIPOL method is used, the observation point 
is located at the equator, on one arbitrary meridian ( = 0) and the spherical bands are 
built with spherical tesseroids of dimension    = 1  1 located at a spherical 
distance 2    1 from the observation point. 

As can be seen in Fig. 8 the analytical contribution (black solid curves) of a zonal band 
to the potential remains over a large spherical range in the same order of magnitude. This 
is obvious from the fact that the Euclidean distance increases with increase in the masses 
of the zonal band until the zonal band reaches the Equatorial region as a function of the 
Euclidean distance. 

When the potential is computed by the GIK method, the approximation error within 
the zonal band nearest to the observation point (polar cap) is large if P is located on the 
shell and it decreases with increasing height HP (coloured triangles). For all the other 
zonal bands, the approximation error decreases rapidly to 10-9 to 108 m2 s2, which is 
equivalent to a relative error of less than 108. The approximation error increases with 
increasing spherical distance, with a maximum change greater than one order of 
magnitude. 

 
Fig. 7. Geometry of a spherical zonal band and a tesseroid. 
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When the potential is computed by the UNIPOL method, the approximation error is in 
the mean 103 m2 s2, (coloured circles), and it decreases with increasing spherical 
distance. Although there is a relatively larger approximation error on the potential 
obtained by the UNIPOL approach, it remains well below the present-day precision of 
observations (corresponding to an effect on the geoid undulation smaller than 0.1 mm) 
and it is independent from the height HP of the observation point. 

For both GIK and UNIPOL approaches, no remarkable differences exist in the 
behaviour of the approximation error if HP = 1000 m or 2000 m. The only notable 
difference is the magnitude of the potential of the zonal bands. 

A similar behaviour is observed when gravity is considered (Fig. 9). Specifically, for 
the gravity as well, the analytical contribution of a zonal band remains over a large 
spherical range in the same order of magnitude. 

 
Fig. 8. Approximation error for the potential of a spherical zonal band, determined using the GIK 
and UNIPOL approaches, with thickness d of a) 1000 m and b) 2000 m. The extension of the band 
is  = 1 and the horizontal size of the used tesseroids are    = 1  1. The green curve in a) 
shows the approximation error for UNIPOL for a high resolution of    = 0.2  0.2. 
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When the gravity contribution of a zonal band is computed by the GIK method, the 
approximation error within the first zonal band nearest to the observation point (spherical 
cap) is large if P is located on the shell, and it decreases with increasing height HP. For all 
the other zonal bands the approximation error decreases rapidly, varying between 1011 
and 109 mGal, corresponding to a relative error below 108. 

When gravity is computed by the UNIPOL method, the approximation error varies 
between 106 and 103 mGal (coloured circles); it decreases with increasing spherical 
distance, but it is independent of the height of P. Despite the relative larger approximation 
error obtained by the UNIPOL approach also for gravity, it remains well below the 
present-day precision of observation (few Gal). 

No remarkable difference exists in the behaviour of the approximation error for the 
case in which HP = 1000 m or 2000 m. The only notable difference is in the magnitude of 
the gravity of the zonal bands. 

We attribute the relatively large difference in the quality of the approximation error 
between UNIPOL and GIK (several orders of magnitude) to the unfavourable setup of the 

 
Fig. 9. The same as in Fig. 8, but for gravity. 
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test scenario 2 for UNIPOL. A higher discretization of the spherical band, such as the use 
of    = 0.2  0.2 tesseroids, produces a more accurate UNIPOL solution with 
a decrease in the approximation error of more than one order of magnitude (green curves 
in Figs 8 and 9). 

3 . 3 .  T e s t  s c e n a r i o  3 :  C o n t r i b u t i o n  o f  a  s i n g l e  t e s s e r o i d   
t o  a  g l o b a l  g r i d  

The focus of this test lies in the direct comparison of the GIK and UNIPOL 
approaches. In this test scenario there is no analytical solution with which to compare our 
results; thus, we focus the discussion on the numerical difference of our approaches and 
on the computational time. 

Only one tesseroid is considered which is centred at  =  = 45. The dimensions of 
this tesseroid are as follows:  =  = 1 and d = 1000 m. The observation points are 
distributed over the entire sphere in the nodes of a regular grid with a spacing of 
 =  = 1 at a height of  1000 m, 2000 mPH  . 

Explicitly, the nodes are located at 

    
   

90 1 , 1, , 181 ,
1 , 1, , 361 .

i

j

i i
j j

 
 
    

   

 


 (32) 

The tesseroid itself is located on a sphere of radius R = 6378137 m. The height of the 
observation point HP refers to this sphere. 

Previous findings obtained using UNIPOL (Marotta and Barzaghi, 2017) indicate that 
the maximum relative error introduced by the RT procedure in the gravity computation 
occurs at the centre of the tesseroid; it decreases with the distance and reduces to less than 
1 Gal at an angular distance of 0.1 at which the more rigorous ST procedure is needed. 
In the present analysis, before applying UNIPOL approach, the 1  1 tesseroid was 
subdivided into 3600 1  1 tesseroids. 

The extreme values (min, max) computed by the two approaches are listed in Table 3. 
The necessary CPU-costs for the evaluation of one tesseroid are listed in Table 4. 

Figures 1013 illustrate the results of the test in terms of the potential (Figs 10a and 
12a) and the gravity (Figs 11a and 13a) contributions obtained by the GIK approach and 
the corresponding differences between the GIK and the UNIPOL computations  
(Figs 10b13b). The specific values of the tesseroid height have only a small impact on 
the numerical results, which confirms the expected isotropic behaviour, both in the 
potential and in the gravity attraction. The maximum difference between the two solutions 
occurs when the observation point is located at the centre of the tesseroid and it is of the 
order of 102 m s2 and 101 mGal, for the potential and gravity, respectively, decreasing 
to below 105 m s2 and 105 mGal, respectively, for spherical distances greater than 5 
from the center of the tesseroid. 
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4. CONCLUSIONS 

We compared two different approaches used to compute the gravitational effects of 
a tesseroid, namely, the GIK approach (Heck and Seitz, 2007), which is based on the 
Taylor expansion of the integral kernel, and the UNIPOL approach (Marotta and 
Barzaghi, 2017), which maps the tesseroid into sectors of spherical zonal bands. Three 
benchmark tests were performed. In the first test, the numerical solutions were compared 
to the analytical solution of a spherical shell; in the second test, the numerical solutions 
were compared to the analytical solution of the zonal bands; in the final test, the two 
approaches were compared to each other in terms of numerical differences and 
computational time in the context of the gravity effect of one 1  1 tesseroid. 

The relative computational times listed in Table 4 are in good agreement with the 
experiences reported by Heck and Seitz (2007), Grombein et al. (2013) and Marotta and 
Barzaghi (2017). The investigation comparing the GIK and UNIPOL procedures in the 
context of CPU-costs and approximation accuracy indicates that the suitability of the 
methods depends on the project environment. 

Table 3. Statistical values for one tesseroid with dimensions  = 1,  = 1 and d = 1000 m. 

HP [m] Functional Approach min max 

1000 

Gravitational 
Attraction [mGal] 

GIK 0.000960 110.82167 
UNIPOL 0.000959 110.91724 

UNIPOL  GIK 0.000001 0.09557 

Gravitational 
Potential [m2 s2] 

GIK 0.122370 57.71032 
UNIPOL 0.122373 57.69800 

UNIPOL  GIK 0.000003 0.01368 

2000 

Gravitational 
Attraction [mGal] 

GIK 0.000960 108.60610 
UNIPOL 0.000959 108.99745 

UNIPOL  GIK 0.000001 0.39135 

Gravitational 
Potential [m2 s2] 

GIK 0.122360 56.61318 
UNIPOL 0.122363 56.59690 

UNIPOL  GIK 0.000003 0.01628 

Table 4. Relative computing time (CPU-costs, in %). V: potential of a tesseroid; 
g: corresponding gravitational effect; Ns: number of small equal-area sectors; Mij: tensor of 
gravitational gradient. 

Approach Operating System Method V g Mij 

GIK Linux server, quad core, 3.3 GHz, 
Intel® Xeon® Processor X5680 

Sperical 100 150 800 
Cartesian 80 130 640 

Prisms 1200 800 9000 

UNIPOL 
MacBook Pro dual core, 2.8 GHz 
Intel® CoreTM i7 

RT 1000   
ST, Ns = 20 1000   

ST, Ns = 141 8000   
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In general, both approaches produce a remarkably accurate solution, with a relative 
error considerably lower than 106 and 103 for the potential and gravity, respectively. 
Nevertheless, the UNIPOL approach reproduces the most accurate solution when the 
observation point resides at a small vertical distance from the top of the tesseroid, while 
the GIK performs better at larger vertical distances. The known near-zone problem of the 
GIK approach can easily be circumvented by working with the prism formula in the 
immediate near neighbourhood (3  3 elements). The limitation of the UNIPOL is the 
large CPU-time involved due to the second-order decomposition. However, this aspect 
can be improved by further optimizing the algorithm using parallel computing techniques. 
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Fig. 10. a) Potential contribution of one tesseroid (45, 45, 1 km) obtained by the GIK approach 
at the height HP = 1 km. b) Corresponding difference between the GIK and UNIPOL computations. 

 
Fig. 11. The same as in Fig. 10, but for the gravity contribution. 



A.M. Marotta et al. 

342 Stud. Geophys. Geod., 63 (2019) 
 

References 
Chen C., Ren Z., Pan K., Tang J., Kalscheuer T, Maurer H., Sun Y. and Li Y., 2018. Exact solutions 

of the vertical gravitational anomaly for a polyhedral prism with vertical polynomial density 
contrast of arbitrary orders. Geophys. J. Int., 214, 21152132, DOI: 10.1093/gji/ggy250. 

D’Urso M.G., 2013. On the evaluation of the gravity effects of polyhedral bodies and a consistent 
treatment of related singularities. J. Geodesy, 87, 239252, DOI: 10.1007/s00190-012-0592-1. 

D’Urso M.G., 2014. Analytical computation of gravity effects for polyhedral bodies. J. Geodesy, 88, 
1329, DOI: 10.1007/s00190-013-0664-x. 

Grombein T., Seitz K. and Heck B., 2013. Optimized formulas for the gravitational field of 
a tesseroid. J. Geodesy, 87, 645660, DOI: 10.1007/s00190-013-0636-1. 

Grombein T., Seitz K. and Heck B., 2014. Incorporating topographic-isostatic information into 
GOCE gravity gradient processing. In: Flechtner F., Sneeuw N. and Schuh W.-D. (Eds), 
Observation of the System Earth from Space - CHAMP, GRACE, GOCE and future missions: 
GEOTECHNOLOGIEN Science Report No. 20. Springer, Berlin Heidelberg, 95-101, 
doi:10.1007/978-3-642-32135-1 12. 

 
Fig. 12. The same as in Fig. 10, but for the height of HP = 2 km. 

 
Fig. 13. The same as in Fig. 12, but for the gravity contribution. 



Gravitational effect of a tesseroid 

Stud. Geophys. Geod., 63 (2019) 343 
 

Grüninger W., 1990. Zur topographisch-isostatischen Reduktion der Schwere. PhD Thesis. 
Universität Karlsruhe, Karlsruhe, Germany (in German). 

Hamayun, Prutkin I. and Tenzer R., 2009. The optimum expression for the gravitational potential of 
polyhedral bodies having a linearly varying density distribution. J. Geodesy, 83, 11631170, 
DOI: 10.1007/s00190-009-0334-1. 

Heck B. and Seitz K., 2007. A comparison of the tesseroid, prism and point-mass approaches for 
mass reductions in gravity field modelling. J. Geodesy, 81, 121136, DOI: 10.1007/s00190-
006-0094-0. 

Le Fehr T.R., 1991. An exact solution for the gravity curvature (Bullard B) correction. Geophysics, 
56, 11791184. 

Lin M. and Denker H., 2019. On the computation of gravitational effects for tesseroids with 
constant and linearly varying density. J. Geodesy., 93, 723747, DOI: 10.1007/s00190-018-
1193-4. 

Mac Millan W.D., 1958. Theoretical Mechanics. Vol. 2. The Theory of the Potential. Dover, New 
York. 

Mader K., 1951. Das Newtonsche Raumpotential prismatischer Körper und seine Ableitungen bis 
zur dritten Ordnung. Österreichische Zeitschrift für Vermessungswesen, 11, Special Issue. 

Marotta A.M. and Barzaghi R., 2017. A new methodology to compute the gravitational contribution 
of a spherical tesseroid based on the analytical solution of a sector of a spherical zonal band. 
J. Geodesy, 91, 12071224, DOI: 10.1007/s00190-017-1018-x. 

Martinec Z., 1998. Boundary-Value Problems for Gravimetric Determination of a Precise Geoid. 
Lecture Notes in Earth Sciences, 73. Springer, Berlin, Germany. 

Moritz H., 1980. Advanced Physical Geodesy. Herbert Wichmann Verlag, Karlsruhe, Germany. 
Nagy D., 1966. The gravitational attraction of a right rectangular prism. Geophysics, 31, 362371, 

DOI: 10.1190/1.1439779. 
Nagy D., Papp G. and Benedek J., 2000. The gravitational potential and its derivatives for the prism. 

J. Geodesy, 74, 552560, DOI: 10.1007/s001900000116. 
Nagy D., Papp G. and Benedek J., 2002. Corrections to The gravitational potential and its 

derivatives for the prism. J. Geodesy, 76, 475, DOI: 10.1007/s00190-002-0264-7. 
Ren Z., Chen C., Pan K., Kalscheuer T., Maurer H. and Tang J., 2017. Gravity anomalies of 

arbitrary 3D polyhedral bodies with horizontal and vertical mass contrasts. Surv. Geophys., 
38, 479502, DOI: 10.1007/s10712-016-9395-x. 

Ren Z., Zhong Y., Chen C., Tang J., Kalscheuer T., Maurer H. and Li Y., 2018. Gravity gradient 
tensor of arbitrary 3D polyhedral bodies with up to third-order polynomial horizontal and 
vertical mass contrasts. Surv. Geophys., 39, 901935, DOI: 10.1007/s10712-016-9395-x. 

Shen W.-B. and Deng X.-L., 2016. Evaluation of the fourth-order tesseroid formula and new 
combination approach to precisely determine gravitational potential. Stud. Geophys. Geod., 
60, 583607, DOI: 10.1007/s11200-016-0402-y. 

Torge W. and Müller J., 2012. Geodesy. 4th Edition. de Gruyter, Berlin, Germany. 
Tsoulis D., Jamet O., Verdun J. and Gonindard N., 2009. Recursive algorithms for the computation 

of the potential harmonic coefficients of a constant density polyhedron. J. Geodesy, 83, 
925942, DOI: 10.1007/s00190-009-0310-9. 

Uieda L., Barbosa V. C. F. and Braitenberg C., 2015. Tesseroids: Forward-modeling gravitational 
fields in spherical coordinates. Geophysics. 81(5), F41-F48, doi:10.1190/geo2015-0204.1. 

Vaníček P., Novák P. and Martinec Z., 2001. Geoid, topography, and the bouguer plate or shell. 
J. Geodesy, 75, 210215, DOI: 10.1007/s001900100165. 



A.M. Marotta et al. 

344 Stud. Geophys. Geod., 63 (2019) 
 

Vaníček P., Tenzer R., Sjoberg L., Martinec Z. and Featherstone W., 2004. New views of the 
spherical bouguer gravity anomaly. Geophys. J. Int., 159, 460472, DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-
246X.2004.02435.x. 

Wessel P., Smith W.H.F., Scharroo R., Luis J.F. and Wobbe F., 2013. Generic Mapping Tools: 
Improved version released. Eos Trans. AGU, 409410, DOI: 10.1002/2013EO450001. 

Wild-Pfeiffer F., 2008. A comparison of different mass elements for use in gravity gradiometry. 
J. Geodesy, 82, 637653, DOI: 10.1007/s00190-008-0219-8. 

Zhang Y. and Chen C., 2018. Forward calculation of gravity and its gradient using polyhedral 
representation of density interfaces: an application of spherical or ellipsoidal topographic 
gravity effect. J. Geodesy, 92, 205218, DOI: 10.1007/s00190-017-1057-3. 

 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /AgencyFB-Bold
    /AgencyFB-Reg
    /Aharoni-Bold
    /Algerian
    /Andalus
    /AngsanaNew
    /AngsanaNew-Bold
    /AngsanaNew-BoldItalic
    /AngsanaNew-Italic
    /AngsanaUPC
    /AngsanaUPC-Bold
    /AngsanaUPC-BoldItalic
    /AngsanaUPC-Italic
    /Aparajita
    /Aparajita-Bold
    /Aparajita-BoldItalic
    /Aparajita-Italic
    /ArabicTypesetting
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialRoundedMTBold
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /BatangChe
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BlackadderITC-Regular
    /BodoniMT
    /BodoniMTBlack
    /BodoniMTBlack-Italic
    /BodoniMT-Bold
    /BodoniMT-BoldItalic
    /BodoniMTCondensed
    /BodoniMTCondensed-Bold
    /BodoniMTCondensed-BoldItalic
    /BodoniMTCondensed-Italic
    /BodoniMT-Italic
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BradleyHandITC
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrowalliaNew
    /BrowalliaNew-Bold
    /BrowalliaNew-BoldItalic
    /BrowalliaNew-Italic
    /BrowalliaUPC
    /BrowalliaUPC-Bold
    /BrowalliaUPC-BoldItalic
    /BrowalliaUPC-Italic
    /BrushScriptMT
    /Calibri
    /Calibri-Bold
    /Calibri-BoldItalic
    /Calibri-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /CalisMTBol
    /CalistoMT
    /CalistoMT-BoldItalic
    /CalistoMT-Italic
    /Cambria
    /Cambria-Bold
    /Cambria-BoldItalic
    /Cambria-Italic
    /CambriaMath
    /Candara
    /Candara-Bold
    /Candara-BoldItalic
    /Candara-Italic
    /Castellar
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /Consolas
    /Consolas-Bold
    /Consolas-BoldItalic
    /Consolas-Italic
    /Constantia
    /Constantia-Bold
    /Constantia-BoldItalic
    /Constantia-Italic
    /CooperBlack
    /CopperplateGothic-Bold
    /CopperplateGothic-Light
    /Corbel
    /Corbel-Bold
    /Corbel-BoldItalic
    /Corbel-Italic
    /CordiaNew
    /CordiaNew-Bold
    /CordiaNew-BoldItalic
    /CordiaNew-Italic
    /CordiaUPC
    /CordiaUPC-Bold
    /CordiaUPC-BoldItalic
    /CordiaUPC-Italic
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /CurlzMT
    /DaunPenh
    /David
    /David-Bold
    /DFKaiShu-SB-Estd-BF
    /DilleniaUPC
    /DilleniaUPCBold
    /DilleniaUPCBoldItalic
    /DilleniaUPCItalic
    /DokChampa
    /Dotum
    /DotumChe
    /Ebrima
    /Ebrima-Bold
    /EdwardianScriptITC
    /Elephant-Italic
    /Elephant-Regular
    /EngraversMT
    /ErasITC-Bold
    /ErasITC-Demi
    /ErasITC-Light
    /ErasITC-Medium
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /Euclid
    /Euclid-Bold
    /Euclid-BoldItalic
    /EuclidExtra
    /EuclidExtra-Bold
    /EuclidFraktur
    /EuclidFraktur-Bold
    /Euclid-Italic
    /EuclidMathOne
    /EuclidMathOne-Bold
    /EuclidMathTwo
    /EuclidMathTwo-Bold
    /EuclidSymbol
    /EuclidSymbol-Bold
    /EuclidSymbol-BoldItalic
    /EuclidSymbol-Italic
    /EucrosiaUPC
    /EucrosiaUPCBold
    /EucrosiaUPCBoldItalic
    /EucrosiaUPCItalic
    /EuphemiaCAS
    /FangSong
    /FelixTitlingMT
    /FencesPlain
    /FootlightMTLight
    /ForteMT
    /FranklinGothic-Book
    /FranklinGothic-BookItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Demi
    /FranklinGothic-DemiCond
    /FranklinGothic-DemiItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Heavy
    /FranklinGothic-HeavyItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumCond
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /FrankRuehl
    /FreesiaUPC
    /FreesiaUPCBold
    /FreesiaUPCBoldItalic
    /FreesiaUPCItalic
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /FrenchScriptMT
    /FuturaBT-Bold
    /FuturaBT-Medium
    /Gabriola
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Gautami
    /Gautami-Bold
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Gigi-Regular
    /GillSansMT
    /GillSansMT-Bold
    /GillSansMT-BoldItalic
    /GillSansMT-Condensed
    /GillSansMT-ExtraCondensedBold
    /GillSansMT-Italic
    /GillSans-UltraBold
    /GillSans-UltraBoldCondensed
    /Gisha
    /Gisha-Bold
    /GloucesterMT-ExtraCondensed
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Bold
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Regular
    /GoudyStout
    /GSIDefaultSymbols
    /GSIDidger
    /GSIGeologicSymbols
    /GSIMapSymbols
    /GSINorthArrows
    /GSIOilandGas
    /GSIWeatherSymbols
    /GSIWindBarbSymbols
    /Gulim
    /GulimChe
    /Gungsuh
    /GungsuhChe
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /ImprintMT-Shadow
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /IrisUPC
    /IrisUPCBold
    /IrisUPCBoldItalic
    /IrisUPCItalic
    /IskoolaPota
    /IskoolaPota-Bold
    /JasmineUPC
    /JasmineUPCBold
    /JasmineUPCBoldItalic
    /JasmineUPCItalic
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KaiTi
    /Kalinga
    /Kalinga-Bold
    /Kartika
    /Kartika-Bold
    /KhmerUI
    /KhmerUI-Bold
    /KodchiangUPC
    /KodchiangUPCBold
    /KodchiangUPCBoldItalic
    /KodchiangUPCItalic
    /Kokila
    /Kokila-Bold
    /Kokila-BoldItalic
    /Kokila-Italic
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KunstlerScript
    /LaoUI
    /LaoUI-Bold
    /Latha
    /Latha-Bold
    /LatinWide
    /Leelawadee
    /Leelawadee-Bold
    /LevenimMT
    /LevenimMT-Bold
    /LilyUPC
    /LilyUPCBold
    /LilyUPCBoldItalic
    /LilyUPCItalic
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSans
    /LucidaSans-Demi
    /LucidaSans-DemiItalic
    /LucidaSans-Italic
    /LucidaSans-Typewriter
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBold
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBoldOblique
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterOblique
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaiandraGD-Regular
    /MalgunGothic
    /MalgunGothicBold
    /MalgunGothicRegular
    /Mangal
    /Mangal-Bold
    /Marlett
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /Meiryo
    /Meiryo-Bold
    /Meiryo-BoldItalic
    /Meiryo-Italic
    /MeiryoUI
    /MeiryoUI-Bold
    /MeiryoUI-BoldItalic
    /MeiryoUI-Italic
    /MicrosoftHimalaya
    /MicrosoftJhengHeiBold
    /MicrosoftJhengHeiRegular
    /MicrosoftNewTaiLue
    /MicrosoftNewTaiLue-Bold
    /MicrosoftPhagsPa
    /MicrosoftPhagsPa-Bold
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MicrosoftTaiLe
    /MicrosoftTaiLe-Bold
    /MicrosoftUighur
    /MicrosoftYaHei
    /MicrosoftYaHei-Bold
    /Microsoft-Yi-Baiti
    /MingLiU
    /MingLiU-ExtB
    /Ming-Lt-HKSCS-ExtB
    /Ming-Lt-HKSCS-UNI-H
    /Miriam
    /MiriamFixed
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MongolianBaiti
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MoolBoran
    /MS-Gothic
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSOutlook
    /MS-PGothic
    /MS-PMincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /MS-UIGothic
    /MT-Extra
    /MTExtraTiger
    /MVBoli
    /Narkisim
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NSimSun
    /Nyala-Regular
    /OCRAbyBT-Regular
    /OCRAExtended
    /OCRB10PitchBT-Regular
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalaceScriptMT
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Papyrus-Regular
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Perpetua
    /Perpetua-Bold
    /Perpetua-BoldItalic
    /Perpetua-Italic
    /PerpetuaTitlingMT-Bold
    /PerpetuaTitlingMT-Light
    /PlantagenetCherokee
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PMingLiU-ExtB
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Pristina-Regular
    /Raavi
    /RageItalic
    /Ravie
    /Rockwell
    /Rockwell-Bold
    /Rockwell-BoldItalic
    /Rockwell-Condensed
    /Rockwell-CondensedBold
    /Rockwell-ExtraBold
    /Rockwell-Italic
    /Rod
    /SakkalMajalla
    /SakkalMajallaBold
    /ScriptMTBold
    /SegoePrint
    /SegoePrint-Bold
    /SegoeScript
    /SegoeScript-Bold
    /SegoeUI
    /SegoeUI-Bold
    /SegoeUI-BoldItalic
    /SegoeUI-Italic
    /SegoeUI-Light
    /SegoeUI-SemiBold
    /SegoeUISymbol
    /ShonarBangla
    /ShonarBangla-Bold
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /Shruti
    /Shruti-Bold
    /SimHei
    /SimplifiedArabic
    /SimplifiedArabic-Bold
    /SimplifiedArabicFixed
    /SimSun
    /SimSun-ExtB
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SWGamekeysMT
    /SWMacro
    /Sylfaen
    /SymbolMT
    /SymbolTiger
    /SymbolTigerExpert
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /Tiger
    /TigerExpert
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /TraditionalArabic
    /TraditionalArabic-Bold
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Tunga
    /Tunga-Bold
    /TwCenMT-Bold
    /TwCenMT-BoldItalic
    /TwCenMT-Condensed
    /TwCenMT-CondensedBold
    /TwCenMT-CondensedExtraBold
    /TwCenMT-Italic
    /TwCenMT-Regular
    /Utsaah
    /Utsaah-Bold
    /Utsaah-BoldItalic
    /Utsaah-Italic
    /Vani
    /Vani-Bold
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /Vijaya
    /Vijaya-Bold
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Vrinda
    /Vrinda-Bold
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /WP-CyrillicA
    /WP-CyrillicB
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200039002000280039002e0033002e00310029002e000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


