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crowave radiometer (SMMR) able to measure total
columnar atmospheric water vapor with a horizontal reso-
lution of about 50 km."? Figure 2 is a histogram of the
difference between the sSMMR-estimated water vapor cor-
rection to the Seasat altimeter range measurement and
the corresponding correction based on estimates of sur-
face pressure and temperature derived from FNOC predic-
tions. The data shown consist of about 350,000 inde-
pendent comparisons obtained over the entire three-month
Seasat lifetime for all regions of the Earth.

The FNOC predictions are consistent with the SMMR-
based water vapor correction estimates to within a mean
difference of a fraction of a centimeter, which is certain-
ly small when compared with the Geosat height measure-
ment precision of 3 cm.’® The predictions, however, do
not account for a considerable amount of variability in
water vapor that occurs on the horizontal scales required
to resolve ocean mesoscale features. The standard devia-
tion of the difference between SMMR- and FNOC-based wa-
ter vapor corrections is more than 5 cm, consistent with
the results of Tapley et al.” Much of this variability is
associated with the finer horizontal spatial scales measured
by the sMMmR. The salient point to be emphasized is that
even if FNoc-derived water vapor predictions were per-
fect, they are not made at a resolution high enough to
be useful in detecting mesoscale circulation features.

VARIABILITY ASSESSMENT

Investigators at APL and Harvard University have de-
veloped new and highly useful techniques to process and
interpret Geosat height signatures (Ref. 14 and Porter et
al., elsewhere in this issue). Basically, these techniques in-
volve the incorporation of Geosat-measured height vari-
ations into Harvard’s regional ocean circulation model.
The Geosat data are used to adjust the location of circu-
lation features in the model. Of importance to our dis-
cussion is that these techniques involve looking for the
abrupt changes in Geosat height measurements on hori-
zontal spatial scales consistent with mesoscale circulation.
Slow variations of the water vapor correction on horizon-
tal scales greater than 300 km are not relevant to this ap-
plication.
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Figure 2. Histogram of the difference between sSMMR- and
FNOC-based water vapor corrections to an altimeter height mea-
surement of the Earth. The mean is 0.06 cm, and the standard
deviation is 5.5 cm; there were 350,000 measurements taken.
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The lack of a radiometer aboard Geosat may adverse-
ly affect the retrieval of ocean features when using either
no water vapor corrections or corrections derived from
FNoC predictions. To ascertain the potential problem that
water vapor may pose for mesoscale circulation feature
detection, we examined the SMMR-derived water vapor
corrections used for the Seasat altimeter. At the time of
this study, SMMR data were the most readily available.
Additionally, because Geosat is a near repeat of the Seasat
ground track, the Seasat SMMR sampled the water vapor
field in a manner similar to Geosat. We also considered
the FNoc-based corrections because they are routinely ap-
plied to Geosat altimeter height data. It is important to
remember that the mean value of the water vapor height
correction is not relevant to mesoscale feature detection.
If the effect of water vapor is large but constant, it will
not be mistaken for an oceanic feature.

Water vapor height corrections estimated by the SMMR
and FNoc for the five geographic regions shown in Fig-
ure 3 and the entire Earth were examined. The five regions
are listed as follows, along with indications of the rea-
sons for our interest in them.

1. ciuk Gap: In the Greenland-Iceland-United
Kingdom (GIUK) Gap region, APL and Harvard collabo-
rators have expended considerable effort to successfully
extract small, circulation-induced height signals in the 10-
to 30-cm range over 100-km spatial scales.

2. Gulf Stream: This western boundary current re-
gion contains both large mesoscale circulation signatures
and a high mean level of water vapor. The Gulf Stream

1: GIUK Gap 2: Gulf Stream 3: Northeast Atlantic
55°N to 70°N 32°N to 55°N 45°N to 60°N
20°W to 10°E 75°W to 50°W 40°W to 15°W

4: Northeast Pacific
35°N to 45°N
170°W to 135°W

5: Tropics
20°S to 25°N
180°W to 180°E

Figure 3. Specific regions of the Earth examined in addition
to the Earth itself.
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itself has a height signature on the order of 1 m, whereas
rings have height signatures of 20 to 50 cm or larger.

3. Northeast Atlantic: A major circulation experi-
ment named Athena was conducted in this region of the
North Atlantic in 1988." This region exhibits sea surface
height variations on the order of 40 cm over 100 km.

4. Northeast Pacific: The Northeast Pacific region,
similar to the Giuk Gap, exhibits small frontal signals on
the order of 5 to 30 cm in height over 100 km that pose
a demanding test of the ability of various altimeter data-
processing techniques to locate ocean features.

5. Tropics: The tropics are of interest not because of
mesoscale circulation, but because this region exhibits
large water vapor corrections and may have large spatial
gradients in water vapor.

Water vapor height corrections along the Seasat al-
timeter ground track that were estimated by the SMMR
and FNOC were extracted for segment lengths of 100, 200,
300, 500, and 1000 km. These segments composed our
basic data set. Figure 4 is an example of the variation
of the water vapor height correction over a 300-km seg-
ment from the Northeast Pacific region. The black line
is the SMMR water vapor correction, the red line is the
FNocC-derived correction, and the blue line is the differ-
ence between the two corrections. If we assume that the
more accurate SMMR gives the true water vapor correc-
tion (at least at the SMMR’s resolution), then the differ-
ence signature represents the residual water vapor signal
that would remain in an altimeter signature after apply-
ing the FNoc-derived water vapor correction.

The abrupt change of 18 cm in the water vapor height
correction over about 150 km within the 300-km segment,
as shown in Figure 4, would, if mistaken for a front, lead
one to deduce an ocean current of 20 cm/s, an energetic
feature. This water vapor signature is the type that poses
a problem for the location of mesoscale features from
Geosat data. The question is ‘“How likely are such
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Figure 4. Example of an abrupt change of 18 cm in the water
vapor height correction over about 150 km within a 300-km seg-
ment from the Northeast Pacific region. If mistaken for a front,
this change would lead one to deduce an ocean current of 20
cm/s, an energetic feature. The black line is the SMMR water va-
por correction, the red line is the FNOC-derived correction, and
the blue line is the difference between the two corrections. The
points marked “max” and “min” indicate the maximum and mini-
mum values of the height correction, respectively.
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events?”’ We can use data segments like the one shown
in Figure 4 to address this question.

Let W, (x) represent the variation in the difference be-
tween the SMMR and FNOC water vapor corrections as a
function of distance x. Figure 4 shows two points labeled
“max” and “‘min”’ that mark the maximum, W,;", and
minimum, W™, values of the height correction within
this segment, respectively. The greatest change in the
residual water vapor correction signature in the segment,
Ay, is given by

Ay = |WS= - W™ . 3)

The value of this maximum change in the water vapor
correction was calculated for each of the segments com-
piled from the Seasat data.

For each of the six regions studied, Figure 5 shows a
set of cumulative probability distributions indicating the
likelihood of finding a path length change, A,, equal to
or greater than the abscissa; the five curves for each re-
gion correspond to the segment lengths shown in kilo-
meters. The distributions do not, however, directly predict
the probability of a water vapor event either causing a
fictitious circulation feature to appear in the altimeter data
or masking the presence of an existing feature.

The solid black curve for the GIUK Gap region in Fig-
ure 5 indicates that for the 1662 segments of 100 km ex-
tracted from this region, a 1% probability existed that
the maximum change in the water vapor correction was
greater than or equal to about 6 cm in any particular seg-
ment. The other curves for the Giuk Gap region in Fig-
ure 5 demonstrate that the longer the segment considered,
the greater the probability of having a large excursion in
the water vapor correction. Longer segments contain var-
iations that occur on both long and short horizontal spa-
tial scales, but only variations on the smaller scales
concern us here.

The graphs in Figure 5 reveal that for all the regions,
the probability of finding a water vapor correction change
of 10 cm or greater in any particular altimeter ground
track segment of 200 km is at most 2%; larger water va-
por signatures are even less common. These small prob-
abilities do not tell the complete story, however. Assessing
the probability of the misinterpretation of Geosat data
is very dependent on how those data are used and inter-
preted.

Even though the probability is small of finding a water-
vapor-induced height change of consequence within any
particular segment, if Geosat altimeter data are used as
a coarse means to promiscuously scour large expanses of
ocean for frontal features, the probability of encounter-
ing water vapor events that could mislead us somewhere
in that search becomes greater. The low probabilities given
in Figure 5 do not justify ignoring the potential problems
of water vapor.

Although the collaborative work between APL and
Harvard has employed various techniques of processing
Geosat altimeter data to locate the position of ocean fea-
tures, the interpretation of these features has been per-
formed not ex nihilo, but rather in the context of a
regional circulation model.
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Figure 5. The probability of finding a change in the difference between the SMMR and FNOC water vapor corrections greater than
the abscissa for the segment lengths shown in kilometers for the various regions studied. The values of n on the graphs are
the numbers of segments used to calculate the probabilities. The percentage along the y-axis refers to the percentage of seg-
ments having a maximum height change greater than or equal to the abscissa.

As an example of how Figure 5 is to be used, let us
assume we are concerned about water-vapor-induced path
length changes of 10 cm that occur on horizontal scales
of 200 km or less. A change of 10 cm is chosen because
many circulation features of interest have signatures larger
than this, and, given the 3-cm precision of the altimeter,
looking for much smaller features would be difficult. Fur-
ther assume that we are using Geosat to locate frontal
positions to within a meander range of 1000 km. Then,
the probability of encountering a potentially misleading
water vapor event equal to or greater than 10 cm is the
probability of finding such an event in one or more of
nine 200-km segments. We use nine because of the five
200-km segments that fit into 1000 km and the four over-
lapping 200-km segments that account for water vapor
changes extending across adjacent 200-km segments. We
would not, however, use the curve for 1000 km in Fig-
ure 5. The probabilities taken from this curve include wa-
ter vapor changes that occur on horizontal scales greater
than, as well as smaller than, 200 km.

In the Giuk Gap region, the meander range of the
dominant front, which is tied to the Iceland-Faeroe ridge,
is about 200 km. The search for the front is thus limited
to a small region. The probability of encountering a 10-cm
change or greater in the water vapor correction is given
by the 200-km curve for the GIUK Gap region in Figure 5,
or about 2%.

The Harvard circulation model, as currently im-
plemented in a subset of the Northeast Pacific area, can
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use Geosat altimeter data to help locate fronts as small
as 10 cm. Let us assume the worst: that the positions of
the fronts are not known at all to within the 600-km do-
main of the model. The probability of finding a 10-cm
water vapor event or larger on scales less than 200 km
is the probability of such an event occurring in one or
more of five 200-km segments. According to Figure S,
the probability of finding such an event within any par-
ticular 200-km segment in the Northeast Pacific region
is slightly less than 2%. Therefore, the probability of a
water vapor event within the 600-km domain of the model
is about 10%.

Of course, as one looks for smaller and smaller circu-
lation features whose positions are unknown to within
larger and larger areas, the probability of being misled
by water vapor grows. For example, if one looks for
mesoscale circulation features of 5-cm height, which may
be common in the Northeast Pacific region, and if one
has no idea of the position of these features to within
2000 km, then an 88% probability exists of finding a wa-
ter vapor signature of this magnitude in the Northeast
Pacific region. The curves given in Figure 5 provide the
means of assessing these probabilities for different uses
of Geosat data. The use of these statistics has been ex-
plained more thoroughly by Monaldo. '

A change in the water vapor correction as large as the
1-m change that characterized western boundary currents
was never experienced in the Seasat SMMR data set we ex-
amined. It is, therefore, highly unlikely that water vapor
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will ever interfere with the location of the Gulf Stream.
Similarly, Gulf Stream rings are so large that even over
rather large meander ranges, the likelihood of encoun-
tering similarly sized water vapor correction changes is
negligibly small. The circulation features in the North-
east Atlantic region are similar to Gulf Stream rings in
size and magnitude. Thus, water vapor is generally not
a problem in this region either.

The manner in which Geosat data are to be processed
is extremely important in evaluating the impact of water
vapor. At least three techniques can be used to remove
short-scale geoid signatures from altimeter data before
searching for mesoscale circulation features (see Porter
et al., elsewhere in this issue).

The first technique involves subtracting a current Geo-
sat track of height data from a previous collinear track
of data. The geoid signature is stationary, so it subtracts
out. If the previous track is selected properly, the feature
in the current track should stand out in the difference
signal.

The second technique involves calculating the mean
Geosat height signature from many repeat cycles over the
same ground track. The mean height data include height
variations due to both the geoid and the mean circula-
tion. Subtraction of a current Geosat track from this
mean removes the geoid signature. If the mesoscale fea-
ture in the current set of data resembles the mean circu-
lation signal, however, then subtracting this mean signifi-
cantly reduces the circulation signal magnitude. In this
context, water vapor events smaller than those usually
considered could be mistaken for circulation features.

The third technique is to generate a synthetic geoid
from altimeter data. The mean Geosat height signature
is subtracted from the mean oceanography signal, as cal-
culated by a regional ocean feature model, to form the
synthetic geoid. Future Geosat passes over a ground track
for which a synthetic geoid has been computed can be
differenced with this synthetic geoid. The residual signal
can then be ascribed to circulation signatures. Again, if
performed properly and if the circulation model is ade-
quate, this technique can avoid both reduction in the size
of the signature and potential confusion with smaller wa-
ter vapor events. Porter et al. (elsewhere in this issue) pro-
vide a more thorough discussion of the various altimeter
signal-processing techniques.

Signal-processing techniques have been mentioned here
to emphasize that judging the impact of water vapor on
Geosat altimeter data requires an understanding of the
context in which the data will be used and the processing
techniques to be employed. It is expected that when us-
ing the ‘“difference-from-the-mean”’ technique, the re-
duced circulation signatures could suffer additional in-
terference from spatial gradients in atmospheric water
vapor.

CONCLUSIONS

The presence of water vapor in the atmosphere can
cause changes in the sea surface topography estimated by
Geosat radar altimetry; such changes can confuse the in-
terpretation of mesoscale circulation signatures. If used
in the context of circulation models having limited do-
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mains over which frontal positions are unknown, water
vapor gradients are not likely to interfere with the loca-
tion of fronts having elevations as small as 10 cm.

Of the regions we considered here, the Giuk Gap and
the Northeast Pacific regions pose the greatest challenge.
Because of the small meander range of the front in the
GIUK Gap region, the probability of a water vapor event
being confused with an ocean feature is about 2%. In
the Northeast Pacific region, if the positions of the fronts
are not known to within the 600-km domain of the Har-
vard model, the probability of a 10-cm water vapor event
or larger is 10%.

In assessing the probabilities of such events by using
the data given in this article, care must be taken to con-
sider the techniques that are in use for any particular Geo-
sat application. For very energetic events, that is, 30 cm
or greater, water vapor should pose minimal problems
in feature location.
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