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Ocean surface wind field retrieval and validation
from FY-3E/WindRAD dual-frequency scatterometer
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Abstract: The FY-3E satellite launched in July 2021, which is the world's first civilian
twilight orbit meteorological satellite. The WindRAD dual-frequency scatterometer it
carries has the ability to detect global ocean surface wind fields. This paper first studies
the nonlinear relationship between sea surface backscatter and wind field based on FY -
3E/WIindRAD L1 level observation data, and then establishes geophysical model
functions (GMFs) for C- and Ku-band VV/HH polarization wind field retrieval
respectively. Based on the maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) method, ocean
surface wind field were retrieve from WindRAD scatterometer data. The wind field is
validated using ocean buoy, CSCAT and NCEP wind field data. The results show that
the wind speed bias between the WindRAD and buoy is about 0.2m/s, and the root-
mean-square error (RMSE) is range from 1.20 to 1.44 m/s, which better than 2m/s for
operational applications. The wind direction bias and RMSE are range from 1.4 ~ 3.0°
and 25.3 ~ 30.09 respectively. WindRAD and HSCAT wind fields have good
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consistency, with the RMSE of wind speed between 1.37~1.6m/s and the RMSE of
wind direction between 22.9%25.9< The RMSE between WindRAD and NCEP wind
speed is 1.87~2.12m/s, and the RMSE of wind direction is between 22.3%27.1< These
results indicate that sea surface wind fields retrieved from WindRAD dual-frequency
scatterometer have high accuracy, fully demonstrating the application potential and
value of WindRAD payload in global sea surface wind field detection.

Keywords Fengyun satellite, Ocean surface wind field, Geophysical model function
WindRAD, Scatteromete
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1 5]

i ]

PR AR U U o — o T T M 00 4 R 1 X7 1) 3 30 A A% ik s
REWS LEIG S FIA = 26 A T A R A AR & ORI D Wk, 2
R L SR A BRIEVE RO B 2 S B AR s (VA i, 20235 Ak
SCHIAE, 2021). H 1968 R EEFATEA KA ( NASA) KEF4BKE — 2
BT SEASAT LAk, 433 ERS-1/2, NSCAT, QuikSCAT, ASCAT, HY-2 1
CFOSCAT 546 28 RGN, BUHTHI B AW e, HEUER ST
SURH LA P AR B 9 IR A = 1 K 8

B2 BB IO v — b 3 By BB A% SR, e R T X R R s (i) 42
Ry, BRI R R i R Ak 5 A O 5 SR, B — R ik 5 1A U &R
¥ (NRCS). NRCS MU R EHUR tH R T IE RGA K (B, NS,
TR AIRRAG T 2O, GRS T CUmigaRe, 3 Tt B AN JE K RUE 1R D%
TR ) o VAR I K37 2 W TE R VR T RSP 2 2B g, VAR IR TR 2 5 e T AR IS
#n, MM FBEIEEC NRCS 5%, B NRCS B KU 36K K. X
12 ) R PR T 45 R BB A SRS BRI T I IR A R B (5%, 2022)
HT I, B2 ERE NRCS. i XK & 55 T Z Bk 2 BRI BUR T 75
A 9% 22 B BOPR M ER ) AR SRR B (GMIF) o B 0 IR 3R T 1] B
I FRIL R M A 58 A FRAR, R MRS, — AN ELS AL, Rl 2540 B
BATHER Y GMF KZHCR 4307735, WL T ERER. i O el & vl

RATHAR NI ERHE NS H G H N, I8 NRCS % GMF B3 24
ITILE R 7 . AT L, GMF [13& FH e — e R a2 31 TR W A 2
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£ NIHEHRIIHIZ) (Wang et al., 2019; B EBAESE, 2023).

H A S AT B T8 S TAETE C 3B (0 ASCAT) B Ku P B (i
QuikSCT, HY2 Fl CFOSAT). *IT C ¥ B VV RALEUES 1T A3 i, Feoh i H
[f/2 CMOD #%1 GMF. “EE AT A FL &GS BORHE L AR Z A ) CMOD £
A (Hersbach et al., 2010; Stoffelen et al., 2017; Fang et al., 2018). X C % B HH
PABOR TR, 2018 5 R R AR AL LA A HH AL NRCS #5468 VV i)
fEE) NRCS, FEfCN CMOD #%| GMF #EA7T#m KU GREREE, 2013;
Zhang etal., 2019). i, 3T C B HH b 23 A K=/ EHIE (SAR) TA
BiEl, Mouche 55 (2015) 57 FH M\ HH R 745 1 U H 42 U T 37
) GMF. {H H RS R N 7 2 BEU TR Bl x5 T Ku BB
BN A [ AR AL & NSCAT &%) GMF. NSCAT-1 GMF 2% =AY
NSCAT U v BTk @S, B G 2738 SO0 gt AT Bdk IR 52 | NSCAT-2
GMF (Masuko et al., 2000; {555, 2006). #R152 NSCAT M % £ (X
A9NMH), LU ECMWE 1 SSMIS 4l B %4 i & 25 R R 0, NSCAT-
2 GMF MJ#EftEA S = . WK, 3T NSCAT-2 GMF 4b# QuikSCAT.
OceanSat-2 Fl HY-2A % TR U v E00a 45 201 S B AAAE 3 1% 72 (Zhao et
al., 2021) o EFXF X MG LL, BRI G 22 2 KR BEFE AT (KNMD 38 53 1% IE
NSCAT-2 GMF i XGEH 4 215 5] T NSCAT-4GMF (Wang et al., 2019). HT
NSCAT HUfttH- BA vV il HH AR A0 R AR N5 AT L (16°~66°),
NSCAT-4 GMF 7] LLF-F QuikSCAT . OSCAT . HY-2 £7%1. SCATSAT-1 PL K
CSCAT k546 Ku 3 BEHU T X7 R (EAR RS, 2014; Carvalho et al.,
2017; Johny et al., 2019; 855, 2019; FMOCHASE, 2021). AL T4
AL GMF B8 AG AN [F], RS BA AL 38 A AR R AN S5 44 o

2021 £ 7 H 5 H, £FREFRMRSNIEIR L FY-3E E5R LEKS
H I R T FY-3E #5301 WindRAD WX FEIE BT SRAXGEE (C Al
Ku JBO . ARAL (VV A HHD BT IL, @R R EssME £ 304
SE bR SE I kG BE A BRI T XU &, B SIATE IR, 23 (8] 40 B 3 s S50 A

(Zhang et al., 2022). T FY-3E BAEFUZATIN RIAHXT AT, % WindRAD #i5
T R SO AN I B FUas b TR AP I B, AR B RRST AT, SEI5EN (2012)
FIFABAAR C A Ku BBOIEE, BT KRG THE (MLE) #5876 X
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ZAFF WindRAD SUSHUR TH R Ofs@E P . 4558 oR: XU MLE 757 Ref
RPN AR ZE B KU S B, R B R R AR U RURE A
MTB. BEJa, Liu 55 (2023) MIeFARFIENFRE S EPAJ5 78 7 WindRAD
B VR RS A ORI PE RS o AR S5 7R : WindRad PEREMR S, 5845 AJ DL
SRMFT IR BL A F 5k o BAEKIM G, Li 55 (2023) DUEUE R SRR A %
BN, FIH GMF B 1 NRCS X WindRAD #£l NRCS #HATIEIE, MG
RARTH T C A Ku BRI BRI [SOsFG 2 . Shang 55 (2023) SEWFFTIAN
WindRAD 1] LAS (it v it 2 4= BRI 0 1) 50 R, 100 5 82 37 S i Bk
YRR AR AL (GMP) 18I DL B BOHs [ A B i 7 20 Sc i . i, He %
(2023) FI MR IFERE, X WindRAD 8§ i1-4s Bk i X3 7= Stk 47 7
k. BFFLEE R R: WindRAD BN 11 C B VIV ARAL IR 1 XU 5 AR AL I 5%
BLEA RIFH—8E, PEEZERN 1.37mls, WZEN 0.7m/s. SR, X—HF7R
U C BB VV A AIA 7= ST T RS, AR C B HH KA Je Ku P B
R 7= AT BAIE

HAt, EXRPESZH O (NSMCO) #2457 L2 % (JRA 1.2) WindRAD H
ST BRI TR S = i, 7090 o 1 AR M T KGRI 7 T A& I M. ST
L2 7= AR AL KR 5 2 i B 4 VV R HH A%4E NRCS A=, Ak
A7 B VV B HH AR RR B, IXTE— e R R AR A 2R
HRRI . Ak, B RTRET WindRAD KRB i R 6 K 22 3 6 720 AT 1%
kL, R FSEAr GRS S0AD Al 5 4k BT X7 R R e i /b .
T, AWTFIEIS R WindRAD B TH L1 20U B3R N2 VLA 225 K,
IS LA A A B NRCS M8 KA &, 43 AlEE S C B VV AT HH A4
Ku % B VV A HH AL X3 5 GMF. B S, FIRBPET bR ot 55 4h il
TR A AR, %o S R S REATIE . A SCHF ST R WindRAD
SBT3 S SR AR AR S 3%, RIS oy NSMC XU B o P B E 4 {3t
S NI Bk

2 HEdkiR
2.1 WindRAD L1 Z &8l

WindRAD A TR FH XUs P BCR B A 3 05 50, s i 1 o
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(Lietal, 2023). WindRAD 515 RZH 4 MK SRR, 7208 CEE V

WAL KL CPB H MR RE . Ku BBt V IR R AN Ku B H ARk C
BB (FOii# 5.4 GHz) M Ku (HU0ARER 13.265 GHz) XU B A I TAE,
MEBLELE VV R HH PR A5 7 =X, T AR 1 9 ol A% e I 2 5 k] Bl
AT, RSB Z 8 AR AN . C o BENGT S 33°~47°, Ku BN
U ARG EIN36.5°~44° AWFFUR A2 E R LA R 0RAER) WindRAD L1
Gewokl, BOEERIAR R 202243 H 15 HE 6 A 15 H. L1 FERLIE LR
[ P 3RAE, iy C BT, C BEFEEL. Ku BEBTHIUM Ku 3 B fE 4.
o3 B AR AR FL S FTHUR BB A2 L1 50k i B SRR AR, X S DA
BAMREERTT (WVC) NERABATAEME . TR, BRTARE VvV Al
HH WAL TE A 5 MU /5 G4 SR B 4E4h, B4R 4 T i i bilbs
X (Quality Flag) 4. 284 LAXR B 5 oo 206 AT H 5 ik 5 IRl R 5
BOHAT T AR, A8 R O G AR v R RLX S 1) #OR R T & AT AR
WindRAD L1 ZZ5PEHEAE 10 A1 20km B =5 (8] 40 H 2 10 5 1A BUR REEHRE S,
AR EER A 20km 43 B BEAT A SO 7T o

WindRAD - -

- -
Flight direction - l
e

-

———— -
-
-

- -
Il I

K1 WindRAD B3 BRI HE R B K
Fig.1 WindRAD rotating fan-beam illustration.

2.2 HFAEFARBER

PR A ARV e AR E MEAF AR R, IR T KA (5 B T
Bto ASCHTR MR BB R 155 [ [ 50 An Fdis o0 (NDBC), I [H] 73 9
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N6 oyl B SRR N A DT ECVE R U TH AN AR LI BOREBEAT UL T . I ) L,
HIURTEAIVE RS I BERE AN 30 23l 2 1A) 1, WindRAD HUF T IS 2173 1)
PREFEARNT 20 A B, BT BRI KGE R 10 m s RE, I A
SR FH R 4 2 XK AN T v 0 RSO0 SR 2 Ak RV T 10 me i Ak 55 23k XU
(Fang et al., 2022).
2.3 NCEP o #r %k}

AR FE A AT RCEE R AT DA TR SR 7 e R SR A R I [R5 A R
5 [ Z AR A0 (NCEP) BEEUA] RASR LA A0 A BRI T 10m = KR &
Tokle ARSCRFAM)Z NCEP/NCAR FiAr Mg i R BT k), AT DA R B 4428 [ FI £
[ 73 B (U T RG2S (A1) R0 0.5 B, IR 23 3F R 3 /NIE o P23 BT i THT IR
S PRHEASCRBERAE P . — &M T4 WindRAD X% S 2 s B 72
R S AR S E ;&8 WindRAD K7 R s SR AEIGE %okl PRI, A
I 245 775, K NCEP/NCAR 73 #r 53 BHE (i 2] WindRAD MR &E 5.6, M
ML 2 REC ) WindRAD XUk B B0 M2 KU B RO B . Bl 2=
70% A H] T 57 WindRAD X7 S8 GMF,  30%H0FEA 2 1 T S s XU
B
2.4 CSCAT #thtit 7k

HVEEE T2 (CFOSAT) 2018 4F 10 H 29 HI R PE RS ORI A
F, HAEEUN CSCAT HUR v 7T EASR I 2 BRIG T W7 BEkL. BFFT R, CSCAT K
SR Bt Bk KRR i B A BRI, BN WindRAD #— R A 1 B T4
FifkH], T A R K WindRAD K37 OB R (Liu et al., 2020; ASCHHEE,
2021; Mou etal., 2023), [E UG T2 R O34 1) CSCAT HUR #F KUK &
a3y 25km A1 12.5km BUEFIE R 77 5, BT FER A2 25km 73 85 X177
i1, CSCAT 1 WindRAD IS ) X .. #EVLAC WindRAD 5 CSCAT #ifid
FEr, PRAIBR G2 MIPEES N T 12.5 km, WLIIE I ZE/NT 45 5080, toh,  ARYE
CSCAT FIHHE = S S AR N5 2, 3 2D MR 25l 7 i P o R A i

i o 52 o R 5 0 <5 o R 22 R R
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3 BSHERRERE
3.1 O RUIMEG BE

AU T X7 S i 2 BRI P GMF SR AigE IR 4R 2 AT X T R 2 s P A it
FE OFMeINZE, 2020; AUtZEATERT, 2023). BT GMF 5K, KE. Hik
NS MR ETTALAESHAEZME R R, BB TR NRCS FA7E % gk 1
TN R 1 AR 2, S8 NRCS I S MUK AN S B3 A SR 3%
TIERKIE . AERZ RRERMBITVES, BRUAMETT7E (MLE) BA K
K HUETEEIASZIRG] 58275 GMF 55455, ok & 1hiz 178 it
BONE A GRIgEZE, 2014; Liu et al., 2020; FoK{E2E, 2021). MLE J7
D0 AR, EREU TR NRCS 5 GMF U1 NRCS 2 53 5/ MAETE N
“ESZ” NKEME. MLE HbrsR B A RER N

s, §) = = 2[5, CCe 2N |y oy )
Her, N ﬁa’n‘ﬁk%%$mﬂ!@@ﬁ’wi&; ziﬁﬁﬂzﬁa‘ﬁﬁeiﬂﬂ NRCS; M /& GMF
AL NRCS, EA&NE w. MA@ FREANNAO. REWM T p FITH
A fESH R R R NEEHTHRIFEE i MBIt NRCS S54HR. GMF #5#
L NRCS Wiz, Vpe i ImZR 7 2. AT H, WindRAD S THRN

NRCS f$5 C # B VV 1 HH # ALK Ku 3 B VV A HH AP0 fh . BRIk, A

RLH) GMF B HCHEANE], C B VV iR CMODS.N GMF  (Hersbach, 2010),

C W B HH W4k % FH CSARMOD GMF (Mouche etal., 2015), Ku B VV 1 HH

WAk UKl NSCAT4 GMF (Lin et al., 2017).

B 37 Sl S2 bR Bl SRR UK BEAREAF N A (1D IS )= & i
KL — MR IR B R T VE R RS B A 7 20, NG A R e £ 55
ZHETHR T, 53 0 B B RGEFN R R AE PSP, @ G kA € B bR ek
B b5 AL P 6T 7 (14 RS R RG] B K B 26 AR B A o 388 RGBT 4R 1 0. 1m/s,
AR 0.1m/s, ZAEDY 50m/s; KARIARIEBEE N0°, SR A1°, AAHN360°,
FESZBRI I A, SR Rl RO B A BTV, R AR B B 2R AL 2R
R R AT LA JER mha A7 208 (s iliss, 2006 Z &7, 2023).
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3.2 HREWIE LR

HUR T R RO R R, I 2~4 SRR SR MREAS H b ok 0s 2 )= i
KAE, AR RGN ESEfg, HARINFR BRI AR RO o R A
ZEAR, A EARZEROK . BRIEAE A F MLE J572:3R 45 2 /M il 36 ZE X0 A50H X
AT 22 bR, AT IR LR A (K KR 845 5

52 v B R T2 B T R AR B R T BRI R S s e R, 0
R KI 4 K GBI 50%) RURESRIGZ IEMRTHE T, #0moo
IR XK B A T AN Ay i 7, o e 2wk 2 FH TG e 75 (R AR 4T e 3k B0
ORI P (BRIEIFSE, 2006; 22 K655, 2012; SEIFNNSE, 2012). HAf,
TR HY-2 TR U TR 1t 2 (5] o 0 i 77 V2K 2 BB XU . A SR A
58 H B 7R B BRI RO U RO, [ 454G NCEP 4@t =T
Bt X370 K B 18 0 AR X[

4 WindRAD K37k iE GMF # &

BT CUR BT Ku i BUHUH v TR BRI [F K 228 K 88, 773541
CAE T AZ TR ) GMF B8, XS THREE I £ 8. GMF A
SIS A ARE, AHEA M@ R . KSR, X
A GMF J& FH T 2 FhSUR T SAR T2 RN 254 TH 37 [ i (Hersbach et
al., 2010; Stoffelen etal., 2017; Johnyetal.,2019; ##45, 2019; £EMESE, 2023)
BRI, AT 2 fEIX 2 GMF 25 f JE Al 2 S0 AT WindRAD B v BERHE
R i GMF, T e g 4 37 U GMF .

ASCiEd s 2022 423 1 15 HAE 6 A 15 HiZ H WindRAD #iiil L1 2%
ELHI NCEP R M7 505, @it 5 b WindRAD #83 NRCS FlZ2% X3 2 [H]
k&, BEH T WindRAD K37 i# GMF. WindRAD GMF Fix 4T

owindrap = f(6) + 0Gur (2)
HH, 0Qinarap Y WindRAD L1 B RN NRCS, odyp NE L GMF i &
NRCS, f(O) NG S, WindRAD GMF BRI 45 KRR () ZE iy 4 s e T
WindRAD #4554 A K 22 St SRV PR RY R % . X B, WindRAD #(48
SRR T NS A RS, 1048 M BR A B AR (R O TN AL R
U RN
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41 CHE VvV ilih

WindRAD # 5 11 C 3B VV #ft GMF (fijid 4 WRD-CVV) & 7E
CMODS5.N #ER S NI 384T TAZIE T @32/ (Hersbach, 2010). FH&iAzan
T

O-CQ,VV=C2.92+C1'9+c0+agM0D5.N (3)

Hr, alyy 8 WindRAD U iE VV 4L NRCS, 0 ANGA, 0lvopsneiET
CMODS5.N BERAE S NRCS, co, ¢y M, AR A% (& D).

% 1 WRD-CVV GMF 78! %%
Table.1 Model coefficient of WRD-CVV GMF

A2 c2 Ci Co

1 0.003578 - 0.2664 4.98

Kl 2 7y WRD-CVV Al CMODS.N #52 5X Ry £ it i T IR [ea) R XU A2 AR 55
A LAE AR ST SLHK WRD-CVV B iR £ 00, 5 KGH X [R] ) A8 4 i 35
CMODS.N R #230E, XU T WindRAD #UiHt C 3B VV A6 5 e B
THEOE FIEU R E RS — B0 sbdh, AN (2) ATRAE i, i XUEON X ) 2
KfFE GMF J5 FE0 RN AETE I N R EN & BT GMF %R IR SZHRE, &%

R SAEEZ A KRB, BI 180° 08 XUim] nl @l . [KI ik, AHE 5T R H
NCEP #3 XU[7) 5K 7 [ WindRAD S X375 180° A5Uk XU o

band=C / pol=VV / inc=40.0 deg / U=8.0 m/s band=C / pol=VV / inc=40.0 deg / fai=180.0 deg
— CMOD5.N  —— FY3E_GMF — CMOD5.N —— FY3E_GMF

-5

FY-3E NRCS [dB]
FY-3E NRCS [dB]

(b)

B T 4RSS NI AN L L B " 40 4 | DS U
0 45 90 135 180 225 270 315 360 0 5 10 15 20 25
Relative Model Wind Direction [dB] Model Wind Speeds [m/s]

(a)

2 WRD-CVV il CMODS5.N Hi48l NRCS B i KU AUXGEASAL 4 o 1B i 2 i 2k o)
HICFE CMODS.N Fl WRD-CV'V A5 bR 5 17 B 45
Fig.2 WRD-CVV and CMODS5.N simulate NRCS trends with ocean surface wind direction and
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270

271

272

273

274

275
276

277

278

279

280

281

282

283

284

285

286
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4.2 C B HH ik
WindRAD # 5 11 C 3Bt HH #ft GMF (fijicy WRD-CHH) & 7E

CSARMOD # R Bl B3 A AT T IEM @321 (Mouche, 2015). WRD-
CH A HRIE XN

O-CQ,HH=C2.92+c1'6+C0+O—.SQARMOD (3)

Hrr, 6y N WindRAD #Uif it HH 4k NRCS, AN, ogurmop et T
CSARMOD FERI1S 5K NRCS, ¢y, ¢y Mllc, NI RE (£ 2).

% 2 WRD-CHH GMF H7 £ %k
Table.2 Model coefficient of WRD-CHH GMF

2 C2 c Co

=N 0.01427 - 1.081 21.3

Kl 3 (a) Box T AST N 400, W XGEH 8m/s 21 T, WRD-HH A
CSARMOD k% HH # At NRCS B ifg R m) i Atk . Erh el DA G
tH, WRD-HH fll CSARMOD 4L ) NRCS it 25 76 11 R 8 0450 S 00 H0 0 4 () 4
SEARAE, HAMEAE BRI — 8. B3 (b)) MIER TAHRASH T,
VI XUR] O 180°H) WRD-HH Al CSARMOD B 50548l HH 24k NRCS B X3 4%
WAFE. ATUABA A, AT RO R I, IR ek B4l i) NRCS 3
EHARL I A B, X BT A WindRAD WL NRCS [ JXUE 38 i 33
(R BEARESAE . AT W, WRD-HH Al CSARMOD £33 B8 30477 B NRC'S Fifi i T X
ORI A A] 1 AR AL A e ) — 3k, B4R E 54 WindRAD MLl NRCS i
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Fig.3 WRD-CHHand CSARMOD simulate NRCS trends with ocean surface wind direction and
speed. The blue line represents the CSARMODmodel results, and the red line represents the WRD-
CHH results, respectively.

43 Ku kB VV Hl HH #4k

WindRAD #edtit Ku W EBSEZ L (VV A1 HH #24L) GMF (fiicy WRD-
KCOP) R 2 7 NSCAT4 GMF ZEAl FXF NS 34T 118 IE T 8 1)
WRD-KCO

ORucop = C2 - 0% +¢1 -0 + o + ONscara (4)

NSCAT4 #AIE S]] NRCS, ¢y, ¢ Hllc, AL RE (£ 3).

% 3 WRD-KCOP GMF #i 7! %
Table. 3 Model coefficient of WRD-KCOP GMF

E 1 c2 cl1 co
WV 1Rk1k -0.04395 3.631 -76.39
HH tR{t -0.03476 2.982 -64.74

K 4a F1 b /3 7~ 7 WRD-KCO Hl NSCAT4 #5208 304/ ELi¥ VV Al HH
Ak NRCS g X3 fbiass . ATLAEH, Bk VVIit2& HH M, f£8F
RERIB NG 400, HFEIXE 8m/s 551 T, WRD-KCO 1 NSCAT4 1 5 bi #
17 E B NRCS Bt I I AU RO 36 00 S B0 0 & 1 A s i, LBk B/ &
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Fig.4 WRD-KCO and NSCAT4 model simulate NRCS trends with ocean surface wind direction and
speed. The blue line represents the NSCAT4 model results, and the red line represents the WRD-
KCO results, respectively.

4.4 RIEZEH

A5 EL WindRAD HUR T C BBt VV AL BRI 4 Bk T X7 14T )
o W EXTIRELY) WindRAD B L1 R T TALEE, $REL C 3B VV I
L NRCS. #R45 WindRAD WL i () A0 R B 23 [F] 28 () NCEP #-73#r 15 5t
Vg T XUIERT AU m) i - 55 T WindRAD Uit VV AR NRCS. T I8 NI AR
WSHE R, 7E CMODS.N GMF &4l |-, FJH MLE J7 %A1 NCEP i1 5t X7
ALK — MR . BT FRE %, mTRLG C B HH ARG Ku i Btk ik,



325

326

327

328

329

330

331

332

333
334
335

336
337
338

339

340

341

342

T AHEAT S . (HAEE M, T WindRAD B4 18] 20 BB, 63T
VA 3 T ol T AR BRI TE V2 S, TR AR SO R 25k DA A PR B3
BEATRIBR, SO T AR B R A AT RV . b4, T AR DX et ok 14
FAE, 3B TH o3RO RO TH S R OS5, BRI AE R SR I 5
TR X IR G e . B 5 TR N ASCE S ) WindRAD X7 S GMF 2 HY
SRR I T B oA (THD . ATDE, FET AT GMF ] DL
(1A WindRAD L1 ZOULIN B e} ok B 4 Bkt 1 AR BEAE R

b nd HH-polarized

- T e
P

K5 WindRAD HUf it (a) CHEB VV AL, (b) CUBLHH AL, (¢ Ku Bt VV it
A (d) Ku ¥ B HH Bk A BRI X7 S . WindRAD R A1 A 2022 4F 4 27 H 00:33-
22:32 (JHHL

Fig.55 Global ocean wind fields retrieved from WindRAD scatterometer at (a) C-band VV-
polarized, (b) C-band HH-polarized ,(c) Ku-band VV-polarized and (d) Ku-band HH-polarized.
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Fig.6 Statistical comparison between WindRAD-retrieved ocean wind fields and in-situ buoys.
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RS (m/s) KA (°)
BB Bt Al Bias RMSE Bias RMSE
vV 94928 203 137 0.1 24
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Ku HH 93768 0.2 1.6 0.58 25.9
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N 1.22m/s. C B VV/HH BRALAT Ku i B HH A4k S i XUE RMSE SRR —
B, R AR KGR S RO S R FE B B A T KU, JCHAE 22-24m/s KU X
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