
Concerning manuscript doi:10.5194/amt-2018-69

Relevant changes to the manuscript
from Jonas Hagen (jonas.hagen@iap.unibe.ch) on behalf of the authors.

The following minor changes have been made to the manuscript:

• Small changes to the abstract
• Small changes to the introduction
• Include table with properties of WIRA-C
• Small changes to Instrument section
• Correct sign in Eq. 3 and small changes to section 4.3
• Minor changes to retrieval section
• Revision of section 4.4 (A priori data and model parameters) to include more detail
• Fix wrong date in Fig. 11 and 13 caption
• Change y-Axis label of Fig. 14 from u to v for meridional wind
• Replot Fig. 16 to include all data (has not been plotted by mistake)
• Results: Mention possible cause for high gradients observed by lidar
• Extend Acknowledgements
• Fix typos
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Interactive discussion of manuscript doi:10.5194/amt-2018-69
concerning comment doi:10.5194/amt-2018-69-RC1.

Reply to comment from A. Rogers (Referee)
from Jonas Hagen (jonas.hagen@iap.unibe.ch) on behalf of the authors.

Referee: A very good paper on a neat little instrument my only comment is: Why is the
instrument limited to the middle-atmosphere winds? At night there is ozone at altitudes
above 75 km. The wind velocity at night has been measured using the 11.072 GHz line.
See Rogers et al. (2016).
If I use the model atmosphere given in appendix of ? with line intensity at 300 K changed
from -6.9997 to -4.15 and frequency changed from 11.072 GHz to 142 GHz and ozone
concentration and temperature vs altitude of: Altitude= 30 - 75 km concentration= 0.6
ppmv temp= 290 K Gaussian centered at 95 km FWHM 10 km concentration= 10 ppmv
temp= 190 K I find that the difference in line shape (as in Figure 9) between eastward
and westward at 10 degrees elevation is almost equally sensitive to to the ozone at 95 km
as it is to the ozone at 70 km. While it may not be possible to separate the velocity at 70
and 95 km because at 142 GHz the line width due to the Doppler shift at 70 km is similar
to that due to the pressure broadening. I find that at night the WIRA-C results could be
influenced by the ozone at 95 km and the authors might want to comment
Authors: We gratefully acknowledge the positive and informative comment. We identify
two parts of the comment:

1. The WIRA-C results between 35 and 75 km could be influenced by the ozone at 95 km.
2. Why is the instrument limited to the middle-atmosphere winds?

Concerning the first point: This has been a concern in previous studies and has been
thoroughly elaborated by Rüfenacht and Kämpfer (2017) where the authors observe that
the secondary ozone maximum around 10−3 hPa (approx. 95 km) can have an influence
on wind retrievals below 75 km altitude if not properly handled. To take this effect into
account, the respective authors suggest to include the secondary ozone layer in the a priori
data and separate day and nighttime retrievals to account for the high diurnal variability of
ozone concentration in theses altitudes. They then conclude that, if modeled correctly, the
influence of the secondary ozone layer becomes negligible for wind retrievals. As we use the
same a priori data source (WACCM model simulations) and integration strategy (day and
nighttime separately) as suggested by Rüfenacht and Kämpfer (2017), we appropriately
account for mesospheric ozone in our retrieval. We explained the choice of the a priori
profile accordingly on lines 14ff. on page 13 of the manuscript but we are going to extend
that explanation.
Regarding the second point: Figure 8 on page 15 of the manuscript shows the sensitivity
of our instrument to different altitude levels. As noted on line 14ff. on page 14 of the
manuscript, the sensitivity is acceptable in altitudes above 75 km. Also, one can see in
Fig. 8, that the altitude cannot be resolved above the pressure broadening regime as all the
averaging kernels are centered around 95 km (the exact altitude of this point depends on
the a priori profile and covariance matrix). This corresponds to the Referee’s observations.
We exclude these points from the current study, as they are not part of a wind profile
and would require separate analysis and validation with other models and instruments. A
first attempt to exploit this information can be found in (Rüfenacht et al., 2018, Fig. A1)
which also includes a comparison of these measurements with the meteor radar at the
ALOMAR observatory that is sensitive to wind in altitudes above 80 km.
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Resulting Changes:
• Reference the publication of Rogers et al. (2016) in the introduction, as we think it

is important to give a complete overview of radiometric wind measurements.
• Further clarify on why we choose the a priori profile to include the secondary ozone

maximum and why we extend the retrieval grid for wind accordingly.
• Further clarify why we integrate day and night separately.
• Explain why our measurements are not influenced by the secondary ozone maximum.
• Mention the potential of wind measurements above the pressure broadening regime.

References

Rogers, A. E., Erickson, P. J., Goncharenko, L. P., Alam, O. B., Noto, J., Kerr,
R. B., and Kapali, S.: Seasonal and local solar time variation of the meridional wind
at 95km from observations of the 11.072-GHz ozone line and the 557.7-nm oxygen
line, Journal of Atmospheric and Oceanic Technology, 33, 1355–1361, https://doi.org/
10.1175/JTECH-D-15-0247.1, 2016.

Rüfenacht, R. and Kämpfer, N.: The importance of signals in the Doppler broadening
range for middle-atmospheric microwave wind and ozone radiometry, Journal of Quan-
titative Spectroscopy and Radiative Transfer, 199, 2017.

Rüfenacht, R., Baumgarten, G., Hildebrand, J., Schranz, F., Matthias, V., Stober, G.,
Lübken, F.-j., and Kämpfer, N.: Validation of middle-atmospheric wind in observations
and models, 2018.
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Interactive discussion of manuscript doi:10.5194/amt-2018-69
concerning comment doi:10.5194/amt-2018-69-RC2.

Reply to comment from Anonymous Referee #2
from Jonas Hagen (jonas.hagen@iap.unibe.ch) on behalf of the authors.

Referee: A table summarizing the instrument and observation characteristics (bandwidth,
resolution, integration time, system temperature, line-of-sight elevation range, ...) would
help the reader.
Authors: This is a good idea. The characteristics of WIRA-C are:

Optics Ultra-Gaussian feed horn + elliptical and flat mirrors
Beam width 2.3 ◦ FWHM
Receiver type Pre-amplified single-side band heterodyne
Frequency 142.17504 GHz
Bandwidth 2 × 120 MHz
Backend Ettus Research USRP, FFTS
Spectral resolution 12.2 KHz
System Temperature 550 K
Calibration Hot load + Tipping curve
Elevation range All sky

Resulting Changes:
• Include the WIRA-C specs as table.

Equation 3: Is the term − sin(η) missing in the right side of the equation? The way to
estimate Tbg should be described. I also think that its definition (line 18) is too far from
Eq 3.

Indeed. Thanks. The equation (3) should read τ = − sin(η) ln
(

Tm−T off−resonance
b

Tm−T bg

)
where

Tm is the mean tropospheric temperature as derived by Ingold et al. (1998) and T bg is the
Background temperature which is set to 2.7 K at 142 GHz.
Resulting Changes:

• Fix − sin(η) in Eq. 3 RHS.

Equation 5: Is M = 2 or 6 (P 13, Line 13) or other? Is-it the same M for all retrievals?
If M = 2, the setting looks like a normal retrieval. How the 3-dim retrieval is done? Do
the authors quantitatively assess the improvements compared to a normal retrieval?
M = 6 for all retrievals. What we call three dimensional retrieval is an OEM retrieval
with a 3-dimensional model atmosphere and corresponding covariance matrices and state
vectors, that allows to implement spatial variations in some quantities (ozone) and si-
multaneously combine all available information into one wind profile. Like this we can
implement the expectation to observe the same winds when looking east and west, but
have different ozone concentrations. Also for M = 2 the model atmosphere would need to
be 3-dimensional if we would like to retrieve two ozone profiles but only one wind profile.
We performed some comparisons of the two retrievals finding that the 3-dimensional re-
trieval yields more stable results and – most importantly – rigid quality control parameters
such as measurement response, averaging kernels and retrieval errors. In the 1-dimensional
setup, these parameters are retrieved for each observation direction separately and need
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to be combined (averaged) somehow. In our opinion, this is a big advantage of the 3-
dimensional retrieval.

Equation 10 corresponds to the linear OEM equation with the forward model y = Kx,
but it is stated that a non-linear retrieval is used (P 12, Line 15). Some explanations
are needed to clarify the apparent contradiction. I also assume that only K and G are
updated in the iterative process and not xa . Am I right?
What we actually do is minimizing χ2 in (7). The linearised form is applied in an iterative
process during which xa is fixed (for example xa = 0 for wind) but the point of linearisation
for K is, of course, updated. In the first round xa is chosen as point for the linearisation.
Indeed, there is some confusion about linear vs. non-linear retrieval, see changes below.
Resulting Changes:

• Link the linear retrieval solution with the iterative process involved as the linear
solution is applied iteratively.

Page 10, lines 5-14: The observation strategy is not clear for me. Do the authors compute
equation 4 with data obtained over short periods and, then average the calibrated spectra
over 12 hours? If yes what is the time period to get a calibrated spectrum?
Yes, that is exactly what we do. We explained the reasoning behind this on page 10, line
10 ff of the manuscript. One calibration cycle takes 2 minutes (see last line of page 7 of
the manuscript, in context with receiver stability).

P13, Line 15: More information are needed to understand how the statistics are calculated
(which climatology is used, spatial and time ranges to compute statistics, ...) The authors
use different a priori errors for the meridional and zonal components of the wind vector
according to the wind variability. As stated in the text, such an approach leads to different
retrieval performances (retrieval precision and vertical resolution) for both components.
This is a choice of the author since the measurement does not de- pend on the LOS orien-
tation. The authors should explain more clearly the motivations for choosing this setting
instead of using the same one for both components. The wind variability is multiplied by
factor 2 to construct the covariances, which let me think that having covariances repre-
senting the variability is not a key issue. Personally I would use a similar a priori error as
that used for the zonal wind for both components in order to keep the vertical resolution
close to 10 km given that the retrieval precision can be improved by averaging profiles
but the vertical resolution cannot. Vertical resolution is an important issue for a site at
La Reunion latitude since tides can induce vertical patterns on the meridional winds with
vertical scales of 15-20 km and an amplitude that can be larger than 10 m/s.
The a priori statistics for wind are calculated from 6 years of ECMWF data for the
specific location of the campaign. Because wind speeds are far from following a Gaussian
distribution, we multiply them with a factor of 2. As our wind retrieval should not be
influenced by seasonal dependency of the statistics, we use the same (total) variation for
all times and thus the a priori statistics only depend on pressure.
Regarding the choice of different a priori co-variances for zonal and meridional wind, there
are arguments for both sides. The referee made a very strong point for using the same
co-variance for both components. We chose to use the same approach for determination
of the statistics (climatology with factor) for both components, which naturally turns
out to give different values for zonal and meridional wind. In no way do we state that
this approach is in general the right one, but for comparison with other data (lidar and
ECMWF) it is favourable in our opinion for the following reasons. As meridional winds
are generally weaker than zonal winds, the signal to noise ration is worse, but at the
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other hand, we can constrain the optimisation a bit more thanks to the lower variability.
The MAP regularisation includes a priori statistics to better define the problem. If such
information is available it should be used in our opinion.
Resulting Changes:

• Explain how we derive the a priori mean and covariances for wind.

P13, Line 20: As for the wind climatology, we need more information on how the statistics
are performed to compute the mean and the covariances of O3. How the six ozone profiles
are used?
For ozone, the statistics are derived form a F 2000 WACCAM scenario model run described
by Schanz et al. (2014). We determine the mean value and variability of ozone in a window
of 11 days around the day-of-year of the measurement while only regarding the very same
hours of the day that we integrated over (either day or night) to properly account for
mesospheric ozone as proposed by Rüfenacht and Kämpfer (2017). Currently we do not
use or discuss the ozone profiles. This might be part of future work.
Resulting Changes:

• Explain how we derive the a priori mean and covariances for ozone.

P13, Line 25: Is-it really indicated in Sect. 4.3 that the O3 covariances are height inde-
pendent?
Yes, but because as we do a 3D retrieval, we have to deal with vertical and horizontal
spatial correlation. The vertical correlation length is set to be 0.3 pressure decades. The
horizontal correlation length, which in the end describes the correlation among the 6
ozone profiles is set to be 200 km for all altitudes. Nevertheless, the horizontal correlation
between our retrieved grid points is lower in higher altitudes, because the lines-of-sight in
opposing directions diverge from each another. This means with increasing altitude, the
ozone profiles in opposing directions get more independent.
Resulting Changes:

• Clearly distinguish between horizontal and vertical correlation length for the covari-
ance matrix of ozone.

P14, Line 2, no need of ”hat” in the second x̂

Thanks.

P14, Line 33, Should “Sect 4.3” be “Sect 4.4”?
No. Its Sect. 4.3 page 12 line 21 and refers to equation (12), which shows that the
observation error is not independent of a priori co-variance.
Resulting Changes:

• Make the reference more clear.

P15, Line 22, correct “to to”
Thanks! (Its P14 L22)

P15, Fig. 9: The ozone line is shifted toward the right side of the band. The first 20
MHz range on the left side of the spectrum should contributes to the wind retrieval at the
lowest retrieved altitudes. Combining the two spectra with opposite directions provide
antisymmetric wind signature . Is this frequency range a significant contribution to the
retrievals? If yes, the wind retrieval might be sensitive to different errors on the amplitudes
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of the two calibrated and tropo-corrected spectra? If yes, the statement that wind are not
sensitive to amplitude calibration errors should be weaken.
We only use the central channel (A) for our wind retrievals. The left wing is only used
for tropospheric correction as stated on page 10, line 18 in the manuscript. We agree with
the referee that a wider spectrum would give more information on the lowest retrieved
altitudes.

P17, Tab 1: How is the perturbed profile computed? Is the same perturbation applied
at all altitudes or is it altitude dependent? (xp[i] = ε + x[i] or xp[i] = ε[i] + x[i] ?) If
it is the second case what is the vertical resolution of the perturbation and the vertical
correlation?
We use different types of perturbation schemes that we call absolute and relative (column 3
in Tab. 1). The temperature and ozone a priori profile are perturbed as xp[i] = x[i] + ε
with a fixed ε sampled from the given distribution. For the co-variances we sample a
value εr from a Gaussian distribution with mean µ = 1 and standard deviation σ = 0.25.
The perturbed profile then is xp[i] = x[i] + (εr − 1)x[i] = εrx[i]. In that case, the total
perturbation is altitude dependent due to x[i]. It is a common approach to multiply the
covariances by a factor in order to estimate their influence.

P19, Sect. 5.3: Does the time series in Figures 11-14 include the day and night data?
Yes, the day and night data are plotted together, so there are two vertical stripes per 24
hours.
Resulting Changes:

• Mention that day and nighttime data are shown together in the timeseries plots.

P21: Does “smoothed in time” mean 12 hours average? The size of the pictures could be
increased.
Yes, we average the two ECMWF timesteps that lie within our integration period as
explained in Sect. 5.2.1. For daytime, our integratinon period is from 2 to 14 h and
contains the 6 h and 12 h ECMWF timestep (all UTC). This is asymmetric by 1 hour, but
we prefer the simple scheme over an interpolation as we find the differences in that specific
case to be negligable.

P24-P25: The starting time for the observations should be indicated in Fig 15 caption. I
think local time is more relevant than UT (Fig. 16 caption). Why some WIRA meridional
profiles are cut below 55 km? Fig.16 caption: correct “measuremnts” at the end of the
second line.
Thanks.
The WIRA-C meridional wind profiles are cut below 55 km because the quality control
parameters are outside of their bounds. While investigating which parameter exactly is
out of the valid bounds, we found that the measurement response and offset parameter (as
described in Sect. 4.5 of the manuscript) are ok, even below 55 km. To our own surprise
we still had another criteria imposed, that we used in an earlier version: the FWHM of the
AVK has to be below 15 km. We removed this constraint and replotted the lidar profiles
(see figure A of this document) so it is now consistent with the quality control parameters
described in Sect. 4.5 of the manuscript and used throughout the paper. Now, the profiles
go all the way down to 39 km.
Resulting Changes:

• State starting time of observations in Fig. 15 (they are the same as in Fig. 16).
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• Give the corresponding local time for the UTC times mentioned in Fig 15 / 16
caption.

• Fix typo.
• Replot Figure 15 while only using the quality control parameters described in Sect.

4.5.
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Rüfenacht, R. and Kämpfer, N.: The importance of signals in the Doppler broad-
ening range for middle-atmospheric microwave wind and ozone radiometry, Journal
of Quantitative Spectroscopy and Radiative Transfer, 199, 77–88, https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.jqsrt.2017.05.028, 2017.
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Figure A: Meridional wind measurements of lidar and WIRA-C. Same figure as Fig. 16 in
the manuscript, but with the same quality control parameters applied as for all
the other plots in the manuscript instead of applying a constraint on FWHM.
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Interactive discussion of manuscript doi:10.5194/amt-2018-69
concerning comment doi:10.5194/amt-2018-69-RC3.

Reply to comment from Anonymous Referee #3
from Jonas Hagen (jonas.hagen@iap.unibe.ch) on behalf of the authors.

Referee: Abstract: It could be mentioned that the WIRA-C does not need operator for
routine operation. The WIRA-C is presented as an instrument which has never been used
in ground- based radiometry before. WIRA-C should be presented as a new generation of
WIRA.
Authors: Correct, WIRA and WIRA-C do not need an operator. This is a major advantage
over wind lidar systems. Of course, WIRA-C is the follow-up instrument of WIRA.
Resulting Changes:

• Mention autonomy in the abstract.
• Relate WIRA and WIRA-C in the abstract.

Page 3, line 30: As opposed to WIRA which observed at an elevation angle of 22◦ , WIRA-
C can select the angle. It could be here explained why this is important. Page 8, line 3
observations are still done at the four 22◦ elevation.
22◦ degrees are an optimal elevation for wind measurements. The angle is sufficiently
small to have a high projection of horizontal wind speeds to the line-of-sight, but still big
enough to keep the path length through the troposphere reasonably short to get a good
signal to noise ratio.
Wind retrievals would not benefit from observing additional elevation angles in terms of
uncertainty or resolution. At the moment we use the adjustable elevation angle solely for
leveling the instrument and compensate pointing errors.
Resulting Changes:

• Include one sentence about why we choose 22◦.

Page 9: Is there a reference for Equation 2?
Yes: (Ingold et al., 1998, Eq. 4). It is derived from the radiative transfer equation for a
non-scattering medium and assumes an atmosphere with a mean temperature instead of a
temperature profile. This approach is often used for tropospheric correction in microwave
radiometry, see Ingold et al. (1998) for details.
Resulting Changes:

• Add the reference for Eq. 2.

Page 10, line 12: An integration time of 12h is chosen. How the wind measurements would
be affected (larger error bar, reduced range of altitude?)
If the integration time gets smaller, noise increases. As a result the observation error
increases. The altitude range is also affected: If the noise gets bigger, more weight is given
to the a priori profile, and thus the measurement response decreases. Starting at the lower
domain, this restricts the range of valid points in the profile.

Page 11, line 1: Replace “Wind” by “wind”.
Thanks.
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Page 14, line 26: How the errors would vary with the integration time? See comment
above.
See response above.

Page 14, line 35: This is not clear why the resolution for meridional wind measurement is
larger than for zonal wind?
We determine resolution as Full Width at Half Maximum (FWHM) of the averaging
kernels. As observed by the referee, the FWHM for meridional wind is larger than for
zonal wind. A compatible definition of resolution would be: Altitude range (≈ 50 km)
divided by degrees of freedom (dof = Tr A ≈ 5). The degrees of freedom is smaller for
meridional wind because the a priori is more restrictive in our case, resulting in a worse
resolution (⇔ larger FWHM).

Page 18, line 7: The Integrated Forecast System cycle of the ECMWF product used in
this should be mentioned.
We used Cy41r2 (March 2016), Cy43r1 (November 2016) and Cy43r3 (July 2017).
Resulting Changes:

• Mention the IFS cycles in Sect. 5.2.1 (ECMWF model data).

Page 19, line 15: Discrepancies between model and observations are not so clear on the
figure. I suggest to add one additional subplot to Figures 11 and 13 showing the difference
between WIRA-C and ECMWF convolved.
See figure A and B in this document. The differences between ECMWF and WIRA-C
are not significant for the 12 hour retrievals, meaning the difference is about the same
magnitude as the retrieval error. To discover significant discrepancies we would need
to make aggregations (weekly, monthly, or the like) while respecting the atmospheric
processes, like wind reversals or Rossby waves. We think that discrepancies between
model and measurements can only be discussed in a meaningful way when taking into
account these atmospheric processes using corresponding aggregation schemes. As this is
an instrument paper, we would rather not include details about atmospheric physics in
this manuscript.

Page 19, line 21: The lower variability in the model is not visible on the figure (see
comment above).
At the referenced line (21 on page 19) we refer to the end of April 2017 as a showcase
for higher variability but lower absolute wind speed seen by WIRA-C when compared to
ECMWF. We provide a zoom in figure C of this document where the higher variability
can readily bee seen.

Page 20, line 3: As discussed, lidar data show very large vertical gradients in the wind
speed, not only above 40 km but also below 35 km (e.g. Figure 16, 2016-08-22). They
do not last more than one day. More descriptions of their characteristics (am- plitude,
vertical wavelength. . .) as well as explanations of their origin (internal gravity waves?)
are welcome. The vertical gradients in lidar data are not visible in WIRA-C measurements.
It can be recalled that WIRA-C, as well as ECMWF (partly) smooth these perturbations
because of their vertical resolution.
Perturbations in the wind profile are indeed most likely caused by internal gravity waves,
see Khaykin et al. (2015) for characteristics and details of fine structures observed by
lidar. For the case mentioned by the referee (2016-08-22), the full altitude range of lidar
measurements is shown in figure D. There it is obvious, that also ECMWF captures this
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layer of strong northward wind, even though at reduced amplitude. This feature is likely
due to a gravity wave with vertical wavelength of about 8 km (which is quite typical for
upper stratosphere) and an intrinsic period of a few hours (also typical). The RS profile
is about 9 hours earlier than lidar measurement, which is why the phase is so different.
The wave amplitude is remarkably high, however we trust the lidar readings at this level
and the error is relatively small too.
In the manuscript we clearly point out, that these features are smoothed out by the
radiometer measurements (page 20, line 5) because the convolved lidar profiles agree well
with the lidar measurements.
Resulting Changes:

• Add reference to Khaykin et al. (2015) in relation to small scale structures of lidar
measurements.

Page 21, Figure 12: Mention in the legend that zonal winds are displayed. I suggest to
enlarge Figures 12 and 14. The smoothed convolved ECMWF curve is not visible (change
color?).
The convolved ECMWF curve is mostly hidden by the raw ECMWF curve. This speaks
in favour of our measurements as in an ideal retrieval, both curves would co-incide as the
averaging kernels would be delta peaks. We will mention that in the figure caption.
Resulting Changes:

• Mention that zonal winds are displayed in the caption of Fig. 12.
• Mention that convolved ECMWF curve is mostly hidden by the raw ECMWF curve.

Page 22, Figure 13: Suggest to adjust the color scale to improve contrast.
Meridional wind speeds observed are mostly very small and the color scale of Fig. 13 is
-60 to 60 m/s in order to include the highest observed wind speeds. This is consistent with
Fig. 14. We experimented with different color scale limits, but find the chosen solution to
be the least misleading option.

Page 23, Figure 14: Why not showing all ranges of altitude as displayed by Figure 12, even
measurements are not always available (Figure 13). In the legend, the ranges of altitude
should correspond to what is shown.
This is a question of detail versus overview. We focus on the altitude range for which
we have actual measurements for comparison and thus tend to show more detail but less
overview in these plots. For the full altitude range see Figure E and F in this document.

Page 26, Conclusion: It can be reminded that WIRA-C is an optimized version of WIRA
(first sentence). Comparisons between the convolved ECMWF profiles and WIRA-C show
an overall good agreement. However, some differences in wind strength at specific time
periods are pointed out in the paper (e.g. Figure 11). In the perspective, WIRA-C should
be presented more as an independent ground-based sounding technique to provide ad-
ditional observational constraints in range of altitude where routine measurements are
lacking rather than for sake of validation. A limitation of WIRA-C is the altitude resolu-
tion. As for the time resolution, are there other technical improvements to be explored in
order to improve the vertical resolution? The complementarity of wind lidar (man-power
needed for operation) and WIRA-C capable of continuously measurements of the middle
atmosphere mean state can be addressed.
Thanks, we will consider the suggestions. Regarding technical improvements for altitude
resolution: All passive microwave observations have a rather coarse altitude resolution.
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Reducing noise is merely the only solution to improve altitude resolution the authors know
about.
Resulting Changes:

• Slightly rephrase certain parts of the conclusions.

Page 4 of 10



References
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Figure A: Same as Fig. 11 in the manuscript, but with one additional panel showing the
absolute differences between WIRA-C and ECMWF.
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Figure B: Same as Fig. 13 in the manuscript, but with one additional panel showing the
absolute differences between WIRA-C and ECMWF.
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Figure C: Same as figure 12 in the manuscript but zoomed to April and May 2017.
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Figure D: Meridional wind profiles from lidar and radiosonde measurements and ECMWF
model data for the night of 2016-08-22.
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Figure E: Zonal wind measurements of lidar and WIRA-C. Same figure as Fig. 15 in the
manuscript, but for full altitude range of WIRA-C.
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Figure F: Meridional wind measurements of lidar and WIRA-C. Same figure as Fig. 16 in
the manuscript, but for full altitude range of WIRA-C.
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Abstract. Ground-based microwave wind radiometry provides a method to measure horizontal wind speeds at altitudes be-

tween 35 and 75 km as it has been shown by various previous studies. No other method is capable of continuously delivering

wind measurements in this altitude region.
:::
As

:::::::
opposed

::
to

:::::
lidar

:::::::
systems,

::::::::::
microwave

::::::::::
radiometers

::::::
operate

::::::::::::
autonomously

::::
and

::::::::::
independent

::
of

:::::::
daylight

:::
and

:::::::
clouds.

In this paper, we present the WIRA-C (WInd Radiometer for Campaigns) instrument that observes the 142.17504 GHz5

rotational transition line of ozone with a high spectral resolution using a low noise single side band heterodyne receiver.

Because the emitting molecules are drifting with the wind, the line is Doppler shifted. Together with the pressure broadening

effect, this allows the retrieval of altitude resolved wind profiles.

The novel WIRA-C instrument represents the newest development in microwave wind radiometry
:::
and

::::::::::
implements

:::::
many

:::::::::::
improvements

::::
over

:::
its

::::::::::
predecessor,

:::
the

::::::
WIRA

:::::::::
instrument. The main improvements include the compact structure, lower noise10

and an advanced retrieval setup. This paper describes the instrument and the data processing with a focus on the retrieval that

takes into account a three-dimensional atmosphere and has never been used in ground-based radiometry before. The retrieval

yields profiles of horizontal wind speeds with a 12 hour time resolution and a vertical resolution of 10 km for zonal and 10 to

15 km for meridional wind speeds. We give an error estimate that accounts for the thermal noise on the measured spectra and

additionally estimate systematic errors using Monte Carlo methods.15

WIRA-C has been continuously measuring horizontal wind speeds since one year at the Maïdo observatory on La Réu-

nion Island (21.4 ◦S, 55.9 ◦E). We present the time series of this campaign and compare our measurements to model data

from the European Centre for Medium-range Weather Forecasts (ECMWF) and coincident measurements of the co-located

Rayleigh-Mie Doppler wind lidar. We find a good agreement between our measurements and the ECMWF operational analysis

for the time series, where many features are present in both datasets. The wind profiles of the coincident WIRA-C and lidar20

observations are consistent and agree within their respective uncertainties for the lidar measurements with long integration

times.

Copyright statement. CC-BY
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1 Introduction

Wind is a key parameter of dynamics throughout the atmosphere. In the troposphere, wind is directly related to weather

phenomena. But also dynamics in the stratosphere have an influence on tropospheric dynamics and thus on weather phenomena

(Baldwin et al., 2003; Charlton et al., 2004). Hence, many numerical weather prediction models have extended their upper limit

to the mesosphere region in the past few years. At the same time, it is a fact that there exist nearly no measurements of wind5

speeds in the upper stratosphere and the lower mesosphere. This region roughly corresponds to the so called radar gap, where

too few scatterers for radar observations are present. The first wind radiometer WIRA proved Doppler microwave radiometry to

be a suitable method to achieve wind profile observations between 35 and 75 km altitude on a campaign basis as well as for long

term stationary measurements (Rüfenacht et al., 2012, 2014). On the other hand, Rayleigh-Mie Doppler wind lidar techniques

can also reach the upper stratosphere or even the mesosphere at 80 km (Souprayen et al., 1999; Baumgarten, 2010; Yan et al.,10

2017). Lidar systems can provide wind profiles with a high temporal and spacial resolution, however they always need clear

sky conditions and measurements during daytime are difficult to achieve. In addition, they are not operating autonomously and

are thus not very well suited for continuous wind measurements.

::::::::::::::::::::::::
Rogers et al. (2016) observed

::
the

:
110 GHz

:::::
ozone

::::
line

::::
using

::::::::
low-cost

::::::
satellite

::::::::
television

::::::::::
electronics

:::
and

::::::
derived

:::::::
seasonal

::::
and

::::
local

::::
solar

::::
time

::::::::::
aggregated

::::
wind

::::::
speeds

::
at 95 km

::::::
altitude

:::::
using

:::
five

:::::
years

::
of

::::::::::::
measurements.

:
15

Spaceborn instruments like the Microwave Limb Sounder (MLS) measured wind speeds between 70 and 95 km (Wu et al.,

2008) using the Doppler shift introduced to the 118 GHz emission line of oxygen and proposed to extend this range towards

40 km by using other emission lines. The Superconducting Submilimeter Wave Limb-Emission Sounder (SMILES) observed

winds between October 2009 and April 2010 between 30 and 60 km by observing the Doppler shift of the 625 GHz ozone

emission line and the HCl emission line at 625 GHz (Baron et al., 2013).20

Ground-based passive microwave instruments are autonomous and independent of daylight or clouds and can thus deliver

continuous measurements, even though with lower spacial and temporal resolution compared to lidar. Such measurements are

important for the validation of models and other instruments, as demonstrated by Rüfenacht et al. (2018). In addition Le Pichon

et al. (2015) showed that microwave wind radiometry is a valuable complement to other techniques like lidar and infrasound

at multi instrument sites and contributes to the general understanding of middle atmospheric dynamics.25

The WIRA-C instrument (WInd RAdiometer for Campaigns) presented here, represents the newest development in mi-

crowave wind radiometry. It is more compact than
::::::
capable

::
to
::::::
deliver

:::
12

:::::
hourly

::::::::
resolved

::::
wind

::::::
profiles

::
in
:::
an

::::::
altitude

:::::
range

::
of

:::
35

::
to 75 km.

:::::::::
Compared

::
to

:
the WIRA instrument (Rüfenacht et al., 2012),

:
it
::
is

::::
more

::::::::
compact, and thus easier to deploy and operate

on campaigns. All optical elements including the calibration target and the corrugated feed horn antenna are integrated in a

single housing with stable temperature and stay dry and clean at any times what allows us to resume high-quality observations30

immediately after rainfall. Furthermore, we apply a three-dimensional retrieval method (Christensen, 2015), that has never

been used for ground based radiometry before.

After a short introduction of the measurement principle, we present the instrument, its optics and receiver system in Sect. 3.

The data processing and the retrieval process used to obtain wind profiles from radiometric measurements is presented in

2



Sect. 4. Also in Sect. 4, we present error estimations for random and systematic errors of our retrieval. Finally, the results from

the one-year campaign of WIRA-C on the Maïdo observatory on La Réunion Island are shown in Sect. 5 and we compare our

measurement data to the European Centre for Medium-range Weather Forecasts (ECMWF) operational model which is widely

used in middle atmospheric research and to coincident lidar measurements.

2 Measurement principle5

WIRA-C measures the spectral intensity of the 142.17504 GHz ozone rotational transition emission line. Wind information is

introduced to the emission line by the classical Doppler shift, the linear relation between the line-of-sight speed of an emitter

drifting with the wind flow vlos and the observed frequency shift ∆ν:

∆ν =
vlos

c
ν0. (1)

Further, the emission line is pressure broadened, meaning that information about the altitude of the emitters is encoded in10

the spectrum. This allows the retrieval of wind profiles up to approximately 75 km, where the altitude-independent Doppler

broadening effect starts to dominate.

Because the Doppler shift is proportional to the emitted frequency ν0, it is advantageous to use a high observation frequency.

We chose the 142 GHz emission line of ozone because of its strong magnitude and because the troposphere is more transparent

in this frequency range than at higher frequencies. This limits the tropospheric contribution to the observed spectrum and15

increases the signal-to-noise ratio for middle atmospheric emission signals.

Passive microwave wind radiometers require a stable frequency reference since the ratio between observation frequency and

the Doppler shift is in the order of 10−8 to 10−7 for typical atmospheric wind speeds of 10ms−1 or 100ms−1 respectively.

Given our observation frequency of 142.17504 GHz, the Doppler shift introduced by line-of-sight wind speeds is 4.75 kHz

per 10ms−1. Further, we rely on opposing measurement directions, for example eastwards versus westwards, to derive an20

absolute wind speed in the presence of possible frequency drifts and shifts not related to wind. This implies that we assume the

horizontal wind speed to be constant over the horizontal distance spanned by the two opposing line-of-sights. For an elevation

angle of 22 ◦, this horizontal distance would be 150 km at 30 km altitude and 370 km at 70 km altitude.

3 The instrument

WIRA-C has been designed to be compact and autonomous. As depicted in Fig. 1, it fits into one single housing with the25

dimensions 0.6×0.75×0.5 m and is set up on a tripod. It only needs an Ethernet and a power connection and thus requires no

additional laboratory space. Once set up, it measures autonomously and we supervise and configure the measurement process

via remote connection. This makes WIRA-C an ideal instrument for campaigns at remote locations as well as for long term

continuous observations.

Besides the more compact structure, several technical improvements have been made over the WIRA prototype presented by30

Rüfenacht et al. (2012). Firstly, WIRA-C has a better signal-to-noise ratio than WIRA, thanks to the better low noise amplifier

3



Table 1.
:::
Key

:::::::::::
specifications

::
of

::
the

:::::::
WIRA-C

:::::::::
microwave

::::
WInd

::::::::::
RAdiometer

::
for

:::::::::
Campaigns.

:::::
Optics

:::::::::::
Ultra-Gaussian

::::
feed

:::
horn

::
+
:::::::
elliptical

:::
and

::
flat

::::::
mirrors

:

::::
Beam

:::::
width 2.3 ◦

:::::
FWHM

:::::::
Receiver

:::
type

: ::::::::::
Pre-amplified

::::::::
single-side

::::
band

:::::::::
heterodyne

::::::::
Frequency 142.17504 GHz

::::::::
Bandwidth

: :::::::::::
2× 120MHz

::::::
Backend

: ::::
Ettus

:::::::
Research

:::::
USRP,

:::::
FFTS

::::::
Spectral

::::::::
resolution 12.2 KHz

::::::
System

:::::::::
Temperature 550 K

::::::::
Calibration

: :::
Hot

:::
load

::
+
::::::
Tipping

::::
curve

:

:::::::
Elevation

::::
range

: :::
All

::
sky

:

Figure 1. The WIRA-C instrument as installed on the Maïdo observatory on La Réunion island. It measures 0.6×0.75×0.5 m and contains

the optics, the receiver, a spectrometer, a computer and power supplies. Radiation from the sky enters the instrument through the scan drum

(a) which is at the same time the air outlet. Below the instrument, the air filters (b) are placed and on top, the GNSS antenna and a rain sensor

(c) are attached.

4



M3

M2

M1

M4

H
o
t 

lo
a
d

Frontend

YX

Z

Figure 2. WIRA-C optics with flat mirror M3 (inside the scan-drum), flat mirror M2 (on a linear stage), elliptical mirror M1, elliptical mirror

M4 (slewable, drawn in inactive state), hot load and the frontend with the feed horn.

(LNA) in the receiver chain. Secondly, while WIRA observes at a fixed elevation angle of 22 °, WIRA-C can freely select the

elevation and azimuth angle to look at the sky thanks to independent elevation and azimuth drives. This makes WIRA-C a

true all-sky microwave radiometer, similar to the concept of ASMUWARA (Martin et al., 2006), and we will benefit from this

flexibility in the future, e.g. for the characterisation of tropospheric inhomogeneities in the context of tipping curve calibration.

At the moment we use the all-sky mode only for the geometrical alignment by scanning the sunand
:
.
:::
For

:::::
wind

::::::::::::
measurements5

::
we

:
use the same well-established observation scheme for the wind measurements as WIRA

::
as

:::
for

::::::
WIRA

::::::
because

:
22 °

::::::::
elevation

::::::
provide

::
an

::::::::
optimum

::
in

:::::
terms

::
of

:::::::::
projection

::
of

:::::::::
horizontal

::::
wind

:::::
speed

::
to
:::
the

:::::::::::
line-of-sight

:::::
versus

:::::::::
decreasing

::::::
signal

::
to

:::::
noise

::::
ratio

::::
with

::::::::
increasing

:::::
path

:::::
length

:::::::
through

:::
the

::::::::::
troposphere. Further, the ambient temperature calibration target is embedded inside

the housing and thus better protected against environmental influence such as inhomogeneous heating by solar radiation. In

particular, the optics and the calibration target are fully protected against rain. As no highly absorbing water can be deposited10

on the optical components, the instrument can resume the measurement immediately after rainfall has stopped. In addition

many smaller technical improvements have been implemented, for example the path length modulator to mitigate standing

waves between calibration target and receiver.

3.1 Receiver optics

Figure 2 shows the optical system with its four mirrors. Radiation from the sky enters the instrument through the scan drum15

that contains the flat mirror M3 and is rotatable to select any elevation angle. Together with the azimuthal drive at the bottom of

the instrument, all cardinal directions (North, East, South, West) can be observed. This is important for robust wind retrievals,

since the observation of opposite directions allows us to compensate for possible shifts in absolute frequency scale and also

makes the calibration more robust as will be explained in Sect. 4.1.

From mirror M3, the radiation is deflected by the flat mirror M2 and coupled into the feed horn antenna by the elliptical20

mirror M1. The mirror M2 is mounted on a linear stage that can be shifted back and forth to make a λ/4 difference in optical

5



path length between two measurements. This path length modulation is especially useful for calibration with the internal hot

load as it mitigates standing waves between the receiver and the calibration target by destructive interference.

The calibration target is an aluminium wedge with a half angle of 12◦, coated with absorbing material Eccosorb MMI-U.

This absorber type from Laird NV is particularly well suited for those frequencies as shown by Fernandez et al. (2015b). Mirror

M4 can be moved into the optical path to perform a hot load measurement and because of its elliptical shape focuses the beam5

to fit the load aperture, which results in a very compact calibration wedge. The calibration wedge is placed with its plane of

incidence perpendicular to the electric field, which is generally referred to as transversal-magnetic (TM) mode. As measured

with the setup described in Murk et al. (2006), the calibration wedge performs well with a reflectivity lower than -60 dB at

142 GHz.

A narrow beam with low side lobes is required for a well defined pointing. This is important for ground based radiometric10

measurements of the middle atmosphere, as the path length through the troposphere, and thus the tropospheric signal, in-

creases rapidly with decreasing elevation angle, especially at low elevation angles used for wind measurements. The antenna

of WIRA-C is an ultra low side lobe Gaussian corrugated feed horn with a divergence angle of Θfeed = 14.3◦. The elliptical

mirror M1 transforms this beam to the near-pencil instrument beam that has a full width at half maximum divergence angle of

Θinstr = 2.1◦.15

We measured the beam pattern of the instrument using a vector network analyzer (VNA) in the near-field. The experimental

setup for this measurement includes an open-ended waveguide probe placed in front of the instrument on a linear scanning

stage that allows scanning along the x and y-axis (see Fig. 2 for the coordinate system). The VNA source signal at 142 GHz

is coupled into the optics by the WIRA-C feed horn. Figure 3 shows the far-field transformation of the scanning along the

two axes as well as the corresponding physics simulations carried out with GRASP (TICRA, 2015). The measurements and20

simulations agree on a full width at half maximum of the beam of 2.1 ◦ and confirm the side lobes to be below -35 dB.

3.2 Receiver electronics

The receiver frontend (Fig. 4, left box) of WIRA-C contains a temperature-stabilized heterodyne single side-band receiver. The

observed radio frequency (RF) of 142 GHz is collected by the feed horn and then amplified by the low noise amplifier (LNA)

by 20 dB (3.29 dB noise figure at 142 GHz and 293 K). This LNA has been built by the Fraunhofer IAF based on the 50 nm25

M-HEMT technology described by Leuther et al. (2012). After subsequent selection of a single side band, the sub-harmonic

mixer is fed by a local oscillator (LO) with 72.9 GHz which gives an intermediate frequency (IF) of 3.65 GHz. The microwave

components of the frontend are all mounted on a rigid aluminium plate that is temperature stabilized by thermo-electrical

elements to maintain a stable temperature at 295 K.

We use a Universal Software Radio Peripheral (USRP X310 with CBX-120 daughterboard, see Ettus Research (2018)) as30

Fast Fourier Transform Spectrometer (FFTS). It has a bandwidth of 200 MHz and a channel width of 12.2 kHz but due to

some constraints by filters in the USRP, only the central 120 MHz of the full bandwidth can be used for our measurements. As

shown in Fig. 4, the USRP provides two channels with independent local oscillators and AD converters. In the current setup,

the primary channel (channel A) is centered around the resonance frequency of the ozone thermal emission line at 142 GHz

6
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Figure 3. Measured and simulated farfield beam cuts of the whole instrument when pointing to zenith direction. The upper panel shows the

cut along the YZ-plane which is also the plane of reflection on the last mirror (see Fig. 2 for the coordinate system). The lower panel shows

the perpendicular cut. The gray dashed line marks the -35 dB level.

while the secondary channel is offset by 120 MHz to extend the spectrum towards the off-resonance frequencies. The Fast

Fourier Transformation (FFT) and accumulation algorithms are implemented using LabVIEW and programmed on the FPGA

chip aboard the USRP.

The system noise temperature of the single-sideband receiver system is 510 K at 142 GHz as measured in the laboratory by

a hot-cold calibration using liquid nitrogen and confirmed by the routine tipping curve calibration. This is about 300 K lower5

than for the WIRA instrument, mainly due to the better quality of the 20 dB low noise amplifier.

As wind measurements require a stable frequency reference, we use a GPS disciplined and oven-controlled quartz oscillator

to improve the long and short-term stability of the local oscillators of the frontend and the backend.

The receiver gain typically drifts with time and periodical calibration is important to get consistent measurements. The

Allan variance computation scheme (Ossenkopf, 2007) gives a timespan for which a receiver can be considered stable. Figure10

5 shows the Allan variance for a 14 h measurement with the WIRA-C receiver. The noise of the WIRA-C receiver drops for an

integration time up to 4 minutes for a single channel with a bandwidth of 14.6 kHz, and then starts to increase again because

of drifts. The duration of one measurement cycle was thus chosen to be 2 minutes.
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channels A and B. The oven-controlled and GPS-disciplined crystal oscillator (OCXO) provides the 10 MHz reference frequency for all

local oscillators (LO) in the front- and backend.
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Figure 5. Allan variance of the receiver measured for a bandwidth of 14.6 kHz compared to the radiometric noise formula. The minimal

Allan variance is reached after 4 minutes of integration.

4 Data processing

The primary measurement cycle of WIRA-C alternates between the six targets, which are the hot-load, zenith (used as cold

load), and the four 22 ° elevation observations (North, South, East, West). For all six targets the linear stage is placed in

8



two different positions to make a difference in path length of λ/4. The integration time for each position of the linear stage

is 10 seconds and the two measurements are averaged prior to calibration to cancel standing waves. Notably, we use the

time during the relatively slow rotation around the azimuthal axis for the zenith and hot-load measurements to save valuable

integration time. The twelve measurements of one cycle are then processed further, as described in the following sections.

4.1 Calibration5

Compactness and low maintenance requirements were major design goals of WIRA-C, ruling out liquid nitrogen or a Peltier

calibration target (Fernandez et al., 2015b) as cold reference that is needed besides the hot reference for radiometric calibration.

This is why we opted for an ambient temperature hot load complemented with the tipping curve method for the radiometric

calibration. Essentially, this method has been explained by Han and Westwater (2000) and uses the sky as cold load by assuming

a mean tropospheric temperature and fitting the tropospheric opacity to a set of observations at different elevation angles. We10

use the measurements at 22 ◦ elevation and zenith, and estimate the mean tropospheric temperature Tm according to Ingold

et al. (1998) from the ambient temperature Tamb as T 22
m = Tamb− 9.8K and T 90

m = Tamb− 10K respectively.

The temperature of the hot load is measured by two temperature sensors mounted on its aluminium backing and follows the

internal temperature of the instrument which we stabilize at about 10 K above the typical maximum ambient temperature by

regulating air flow and additional heaters.15

In order to include as little wind information in the tipping calibration process as possible, we average the northwards and

southwards measurement to provide the input for the 22 ◦ elevation measurement to the tipping curve algorithm. We prefer

that in favour of the eastwards and westwards measurements, as zonal winds are expected to be stronger and thus the slight

broadening of the spectral line when averaging the two measurements would be increased.

4.2 Tropospheric correction20

The calibrated brightness temperature as seen on the ground, Tb(z0), can be modeled as a sum of the tropospheric contribution

driven by the same mean temperature Tm used above and a middle-atmospheric contribution Tb(ztrop) that would be observed

if the instrument was above the troposphere
::::::::::::::::
(Ingold et al., 1998):

Tb(z0) = Tm(1− exp(−τ/sinη)) +Tb(ztrop)exp(−τ/sinη) , (2)

where τ is the zenith opacity of the troposphere and η is the elevation angle of the observation. The opacity itself can be25

estimated in different ways. We are applying the same technique as Fernandez et al. (2015a) and use the brightness temperature

at the wings of the measured spectra, as far away from the ozone rotational transition resonance frequency as possible. In

practice we use an average over 10 MHz at the left wing of the spectrum measured by the second spectrometer channel (USRP

channel B) depicted in Fig. 4and solve Eq. (2) for τ :
:
.
:::
The

::::::
Zenith

:::::::
opacity

:
is
::::
then

:::::
given

:::
by

τ =−sin
::::

(
η
:

)
ln

(
Tm−T off-resonance

b

Tm−T bg

)
. (3)30

9



0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Time, hours since 2017-06-25 UTC

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

Op
ac

ity
 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Time, hours since 2017-09-09 UTC

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

Op
ac

ity
 

Figure 6. Opacity τ at the off-resonance observation frequency obtained from tipping calibration for three days in June (upper panel) and

September (lower panel) at the Maïdo observatory. The gray areas mark nighttime, with sunrise and sunset at 02 and 14 UTC respectively.

:::::
where

:::
we

::
set

:::
the

::::::::::
background

::::::::::
temperature

::::::
T bg to

:
2.7 K.

:
We apply this estimation for all four cardinal directions independently

and thus account for direction-dependent tropospheric conditions.

As described in Sect. 3.2, the second channel of the USRP is offset by 120 MHz, giving us information up to 180 MHz

off-resonance. At this offset from the line center the ozone signal is still relatively strong and we do not only see the microwave

background T bg. However, for wind measurements we are more interested in a normalisation of the spectra of the four cardinal5

directions against each other to compensate for the tropospheric inhomogeneities than in absolute brightness temperature

calibration.

This gives us an estimate on τ for each observation direction and we can estimate the non-tropospheric contribution by

Tb(ztrop) =
Tb(z0)−Tm(1− exp(−τ/sinη))

exp(−τ/sinη)
. (4)

Since Eq. (4) is not linear in τ , it does not hold exactly for average values of τ and Tb for long integration times or highly10

variable tropospheric conditions. We encounter such conditions for example on the Maïdo observatory on La Réunion island

(21.4 ◦S, 55.9 ◦E). There, during nighttime, the conditions are optimal for radiometric observations because the observatory is

located at 2200 meters above sea level and near the free troposphere during the night (Baray et al., 2013). However, during

daytime, when microclimatic effects and convection are dominant, the opacity is highly variable as shown in Fig. 6. At the same

time the signal-to-noise ratio for wind measurements is quite low and long integration times of several hours are required. The15

high variability of the opacity and the long integration times are the reasons why we apply the tropospheric correction directly

to the calibrated spectra before integration and use the 12 hour integration of the corrected brightness temperatures Tb(ztrop)

for the wind retrievals. This integration time showed to be suited for the objective of instrument validation, but for other studies

one might also consider shorter or longer integration times.

Figure 7 shows an example of a measured spectrum from one calibration cycle before and after tropospheric correction.20

Without tropospheric correction, the measurements in eastward and westward direction differ by 20 K because of tropospheric

10
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Figure 7. Measured spectrum of the ozone line from a single calibration cycle on 2017-06-25 at 09 h (UTC). Top panel shows the eastward

and westward measurement after calibration, bottom panel shows the same measurement but with tropospheric correction applied. Channel A

of the USRP has 12.2 kHz resolution and is centered around the line center while channel B has 97.7 kHz resolution and observes the line

wing.

inhomogeneities. If we apply the tropospheric correction as described above using the left wing as reference, the spectra are on

the same level and have the same magnitude. While we use the measurement form channel A for the retrieval of wind speeds,

channel B is used solely for the tropospheric correction.

4.3 Retrieval of wind profiles

We retrieve Wind
::::
wind

:
information from the measured spectra by inverting a radiative transfer model that describes the relation5

between the atmospheric state vector x and the measurement vector y as x= F (y). The inversion thereof is typically ill-posed

because many (unphysical) configurations of the atmosphere lead to the same measured brightness temperature. The optimal

estimation method uses an a priori value with associated uncertainties for the atmospheric configuration to regularize the

inverse problem as described by Rodgers (2000).

The WIRA-C retrieval of zonal wind uses the brightness temperature measured in eastern and western direction and com-10

bines these measurements to retrieve a single wind profile. The retrieval of the meridional wind is set up analogously. This

is in contrast to the wind retrieval procedures used for WIRA, where wind profiles have been estimated for east and west

separately and are then averaged to get a single zonal wind profile (Rüfenacht et al., 2014). By combining both observations

in one inversion, we can effectively maximize the a posteriori likelihood of the wind profile given our two measurements in

opposite directions. This is especially important in the presence of frequency shifts or drifts that are not related to wind. Such15

shifts are of systematic or random nature and can originate from instrumental instabilities or offsets or even uncertainties in the

molecular resonance frequency.

Fitting one atmosphere to two measurements drastically increases the overdetermination of the retrieval as the number

of measurements is increased. This is explicitly wanted for wind and frequency shift where we need to combine all our

measurements, but not ideal for ozone abundance that is also being retrieved to fit the observed line. Fitting one common ozone20
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profile to the eastward and westward direction constrains the retrieval too much resulting in non-convergence or oscillations

of the ozone profiles. This might be due to actual spatial variations in ozone abundances, which we consider to be unlikely as

they are not expected to be that big in tropical latitudes. More probably, tropospheric inhomogeneities or clouds affecting the

eastward and westward observations differently could have an influence on the ozone profile. However this is not expected to

have an influence on the retrieved wind speed, as the Jacobian of the forward model is completely antisymmetric with regard to5

wind as elaborated in Rüfenacht et al. (2014). This is why we model a three-dimensional atmosphere and include independent

ozone profiles, and thus more freedom in our retrieval for the opposing observations.

In case of WIRA-C, the state vector x and the measurement vector y have the following form for the zonal wind retrieval

(and analogous for the meridional wind retrieval):

x =
[
u xO3,1 . . . xO3,M ∆f b

]ᵀ
(5)10

y =
[
Tb,east Tb,west

]ᵀ
(6)

where the elements of x are itself vectors. For example the zonal wind speed profile is given by u =
[
u(p1) u(p2) . . . u(pN )

]
for N pressure levels. Besides the zonal wind profile u, the x vector also contains the profiles of volume mixing ratio of ozone

xO3 at M different spacial grid points as well as the frequency shift parameter ∆f and one or more baseline parameters b.

Finally, the temperatures Tb,east and Tb,west are the calibrated and corrected brightness temperatures from Eq. (4).15

The optimal estimation method then minimizes the cost function

χ2 = (x̂−xa)ᵀSa
−1(x̂−xa) + (y−F (x̂))ᵀSε

−1(y−F (x̂)) (7)

for finding the most probable atmospheric state x̂ given the a priori profile xa and the measurement y. It does so using the

assigned statistics in form of the covariance matrices Sa and Sε for the a priori data and the measurement respectively.

They are constructed as block diagonal matrices, analogous to the x and y vectors in Eq. (5) and Eq. (6):20

Sa =



Sa,u

S1,1
a,XO3

. . . S1,M
a,XO3

...
. . .

...

SM,1
a,XO3

. . . SM,M
a,XO3

Sa,∆f

Sa,b


(8)

Sε =

STb,east

STb,west

= σy I (9)

Where the off-diagonal elements Si,ja,XO3
(i 6= j) describe the covariance of the spatially distributed ozone profiles. Details

about the setup of covariance matrices for multi-dimensional retrievals are described by Christensen (2015). The value σy on

the diagonal of Sε is directly determined as the Allan-deviation of the measurement vector y by σ2
y = 1

2 〈(yn+1−yn)2〉.25
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Following Rodgers (2000) and using a linearised form of the forward model with Jacobian K, the solution of
:::
that

:::::::::
minimizes

Eq. (7) is
:
in
::
a
:::::
linear

::::
case

::
is

x̂ = xa +G(y−Kxa) (10)

where G is the gain-matrix and describes the sensitivity of the retrieved profile to changes in the spectra:

G =
∂x̂

∂y
=
(
KTSε

−1K+Sa
−1
)−1

KTSε
−1. (11)5

Since the frequency shift introduced by wind has a non-linear impact on the brightness temperature, the final solution x̂ is

found by a Levenberg–Marquardt algorithm
::
and

::::
Eq.

::::
(10)

::
is

::::::
applied

:::::::::
iteratively

:::::
while

::::::::
updating

:::
the

:::::
point

::
of

:::::::::::
linearisation

:::
for

:::::
K but

::::::
leaving

::::::::
xa fixed.

Assuming that Sε characterizes the radiometric noise on the spectra, the uncertainty of the retrieved profiles due to thermal

noise, the so called observational error σo, is defined as10

σ2
o = diag

(
GSεG

T
)
. (12)

We assume that the major contribution to the uncertainty on the retrieved profiles is due to radiometric noise and thus use

the observational error σo as a measure for the uncertainty in this study. It is important to note, that the observational error is

influenced by the a priori statistics via Eq. (11) and the observational error grows with increasing a priori covariance because

then the measurement and its noise have a bigger impact on the retrieved quantity. We accept this as an inherent property of15

the optimal estimation method: For a given thermal noise on the spectrum, the uncertainty of the retrieved value is smaller if

there is less ambiguity in the a priori state.

Another measure for quality of our retrieved state x̂ is the averaging kernel matrix given by

A =
∂x̂

∂x
= GK. (13)

Each row of the matrix A is called an averaging kernel and describes the smoothing of information. We use the averaging20

kernels for quality control as described in Sect. 4.5.

The forward model and OEM implementation is provided by ARTS/QPACK2 (version 2.3) (Eriksson et al., 2011). In the

current setup for WIRA-C wind retrievals we use 6 ozone profiles equally spaced around the instrument location inside the

east-west observation plane for zonal wind. The covariance matrices for ozone are set up using separable statistics with a

horizontal correlation length of 200 km, which we assume to be height independent.25

4.4 A priori
::::
data and model parameters

For the a priori data for wind, we always use a 0ms−1 profile. This equalizes the probability to retrieve easterly and westerly

winds, which is desirable in case of sudden wind reversals like they are observed around equinox and in context of sudden

atmospheric events. To put it in other words, even though wind speeds in the atmosphere are generally not normally distributed

we assume that the wind in the atmosphere is (0±su)ms−1 and we use climatological statistics
::::
from

:
6
:::::
years

::
of

::::::::
ECMWF

::::
data30
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:
at
:::
the

:::::::::
campaign

::::::
location

:
to estimate su which

::::
then depends on altitude but not on time. The same applies for meridional wind,

and sv turns out to be smaller than su because meridional winds are typically slower than zonal winds. We multiply these

statistics by a factor of 2 in order not to have a bias towards zero, as elaborated by Rüfenacht et al. (2014)
:::
and

::::::::::
additionally

:::
we

::::::
impose

:
a
:::::::
vertical

:::::::::
correlation

::::::
length

::
of

:::
0.5

:::::::
pressure

:::::::
decades

::
to
::::::::

construct
:::

the
::::::::::

covariance
:::::
matrix. Like this, our retrieved wind

speeds are regularized but in no case biased towards either direction by the a priori wind profile.5

For the ozone a priori data, we rely on a F 2000 WACCM scenario from a simulation by Schanz et al. (2014)which
:
.
::::
This

allows us to extend the retrieval grid up to 110 km altitude and thus accounts for
:::::::
includes

:
the nighttime secondary ozone

maximum at 10−3 Paby taking a daytime and a nighttime
:
.
:::
We

:::::::::
determine

:::
the

:
a priori profile as suggested

:::
and

:::::::
variance

:::
in

:
a
:::::::
window

::
of

:::
11

::::
days

:::::::
around

:::
the

::::::::::
day-of-year

::
of

::::
our

:::::::::::
measurement

:::::
while

::::
only

:::::::::
regarding

:::
the

:::::
same

:::::
hours

::
of

:::
the

::::
day

::::
that

:::
we

::::::::
integrated

::::
over

::::::
(either

:::
day

::
or

::::::::::
nighttime).

:::::::::
Extending

:::
the

:::::::
retrieval

:::
grid

::::
and

:::::::::
separating

:::
day

:::
and

:::::::::
nighttime

::::::::
retrievals

:
is
:::::::::
important10

::::::
because

:::::::
signals

::::
from

:::
the

:::::::::
secondary

:::::
ozone

:::::::::
maximum

::::
can

::::
have

:::
an

::::::::
influence

::
on

:::::
wind

::::::::
retrievals

::::::
below 75 km

:
if
:::
not

::::::::
properly

::::::
handled

::
as
:::::::::
elaborated

:
by Rüfenacht and Kämpfer (2017). We estimate

:::
We

:::::::
multiply the variance of the ozone using the same model data and multiply

::::
ozone

:
by a factor of four for the same reasons

as above . The ozone a priori and covariance matrix thus depend on altitude and time (day or night and time of year)
:::
and

::::::
impose

:
a
:::::::
vertical

:::::::::
correlation

:::::
length

:::
of

:::
0.3

:::::::
pressure

:::::::
decades

::
to

:::
get

:::
the

:::::::::
covariance

:::::
matrix. As explained in Sect. 4.3, the spatial15

::::::::
horizontal

:
covariance of ozone is assumed to be height independent with a horizontal correlation length of 200 km.

:::
The

::::::
ozone

:
a
:::::
priori

::::::
profile

:::
and

:::::::::
covariance

::::::
matrix

::::
thus

::::::
depend

::
on

:::::::
altitude

:::
and

::::
time

::::
(day

:::
or

::::
night

::::
and

::::
time

::
of

:::::
year).

The forward model also needs additional information about the atmosphere, namely it includes the temperature profile (from

MLS and ECMWF complemented with WACCM) and volume mixing ratio profiles for the less critical species N2 and O2

(from standard atmospheres) that are known well enough and thus will not need to be optimised.20

4.5 Quality control and uncertainty

A big advantage of the optimal estimation method over other regularisation methods is the availability of error estimations and

quality control information.

As expressed by Eq. (13), the averaging kernel matrix (AVKM) describes the sensitivity of our estimated atmospheric state

x̂ for the true state x̂
:
x . We derive three quantities from the averaging kernel matrix: Firstly, the measurement response that25

is the sum of the rows of the AVKM and describes the sensitivity of our retrieved state to the true state as can readily be seen

in Eq. (13). Ideally it is exactly 1, meaning that a change in the true atmospheric state is exactly represented in the retrieved

state. Secondly, the full width at half maximum of the averaging kernels gives information about the spatial smoothing of the

data. Ideally these kernels would be delta peaks (which would make the AVKM diagonal). Finally, we examine the difference

between the peak of the averaging kernels to their respective nominal height. In the ideal case (diagonal AVKM), the offset30

would be zero, meaning that all information is mapped to the correct grid points. We use the information in the AVKM for

quality control of the wind retrieval: The measurement response must be between 0.8 and 1.2 and the offset of the peak to the

nominal height of the kernel must not exceed 5 km. If these criteria are fulfilled for an extended altitude range, the retrieved

14



values are valid. Further, the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the individual kernels gives information about the altitude

resolution.

Figure 8 shows the averaging kernels and the derived quality control parameters for one measurement. The retrieved values

are considered to be valid between 38 and 75 km altitude. The measurement response would be acceptable on higher altitudes

but the upper points are rejected by the offset parameter. We see the offset parameter jumping from -7 km to 10 km at approx-5

imately 80 km altitude. This is because Doppler broadening starts to dominate the pressure broadening above approximately

75 km altitude and signals can not be attributed to the exact height they originate from. This means that they are attributed

to lower or higher altitudes depending on the ozone a priori profile. Even though the measurement response stays within the

bounds of validity in these altitudes, offset criteria reject these points reliably.

The FWHM in Fig. 8 indicates an altitude resolution between 9 and 11 km for the whole altitude range. This is an im-10

provement in comparison to the WIRA retrieval, where the altitude resolution for zonal wind is about 10 to 16 km Rüfenacht

et al. (2014). We attribute this improvement to to the lower noise of the instrument and the simultaneous inversion of the two

measurements, which gives more independent information than the inversion of one spectrum after the other.

Further, Fig. 9 shows the residuals for the same retrieval shown in Fig. 8. The residuals look random, indicating that we

properly model our observations.15

Figure 10 shows the observation error σo for four different measurements together with the FWHM and the measurement

response. We see that the observation error for zonal wind retrievals is approximately 15 m
s up to 64 km altitude for the nighttime

measurement with the chosen integration time of 12 hours. Below 55 km, the errors of the day and nighttime measurement are

nearly identical, but above 60 km the error for the day time measurements increase rapidly. Since tropospheric opacity has a

big impact on the signal-to-noise ratio of the spectra, the bigger uncertainty for the daytime measurements can be explained by20

the higher opacity during daytime as is shown in Fig. 6. Also the ozone concentration is lower during daytime as studied for

example by Studer et al. (2014), resulting in less emitters and lower signal-to-noise ratio during daytime compared to nighttime.

The observation error is smaller for the meridional wind than it is for the zonal wind. As elaborated in Sect. 4.3, this is due to

the smaller covariance
:::::::
because

:::
the

::::::::::
observation

::::
error

::
is

:::
not

::::::::::
independent

:
of the a priori profile for the meridional wind

:::::::
statistics

:::
and

:::
the

:::::::::
covariance

:::
for

:::::::::
meridional

::::
wind

::
is
:::::::
smaller

::::
than

::
for

:::::
zonal

:::::
wind.25

The full width at half maximum, that is also shown in 10, describes the altitude resolution. For zonal wind, the altitude

resolution is approximately 10 km up to 68 km. For meridional wind, the resolution is between 10 and 15 km which is a direct

consequence of the more restrictive a priori profile for meridional wind. While the measurement response is even between 0.9

and 1.1 (as opposed to the quality requirement of 0.8 to 1.2) for nearly the entire altitude domain for zonal wind indicating

that our retrieval is highly sensitive to changes in the atmospheric wind speed and largely independent of the a priori profile.30

The measurement response for the meridional wind is somewhat more variable, which is related to the constriction by the

a priori profile, because a smaller a priori covariance also implies less weight on the measurement and thus lower sensitivity.

Nevertheless, the quality requirement is fulfilled between 38 km and 65 km.
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Figure 8. Visualisation of the averaging kernel matrix (AVKM) for the nighttime measurement of 2017-06-26. The individual averaging

kernels (rows of the AVKM) for each altitude (left panel) are characterized by the measurement response (MR), their full width at half

maximum (FWHM) and the difference of their maximum to the nominal height (Offset). The valid ranges for all parameters are marked

by the green areas. Valid components that fulfill all criteria are shown in colors and others in gray (or dashed lines and hollow markers

respectively).
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Figure 9. Corrected and integrated (12 hours) brightness temperature spectra as used for the retrieval of 2017-06-26 nighttime for eastwards

and westwards direction (top panels) together with the residuals (observed minus computed, bottom panels). Smoothed residuals (by binning

50 channels) are shown in black.
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Figure 10. Characterisation of the retrieval quality for zonal and meridional wind for the day and nighttime period of two days. The observa-

tion error represents the measurement uncertainty. The full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the averaging kernels describes the altitude

resolution, which is approximately 10 km up to 68 km altitude. The measurement response is a measure for the sensitivity of our retrieved

wind speeds to changes in actual wind speeds. In the perfect case it would be 1.0 but values between 0.8 and 1.2 are acceptable.

4.6 Estimation of systematic errors

In the above section, we discussed the random errors caused by thermal noise on the spectrum as determined by the optimal

estimation method. Additionally we perform a Monte Carlo error estimation to further characterise uncertainties not related to

noise. These uncertainties are of systematic nature, as they are inherent to the retrieval setup and choice of a priori profiles and

covariance matrices. Table 2 gives a list of the variables we considered in this analysis together with their expected distribution.5

The Monte Carlo estimation involves sampling from these distributions and retrieving a wind profile for every sample. The

estimated systematic error is then derived from the standard deviation of the retrieved wind speeds.

All the profiles (temperature, a priori and covariances) are expected to follow a Gaussian distribution, as they are derived

from statistics as described in Sect. 4.4. The elevation is expected to have a systematic error of maximum ±0.2◦, as this is the

estimated precision we reach when leveling the instrument. The calibration subject in Tab. 2 accounts for the uncertainty in10

the calibration and tropospheric correction. This uncertainty has a random and a systematic component. We only consider the

systematic part, that comes from the fact that our off-resonance frequencies used to determine the tropospheric opacity is still

somewhat closer to the line center than would be desirable (see Sect. 4.2). In our Monte Carlo estimation we simulate this error

by introducing a factor in the range [1,1.3] to the y prior to the retrieval which corresponds to an assumed uncertainty of 10 %

of the tropospheric opacity. Further we neglect all correlations between systematic errors and among systematic and random15

errors.

We performed the Monte Carlo estimation for four different cases (same as shown in Fig. 10). The results for the setup of

one retrieval (2017-06-26, nighttime) is shown in Tab. 2 for three different altitude domains. The biggest systematic error is

evident in higher altitude domains and comes from the ozone a priori profile. The influence of the ozone a priori profile has been
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Table 2. Considered uncertainties for the Monte Carlo error analysis together with the estimated error. The resulting error is given as the

maximum error in three altitude domains: Lower, from 5 to 1 hPa (36 to 48 km), Middle, from 1 to 0.2 hPa (48 to 59 km) and Upper, from

0.2 to 0.02 hPa (59 to 75 km).

Estimated 1σ Error, m
s

Subject Distribution Type Parameters Lower Middle Upper

Temperature profile Gaussian absolute 2σ = 10K 0.86 0.94 0.57

Ozone a priori profile Gaussian absolute 2σ = 0.4ppm 0.91 1.2 3.2

Ozone covariance Gaussian relative 2σ = 50% 2.4 4.6 10

Wind covariance Gaussian relative 2σ = 50% 2.5 3.0 4.3

Elevation uniform absolute ±0.2◦ 3.4 1.5 2.0

Calibration uniform relative [1,1.3] 2.4 3.0 6.5

Total systematic 5.6 6.6 13

Retrieval noise 15 17 26

2σ = 50% means σ = 1
4µ for a Gaussian distribution with mean µ.

thoroughly examined by Rüfenacht and Kämpfer (2017), concluding that a careful choice of ozone a priori and covariance data

is important for the retrieval of wind speeds in higher altitudes. The total systematic error is approximately half the retrieval

error in the worst case and by just looking at the retrieval noise, we thus underestimate the total error by approximately 10 %.

5 Validation

5.1 The Maïdo campaign5

From August 2016 until February 2018, the WIRA-C instrument has been operated at the Maïdo observatory on La Réunion

Island (21.4 ◦S, 55.9 ◦E) at 2200 meters above sea level. After having been operational for a few days in August 2016, a

very uncommon failure of the synthesiser-multiplier chain occured and the campaign could continue only in mid-November.

Since then, WIRA-C measured continuously except for a period of tropical cyclone alert and some power outages. The few

measurements in August 2016 are very valuable because they coincide with three lidar measurements.10

For all retrievals presented in this section, we used an integration time of 12 hours, from 02h to 14h UT which is 06h and 18h

local time and roughly corresponds the times of sunrise and sunset in the tropics. We set up the a priori profiles and covariances

as described in Sect. 4.4 and most notably use an a priori of 0ms−1 for all pressure levels for zonal and meridional wind.

Quality control for the retrieved data is done as described in Sect. 4.5.
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5.2 Comparison data

5.2.1 ECMWF model data

The ECMWF operational analysis provides atmospheric data on 137 layers up to 80 km altitude. However, the main focus

lies on delivering data on the atmospheric layers below 35 km for weather forecasts. Especially above 68 km the data quality is

supposed to decrease because the uppermost layers do not assimilate measurements but are artificially forced to model stability.5

The ECMWF operational analysis has a higher time and altitude grid resolution than the WIRA-C retrieval. The time

resolution is 6 hours, whereas WIRA-C has a time resolution of 12 hours. Thus, to check the two datasets for consistency we

always average the two ECMWF time steps which are within the respective integration period of WIRA-C.

To adapt the vertical resolution of the model to our retrieval, we convolve the model data with the averaging kernels of the

retrieval.10

::::::::
Integrated

:::::::
forecast

::::::
system

:::::
cycles

:::::::
Cy41r2,

:::::::
Cy43r1

:::
and

:::::::
Cy43r3

::::
have

::::
been

::::
used

:::
for

::::
this

:::::
study.

5.2.2 The Rayleigh-Mie Doppler wind lidar

The Rayleigh-Mie Doppler wind lidar is an active sounder, measuring the Doppler shift of backscattered visible light using

Fabry-Perot interferometry and can provide wind profiles from 5 up to approximately 60 km. Up to 30 km, the vertical reso-

lution is 100 m and the accuracy is better than 1 m
s for 1 hour integration time. Because of decreasing density of molecular15

backscatters and the inverse-square law of light, the uncertainties of the lidar measurements increase with altitude and finally

limit the altitude domain to approximately 60 km depending on integration time. Between 30 and 60 km, the vertical resolution

varies between 0.5 to 3 km and the measurement error is 10ms−1 at 50 km altitude for an integration time of 3 hours. The

instrument and the retrieval scheme is described in (Khaykin et al., 2016) and references therein.

The lidar only measures at nighttime and has a variable integration time that depends on meteorological conditions (clear sky)20

and available man power. As the integration time often is below 4 hours, we cannot run a retrieval for the microwave radiometer

for exactly the same integration time because of the noise. We currently have no possibility to adapt our measurement to the

short integration times of the lidar and thus we just compare the nighttime measurement of WIRA-C and the lidar while noting

the respective integration times. For the vertical resolution we convolve the lidar data with the averaging kernels of the retrieval

to have comparable altitude resolution of the profiles.25

The lidar measures at an elevation angle of 45 ◦ as opposed to the 22 ◦ of WIRA-C. However, the difference between the

two lines-of-sight is not relevant, as WIRA-C retrieves a wind profile that best fits both observations in opposing directions.

Since the retrieval is not linear, this does not necessarily deliver the mean profile but an approximation thereof. For our retrieval

and comparisons, we thus assume that the variation of horizontal wind speeds are negligible for 12 hours integration time and

horizontal distances from 150 km at 30 km altitude up to 370 km at 75 km altitude.30
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5.3 Results

Figure 11 and 13 show an overview over the zonal and meridional measurements from the Maïdo campaign together with the

corresponding ECMWF data, convolved in space and time. A more detailed view is given in Fig. 12 and Fig. 14 for zonal and

meridional wind, respectively. There, besides the convolved ECMWF data, also the model data of the nearest level is given for

comparison. At the lowest and highest levels, the difference between the fully convolved and the original ECMWF data is quite5

obvious. This difference is an indicator for the smoothing error, and is a consequence of the slightly worse altitude resolution

and accuracy at the lowest and uppermost levels compared to the central levels where the difference nearly vanishes.

In general, the zonal and meridional wind for WIRA-C and ECMWF are consistent: Firstly, the zonal wind reversal around

equinox is resolved by the model as well as WIRA-C and they agree on the time of this event as well as on the magnitude.

Secondly, the well-defined periods of stronger westward winds between 35 km and 55 km in June are present in both datasets.10

Further, the increased variability with a period of approximately 10 days present at the layers between 50 and 60 km in August

and September 2017 are also present in both datasets.

There are also short periods, where we can see a clear discrepancy between the model data and the measurement. For

example at the layers below 45 km for the end of January and beginning of February 2017, where WIRA-C measured a smaller

magnitude of zonal wind than predicted by the model for several days. This might be connected to the tropical cyclone in the15

Indian ocean that was the reason for the subsequent interruption of the measurement, as the instrument had to be dismounted

and protected inside the building. At the uppermost levels, ECMWF has the tendency to predict a higher magnitude in zonal

wind speed and to some extent also in meridional wind speed than WIRA-C. Most prominently at the end of April 2017, the

model predicts a much higher magnitude in zonal wind but a lower variability. This might be an effect of the artificial forcing

in the model at the uppermost layers. At the same time, our observation error increases with altitude and we cannot completely20

rule out, that the variability is caused by retrieval noise.

Figure 15 and 16 show all seven coincident measurements of WIRA-C and the Rayleigh-Mie Doppler wind lidar available

to date for the zonal and meridional wind component respectively. The lidar profiles have been acquired in August 2016 during

routine measurements and in June 2017 during the LIDEOLE-III campaign. In addition, the corresponding ECMWF model

data is shown at the four closest time steps of the model. In case of zonal wind, these ECMWF profiles are nearly identical but25

for the meridional wind, they indicate a high temporal variability in the model data. At the lowermost levels, the radiosonde

launched at the nearby Gillot airport at noon is given for comparison where available.

For both horizontal wind components, the profiles of the three sources (WIRA-C, lidar, ECMWF) are consistent. Especially

for the lidar measurements on 2017-06-21 and -22, where the whole night was used for lidar acquisition, the agreement of the

two independent measurements is well within their respective uncertainties. We would like to emphasise, that favorable condi-30

tions for lidar measurements, namely clear sky and nighttime, also imply lower uncertainties for the WIRA-C measurements.

Remarkably, the zonal wind measurements from 2017-06-22 of WIRA-C and the lidar are nearly identical, while the ECMWF

model is offset by 20ms−1 at 55km altitude.
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Figure 11. Time series of zonal wind speeds measured by WIRA-C (top panel) and ECMWF analysis data (bottom panel) between

2016-11-14 and 2017-09-17
::::::::
2018-12-31 for the altitude range of 35 km to 75 km

:::
with

::
a
:::
time

::::::::
resolution

::
of

::
12

::::
hours

::::
(day

:::
and

::::::::
nighttime). The

ECMWF data has been convolved with the averaging kernels of the retrieval in order to get the same spatial and temporal resolution for both

datasets. Invalid data points are grayed out, resulting in different altitude ranges for different days. The few data gaps are due to a tropical

cyclone and power outages.

For the meridional wind, the lidar shows some patterns with very large vertical gradients in the wind speeds as on 2016-08-18

and 2017-06-21, -22 and -26 at an altitude around 40, 55, 48 and 47 km respectively. These patterns are not present in the other

datasets
:::
and

:::
are

::::::::
probably

::::::
caused

::
by

:::::::
internal

::::::
gravity

::::::
waves.

:::
For

::::::::::::
characteristics

::::
and

::::::
details

:::::
about

::::
such

::::::::
structures

::::::::
observed

:::
by

::::
lidar,

:::
see

::::::::::::::::::
Khaykin et al. (2015). It is concievable

:::::::::
conceivable

:
that the vertical structures observed by the lidar are simply not

resolved by the ECMWF model and smoothed out by the radiometer. For example, for the measurement of the meridional wind5

on 2017-06-22 and -21, we can see that the convolved lidar profile and the WIRA-C measurement agree quite well while the

high resolution profile of the lidar shows a layer of wind speeds with higher magnitude at 50 km altitude. This indicates that

WIRA-C indeed smoothes out the feature, but that the two measurements are consistent.
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Figure 12.
:::::
Zonal WIRA-C

::::
wind measurements on 10 distinct pressure levels between 35 km (top) to 71 km (bottom). The fully convolved

ECMWF model data as well as the ECMWF data from the nearest pressure level (but still smoothed in time) is given for comparison.

::::
Often

:::
the

:::
raw

:::
and

::::::::
convolved

:::::::
ECMWF

:::::
curves

:::::::
coincide.

::::
Time

::::::::
resolution

::
is

::
12

:::::
hours

:::
(day

:::
and

:::::::::
nighttime). The light-blue area represents the

uncertainty σo of the WIRA-C data.
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Figure 13. Same as Fig. 11 but for meridional wind. Time series of meridional wind speeds measured by WIRA-C (top panel) and ECMWF

analysis data (bottom panel) between 2016-11-14 and 2017-09-17
::::::::
2018-01-01 for the altitude range of 35 km to 75 km

:::
with

::
a

:::
time

::::::::
resolution

:
of
:::

12
::::
hours

::::
(day

:::
and

::::::::
nighttime). The ECMWF data has been convolved with the averaging kernels of the retrieval in order to get the same

spatial and temporal resolution for both datasets. Invalid data points are grayed out, resulting in different altitude ranges for different days.

The few data gaps are due to a tropical cyclone and power outages.
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Figure 14. Same as Fig. 12 but for meridional wind. WIRA-C measurements on 10 distinct pressure levels between 35 km (top) to 71 km

(bottom) for 2017-06-01 to 2017-09-17. The data before June 2017
:::
and

::::
after

::::::::
September

::::
2017

:
(shown in Fig. 11) is not represented here in

order to focus on the period with more variability. The fully convolved ECMWF model data as well as the ECMWF data from the nearest

pressure level (but still smoothed in time) is given for comparison.
::::
Time

::::::::
resolution

:
is
:::

12
::::
hours

::::
(day

::::
and

::::::::
nighttime).

:
The light-blue area

represents the uncertainty σo of the WIRA-C data.
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Figure 15. Seven coincident observations of zonal wind from WIRA-C and Doppler lidar from August 2016 and June 2017 together with

radio soundings and ECMWF operational model data
::
at

::::::
different

:::::
times,

:::::::
WIRA-C

:::::::::::
measurements

::::
start

::
at

:::
14h

:::
UT

:::
(18h

::::
local

:::::
time)

:::
and

::::
lidar

::::::::::
measurements

:::::::
typically

::::::
between

::::
17h

:::
and

:::
20h

:::
UT

:::
(21h

:::
and

:::
24h

::::
local

:::::
time). The measurement time for WIRA-C is 12 hours for every profile

while the measurement time for the lidar observation (given in parenthesis) is typically between 3 and 3.5 hours, with the exception of

2017-06-21 and -22 where measurement took 8.8 and 9.7 hours respectively. Source of radiosonde data: Météo-France.

25



ECMWF 12h UTC
ECMWF 18h UTC
ECMWF 00h UTC
ECMWF 06h UTC
WIRA-C
Lidar
Lidar conv
Radiosonde

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

Ap
pr

ox
. a

lti
tu

de
 [k

m
]

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

Ap
pr

ox
. a

lti
tu

de
 [k

m
]

50 25 0 25 50
Meridional wind speed [m/s]

100

101

Pr
es

su
re

 [h
Pa

]

2016-08-18 (0.9 h)

50 25 0 25 50
Meridional wind speed [m/s]

100

101

2016-08-22 (1.6 h)

50 25 0 25 50
Meridional wind speed [m/s]

100

101

2016-08-23 (1.6 h)

50 25 0 25 50
Meridional wind speed [m/s]

100

101

2017-06-21 (8.8 h)

50 25 0 25 50
Meridional wind speed [m/s]

100

101

Pr
es

su
re

 [h
Pa

]

2017-06-22 (9.9 h)

50 25 0 25 50
Meridional wind speed [m/s]

100

101

2017-06-26 (3.7 h)

50 25 0 25 50
Meridional wind speed [m/s]

100

101

2017-06-27 (3.3 h)

Figure 16. Seven coincident observations of meridional wind from WIRA-C and Doppler lidar from August 2016 and June 2017 together

with radio soundings and ECMWF operational model data at different times, WIRA-C measurements start at 14h UT
:::
(18h

::::
local

:::::
time)

and lidar measuremnts
::::::::::
measurements

:
typically between 17h and 20h

:
UT

:::
(21h

:::
and

:::
24h

::::
local

:::::
time). The measurement time for WIRA-C is

12 hours for every profile while the measurement time for the lidar observation (given in parenthesis) is typically between 1 and 4 hours,

with the exception of 2017-06-21 and -22 where measurement took 8.8 and 9.9 hours respectively. Source of radiosonde data: Météo-France.
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6 Conclusions

WIRA-C is a new passive microwave wind radiometer designed for campaigns as well as long-term measurements.
::::
With

::
it,

:::
the

::::::::
successful

::::::::
prototype

::::::
WIRA

::::
has

::::
been

::::::::
replicated

::::
and

::::::::
improved.

:
The optical system and the pre-amplified single sideband

:::
side

::::
band heterodyne receiver and the spectrometer are embedded in a single housing with compact dimensions. Calibration is per-

formed with the tipping curve scheme and tropospheric correction accounts for tropospheric inhomogeneities and normalises5

the spectra acquired in the four cardinal directions.

We applied an optimal estimation retrieval to combine observations in opposing directions to get a single wind profile that

best represents all our measurements. The main benefit of our retrieval scheme is the availability of quality control parameters

representing the whole inversion process and the increased altitude resolution of 9 to 11 km (as opposed to 10 to 16 km

for WIRA). The observation error gives an estimate on the uncertainty in wind speeds caused by the thermal noise on our10

measurements. Its 1σ value for zonal wind is typically around 15ms−1 up to 68 km or 60 km for nighttime and daytime

measurements respectively. The error on the meridional wind is approximately 9ms−1 due to the smaller covariance of the

a priori profile that represents the expected magnitude of the wind speeds. To complement the estimation of the random error we

performed Monte Carlo estimations of possible systematic error sources. These estimations show that the expected systematic

errors are lower than the random errors.15

The validation campaign on the Maïdo observatory on La Réunion island proved that WIRA-C can provide continuous

measurements of horizontal wind speeds in the altitude range of 35 to 70 km. We presented a one-year dataset of measurements

with a time resolution of 12 hours and an altitude resolution of approximately 10 km for zonal and 15 km for meridional wind.

Even though we retrieve ozone profiles as well, we consider them as a by-product that is only needed to fully fit the spectrum

and discussion of them is not in the scope of this paper.20

The measurements are consistent with the ECMWF operational analysis and also show very good agreement with the avail-

able lidar measurements from the co-located Rayleigh-Mie Doppler wind lidar. The main challenge for the comparisons is to

properly account for the different integration times and spatial resolutions, especially for the lidar measurements with short

acquisition times. The finer structures in the wind profiles as seen by the lidar are not resolved by WIRA-C, but the convolved

profiles indicate a high consistency of the measurements. For the lidar measurements where integration has been performed25

during the whole night, the two independent measurements agree within their respective errors in the entire altitude range of

overlap (37 to 50 km). More coincident lidar measurements would certainly be valuable for further validation.

In total we conclude, that WIRA-C provides valuable continuous measurements of horizontal wind speeds covering the gap

region between 35 and 70 km.
::::::
Theses

::::::::::::
measurements

:::
are

:::::::::::::
complementary

::
to

:::
the

:::::
better

:::::::
resolved

::::
lidar

:::::::::::::
measurements,

::
as

::::
they

:::
are

:::::::::
continuous

::::
over

::::
more

::::
than

::::
one

::::
year

:::
and

:::::
cover

:::
day

::::
and

::::::::
nighttime.

:
30

The next steps in passive microwave wind radiometry will go towards optimising the retrieval process and explore the lower

limits of time resolution. This could include a timeseries retrieval as performed by Christensen and Eriksson (2013) for a water

vapour instrument.
::::
Also,

:::
the

:::::::::
possibility

::
of

:::::
wind

::::::::
retrievals

:::::
above

:::
the

:::
the

:::::::
Doppler

::::::::::
broadening

:::::
range

:::::
could

::
be

::::::
further

::::::::
explored

::
as

:
a
::::
first

:::::::::
comparison

::::::::
between

:::::
WIRA

::::
and

::::::
meteor

:::::
radar

:::::::::::
measurements

:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::
(Rüfenacht et al., 2018, Fig. A1) was

::::
very

:::::::::
promising.

27



Acknowledgements. This study benefited from the excellent support by the dedicated staff at the Maïdo observatory on La Réunion island.

We acknowledge the
:::::::
European

:::::::::::
Communities,

:::
the

:::::
Région

:::::::
Réunion,

::::::
CNRS,

:::
and

::::::::
Université

::
de

::
la

::::::
Réunion

:::
for

::::
their

::::::
support

:::
and

::::::::::
contributions

:
in
:::
the

:::::::::
construction

:::::
phase

::
of

::
the

:::::::
research

::::::::::
infrastructure

:::::
OPAR

::::::::::
(Observatoire

::
de

:::::::
Physique

::
de

::::::::::
l’Atmosphère

::
de

:::
La

:::::::
Réunion).

:::::
OPAR

::
is

:::::::
presently

:::::
funded

::
by

::::::
CNRS

::::::
(INSU)

:::
and

::::::::
Université

::
de

::
La

:::::::
Réunion

:::
and

:::::::
managed

::
by

::::::
OSU-R

:::::::::::
(Observatoire

:::
des

::::::
Sciences

:::
de

:::::::
l’Univers

::
de

:::
La

:::::::
Réunion,

::::
UMS

:::::
3365).

:::
We

::::::::::
acknowledge

:::
the French National Space Agency (CNES - Centre Nationale d’Etudes Spatiales) for supporting the wind5

lidar maintenance.
::
We

::::::::::
acknowledge

:::
the

::::
work

::
of

::::::
Jacques

:::::::::
Porteneuve

:::
and

::::::::::
Jean-Francois

:::::::
Mariscal

::
at

:::
the

:::::::::
Laboratoire

::::::::::
Atmosphères,

:::::::
Milieux,

:::::::::
Observations

:::::::
Spatiales

:::::::::
(LATMOS)

::
in

::
the

:::::::::::
developement

::
an

:::::::
alignment

::
of

:::
the

::::
lidar. The European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts

(ECMWF) is acknowledged for providing the analysis data; cycles Cy41r2, Cy43r1 and Cy43r3 have been used for this study. We gratefully

.
:::

We
:
acknowledge Météo-France for providing the radiosonde data. This project has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon

2020 Research and Innovation programme under grant agreement no. 653980 (ARISE2) and was supported by the Swiss National Science10

Foundation (SNF) under grant number 200020-160048 and the Swiss State Secretariat for Education, Research and Innovation (SBFI)

contract 15.0262/REF-1131-/52107.

28



References

Baldwin, M. P., Stephenson, D. B., Thompson, D. W. J., Dunkerton, T. J., Charlton, A. J., and O’Neill, A.: Stratospheric memory and skill

of extended-range weather forecasts., Science (New York, N.Y.), 301, 636–640, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1087143, 2003.

Baray, J.-L., Courcoux, Y., Keckhut, P., Portafaix, T., Tulet, P., Cammas, J.-P., Hauchecorne, A., Godin Beekmann, S., De Mazière, M.,

Hermans, C., Desmet, F., Sellegri, K., Colomb, A., Ramonet, M., Sciare, J., Vuillemin, C., Hoareau, C., Dionisi, D., Duflot, V., Vérèmes,5

H., Porteneuve, J., Gabarrot, F., Gaudo, T., Metzger, J.-M., Payen, G., Leclair de Bellevue, J., Barthe, C., Posny, F., Ricaud, P., Abchiche,

A., and Delmas, R.: Maïdo observatory: a new high-altitude station facility at Reunion Island (21° S, 55° E) for long-term atmospheric re-

mote sensing and in situ measurements, Atmospheric Measurement Techniques, 6, 2865–2877, https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-6-2865-2013,

https://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/6/2865/2013/, 2013.

Baron, P., Murtagh, D. P., Urban, J., Sagawa, H., Ochiai, S., Kasai, Y., Kikuchi, K., Khosrawi, F., Körnich, H., Mizobuchi, S., Sagi, K.,10

and Yasui, M.: Observation of horizontal winds in the middle-atmosphere between 30 S and 55 N during the northern winter 2009-2010,

Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 13, 6049–6064, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-6049-2013, 2013.

Baumgarten, G.: Doppler Rayleigh/Mie/Raman lidar for wind and temperature measurements in the middle atmosphere up to 80 km, At-

mospheric Measurement Techniques, 3, 1509–1518, https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-3-1509-2010, https://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/3/1509/

2010/, 2010.15

Charlton, A. J., Oneill, A., Lahoz, W., and Massacand, A.: Sensitivity of tropospheric forecasts to stratospheric initial conditions, pp.

1771–1792, https://doi.org/10.1256/qj.03.167, http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.03.167, 2004.

Christensen, O. M.: Mesospheric measurements using microwave spectroscopy, Doktorsavhandlingar vid Chalmers tekniska högskola. Ny

serie, no: 3916, Department of Earth and Space Sciences, Global Environmental Measurements and Modelling, Chalmers University of

Technology„ 189, 2015.20

Christensen, O. M. and Eriksson, P.: Time series inversion of spectra from ground-based radiometers, Atmospheric Measurement Techniques,

6, 1597–1609, 2013.

Eriksson, P., Buehler, S., Davis, C., Emde, C., and Lemke, O.: ARTS, the atmospheric radiative transfer simulator, version 2, Journal of Quan-

titative Spectroscopy and Radiative Transfer, 112, 1551 – 1558, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2011.03.001, http://www.sciencedirect.com/

science/article/pii/S0022407311001105, 2011.25

Ettus Research: USRP X310 High Performance Software Defined Radio (SDR) - Ettus Research, https://www.ettus.com/product/details/

X310-KIT, 2018.

Fernandez, S., Murk, A., and Kämpfer, N.: GROMOS-C, a novel ground-based microwave radiometer for ozone measurement campaigns, At-

mospheric Measurement Techniques, 8, 2649–2662, https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-8-2649-2015, https://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/8/2649/

2015/, 2015a.30

Fernandez, S., Murk, A., and Kampfer, N.: Design and Characterization of a Peltier-Cold Calibration Target for a 110-GHz Radiometer,

ieeexplore.ieee.org, 53, 344–351, http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/xpls/abs{_}all.jsp?arnumber=6820788, 2015b.

Han, Y. and Westwater, E. R.: Analysis and improvement of tipping calibration for ground-based microwave radiometers, IEEE Transactions

on Geoscience and Remote Sensing, 38, 1260–1276, https://doi.org/10.1109/36.843018, 2000.

Ingold, T., Peter, R., and Kämpfer, N.: Weighted mean tropospheric temperature and transmittance determination at millimeter-wave fre-35

quencies for ground-based applications, Radio Science, 33, 905–918, https://doi.org/10.1029/98RS01000, 1998.

29

https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1087143
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-6-2865-2013
https://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/6/2865/2013/
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-6049-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-3-1509-2010
https://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/3/1509/2010/
https://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/3/1509/2010/
https://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/3/1509/2010/
https://doi.org/10.1256/qj.03.167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.03.167
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2011.03.001
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022407311001105
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022407311001105
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022407311001105
https://www.ettus.com/product/details/X310-KIT
https://www.ettus.com/product/details/X310-KIT
https://www.ettus.com/product/details/X310-KIT
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-8-2649-2015
https://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/8/2649/2015/
https://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/8/2649/2015/
https://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/8/2649/2015/
http://ieeexplore.ieee.org/xpls/abs{_}all.jsp?arnumber=6820788
https://doi.org/10.1109/36.843018
https://doi.org/10.1029/98RS01000


Khaykin, S. M., Hauchecorne, A., Marqestaut, N., Posny, F., Payen, G., Porteneuve, J., and Keckhut, P.: Exploring Fine-Scale Variability of

Stratospheric Wind Above the Tropical La Reunion Island Using Rayleigh-Mie Doppler Lidar, 03004, 2–5, 2015.

Khaykin, S. M., Hauchecorne, A., Porteneuve, J., Mariscal, J.-F., D’Almeida, E., Cammas, J.-P., Payen, G., Evan, S., and Keckhut, P.:

Ground-Based Rayleigh-Mie Doppler Lidar for Wind Measurements in the Middle Atmosphere, EPJ Web of Conferences, 119, 13 005,

https://doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/201611913005, http://www.epj-conferences.org/10.1051/epjconf/201611913005, 2016.5

Le Pichon, A., Assink, J. D., Heinrich, P., Blanc, E., Charlton-Perez, A., Lee, C. F., Keckhut, P., Hauchecorne, A., Rüfenacht, R., Kämpfer,

N., Drob, D. P., Smets, P. S. M., Evers, L. G., Ceranna, L., Pilger, C., Ross, O., and Claud, C.: Comparison of co-located inde-

pendent ground-based middle atmospheric wind and temperature measurements with numerical weather prediction models, Journal of

Geophysical Research: Atmospheres, 120, 8318–8331, https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JD023273, http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015JD023273,

2015JD023273, 2015.10

Leuther, A., Tessmann, A., Massler, H., Aidam, R., Schlechtweg, M., and Ambacher, O.: 450 GHz amplifier MMIC in 50 nm

metamorphic HEMT technology, in: 2012 International Conference on Indium Phosphide and Related Materials, pp. 229–232,

https://doi.org/10.1109/ICIPRM.2012.6403365, 2012.

Martin, L., Schneebeli, M., and Mätzler, C.: ASMUWARA, a ground-based radiometer system for tropospheric monitoring, Meteorologis-

che Zeitschrift, 15, 11–17, https://doi.org/doi:10.1127/0941-2948/2006/0092, http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/schweiz/mz/2006/15

00000015/00000001/art00003, 2006.

Murk, A., Wylde, R., Spurrett, R., Fürholz, P., and Kämpfer, N.: Blackbody calibration targets with ultralow reflectivity at submillimeter

wavelengths, 4th ESA Workshop on Millimetre- . . . , pp. 359–364, https://doi.org/10.7892/boris.19296, 2006.

Ossenkopf, V.: The stability of spectroscopic instruments: A unified Allan variance computation scheme, 926, 915–926,

https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20079188, http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.4335, 2007.20

Rodgers, C. D.: Inverse Methods for Atmospheric Sounding - Theory and Practice, vol. 2, https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812813718, 2000.

Rogers, A. E., Erickson, P. J., Goncharenko, L. P., Alam, O. B., Noto, J., Kerr, R. B., and Kapali, S.: Seasonal and local solar time variation

of the meridional wind at 95km from observations of the 11.072-GHz ozone line and the 557.7-nm oxygen line, Journal of Atmospheric

and Oceanic Technology, 33, 1355–1361, https://doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-15-0247.1, 2016.

Rüfenacht, R. and Kämpfer, N.: The importance of signals in the Doppler broadening range for middle-atmospheric microwave wind and25

ozone radiometry, Journal of Quantitative Spectroscopy and Radiative Transfer, 199, 2017.

Rüfenacht, R., Kämpfer, N., and Murk, A.: First middle-atmospheric zonal wind profile measurements with a new ground-based microwave

Doppler-spectro-radiometer, Atmospheric Measurement Techniques, 5, 2647–2659, https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-5-2647-2012, 2012.

Rüfenacht, R., Murk, A., Kämpfer, N., Eriksson, P., and Buehler, S. a.: Middle-atmospheric zonal and meridional wind profiles from polar,

tropical and midlatitudes with the ground-based microwave Doppler wind radiometer WIRA, Atmospheric Measurement Techniques, 7,30

4491–4505, https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-7-4491-2014, http://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/7/4491/2014/, 2014.

Rüfenacht, R., Baumgarten, G., Hildebrand, J., Schranz, F., Matthias, V., Stober, G., Lübken, F.-j., and Kämpfer, N.: Validation of

middle-atmospheric wind in observations and models, 2018.

Schanz, A., Hocke, K., and Kämpfer, N.: Daily ozone cycle in the stratosphere: Global, regional and seasonal behaviour

modelled with the Whole Atmosphere Community Climate Model, Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 14, 7645–7663,35

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-7645-2014, 2014.

30

https://doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/201611913005
http://www.epj-conferences.org/10.1051/epjconf/201611913005
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JD023273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015JD023273
https://doi.org/10.1109/ICIPRM.2012.6403365
https://doi.org/doi:10.1127/0941-2948/2006/0092
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/schweiz/mz/2006/00000015/00000001/art00003
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/schweiz/mz/2006/00000015/00000001/art00003
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/schweiz/mz/2006/00000015/00000001/art00003
https://doi.org/10.7892/boris.19296
https://doi.org/10.1051/0004-6361:20079188
http://arxiv.org/abs/0712.4335
https://doi.org/10.1142/9789812813718
https://doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-15-0247.1
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-5-2647-2012
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-7-4491-2014
http://www.atmos-meas-tech.net/7/4491/2014/
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-7645-2014


Souprayen, C., Garnier, A., Hertzog, A., Hauchecorne, A., and Porteneuve, J.: Rayleigh–Mie Doppler wind lidar for atmospheric measure-

ments. I. Instrumental setup, validation, and first climatological results, Appl. Opt., 38, 2410–2421, https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.38.002410,

http://ao.osa.org/abstract.cfm?URI=ao-38-12-2410, 1999.

Studer, S., Hocke, K., Schanz, A., Schmidt, H., and Kämpfer, N.: A climatology of the diurnal variations in stratospheric and mesospheric

ozone over Bern, Switzerland, Atmospheric chemistry and physics, 14, 5905–5919, 2014.5

TICRA: GRASP, http://www.ticra.com/products/software/grasp, 2015.

Wu, D. L., Schwartz, M. J., Waters, J. W., Limpasuvan, V., Wu, Q., and Killeen, T. L.: Mesospheric doppler wind measurements from Aura

Microwave Limb Sounder (MLS), Advances in Space Research, 42, 1246–1252, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2007.06.014, 2008.

Yan, Z., Hu, X., Guo, W., Guo, S., Cheng, Y., Gong, J., and Yue, J.: Development of a mobile Doppler lidar system for

wind and temperature measurements at 30–70km, Journal of Quantitative Spectroscopy and Radiative Transfer, 188, 52 –10

59, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2016.04.024, http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022407316300310, ad-

vances in Atmospheric Light Scattering: Theory and Remote Sensing Techniques, 2017.

31

https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.38.002410
http://ao.osa.org/abstract.cfm?URI=ao-38-12-2410
http://www.ticra.com/products/software/grasp
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2007.06.014
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2016.04.024
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022407316300310

