10

15

20

25

On the derivation of zonal and meridional wind components from
Aeolus horizontal line-of-sight wind

Isabell Krisch?, Neil P. Hindley?, Oliver Reitebuch?, and Corwin J. Wright?

!Deutsches Zentrum fir Luft- und Raumfahrt e.V. (DLR), Institut fir Physik der Atmosphare, Oberpfaffenhofen, Germany
2Centre for Space, Atmospheric and Oceanic Science, University of Bath, UK

Correspondence to: Isabell Krisch (isabell.krisch@dIr.de)

Abstract. Since its launch in 2018, the European Space Agency’s Earth Explorer satellite Aeolus has provided global height
resolved measurements of horizontal wind in the troposphere and lower stratosphere for the first time. Novel datasets such as
these provide an unprecedented opportunity for the research of atmospheric dynamics and provide new insights into the
dynamics of the upper troposphere and lower stratosphere (UTLS) region. Aeolus measures the wind component along its
horizontal line-of-sight, but for the analysis and interpretation of atmospheric dynamics, zonal and/or meridional wind
components are most useful. In this paper, we introduce and compare three different methods to derive zonal and meridional
wind components from the Aeolus wind measurements. We find that the most promising method involves combining Aeolus
measurements during ascending and descending orbits. Using this method, we derive global estimates of the zonal wind in the
latitude range 79.7° S to 84.5° N with errors of less than 5 ms™ (at the 2-sigma level). Due to the orbit geometry of Aeolus,
the estimation of meridional wind in the tropics and at midlatitudes is more challenging and the quality is less reliable.
However, we find that it is possible to derive meridional winds poleward of 70° latitude with absolute errors typically below
5ms? (at the 2-sigma level). This further demonstrates the value of Aeolus wind measurements for applications in weather

and climate research, in addition to their important role in numerical weather prediction.

1 Introduction

In August 2018, the European Space Agency (ESA) launched the Earth Explorer Satellite Aeolus (ESA, 2008; Reitebuch et
al., 2020). It carries the first wind lidar in space — the Atmospheric LAser Doppler Instrument (ALADIN; e.g. Reitebuch,
2012a), which provides global profiles of line-of-sight (LOS) winds and optical properties of clouds and aerosols (Stoffelen et
al., 2020; Flament et al., 2021). ALADIN is a high spectral resolution Doppler wind lidar which is operated at a wavelength
of 354.8 nm. With its high-power laser, ALADIN can penetrate the atmosphere and acquire measurements from roughly 30 km
altitude down to either the ground or to the highest optically thick cloud layer.

The main objective of the Aeolus mission is to improve numerical weather prediction (NWP; ESA, 1999; Andersson, 2018).
Multiple NWP centres have already shown the positive impact of Aeolus data (e.g. Rennie et al., 2021) and started its

operational assimilation. However, detailed wind information is not only beneficial for NWP, but also for atmospheric
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dynamics research (ESA, 2008; Reitebuch, 2012b; Stoffelen et al., 2020). Many dynamic features show characteristic wind
patterns and/or are strongly influenced by the prevailing wind. Especially in the upper troposphere / lower stratosphere (UTLS)
region, Aeolus measurements can provide valuable information for the investigation of dynamic features such as gravity waves
(GWs; e.g. Banyard et al., 2021a), Kelvin waves (e.g. Zagar et al., 2021), sudden stratospheric warmings (SSWs; e.g. Wright
et al., 2021), or the quasi-biennial oscillation (QBO; e.g. Banyard et al., 2021b).

Most of these dynamic features show very characteristic patterns along one of the three wind directions (zonal, meridional or
vertical). Thus, a separation of the LOS wind as measured by Aeolus into these three wind components — zonal, meridional
and vertical — could significantly improve the usefulness of Aeolus data for atmospheric dynamics research. This paper will
investigate how the Aeolus LOS wind can be used to derive zonal and meridional wind components, and which limitations
apply. The vertical wind component will not be considered here, because the typical horizontal and vertical averaging lengths
of Aeolus measurements (90 km and 0.5 — 2 km, respectively) are too coarse and the error estimates too high (usually between
3and 7 ms?; Rennie et al., 2021) to properly resolve even strong vertical winds, e.g. in the atmospheric boundary layer, within
convection, or in gravity waves.

For the assimilation of Aeolus data in NWP, such a conversion of Aeolus LOS wind to zonal, meridional and vertical wind
component is not necessary, as the model forward operator includes a projection of the respective model winds onto the Aeolus
horizontal line-of-sight (HLOS). However, Lux et al. (2020) experienced a similar conversion issue when comparing Aeolus
HLOS wind with wind measurements from the ALADIN Airborne Demonstrator (A2D). As both instruments were pointing
in slightly different azimuth directions, the measured wind components from satellite and airborne instrument were not directly
comparable to each other and a conversion was necessary. Lux et al. (2020) used model data from the European Centre for
Medium-Range Weather Forecasts (ECMWEF), which is contained in the Aeolus Level 2C (L2C) product, to correct for the
wind speed differences originating from the different viewing geometries.

The present paper will investigate if and how a conversion to zonal and meridional wind is possible using solely Aeolus
measurements without requiring additional information (for example from NWP models). The presented methods are
especially useful for studying atmospheric phenomena over long time periods and large geographic areas (e.g. zonal mean
values), where larger Aeolus observation samples can be used. The aim of this paper is to provide scientists studying synoptic
scale phenomena especially in the stratosphere (e.g. SSWs, QBO) with a toolbox to convert the Aeolus L2B products into
zonal and meridional wind components keeping the limitations of such conversion methods in mind.

Section 2 describes the Aeolus measurement geometry, Sections 3 and 4 describe three different techniques to estimate zonal
and meridional wind components and the expected errors of these methods from theory. Section 5 briefly describes the
colocation of ascending and descending measurements, which is required for one of the methods, and what impact this can
have on the derived winds. In Section 6, errors in the methods are derived statistically using a simulated dataset based on

reanalysis data. In Section 7 the results are summarised and discussed.
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2 Aeolus measurement principle

The Aeolus satellite orbits the Earth at an altitude of 320 km on a polar, sun-synchronous, dawn-dusk orbit at an inclination of
97° and a repeat cycle of 7 days (ESA, 2021a). Aeolus’ only payload, ALADIN, points a large telescope at an angle of 35°
off-nadir perpendicular to the satellite flight direction and towards the dark side of the terminator. Laser pulses are emitted in
this direction at a frequency of 50.5 Hz and the return signal from Rayleigh scattering at molecules in the atmosphere and from
Mie scattering at particles (e.g. clouds and aerosol) is measured at high temporal and spectral resolution. The high spectral
resolution is necessary to provide an accurate estimation of the Doppler shift and, thus, the wind velocity in the atmosphere.
The high temporal resolution makes it possible to vertically sample the atmosphere in altitude bins as small as 250 m. Vertical
sampling is achieved through ranging using the transit time of the laser light in the atmosphere. Therefore, the altitude bins are
often called range bins.

To achieve a reasonable signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), an accumulation of the return signal of multiple laser pulses is done on-
board at detector level. Such an accumulation is only possible for 24 range bins simultaneously. The range bin thicknesses and
top heights can be adjusted on-board to the needs of numerical weather prediction (NWP) and science applications. They vary
along orbit and from season to season to enhance, for example, the number of available measurements close to strong wind
gradients, e.g. in the vicinity of jet streams. Usually, the range bin thicknesses are between 500 m and 2 km and the top-most
measurement altitude between 17.5 km and 25 km (ESA, 2021b).

On top of this on-board accumulation of multiple lidar pulses, the signal is also averaged over multiple measurements within
the ground processing chain to further improve the SNR and reduce the random errors (Reitebuch et al., 2018; Rennie et al.,
2020). The horizontal averaging length is usually on the order of 90 km along track under clear sky conditions (Rayleigh wind
product) and can reach lengths as short as to 3-12 km where aerosol and clouds are present and increase the backscatter signal
(Mie wind product).

ALADIN measures the frequency shift Af between the outgoing laser signal (with frequency f;) and the return signal. This
frequency shift is related to the wind velocity along line-of-sight (LOS), w; s, through the Doppler-Equation:

Af =2 f =5, @)
with ¢ the speed of light.

The LOS wind w; ¢ contains contributions from both the horizontal and the vertical wind (see Fig. 1 a):

Wios = Wyros COSa + w,, sin a, 2
where «a is the elevation of the satellite-to-target pointing vector, wy; o is the horizontal projection of the LOS wind (HLOS),
and w,, is the vertical wind. Due to the earth’s curvature, the elevation of the satellite-to-target pointing vector a varies
depending on measurement altitude and geolocation between 52° and 54°.

The wind wy, s consists of a meridional and a zonal component (see Fig. 1 b & ¢):

Wypos = Wy cos( — @) = —usinf —vcosé, ©)
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where 6 is the topocentric® azimuth of the target-to-satellite pointing vector measured clockwise from north, ¢ is the
topocentric azimuth of the horizontal wind vector measured clockwise from north, and u and v are the zonal and meridional
winds, respectively.

Both the elevation angle a and the azimuth angle 6 are reported in the Aeolus Level 2B (L2B) product (De Kloe et al., 2020;
Rennie et al. 2020). The standard L2B wind product of Aeolus is the HLOS wind wy, 5.

In the Aeolus measurement regime (vertical resolution of 500 m — 2 km, horizontal resolution of 3-90 km), the vertical wind
w,, is usually much smaller than the horizontal wind wy,os. Therefore, the vertical wind w,, is assumed to be zero in the Aeolus
processing chain for the L2B product and the measured LOS wind w, s is converted into a HLOS wind wy, ¢ as follows:
wios (4)

WHLOS = oo’

The error in HLOS wind due to this simple assumption is

AWHLOS = W‘U C(_)Sa =~ 132 . W‘U' (5)

sina

Schumann (2019) suggests that, at horizontal scales below ~50 km, horizontal and vertical velocity can, under certain
circumstances, reach a similar order of magnitude. Above these scales, the horizontal motion usually is much stronger than the
vertical motion and Awy; s becomes negligible. Thus, for the Rayleigh wind product (horizontal resolution of 90 km), Eq. (4)
should provide reliable estimates of wy; 5. Under certain atmospheric conditions (e.g. strong convection, gravity waves),
however, this assumption might cause significant errors in the determined Mie wind product (horizontal resolution of 3-12
km).

3 Methods to estimate zonal and meridional wind components from Aeolus horizontal line-of-sight wind

In this section, we briefly describe the three methods to convert Aeolus HLOS wind wy;os into zonal and meridional
component that are assessed in this paper. A detailed discussion about the validity of assumptions and simplifications behind

each method and an in-depth error analysis will follow in the next sections.

3.1 Method 1: projection of HLOS wind

The first method to convert Aeolus wy s into zonal and meridional wind components is a simple projection of wy; s onto
the zonal and meridional axis direction:

Uy = —Wypps Sin 6, (6)
V] = —Wpypos COS 0. @)
The geometric concept of this method is shown in Fig. 2a. This conversion is done for each measurement of Aeolus wy; s

separately.

! The origin of a topocentric coordinate system is a point on the Earth’s surface. All horizontal coordinates in reference frames
parallel to the Earth’s surface are topocentric.
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This very simple approach is nothing else than assuming that the horizontal wind direction is aligned with HLOS, which is not
a physically well-reasoned assumption. Nevertheless, it is already used in the community (e.g. preprint of Wright et al., 2021,
and Chou et al., 2021) and we will show later that under certain conditions it provides reasonable estimates for the zonal wind.

3.2 Method 2: assumption of zero meridional (zonal) wind

The second method uses the assumption of zero meridional (zonal) wind for determining the zonal (meridional) wind

component:

« _ _ WHLOS 8
Uz = sing ’ ®)
« _ _ WHLOS 9
V2 = cosf ' ( )

Again, the geometric concept of this method is shown in Fig. 2b and the conversion can be done for each measurement of

Aeolus wy, o5 Separately.

3.3 Method 3: use of ascending and descending orbits

The third method is inspired by the velocity—azimuth display (VAD) technique for single ground-based or airborne radar or
lidar instruments (e.g. Browning and Wexler, 1968; Reitebuch et al. 2001; Witschas et al., 2017): The laser or radar beam is
actively steeed in different azimuth directions to retrieve a horizontal wind vector by combining different LOS measurements.
Aeolus cannot steer its LOS, but we can use the geometrical differences between ascending and descending orbits
(6,sc — 360° = —6,4,.) to more accurately estimate the zonal and meridional wind over a specific region. To derive the zonal

wind, we use:

. (WHLOS,asc WHLOS,dsc)

3 =—0.5
Us sin Ogsc sin 6 gs¢

=_05 - (_uasc sin Ogsc—Vasc €0S fasc + —Ugsc Sin Ogsc—Vdsc €OS 9dsc)
) sin Ogsc sin 0 gg¢

= 0.5 * (Ugsc + Vasc €Ot Oggc + Ugse + Vase €Ot Ogsc)

= 0.5 - (ugsc + Ugsc) + 0.5 cot bgse * (Vase = Vase), (10)
using cot 8,5, = — cot B4,.. Under perfect conditions (v, = v4.), the meridional wind component cancels out and only the
zonal wind component remains. This is also shown in Fig. 2c.

The meridional wind component can be calculated in a similar manner:

Vi =—05 - (WHLDS,asc WHLDS,dsc)
3 cos Ogsc cos Ogsc

=05 - (—uasc sin Oggc—Vasc €0S Ogsc + —Ugsc Sin O ggc—Vgsc COS 9dsc)
) cos Ogsc cos B4s¢c

= 0.5 * (Ugsc tan Ogse + Vgse + Ugse tan Ogge + Vgse)

= 0.5 tan Oy - (Uase — Uase) + 0.5 (Vs + Vasc)- (11)
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Here, tan 0,,. = — tan 0, is used. As for the zonal wind calculation, under perfect conditions (ugs. = ugs.), NOW the zonal

wind component cancels out and only the meridional wind component remains.
In contrast to the two methods introduced before, the results of this method always are a temporal and spatial average as

multiple measurements acquired at different times and locations are combined.

4 Theoretical estimation of systematic errors

The systematic errors of all three methods are correlated to trigonometric functions of the azimuth angle 6. All relevant

trigonometric functions of 8 are depicted in Fig. 3 with respect to Aeolus measurement latitude.

4.1 Error of Method 1

For Method 1, the systematic error in the estimated zonal (meridional) wind can be calculated as follows:

&yt = —Wyp0sSinO —u = —wy cos(6 — @) sin 6 + wy, sin g = wy,(sinp — cos(f — @) sin )

= —wj, cos 0 sin(6 — ¢) , (12)
€} = —Wyp0s5€0S0 — v = —wy cos(B — @) cos O + wj, cos ¢ = wy(cos ¢ — cos(f — @) cos 6)

= wy, sin 6 sin(8 — @) . (13)

Both errors are proportional to (i) the true horizontal wind wy,, (ii) the sine of the angle difference between HLOS and the
horizontal wind direction, and (iii) the sine or cosine of the azimuth angle. Thus, if the horizontal wind direction is very close
to HLOS, the errors become small. Additionally, if HLOS is almost east-west oriented (6 = 90° or & = 270°, close to the
equator), the contribution of the meridional wind to wy s becomes very small and thus the error in the derived zonal wind is
also reduced, while the error in the derived meridional wind becomes very large. For HLOS almost oriented north-south (6 =
0° or 8 = 180°, close to the poles), the inverse situation applies: the contribution of the zonal wind to wy,; ,s becomes very
small, the error in the derived meridional wind gets small, and the error in the derived zonal wind becomes large. If the true
horizontal wind wy, points in the direction of HLOS (6 = ¢), both systematic errors vanish.

Additionally, if HLOS is oriented exactly along the zonal axis, the zonal wind error g, .. vanishes. Near the equator, 6
closely approaches 270° (90°) for ascending (descending) orbits. Thus, the zonal wind error does not completely vanish close
to the equator, but does become small. In the same way, the meridional wind error vanishes for an HLOS oriented along the

meridional axis. This happens over the poles when switching from an ascending to a descending orbit.

4.2 Error of Method 2

For Method 2, the systematic error in the estimated zonal (meridional) wind is directly related to the true meridional (zonal)

wind as:
_ WHLOS __usinf+vcos @ o
&y = b u= e u=vcoté, (14)
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WHLOS usin 6+v cos 6
Epr = — -v= —v =utané. 15
V2 cos @ cos @ (15)

Here, the error is related to the tangent or cotangent of the azimuth angle. Thus, if the HLOS direction is more than 45° away
from the zonal axis, the error in the zonal wind component rapidly increases. Similarly, for HLOS directions more than 45°
away from the meridional axis, the meridional wind errors become very large. This means that Method 2 only yields reasonable
results for the zonal wind close to the equator (<70° latitude) and for the meridional wind close to the poles (> 70° latitude).
An additional point worth mentioning is that both the tangent and the cotangent function are point symmetric around n - Z (n €
Z). This means that the errors for ascending and descending orbits have opposite signs. We take advantage of this fact in
Method 3.

4.3 Error of Method 3

Method 3 is based on the combination of at least two measurements. Thus, we need to take the differences in zonal wind Au
and meridional wind Av between these two or more measurements on ascending and descending paths into account for the
error analysis:

€uy = 0.5 - (Ugse + Ugse) + 0.5 cot g - (Vase — Vasc) — U = 0.5 cot Oy, - Av, (16)
€y; = 0.5 tan Ogg. - (Ugse — Uasc) + 0.5 (Vase + Vasc) — ¥ = 0.5 - tan Oy, - Au. a7
Here, the theoretical error of one wind component is correlated with the difference in the other wind component multiplied by
either 0.5 - cot 0,5, (zonal wind error) or 0.5 - tan 6. In general, the same is valid here as for method 2: For HLOS directions
oriented almost east-west, the cotangent is low and the tangent approaches infinity; for HLOS directions oriented almost north-
south, the tangent is low and the cotangent approaches infinity. However, due to the factor of 0.5, the angles for which a total
factor of one is reached are +63.4° with respect to the optimal direction, i.e. east-west for zonal and north-south for meridional
wind derivation.

With only one Aeolus satellite in orbit, there are never two measurements (one on ascending and one on descending path) at
the exact same time and location. Method 3 therefore relies on temporal and spatial interpolation, described in more details in
Section 5. Thus, in addition to the theoretical errors in Eq. (16) and (17), interpolation errors also need to be considered for the

results of Method 3. These interpolation errors are analysed and discussed in more detail in Section 6.3 using reanalysis data.

5 Colocation of ascending and descending measurements

The primary challenge in applying the third method is to find suitable pairs of ascending and descending measurement. One
suitable approach, which is used in this paper, is based on simple binning in latitude and linear interpolation between nearest
neighbours in longitude and time.

For the analysis in this paper, all Aeolus measurements are first interpolated to a constant altitude and then binned into latitude

bins of 1° width (£0.5° around each full degree latitude). Next, for each individual measurement, the nearest neighbours in
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longitude (one east and one west) but with different orbit phase (ascending vs. descending) are identified within the time period
from 24 hours before to 24 hours after the measurement time?. In this way, four nearest neighbours are determined: the earlier
west neighbour (EWN), the earlier east neighbour (EEN), the later west neighbour (LWN), and the later east neighbour (LEN).
The two early and two late nearest neighbours are then linearly interpolated in space onto the original measurement location
and afterwards interpolated linearly in time. This interpolation is done for both the HLOS wind wy, s and the azimuth angle
6. In this way, a corresponding ascending (descending) measurement point is constructed for each descending (ascending)
Aeolus measurement.

Figure 4 shows statistically, how far away the nearest neighbours are from the original measurement location. For this figure,
all latitudes are used. This leads to the continuous transition of the spatial distance from 0% to 100%. When looking at single
latitudes this transition would be step-wise, but the overall evolution would be similar. For the temporal distance this is
different: One orbit takes around 1.5h and during half of the orbit, the satellite is on the other side of the Earth, before
reappearing again. During these roughly 45min no collocated measurements are acquired, which explains the steps in the
temporal distance distribution. For a single point / latitude these steps would be more emphasised, but, again, the overall
evolution would not change. More than 94% of the nearest neighbours are less than 22.7° (~2500 km at the equator) away in
zonal direction and have a temporal distance of less than 15.5 h. Most of them (~70%) are actually acquired between 10 h and
14 h earlier or later.

The validity of this colocation method and its influence on the error statistics will be discussed in detail in Section 6.3.

6 Error assessment using simulated Aeolus observations from ERA5S

To assess the errors in the methods statistically, Aeolus-like HLOS wind measurements are constructed by sampling fifth
generation European Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts (ECMWF) reanalysis data (ERA5; Hersbach et al., 2018)
using real Aeolus Rayleigh clear measurement locations (time, longitude, latitude, altitude and azimuth angle) for January
2021. For simplicity and comparability of the different methods, these real Aeolus measurement locations are interpolated in
our study to a constant altitude of 15km. ERAS5 hourly zonal and meridional wind data on a 1°x1° grid are then trilinearly
interpolated in time (1D) and space (only horizontally, thus 2D) onto the Aeolus measurement locations. At each Aeolus
measurement location, the simulated horizontal-line-of-sight wind wy; os is calculated from the interpolated ERA5 winds u
and v, and the Aeolus topocentric azimuth angle 6 following Eq. (3). Figure 5¢ shows an example of wy; s for one day.

These simulated Aeolus measurements are used to determine zonal and meridional wind components following the three
methods described above. We then compare these estimates to the original, interpolated ERA5 winds to derive statistical error
estimates. Absolute errors of all three methods are shown as examples for the Aeolus tracks on 15 January 2021 in Figure 6.

Statistical distributions of the absolute and relative errors of all the single wind estimates for the whole month of January 2021

2 Twenty-four hours of miss-time are chosen due to the sun-synchronous orbit geometry of Aeolus.

8
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are shown in Figure 7. Processing of data from other months (not shown) did not lead to significant differences in the results
compared to the January 2021 dataset. Thus, in the following, the results for zonal and meridional wind are discussed only for

the January 2021 dataset.

6.1 Quality of zonal wind estimation

In summary, all three methods produce reliable zonal wind estimates between 70° S and 70° N with absolute errors typically
below 5 ms™. At a first glance, 5 ms?* might seem high. However, one should keep in mind that Aeolus is not designed to
measure the zonal and / or meridional wind component directly. Thus, such larger errors, unfortunately, have to be expected.
Additionally, these errors are, at least for the current Aeolus instrument, in a similar range as the typical random errors of
Aeolus HLOS wind measurements in the UTLS (usually between 3 and 7 ms; Rennie et al., 2021).

Poleward of 70° latitude, the zonal wind errors of Method 1 & 2 increase strongly, whereas the errors of Method 3 remain at
a low level, except for the very northernmost and southernmost portions of each orbit. The zonal wind errors of Method 3
remain below 5 ms* at the 2-sigma level as long as |04.,,,s — 180°| > 30°; for the Aeolus orbit, this is the case for all latitudes
between 79.7° S and 84.5° N.

In Figure 7a (Method 1), a latitude-dependent bias is clearly visible as an offset between the centre of the distribution and the
zero-difference axis. Methods 2 & 3 (Figure 7 b & c) do not show this offset, indicating that such a bias is absent from these
methods. The widths of the error distributions do however vary for all three methods with latitude. Method 1 also shows an
increase of the mean relative error close to the poles (Figure 7 d), suggesting that this method underestimates the zonal wind

in this region.

6.2 Quality of meridional wind estimation

Of the three methods that we describe here, Method 3 is the only method able to produce reliable meridional winds at all
latitudes. Especially poleward of 70° latitude the derivation of the meridional wind is reasonable with absolute errors usually
below +5 ms™? (at the 2-sigma level). Between 70° S and 70° N however, errors increase and often approach +30 ms™ at the 2-
sigma level or 15 ms™ at the 1-sigma level. Both mean absolute and mean relative error show a small dependency on latitude
(Figure 71 &I).

The absolute errors in the meridional wind derived using Method 1 (Figure 6b) appear to be strongly correlated with the true
meridional wind. This is confirmed by the relative errors in Figure 7j, which are close to unity at most latitudes. Thus, Method 1
cannot derive the correct magnitude of the meridional wind.

For Method 2 (Figure 6d), meridional wind errors increase dramatically everywhere except very close to the poles and, even
at these high latitude-locations, some regions (e.g. north of Russia) exhibit very high absolute errors. Both absolute and relative

meridional wind errors (Figure 7 h & k) confirm this finding.
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It is important to note that the Aeolus measurement geometry is significantly more favourable for the derivation of zonal than
meridional winds and that, regardless of the data treatment used, meridional wind estimates might contain large errors,

especially far away from the poles.

6.3 Influence of temporal and spatial interpolation on the accuracy of Method 3

As mentioned above, Method 3 relies on the temporal and spatial interpolation of measurement data taken at different locations
and at different points in time. This interpolation is the main error source of this method and its influence on accuracy will be
assessed in this section. For this, the set of collocated measurements (earlier west neighbour — EWN, earlier east neighbour —
EEN, later west neighbour — LWN, and later east neighbour — LEN) described in Section 5 is used, but populated this time
with ERA5 model data having either the same time or the same location as the centre measurement. These constant time or
constant location neighbours are then used exactly as before to derive zonal and meridional wind.

Figure 8 shows the absolute errors for zonal and meridional wind for the standard Method 3 (a & d, same as Figure 7 ¢ & i)
and for constant time (b & e) and constant location (¢ & f). The errors due to both temporal as well as spatial interpolation
strongly depend on the distance to the nearest neighbour: The closer in time (Panel h) or space (Panel g) the nearest neighbour
is, the smaller is the error. This is clearly visible especially for spatial interpolation: when the distance to the nearest neighbour
is close to 0° (e.g. around 55° S, 20° S and 40° N), the errors are relatively small, whereas when the nearest neighbour is far,
the errors are relatively large. A similar behaviour is observed for the temporal interpolation: when the nearest neighbour is
closer in time (e.g. south of 60° S and north of 70° N), the errors drop significantly.

In addition to this dependence on the distance to the nearest neighbours, the absolute errors are also correlated with the
variability of the wind speeds (Panels i & j). Close to the jet stream regions (at around 50° S and 40° N), the errors are enhanced.
This can be seen more clearly for the temporal interpolation, because here the effect of the distance to the nearest neighbour is
less variable. However, it can also be observed for the spatial interpolation, where e.g. the error minimum at 40° N is less
pronounced as the error minimum at 20° S even though the longitudinal distance is the same.

The total errors of Method 3 (Panels a & d) are a mixture of both temporal and spatial interpolation. As expected, the two are
not independent and, thus, the total error is smaller than the pure summation of both errors. However, characteristic features
of both temporal and spatial interpolation can be observed in the total error statistic. At 40° S for example, the largest errors
are due to a combination of large spatial distances between the measurements and high temporal variability of the wind speeds
in the jet stream region. At 20° S, the errors decrease due to the small spatial distance between nearest neighbours. At 40°N,
on the other hand, the total errors are less prominent, because the small spatial distances between collocated measurements

balance the large errors due to temporal variability of the atmosphere.

10
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6.4 Impact of possible future Doppler-Wind-Lidar scenarios on the accuracy of Method 3

Although a detailed discussion of possible future Doppler-Wind-Lidar (DWL) scenarios (e.g. Marseille et al., 2008; Baker et
al., 2014) is beyond the scope of this paper, we would like to briefly comment here on the impact of dual-perspective and
multiple satellite constellation scenarios on the accuracy of derived winds from our Method 3.

A dual-perspective DWL would provide two LOS wind measurements under different azimuth angles from one satellite (e.g.
Baker et al., 2014, their Fig. 12). This would be ideal, because the time difference and spatial distance between these two wind
measurements would be negligible and the systematic errors of our Method 3 would become very small.

Another scenario discussed for a future DWL mission is a multi-satellite constellation. In this scenario, the accuracy of our
Method 3 strongly depends on two key characteristics of such a constellation: how far apart in time and space are the two (or
more) satellites, and do the different instruments have the same LOS with respect to flight-direction?

In a constellation with two identical satellites that both have the same LOS direction in the same orbit plane and only a small
shift in time and space (e.g. Tandem-Aeolus scenario of Marseille et al., 2008), errors in our Method 3 would only be slightly
reduced compared to a single satellite constellation. This is because although the spatial distance between the nearest
neighbours would decrease by a factor of two (or more, for more satellites) in such a constellation due to the shift in orbit, the
time difference between ascending and descending measurements would remain large.

However, if the tandem constellation described above was amended such that one of the satellites had a different LOS viewing
direction, errors in our derived winds would be strongly reduced and their reliability greatly increased. This is because, in
addition to the close spatial separation of the different LOS measurements, there would only be a small time difference.

Thus, for deriving the zonal and meridional winds from spaceborne DWL measurements, a dual-perspective DWL would
perform best, followed by a multiple satellite constellation with differing LOS. A multiple satellite constellation with similar
LOS for all satellites is expected to only slightly improve the derivation of zonal and meridional wind components compared
to Aeolus.

In contrast, for NWP use, it is more important to get a high geographical coverage of wind profiles (e.g. multiple satellite

constellation) than measuring in dual perspective (Marseille et al., 2008).

6.5 Calculating daily and zonal mean of zonal wind with all presented methods

One application of Aeolus data in the stratosphere is the analysis of the QBO signal. This signal is usually analysed and
monitored by looking at daily zonal means of the zonal wind. This section will briefly discuss the accuracy of estimating such
daily zonal means of the zonal wind from Aeolus measurements using the three conversion methods introduced before.

Here, the daily zonal means are calculated in latitude bins of width + 2.5° whose bin centres are stepped in latitude by 5°. They
are first estimated from hourly ERA5 model data on the original 1° longitude by 1° latitude grid. The estimates are then
compared to daily zonal means from ERA5S data sampled on real Aeolus measurement locations. The difference, which is a

measure of the sampling bias of Aeolus, is shown in Figure 9 a. The enhancement of the sampling bias close to 40° N is related
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to missing wind data on certain orbits due to calibration measurements. Due to these calibration measurements, the zonal wind
structure is not sampled equidistantly anymore, which leads to a weekly alternating bias of up to 3 ms*. Using Kalman filtering
or spectral reconstruction instead of simple binning and averaging could reduce this sampling bias in future applications.
Panels b, ¢ & d of Figure 9 show the errors in the daily zonal mean estimates for the three Methods introduced before. The
sampling bias of Aeolus (Panel a) has been removed here. Close to the equator all methods produce reasonable zonal mean
zonal wind estimates with errors below 0.5 ms. However, poleward of 20° latitude the estimates of Method 1 strongly degrade
and systematic biases of several ms™ are observed.

As already discussed in Section 4.2, the errors in u; of ascending and descending orbits have opposite signs. Thus, they cancel
against each other when averaging in zonal direction. Hence, the daily zonal means of zonal wind calculated with Method 2
(Panel b) overall have very low errors typically below 0.5 ms™* except for the most northern and southern latitude band. Here,
the geometric projection of wy; s to u; for points very close to the orbit turning point introduces large errors, which
contaminate the whole latitude band.

The errors of Method 3 are very similar to the ones of Method 2. However, the temporal and spatial interpolation between
collocated measurements introduces some small additional errors.

For the calculation of daily zonal mean winds, one alternative to the complex colocation and interpolation introduced in
Section 5 is to solely bin all wy; s measurements within 360° longitude and 24 h separately for ascending and descending
orbits and then apply Method 3 on these averaged values. This is nothing other than reversing the order of mathematical
operations of Method 2 above, i.e. by first averaging and then projecting geometrically. The results of this method are shown
in Panel (e). The obtained values are exactly the same as for Method 2 except for the most northern and southern latitude
bands. By reversing the order of the mathematical operations, the influence of single measurements very close to the turning
point decreases and the daily zonal mean zonal wind estimates close to the poles become more reliable.

Thus, for calculating large scale averages (both in time and/or space) of zonal and meridional wind, it is recommended to first
perform the averaging on ascending and descending wy;os Mmeasurements separately and then combine both with Method 3 to

determine the zonal and/or meridional wind component.

7 Summary, Discussion and Conclusions

In this paper, three different methods for the estimation of zonal and meridional wind components from Aeolus HLOS
measurements are compared and their systematic errors are investigated. This is done first analytically and then by using
simulated measurements based on ERAS reanalysis data.

In general, the quality of the estimation strongly depends on the angle between Aeolus HLOS and the different cardinal axes.
If the HLOS direction is almost zonal, the zonal wind component can be derived very well. This is the case equatorward of
roughly 60° latitude, where the HLOS direction is only 10° to 15° (-10° to -15°) off the zonal direction for ascending
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(descending) orbits. Similarly, the derivation of meridional wind works well close to the poles, where HLOS gets closer to the
meridional direction.

For Method 1, which simply projects the Aeolus HLOS wind onto the zonal and meridional axes, all errors vanish if the true
horizontal wind is in line with the HLOS. However, this is rarely the case. Overall this method produces reasonable zonal
winds equatorward of 70° latitude, but also introduces small latitudinal biases. The meridional winds of Method 1 show
everywhere large random deviations and overall represent a strong underestimation.

Method 2, which relies on the assumption of zero meridional (zonal) wind to derive the zonal (meridional) wind component,
shows a similar behaviour as Method 1 for the zonal wind accuracy. However, it does not show any latitudinal variation of the
mean bias. The meridional wind derived with Method 2 cannot be recommended for use in scientific analyses.

Method 3, which utilizes the geometrical differences between ascending and descending orbits, produces the best results. Both
wind components have reasonable absolute and relative error characteristics and do not show any sign of systematic
underestimation. The derived zonal winds show enhanced errors only very close to the poles (poleward of 84.5° N and 79.7° S
respectively). Due to the Aeolus measurement geometry, with HLOS usually oriented closer to the zonal than the meridional
direction, the meridional wind errors are much larger (by a factor of 4) than the zonal wind errors, except poleward of 70°
latitude.

For the reconstruction of zonal winds, all three methods can generally be used within the latitude band 70° S to 70° N, with
varying degrees of error. Method 2 & 3 have the advantage that they do not introduce latitudinal mean biases. Poleward of 70°
latitude, however, only Method 3 is recommended for use.

For the reconstruction of meridional winds, Method 3 is the only method able to produce reasonable results without
unacceptably large errors (Method 2) and/or significant underestimation (Method 1). However, one should always keep in
mind that the Aeolus measurement geometry is generally more favourable for deriving the zonal wind component in the tropics
and midlatitudes and that meridional wind estimates in this region have to be treated with care.

The largest disadvantage of Method 3, as applied in this paper, is that it combines measurements in a time period of around
+14 h (up to £20 h) and a distance of up to 2500 km (20° longitude) around the original measurement location. Due to this,
the errors of this method are strongly correlated with the spatial and temporal distance between combined measurements and
the spatial and temporal variability of the atmosphere. More complex grouping algorithms, using for example spectral
reconstruction or Kalman filtering, might help to reduce these errors and should be investigated in the future.

Due to this combination of temporally and spatially distant measurements, this method is only suitable to derive large scale
wind structures that vary relatively slowly in time. However, the characteristics of many dynamic features in the UTLS (e.g.
the wind reversal of an SSW, or the large-scale descending structure of the QBO) are typically derived from large-scale
averages in time (e.g. daily/monthly averages; Baldwin et al., 2001; Butler et al., 2017) and/or longitude (e.g. zonal mean;
Baldwin et al., 2001; Baldwin et al., 2021). Thus, for the analysis of such large-scale phenomena, Method 3 is a very good

way to gain information on both meridional and zonal wind from Aeolus measurements.
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Data availability

ERADS data (Hersbach et al., 2018) were downloaded from the Copernicus Climate Change Service (C3S) Climate Data Store
(CDS). The results contain modified Copernicus Climate Change Service information 2021. Neither the European Commission
nor ECMWEF is responsible for any use that may be made of the Copernicus information or data it contains.

Aeolus Baseline 11 data were obtained from the ESA Aeolus Online Dissemination System (https://aeolus-

ds.eo.esa.int/oads/access/collection/L2B_Wind_Products/tree). The processor development, improvement and product

reprocessing preparation are performed by the Aeolus DISC (Data, Innovation and Science Cluster), which involves DLR,
DoRIT, ECMWF, KNMI, CNRS, S&T, ABB and Serco, in close cooperation with the Aeolus PDGS (Payload Data Ground
Segment).

Author contribution

All authors contributed to the selection/invention of the used wind conversion methods. IK performed the data analysis. OR
provided support with respect to Aeolus specific issues. NH provided advise on the grouping of ascending and descending

orbits. All authors contributed to the paper preparation and the interpretation of the results.

Competing interests

The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

Acknowledgements

The authors thank Tim Banyard, Norman Wildman, the editor Ad Stoffelen, and two anonymous referees for their review of

the manuscript and the very helpful comments.

Financial support

This research has been supported by the European Space Agency in the frame of the Aeolus DISC (grant no. 4000126336/18/1-
BG), and the Bundesministerium fir Bildung und Forschung in the frame of the ROMIC-I1 / QUBICC project (grant no.
01LG1905D). Corwin Wright is funded by Royal Society University Research Fellowship UF160545, and Corwin Wright and
Neil Hindley by NERC grant NE/S00985X/1.

14


https://aeolus-ds.eo.esa.int/oads/access/collection/L2B_Wind_Products/tree
https://aeolus-ds.eo.esa.int/oads/access/collection/L2B_Wind_Products/tree

400

405

410

415

420

425

References

Andersson, E.: Statement of Guidance for Global Numerical Weather Prediction (NWP), World Meteorological Society,
available at: https://docplayer.net/194586713-Statement-of-guidance-for-global-numerical-weather-prediction-nwp.html (last
access: 11 August 2021), 2018.

Baker, W. E., Atlas, R., Cardinali, C., Clement, A., Emmitt, G. D., Gentry, B. M., Hardesty, R. M., Kallén, E., Kavaya, M. J.,
Langland, R., Ma, Z., Masutani, M., McCarty, W., Pierce, R. B., Pu, Z., Riishojgaard, L. P., Ryan, J., Tucker, S., Weissmann,
M., and Yoe, J. G.: Lidar-Measured Wind Profiles: The Missing Link in the Global Observing System, Bulletin of the
American Meteorological Society, 95(4), 543-564, https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-12-00164.1, 2014.

Baldwin, M. P., Gray, L. J., Dunkerton, T. J., Hamilton, K., Haynes, P. H., Randel, W. J., Holton, J. R., Alexander, M. J.,
Hirota, 1., Horinouchi, T., A. Jones, D. B., Kinnersley, J. S., Marquardt, C., Sato, K., and Takahashi, M.: The quasi-biennial
oscillation, Rev. Geophys., 39( 2), 179— 229, doi:10.1029/1999RG000073, 2001.

Baldwin, M. P., Ayarzaglena, B., Birner, T., Butchart, N., Butler, A. H., Charlton-Perez, A. J., et al.: Sudden stratospheric
warmings. Reviews of Geophysics, 59, e2020RG000708, https://doi.org/10.1029/2020RG000708, 2021.

Banyard, T. P., Wright, C. J., Hindley, N. P., Halloran, G., Krisch, 1., Kaifler, B., and Hoffmann, L.. Atmospheric gravity

waves in  Aeolus wind lidar observations.  Geophysical Research  Letters, 48, €2021GL092756,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2021GL092756, 2021a.

Banyard, T., Wright, C., Hindley, N., Halloran, G., and Osprey, S.: The 2019/2020 QBO Disruption in ADM-Aeolus Wind
Lidar ~ Observations, EGU  General Assembly 2021, online, 19-30 Apr 2021, EGU21-16107,
https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-equ21-16107, 2021b.

Browning, K., and Wexler, R.: The determination of kinematic properties of a wind field using Doppler radar. J. Appl. Meteor.,
7, 105-113, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1968)007<0105: TDOKPO>2.0.CO;2, 1968.

Butler, A. H., Sjoberg, J. P., Seidel, D. J., and Rosenlof, K. H.: A sudden stratospheric warming compendium, Earth System
Science Data, 9,63-76, https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-9-63-2017, 2017.

Chou, C.-C., Kushner, P. J., Laroche, S., Mariani, Z., Rodriguez, P., Melo, S., and Fletcher, C. G.: Validation of the Aeolus
Level-2B wind product over Northern Canada and the Arctic, Atmos. Meas. Tech. Discuss. [preprint],
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-2021-247, in review, 2021.

ESA: ADM-Aeolus Science Report, European Space Agency, SP-1311, available at:
https://earth.esa.int/documents/10174/1590943/AEOL 002.pdf (last access: 11 August 2021), ISBN 978-92-9221-404-3, ISSN
0379-6566, 2008.

ESA: Facts and figures, available at https://www.esa.int/Applications/Observing_the Earth/Aeolus/Facts and_figures (last
access: 24 September 2021), 2021a.

ESA: A Guide to Aeolus Range Bin Settings, European Space Agency, available at https://earth.esa.int/eogateway/news/a-

quide-to-aeolus-range-bin-settings (last access: 24 September 2021), 2021b.

15


https://docplayer.net/194586713-Statement-of-guidance-for-global-numerical-weather-prediction-nwp.html
https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-12-00164.1
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999RG000073
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020RG000708
https://doi.org/10.1029/2021GL092756
https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-egu21-16107
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1968)007%3c0105:TDOKPO%3e2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-9-63-2017
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-2021-247
https://earth.esa.int/documents/10174/1590943/AEOL002.pdf
https://www.esa.int/Applications/Observing_the_Earth/Aeolus/Facts_and_figures
https://earth.esa.int/eogateway/news/a-guide-to-aeolus-range-bin-settings
https://earth.esa.int/eogateway/news/a-guide-to-aeolus-range-bin-settings

430

435

440

445

450

455

460

Flament, T., Trapon, D., Lacour, A., Dabas, A., Ehlers, F., and Huber, D.: Aeolus L2A Aerosol Optical Properties Product:
Standard Correct Algorithm and Mie Correct Algorithm, Atmos. Meas. Tech. Discuss. [preprint], https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-
2021-181, in review, 2021.

Hersbach, H., Bell, B., Berrisford, P., Biavati, G., Horanyi, A., Mufioz Sabater, J., Nicolas, J., Peubey, C., Radu, R., Rozum,
I., Schepers, D., Simmons, A., Soci, C., Dee, D., Thépaut, J-N.: ERA5 hourly data on pressure levels from 1979 to present.
Copernicus Climate Change Service (C3S) Climate Data Store (CDS), https://doi.org/10.24381/cds.bd0915¢c6 (last access: 08
July 2021), 2018.

De Kloe, J., Rennie, M., Stoffelen, A., Tan, D., Andersson, E., Dabas, A., Poli, P., Huber, D.: ADM-Aeolus Level-2B/2C
Processor Input/Output Data Definitions Interface Control Document, KNMI, available at: https://earth.esa.int/
eogateway/documents/20142/37627/Aeolus-L2B-2C-Input-Output-DD-ICD.pdf (last access: 17 August 2021), 2020.

Lux, O., Lemmerz, C., Weiler, F., Marksteiner, U., Witschas, B., Rahm, S., Geif3, A., and Reitebuch, O.: Intercomparison of

wind observations from the European Space Agency's Aeolus satellite mission and the ALADIN Airborne Demonstrator,
Atmos. Meas. Tech., 13, 2075-2097, https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-13-2075-2020, 2020.

Marseille, G.-J., Stoffelen, and A., Barkmeijer, J.: Impact assessment of prospective spaceborne Doppler wind lidar

observation scenarios, Tellus A: Dynamic Meteorology and Oceanography, 60:2, 234-248, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-
0870.2007.00289.x, 2008.

Reitebuch, O., Werner, Ch., Leike, I., Delville, P., Flamant, P. H., Cress, A., and Engelbart, D.: Experimental Validation of
Wind Profiling Performed by the Airborne 10-um Heterodyne Doppler Lidar WIND. J. Atmos. Ocean. Tech. 18, 1331-1344,
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0426(2001)018%3C1331:EVOWPP%3E2.0.CO;2, 2001.

Reitebuch, O.: The Spaceborne Wind Lidar Mission ADM-Aeolus, in: Atmospheric Physics: Background — Methods — Trends,
edited by: Schumann, U., Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 815-827, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-30183-4_49, 2012a.
Reitebuch, O.: Wind Lidar for Atmospheric Research, in: Atmospheric Physics: Background — Methods — Trends, edited by:
Schumann, U., Berlin, Heidelberg, 487-507, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-30183-4_49, 2012b.

Reitebuch, O., Huber, D., Nikolaus, I.: ADM-Aeolus Algorithm Theoretical Basis Document (ATBD): Level 1B Products,
DLR, available at: https://earth.esa.int/eogateway/documents/20142/37627/Aeolus-L1B-Algorithm-ATBD.pdf (last access:
17 August 2021), 2018.

Reitebuch, O., Lemmerz, C., Lux, O., Marksteiner, U., Rahm, S., Weiler, F., Witschas, B., Meringer, M., Schmidt, K., Huber,
D., Nikolaus, I., Geiss, A., Vaughan, M., Dabas, A., Flament, T., Stieglitz, H., Isaksen, L., Rennie, M., Kloe, J. de, Marseille,
G.-J., Stoffelen, A., Wernham, D., Kanitz, T., Straume, A.-G., Fehr, T., Bismarck, J. von, Floberghagen, R., and Parrinello,
T.: Initial Assessment of the Performance of the First Wind Lidar in Space on Aeolus, EPJ Web Conf., 237, 01010,
https://doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/202023701010, 2020.

Rennie, M., Tan, D., Poli, P., Dabas, A., De Kloe, J., Marseille, G.-J., and Stoffelen, A.: Aeolus Level-2B Algorithm
Theoretical Basis Document, ECMWF, available at: https://earth.esa.int/eogateway/documents/20142/37627/Aeolus-L2B-
Algorithm-ATBD.pdf (last access: 11 August 2021), 2020.

16


https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-2021-181
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-2021-181
https://doi.org/10.24381/cds.bd0915c6
https://earth.esa.int/%20eogateway/documents/20142/37627/Aeolus-L2B-2C-Input-Output-DD-ICD.pdf
https://earth.esa.int/%20eogateway/documents/20142/37627/Aeolus-L2B-2C-Input-Output-DD-ICD.pdf
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-13-2075-2020
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0870.2007.00289.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0870.2007.00289.x
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0426(2001)018%3C1331:EVOWPP%3E2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-30183-4_49
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-30183-4_49
https://earth.esa.int/eogateway/documents/20142/37627/Aeolus-L1B-Algorithm-ATBD.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1051/epjconf/202023701010
https://earth.esa.int/eogateway/documents/20142/37627/Aeolus-L2B-Algorithm-ATBD.pdf
https://earth.esa.int/eogateway/documents/20142/37627/Aeolus-L2B-Algorithm-ATBD.pdf

465

470

475

480

Rennie, M., Isaksen, L., Weiler, F., de Kloe, J., Kanitz, T. and Reitebuch, O.: The impact of Aeolus wind retrievals in ECMWF
global weather forecasts. Q J R Meteorol Soc. Accepted Author Manuscript, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.4142, 2021.
Schumann, U.: The Horizontal Spectrum of Vertical Velocities near the Tropopause from Global to Gravity Wave Scales,
Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences, 76(12), 3847-3862, https://doi.org/10.1175/JAS-D-19-0160.1, 2019.

Stoffelen, A., Benedetti, A., Borde, R., Dabas, A., Flamant, P., Forsythe, M., Hardesty, M., Isaksen, L., K&llén, E., Kdrnich,
H., Lee, T., Reitebuch, O., Rennie, M., Riishgjgaard, L., Schyberg, H., Straume, A. G., & Vaughan, M.: Wind Profile Satellite
Observation Requirements and Capabilities, Bulletin of the American Meteorological Society, 101(11), E2005-E2021,
https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-18-0202.1, 2020.

Witschas, B., Rahm, S., Dérnbrack, A., Wagner, J., and Rapp, M.: Airborne Wind Lidar Measurements of Vertical and

Horizontal Winds for the Investigation of Orographically Induced Gravity Waves, Journal of Atmospheric and Oceanic
Technology, 34(6), 1371-1386, https:/doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-17-0021.1, 2017.

Wright, C. J., Hall, R. J., Banyard, T. P., Hindley, N. P., Krisch, 1., Mitchell, D. M., and Seviour, W. J. M.: Dynamical and
surface impacts of the January 2021 sudden stratospheric warming in novel Aeolus wind observations, MLS and ERAS5,
Weather Clim. Dynam., 2, 1283-1301, https://doi.org/10.5194/wcd-2-1283-2021, 2021.

Zagar, N., Rennie, M., Isaksen, L.: Tropical analysis uncertainties and Kelvin waves: What can be learnt from the Aeolus wind
profiles?, Geophysical Research Letters [preprint], https://doi.org/10.1002/essoar.10507367.1, in review, 2021.

17


https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.4142
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAS-D-19-0160.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-17-0021.1
https://doi.org/10.5194/wcd-2-1283-2021

(a)

“altitude
satellite track %
(into paper plane)ix,
359,
Wy,
measurement
altitude
. HLOS
a . direction
LOS4
direction
b
®) meridional
satellite A direction
track |

-\ HLOS
direction

Ll
zonal
direction
C
© meridional
direction A
HLOS |
direction |
N ~
; zonal
direction
satellite
track

Figure 1: Measurement geometry of Aeolus. Panel (a) is in the vertical along-line-of-sight plane and panels (b) and (c) show the
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horizontal plane for ascending and descending orbits, respectively, for typical track angles of 10° from North. For better illustration,
panel (a) shows a situation with extraordinary strong vertical wind w,,.
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Figure 5: Simulation of Aeolus HLOS wind from ERA5 model data. Panels (a) and (b) show the zonal and meridional wind fields
from ERAS on 15 January 2021, 12 UTC for an altitude of 15 km. Panel (c) shows the simulated Aeolus HLOS wind along track on
15 January 2021. This simulated Aeolus HLOS wind is constructed through trilinear interpolation of hourly ERA5 zonal and

meridional wind fields onto the exact times and locations of real Aeolus observations, followed by a conversion into simulated Aeolus
HLOS wind following Eq. (3).
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(a) Absolute error of zonal wind (b) Absolute error of meridional wind
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Figure 6: Maps of absolute errors of the different methods for zonal (left) and meridional (right) wind on 15 January 2021.
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Figure 7: Statistical distribution of absolute and relative errors for the different methods versus latitude (x-axes). Data from the
whole month of January 2021 is used here. The green dashed lines indicate zero absolute and relative wind errors, the red dotted
515 lines in the relative error plots indicate errors of 100%.
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Figure 8: Influence of spatial and temporal interpolation on the total error statistics of Method 3. Panels a & d are a copy of
Figure 7 ¢ & i. The first two rows show the error statistics for zonal and meridional wind. In the third row, the spatial (g) and
temporal (h) distance to the four nearest neighbours used for interpolation is plotted. The bottom row depicts the mean difference
between maximal and minimal wind speed within 48° longitude (i) and 24 h (j) derived from ERAS data. Data from the whole
month of January is used for this variability analysis.
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Figure 9: Absolute errors in the daily zonal mean zonal wind calculation for January 2021. Panel (a) shows errors originating in
the Aeolus sampling, panels (b-d) the errors when using the three conversion methods, respectively, and panel (e) the errors for
Method 3, but with a slightly different colocation/binning algorithm. The sampling bias shown in Panel (a) has been removed from
the error estimates in panels (b-e).
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