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Abstract: Accurate numerical simulation of ocean waves is one of the most important measures
to ensure shipping safety, offshore engineering construction, etc. The use of wave observations
from satellite is an efficient way to correct model results. The goal of this paper is to assess the
performance of assimilation in the MASNUM wave model for the Indian Ocean. The assimilation
technique is based on Ensemble Adjusted Kalman Filter, with a variable ensemble constructed by the
dynamic sampling method rather than ensemble members of wave model. Observations of significant
wave height from satellites Jason-3 and CFOSAT are regarded as assimilation data and independent
validation data, respectively. The results indicate good performance in terms of absolute mean error
for significant wave height. Model error decreases by roughly 20–40% in high-sea conditions.

Keywords: wave assimilation; MASNUM; Jason-3; CFOSAT; dynamic sampling

1. Introduction

Ocean shipping and offshore engineering are becoming increasingly frequent. There-
fore, refined numerical simulation of ocean waves is one of the most important measures
to ensure safety in open oceans. Especially under strong wind conditions, accurate wave
prediction of sea states is crucial for guaranteeing safety. The assimilation of satellite wave
data plays an important role in improving wave model results.

The increasing number of remote observations has prompted the development of
wave data assimilation. Altimeter, synthetic aperture radar (SAR), and surface wave
investigation measurements (SWIM), which are loaded on satellites, can provide global
surface wave observations. Observations of significant wave height (SWH) from satellites
are consecutive, abundant, and reliable, and are extensively used in wave forecasting
systems and wave reanalysis [1]. By succeeding Topex/Poseidon, Jason-1, and Jason-2,
Jason-3 extends the high-precision ocean altimetry data record, which was launched in
January 2016. The China–France Oceanography Satellite (CFOSAT), which was launched
in October 2018, carries the SWIM sensor [2]. SWIM provides a significant wave height at
nadir-look and directional wave spectra with a wavelength cut-off of 70 m. This work aims
to investigate the impact of the assimilation of SWH from Jason-3 in the MASNUM wave
model on the Indian Ocean. Validation is performed with independent data from CFOSAT.

The purpose of wave data assimilation is to improve the wave model and to produce
better performance. There are two main classes of assimilation methods: one is sequential
methods, such as optimal interpolation (OI) [3] and ensemble Kalman filter (EnKF) [4], and
the other is variational methods. Sequential methods implement independent corrections at
different times, and variational methods aim to find the model solution that minimizes the
differences between observations over the whole analysis period [5]. Sequential methods,
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which are relatively simple and require relatively low computing costs, confront the
problem of specifying correlation scales in models and observations. At present, this
issue is still one of the focuses in wave data assimilation.

There is no consolidated technique to spread altimeter data on a model grid. (1) With-
out spreading, only observations on the model grid replace model value [6,7]. (2) Exponen-
tial spreading function [8]. (3) Covariance of prediction error/background error/model
error, which requires statistical determination and determines the information spread
of observations. For the OI method, the prediction error correlation matrix, referred to
as P, is assumed to be a function of correlation scale Lmax [5]. For the EnKF method,
background-error covariance, referred as B, is constructed by ensemble members of model
states. Apparently, B is flow-dependent, while P is not. It requires tremendous cost to run
ensemble members of a wave model.

To reduce the computation cost, Sun et al. [9,10], proposed the dynamic sampling
method and static sampling method to construct background-error covariance by the
differences between 24-h-interval significant wave heights. Therefore, construction of the
model states requires only one model run instead of an ensemble of model runs. In this
study, we will assimilate SWH of Jason-3 using a combination of ensemble adjust Kalman
filter (EAKF) [11,12] and dynamic sampling method.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 briefly describes the wave model MAS-
NUM, assimilation scheme, and satellite observations. Section 3.1 concerns the validation
of the results with independent wave observations. The analysis of the assimilation impact
in the case of high-sea state is presented in Section 3.2. Discussion and conclusions are
given in Sections 4 and 5, respectively.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Wave Model and Set-Up

The wave model used in this study is a third-generation global wave model Marine
Sciences and Numerical Modeling (MASNUM) [13–15]. The complicated characteristic
inlaid method is applied to integrate the wave energy spectrum balance equation. All
governing equations have a physical meaning of the wave packet propagation along a ray.
Thus, Yuan et al. [14] designed the characteristic inlaid computation scheme to reflect this
property. A matching problem is solved between time and space steps using this scheme.
In the model, the wave energy spectrum balance equation and its complicated characteristic
equations are derived in a wave number space. The breaking dissipation source function
adopts a theoretical result based on a statistical study of breaking waves [16].

MASNUM is implemented on a 15 × 15 km latitude–longitude grid that covers 60.7◦E
to 99.3◦E and 10.4◦S to 25.6◦N; water depth of the domain is shown in Figure 1. The direc-
tional wave spectrum is discretized into 24 directions by a step of 15◦ and 25 frequencies
ranging from 0.042 to 0.413 Hz. The propagation time step is 10 min. Output fields of
integrated wave parameters are archived at 1-h intervals. The wave model MASNUM
is driven by 1-h analyzed winds with 0.25 × 0.25◦ spatial resolution (ERA5) from the
European Center for Medium-Range Weather Forecast (ECMWF) atmospheric model. The
model topography is interpolated from a gridded bathymetric dataset (GEBCO) [17]. The
wave spectrum of the open boundaries for the Indian Ocean domain are interpolated from
the hourly output of an outer domain, which covers an area of 20◦E to 145.5◦E, 70◦S to
45.5◦N with a spatial resolution of 0.5 Deg.

Two runs of the wave model MASNUM were performed for the period from 1 July
2020 to 31 January 2021. The first run used the assimilation of Jason-3 altimeter wave heights
(referred to as Run A). The second run is a baseline run of the wave model MASNUM
without assimilation (referred to as Run B). For independent validation, we use observations
of significant wave height from CFOSAT which are excluded from assimilation.
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2.2. Assimilation Scheme

The assimilation procedure is split into two parts: first, the significant wave height
of altimeter from the Jason-3 satellite is used to construct an analyzed field of SWH by
assimilation technique using a combination of EAKF and dynamic sampling [10]. The
second part consists of the reconstruction of the spectrum from the analyzed SWH. The
information contained in the first-guess spectrum Eb(K, θ) is used to produce an analyzed

spectrum Ea(K, θ) as Ea(K, θ) =
(

SWHa

SWHb

)2
Eb(K, θ) [7]. Here, we use a limitation for the

factor
(

SWHa

SWHb

)2
to avoid introducing shocks in the model, i.e., if SWHa

SWHb < 0.5, we set the

factor to the square of 0.5; if SWHa

SWHb > 1.5, we set the factor to the square of 1.5.
Flowchart of assimilation procedure is shown in Figure 2. In the process of assim-

ilating, only one wave model member is implemented. The assimilation is performed
sequentially every 6 h. SWH observations from Jason-3 are assimilated into the MASNUM
wave model with the following scheme: (1) Dynamic ensemble, which is an approximation
to background error, is constructed using the dynamic sampling method, i.e., collecting
wave model results without assimilation on the interval (t − 7d, t + 7d) and then calcu-
lating the difference between 24 h-interval SWH fields. Here t represents assimilation
time. Thus, dynamic ensemble changes with time. Specifically, dynamic ensemble is
flow-dependent. There are 24 samples for each day. (2) The dynamic ensemble is super-
posed to the SWH field at time t to obtain ensemble states with 360 members. (3) The
two-part filter method [11,12] is applied to update ensemble states using observations at
time τ ∈ (t− 6h, t + 6h). (4) The analyzed SWH is the mean of the updated ensemble
states. (5) An analyzed wave spectrum is reconstructed by multiplying the first-guess

spectrum Eb(K, θ) by the factor
(

SWHa

SWHb

)2
.
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2.3. Satellite Data

Jason-3 launched in January 2016 as the result of a joint effort by CNES, NASA, EU-
METSAT, and NOAA. The satellite carries a typical suite of altimetry mission instruments
that will acquire highly accurate measurements of ocean surface height to extend the data
record compiled by Topex/Poseidon, Jason-1, and Jason-2 [18]. Jason-3 has an orbital
repetition cycle of 10 days.

CFOSAT launched in October 2018 as a joint mission from the Chinese and French
Space Agencies, devoted to the observation ocean surface wind and waves [19,20]. The
mission contains two main instruments: a wave scatterometer called SWIM (surface
wave investigation and monitoring), which provides significant wave height at nadir-look
direction and directional wave spectra with a wavelength cut-off 70 m, and the wind
scatterometer (SCAT). CFOSAT has an orbital repetition cycle of 13 days.

The data from Jason-3 and CFOSAT have been downloaded from the CMEMS web por-
tal (Copernicus Marine Environment Monitoring Service, https://marine.copernicus.eu/
accessed on 17 July 2021). The domain is well covered by Jason-3 and CFOSAT. SWH from
the satellites have been generated on a grid size that is 0.2 × 0.2◦. There are 300,000 points
collected from Jason-3, and 260,000 points collected from CFOSAT from 1 July 2020 to
31 January 2021. The spatial distribution of SWH based on the observations of Jason-3 and
CFOSAT is shown in Figure 3. The distance between adjacent orbit tracks of CFOSAT is
closer compared to that of Jason-3. There are two high-value regions of significant wave
height in the domain, which are in the northwest and the south Indian Ocean.
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3. Results

Two runs of the wave model MASNUM were performed for the period from 1 July
2020 to 31 January 2021. The first run used the assimilation of Jason-3 altimeter wave heights
(referred to as Run A). The second run is a baseline run of the wave model MASNUM
without assimilation (referred to as Run B).

First, we analyzed the impact, which consists of comparing model outputs from
Runs A and B with independent wave observations of SWH from CFOSAT. This impact
evaluates the efficiency of the assimilation system. The performance of these two runs is
discussed by computing the statistical parameters for significant wave heights. Moreover,
the impact was analyzed based on a comparison between model outputs with and without
assimilation. This indicates how large the difference of wave parameters induced by the
assimilation is. Another impact is considered and this consists of comparing model outputs
with observations along orbit tracks from CFOSAT, especially in high-sea conditions.

3.1. Validation

In this section, we use the significant wave heights from CFOSAT as independent
wave observations. SWH from the MASNUM wave model was first collocated with
CFOSAT satellite data, which is along the orbit track using temporal–spatial interpolation.
Statistical parameters on the difference between the observed and model wave variables
were computed with the following definitions:

Mean error (ME) = Mi −Oi (1)

Root Mean Square Error (RMSE) =
√
(Mi −Oi)

2 (2)

Mean Absolute Error (MAE) = |Mi −Oi| (3)

Relative Error (RE) = |Mi −Oi|/Oi (4)

Improvement Rate (IR) =
Errornoasm − Eerrorasm

Errornoasm
% (5)

Correlation Coefficient(Corr) =
Mi Oi − M O√

Mi
2 −M2

√
Oi

2 −O2
(6)

Scatter index (SI) =

√[(
Mi −M

)
−
(
Oi −O

)]2
O

(7)

Table 1 shows the statistical parameters for Runs A and B. First, this indicates that the
wave model MASNUM generally underestimates the significant wave height. After the
assimilation of Jason-3 SWH data, the root mean square errors are reduced from 0.36 m to
0.32 m. Improvement rates of simulation error are more than 10%. This indicates that the
MASNUM wave model reproduces relatively well the observed wave regimes, which are
recorded by CFOSAT. The impact of assimilation is statistically weak given the applied
high number of observations (number is roughly 260,000). Therefore, further detailed
analysis is necessary.

Statistical parameters for each month from 1 July 2020 to 31 January 2021 are shown
in Figure 4. There is a similar tendency of RMSE and MAE, with maximum value in July
and minimum value in January. However, there is little difference of relative error between
each month. This is correlated with seasonal variation of surface waves in the Indian
Ocean. As can be seen, SWH from CFOSAT in Figure 5a,d, monthly mean wave height in
winter is less than 3 m, while in summer it is in the 2–5 m range. The comparison with
CFOSAT indicates a correction of assimilation in July is more noticeable, i.e., the impact
of assimilation is more remarkable in high-sea conditions. In Figure 4c, the correlation
coefficient increased after data assimilation. Figure 4f indicates that scatter index decreased
after data assimilation.
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Table 1. Statistical analysis of significant wave heights from runs with and without assimilation at
orbit tracks of CFOSAT. The period of analysis is from 1 July 2020 to 31 January 2021.

Error Run B: Noasm Run A: Asm Improvement Rate

Mean error −0.15 −0.13 13%
RMSE 0.36 0.32 11%

Mean absolute error 0.26 0.23 12%
Relative error 0.13 0.11 15%

Correlation coefficient 0.91 0.92 –
Scatter index 0.16 0.15 –
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Figure 5. Spatial distribution of SWH (in meters) in July 2020 and January 2021. (a) SWH of CFOSAT
in July 2020; (b) SWH of MASNUM wave model without assimilation in July 2020; (c) Difference
of SWH with and without assimilation of Jason-3 wave data in July 2020; (d) SWH of CFOSAT in
January 2021; (e) SWH of MASNUM wave model without assimilation in January 2021; (f) Difference
of SWH with and without assimilation of Jason-3 wave data in January 2021.

Comparisons between model outputs with and without assimilation indicate the
difference of wave parameters induced by the assimilation. Figure 5c,f show the difference
of SWH between Run A (with assimilation) and Run B (without assimilation) in July 2020
and January 2021, respectively. This clearly indicates that the monthly mean impact of
the assimilation on significant wave height can reach roughly 0.2 m in July and ±0.03 m
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in January. SWH of CFOSAT and of wave model without assimilation in July are shown
in Figure 5a,b. It is easy to see the strong impact of assimilation in the northwest Indian
Ocean where the model is underestimating the significant wave height.

3.2. Analysis in High-Sea Conditions

The assimilation of Jason-3 altimeter wave data was analyzed for high-sea conditions
in this section. Several cases are selected to evaluate the impact of assimilation. Generally,
due to the propagation effect of ocean surface waves, wave data from Jason-3 are assimi-
lated in one place. The impact of assimilation could be observed by CFOSAT at another
place later. We attempt to detect this relationship using wave parameters and investigate
the impact of assimilation.

3.2.1. Case A

Group velocity Cg, which describes the energy propagation of ocean surface waves, is
given as follows.

ω =
2π

T
, ω2 = gk, λ =

2π

k
, C =

λ

T
, Cg =

1
2

C (8)

where ω and T represent frequency and period respectively, k and λ indicate wave number
and wavelength separately, g represents gravitational acceleration. C is wave phase velocity.

SWH time series at orbit tracks on 19–20 July 2020 are shown in Figure 6, referred
to as Case A. In Figure 6c, black dot lines indicate observations of Jason-3, and blue lines
and green lines represent SWH of the model with and without assimilation of Jason-3.
Locations of orbit tracks J1 and J2 are shown in Figure 6a,d. Mean absolute error of SWH of
model outputs decreased 29% and 31% at orbit tracks J1 and J2 compared to measurements
of Jason-3.
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We found that there is one orbit track of CFOSAT near orbit track J1 and J2, which
is referred to as C1. The location of orbit track C1 is shown in Figure 6a,d. In Figure 6f,
black dot lines represent the measurements of CFOSAT, and red lines and green lines
indicate SWH of the wave model with and without assimilation of Jason-3. Improvement
rate of mean absolute error of SWH is 25% at orbit track C1 compared with independent
observations of CFOSAT.

Based on a mean wave period of the model without assimilation, group velocity Cg
on 20 July 2020 at 0:00 UTC are shown in Figure 6d. SWH and mean wave direction are
given in Figure 6e. Orbit track J2 and C1 differ by 6–7 h. At orbit track J2, group velocity is
roughly 20 km/h and ocean surface waves propagated northeast. The first half of orbit
track C1, where correction of assimilation is pronounced, is approximately 120–140 km
from orbit track J2. This clearly indicates the efficiency of assimilation.

Group velocity Cg on 19 July 2020 at 12:00 UTC is shown in Figure 6a. SWH and
mean wave direction are given in Figure 6b. Orbit track J1 and C1 differ by 19 h. Group
velocity is roughly 20 km/h at orbit track J1. Ocean surface waves propagated northeast
to the north of the crossing of J1 and C1, and propagated northwest at the south of the
crossing simultaneously. Propagation distance is roughly 380 km, which covers orbit track
C1. There is little influence of assimilation on the latter half of orbit track C1. One reason
for that is the large time difference between the two orbits. The other reason is that the
correction of assimilation in the latter half of orbit track J1 is relatively small.

3.2.2. Case B

SWH time series at orbit tracks on 25–26 July 2020 are shown in Figure 7, referred
to as Case B. In Figure 7c,f, black dotted lines indicate observations of Jason-3, and blue
lines and green lines represent SWH of model with and without assimilation of Jason-3.
Locations of orbit tracks J1/J2/J3 are shown in Figure 7a,d,g. Mean absolute error of SWH
of the model outputs decreased 54%, 56%, and 6% at orbit tracks J1/J2/J3 compared to
measurements of Jason-3.

We found that there are two orbit tracks of CFOSAT near orbit tracks J1/J2/J3, which
are referred to as C1/C2. Locations of orbit tracks C1/C2 are shown in Figure 7a,d,g.
In Figure 7i, black dotted lines represent measurements of CFOSAT, and red lines and
green lines indicate SWH of the wave model with and without assimilation of Jason-3.
Improvement rate of mean absolute error of SWH is 42% and 24% at orbit tracks C1/C2
compared with independent observations of CFOSAT.

Based on mean wave period of model without assimilation, group velocity Cg on
26 July 2020 at 12:00 UTC is shown in Figure 7g. SWH and mean wave direction are
given in Figure 7h. Orbit track J3 and C2 differ by 9 h. In the latter half of orbit track J3,
group velocity is roughly 23 km/h and ocean surface wave propagated towards northwest.
Propagation distance is roughly 210 km, which covers orbit track C2, and the performance
of assimilation is obvious at the first half of orbit track C2. Figure 7b,e,h show that significant
wave height near 8◦S increased gradually from 25 July 12:00 to 26 July 12:00. This indicates
that ocean waves are potentially growing in the latter half of orbit track J3. Despite a
small correction at orbit track J3, the impact of assimilation gradually amplifies with the
propagation of surface waves.

Group velocity Cg on 26 July 2020 at 0:00 UTC is shown in Figure 7d. SWH and
mean wave direction are given in Figure 7e. Orbit track J2 and C1 differ by 8 h. Surface
waves in the latter half of orbit track J2 propagated northeast and away from the orbit
track C1, therefore there is no influence of the former on the latter. At the first half of orbit
track J2, group velocity is roughly 23 km/h and ocean surface wave propagated northwest.
Propagation distance is roughly 190 km, which covers orbit track C1, and the performance
of assimilation is remarkable at the latter half of orbit track C1.

Group velocity Cg on 25 July 2020 at 12:00 UTC is shown in Figure 7a. SWH and
mean wave direction are given in Figure 7b. Orbit track J1 and C1 differ by 21 h. Surface
wave at orbit track J1 propagated towards northeast mostly, thus there is little impact of
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assimilation on orbit track C1 at the south of the crossing of J1 and C1. At the north of the
crossing, group velocity at the first half of orbit track J1 is roughly 20 km/h. Propagation
distance of influence of assimilation is roughly 420 km, which covers orbit track C1. The
impact of assimilation gradually weakens with long-range propagation of surface waves,
therefore correction in the first half of the orbit track C1 is not pronounced.
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Blue and red dotted lines indicate orbit tracks of Jason-3 and CFOSAT, respectively. Location of character J1/J2/J3/C1/C2
indicates the start of the orbit track. (b,e,h): Color and arrows represent SWH and mean wave direction of model outputs
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with assimilation compared to without assimilation. (i) Black dotted lines indicate CFOSAT measurements; red lines and
green lines indicate SWH of model outputs with and without assimilation of Jason-3; percentage represents improvement
rate of mean absolute error of SWH with assimilation compared to without assimilation.

3.2.3. Case C

SWH time series at orbit tracks on 28 July 2020 are shown in Figure 8, referred to as
Case C. In Figure 8b, black dotted lines indicate observations of Jason-3, and blue lines and
green lines represent SWH of the model with and without assimilation of Jason-3. Location
of orbit tracks J1 is shown in Figure 8a. Mean absolute error of SWH of the model outputs
decreased 41% at orbit tracks J1 compared to measurements of Jason-3.

We found that there is one orbit track of CFOSAT near orbit track J1, which is referred
to as C1. The location of orbit track C1 is shown in Figure 8a. In Figure 8d, black dotted
lines represent measurements of CFOSAT, and red lines and green lines indicate SWH
of the wave model with and without assimilation of Jason-3. Improvement rate of mean
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absolute error of SWH is 39% at orbit track C1 compared with independent observations
of CFOSAT.
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Figure 8. Case C: SWH time series at orbit tracks on 28 July 2020. (a) Color represents group
velocity in km/h. Blue and red dotted lines indicate orbit tracks of Jason-3 and CFOSAT, respectively.
Location of character J1/C1 indicates the start of the orbit track. (b) Black dotted lines indicate Jason-3
measurements; blue and green lines indicate SWH of model outputs with and without assimilation
of Jason-3; percentage represents improvement rate of mean absolute error of SWH with assimilation
compared to without assimilation. (c) Color and arrows represent SWH and mean wave direction
of model outputs without assimilation. (d) Black dotted lines indicate CFOSAT measurements; red
lines and green lines indicate SWH of model outputs with and without assimilation of Jason-3;
percentage represents improvement rate of mean absolute error of SWH with assimilation compared
to without assimilation.

Based on mean wave period of model without assimilation, group velocity Cg on
28 July 2020 at 12:00 UTC is shown in Figure 8a. SWH and mean wave direction are given
in Figure 8c. Orbit track J1 and C1 differ by 9 h. At the north of the crossing of J1 and
C1, ocean surface waves propagated northeast at group velocity of roughly 23 km/h.
At the south of the crossing, they propagated northwest at group velocity of roughly
25 km/h. SWH at the whole orbit track C1 are corrected by assimilation. This illustrates
that mean wave direction is one of the indispensable elements in analysis of propagation
of assimilation.

3.2.4. Case D

SWH time series at orbit tracks on 6 October 2020 are shown in Figure 9, referred to
as Case D. In Figure 9b, black dotted lines indicate observations of Jason-3, blue lines and
green lines represent SWH of model with and without assimilation of Jason-3. The location
of orbit track J1 is shown in Figure 9a. Mean absolute error of SWH of model outputs
decreased 36% at orbit track J1 compared to measurements of Jason-3.

We found that there is one orbit track of CFOSAT near orbit track J1, which is referred
to as C1. The location of orbit track C1 is shown in Figure 9a. In Figure 9d, black dotted
lines represent measurements of CFOSAT, and red lines and green lines indicate SWH of
the wave model with and without assimilation of Jason-3. The improvement rate of mean
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absolute error of SWH is 32% at orbit track C1 compared with independent observations
of CFOSAT.
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Figure 9. Case D: SWH time series at orbit tracks on 6 October 2020. (a) Color represents group
velocity in km/h. Blue and red dotted lines indicate orbit tracks of Jason-3 and CFOSAT, respectively.
Location of character J1/C1 indicates the start of the orbit track. (b) Black dotted lines indicate Jason-3
measurements; blue and green lines indicate SWH of model outputs with and without assimilation
of Jason-3; percentage represents improvement rate of mean absolute error of SWH with assimilation
compared to without assimilation. (c) Color and arrows represent SWH and mean wave direction
of model outputs without assimilation. (d) Black dotted lines indicate CFOSAT measurements; red
lines and green lines indicate SWH of model outputs with and without assimilation of Jason-3;
percentage represents improvement rate of mean absolute error of SWH with assimilation compared
to without assimilation.

Based on mean wave period of the model without assimilation, group velocity Cg
on 6 October 2020 at 12:00 UTC is shown in Figure 9a. SWH and mean wave direction is
given in Figure 9c. Orbit track J1 and C1 differ by 12 h. At orbit track J1, group velocity is
roughly 20 km/h and ocean surface waves propagated northwest. The first half of orbit
track C1, where correction of assimilation is considerable, is approximately 240 km from
orbit track J1. This clearly indicates the efficiency of assimilation. This also illustrates that
length of orbit track is one of decisive factors of the influence range of assimilation.

4. Discussion

The assimilation of observations from satellites is an efficient way to correct numer-
ical model errors. In this study, measurements of SWH from Jason-3 are assimilated to
improve MASNUM wave model outputs in the Indian Ocean. Validation is constructed by
comparing significant wave height from model runs with and without assimilation against
observations from CFOSAT. The period of assimilation experiments is from 1 July 2020
to 31 January 2021. Background errors are constructed by dynamic sampling instead of
ensemble members of model runs. Variable state ensemble is updated using the EAKF
method. During the assimilating procedure, only one member of a wave model is needed,
which reduces the computation resource requirements.

Validation of model results indicates that mean absolute error of significant wave
height reduces roughly 10% after assimilation. The monthly statistic of model error indi-



Remote Sens. 2021, 13, 3833 12 of 13

cates that the wave model underestimates wave height in high-sea conditions. Significant
wave height of model results with assimilation in July 2020 increased by roughly 0.1–0.3 m
in the northeast of the Indian Ocean compared with that of the baseline run. In this study,
several cases in high-sea conditions were analyzed. The improvement rate of mean absolute
error reached roughly 20–40% at a single orbit track. Analysis confirms that observations
along orbit tracks from Jason-3 are assimilated in one place, and the impact of assimilation
propagates with ocean waves and then could be observed by CFOSAT in another place.

The wave scatterometer SWIM carried by CFOSAT provides a combined directional
wave spectra from several incidence angles with an azimuthal cut-off of 70 m for wave-
length. Based on the dynamic sampling method, preliminary experiments with assimilation
of wave spectrum from CFOSAT will be developed in further study.

5. Conclusions

Based on observations of significant wave height from the satellites CFOSAT and
Jason-3, the effect of wave data assimilation in the MASNUM wave model for the Indian
Ocean was analyzed and evaluated. Ensemble states of SWH were constructed by dynamic
sampling method rather than by an ensemble of wave model members. This approach
reduces the computational cost dramatically. Comparison between model outputs and
measurements along orbit tracks indicated that assimilation improves model results re-
markably in high-sea conditions. This study also analyzed several factors that affected
independent validation of assimilation.
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