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AD-Var was used to assimilate AVISO SSH, AVHRR SST, o 7o 20 - s0 100 130 140 1eo  1so

subsurface temperature, salinity, and velocities from
moorings M3, M4 and M5 (Fig. 1b).

3 experiments starting on 1St of May 2015 (same Initial
condition) were performed to evaluate the observations’
Impacts:

« No DA (Free run);
« Assimilation surface fields (ASF);
* Assimilation surface and mooring data (ASFUVTS).

» Model results were compared to daily averaged

observations.

Results

Fig. 1:

Free run shows similar mean results for SSH and
temperature field. A small cold bias (0.5°C) was simulated
In the upper water column.

Fig. 2:

Assimilation of surface fields was responsible for reduction
of SSH rmsd by improving the representation of the
mesoscale field.

Assimilation of subsurface data reduced SSH rmsd near
the moorings but slightly increased errors in the southern
region.

Fig. 3:

Free run had small temperature difference in comparison
to observations.

ASF increased cold bias from mid-Oct 2015 onwards.
Strong uplift of the 10°C and 6°C isoterms was observed in
mid-Feb and mid-Apr, respectively.

Assimilation of Iin situ data prevents the growth of cold
bias.

Fig 4.

ASF run increased temperature rmsd in comparison to the
Free run but improved velocity complex correlation by at
least 3 fold.

Assimilation of in situ data (ASFUVTS) was important to
correct temperature errors generated by the assimilation of
surface fields only.

ASFUVTS doubled complex correlation with velocities.

Summary

Free run well represented mean SSH and temperature
fields but misplace mesoscale eddies on a dally basis.

ASF reduced SSH rmsd relative to Free run as surface

assimilation improved representation of the mesoscale
field.

Assimilation of mooring data reduced temperature errors
by half and increased velocity representation by 2 fold.

For more: rafacsantana.qgithub.io
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Fig. 1: (a) 1-year mean SSH and currents from AVISO (black contour and blue arrows), Free run (green-purple shade and black arrows), and mooring
(coloured arrows). (b) 1-year mean temperature from Free run (shade) and moorings (coloured lines). (c) Study area relative to Southwestern Pacific Ocean

(a) Free run - avg rmsd=0.076 (b) ASF - avg rm§d=0.062 (c) ASFUVTS - avg rmsd=0.060
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Fig. 2: Maps of SSH rmsd between model and AVISO from (a) Free run (b) ASF, and (c) ASFUVTS.
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(c) ASF temp. diff. (model - obs)

: ’M’/ *ﬂ—-m_?ﬂv- =
E - 1
= -500 . ol ""X“"” Pircz (N
‘5. - ! ! | ™ TN
0 PN SRT Wy : ‘.V —
(] -1000 : g : A ; 1! -E-_;“| t'-.-' _11 |E_"-"r' ‘ - L‘ 1
Jun/15 Jul/15 Aug/15 Sep/15 Oct/15 Nov/15 Dec/15 Jan/16 Feb/16 Mar/16 Apr/16 May/16
0. _ (d) ASFUVTS temp. diff. (model - obs)
= ———a1/ N e Lgte ' : ——— 5
-500 Al At TR
& ' | |
- W@ a -‘-' ol B
1000 1 i l NN l : 1 — i 1 i : 48" T : 1 -5
Jun/15 Jul/15 Aug/15 Sep/15 Oct/15 Nov/15 Dec/15 Jan/16 Feb/16 Mar/16 Apr/16 May/16

Fig. 3: Time series of temperature profile at M4 from observations (a) and temperature difference between model and observations from (b) Free run, (c)
ASF run, and (d) ASFUVTS run, and their corresponding temperature timeseries as black contours. The dashed black lines represent 6 mesoscale
events identified in Santana et al. (2021).
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Fig. 4: Profiles of temperature rmsd at M4 (a) and M5 (b), and velocity complex correlation at M4 (c) and M5 (d) from Free run (red), ASF run (blue), and
ASFUVTS (black). The dots represent median depth of temperature sensors.
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