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Compact Ocean Wind Vector Radiometer (COWVR) Key Features:
1. Measures Wind Speed and Direction Using 18.7, 23.8, 33.9 GHz Fully Polarimetric Channels, 2. Low-Cost Design: Stationary Feed Bench While Antenna Rotates,

o [ ° ° °
3. Full 360" Scan with Fore and Aft Look, 5. Data Available from 1/2022 to 7/2025 (TSDR from PO.DAAC, Winds from PO.DAAC and Remote Sensing Systems)
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direction RMSE are within 2° of one
another, which indicates that the
two-look algorithm is optimally
performing without having to use an

otherwise reduce the skill and increase the RMSE of the one-look| .
retrievals.

extrema. Noisy TBs result in more relative wind directions at the E,
extrema and less relative wind directions adjacent to the extrema. The
two-look retrievals avoids this problem and results in a smooth angular
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There are up to 4 wind direction (¢) ambiguities that correspond to the local chi-squared

RMSE ° (COWVR - Comparison)
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distribution, similar to ERAS. 20 3 < 8838 o B u s _ . oS
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