Assessment of Sea Surface Salinity Products Using a Coupled ENSO Prediction Model
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ABSTRACT SSS (SSS ASSIM — NO SSS ASSIM) AQ/SMAPV4.2 versus AQ/SMAPv4.1 anomaly validation.
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Improve ENSO forecast skill. We find that including satellite SSS Data assimilation differences over 9/11-9/17 for SSS. Comparison of gridded SSS fields are presented for Aquarius V5 > Our intermediate complexity coupled model is routinely used as a
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All examples of SMAP are combined with Aquarius v5.
are included as examples of in situ products. Note that the spin-up

All experiments are run from September 2011 to September 2017.

Validation of coupled results using observed Nifio3.4 SST. Correlation « The more satellite SSS data, the better prediction of ENSO. for all experiments used GMAO OlI.
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