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Rrs comparison between Stationl
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Model sensitivity to time series
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Rrs spectral shape sensitivity to S - a g,

(distribution, composition dependence)
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Rrs shape sensitivity to S for a
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Absorption coefficient fromAc9
data

comparison for two station
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Comparing a coefficient predicted
by model and from ac9
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Absorption coefficient predicted by model
and from ac9
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Rrs prediction
Hydrolight output
inversion model
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Rrs shape prediction by Semi-
analytical Model from Hydrolight
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Thank you to the crew!




