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Part 1:
Radiometric
Calibration
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In-situ data courtesy Raphe Kudela, UCSC
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Two Issues...
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Calibration challenges:
radiometry
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Surface reflectance retrieval
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PRISM sampling
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Optimizing Irradiance estimates
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Optimizing Irradiance estimates

E(x) = kfu(Rrs) - Rrs(x)ka + Bkx — 1k2
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Aerosols are a persistent challenge
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Concluding thoughts

» Ocean observations place extreme
requirements on both calibration and
atmospheric correction

* |s there a common root cause to both
Issues (far tails of the SRF)?

* Underscores need for spectral uniformity
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