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Abstract: We developed a fast and accurate polynomial based atmospheric correction (POLYAC)
algorithm for hyperspectral radiometric measurements, which parameterizes the atmospheric
path radiances using aerosol properties retrieved from co-located multi-wavelength multi-angle
polarimeter (MAP) measurements. This algorithm has been applied to co-located spectrometer for
planetary exploration (SPEX) airborne and research scanning polarimeter (RSP) measurements,
where SPEX airborne was used as a proxy of hyperspectral radiometers, and RSP as the MAP. The
hyperspectral remote sensing reflectance obtained from POLYAC is accurate when compared to
Aerosol Robotic Network (AERONET), and Visible Infrared Imaging Radiometer Suite (VIIRS)
ocean color products. POLYAC provides a robust alternative atmospheric correction algorithm
for hyperspectral or multi-spectral radiometric measurements for scenes involving coastal oceans
and/or absorbing aerosols, where traditional atmospheric correction algorithms are less reliable.

© 2021 Optical Society of America under the terms of the OSA Open Access Publishing Agreement

1. Introduction

Oceans are a primary component of the Earth’s climate and its ecosystems due to their immense
interaction with other Earth components such as the atmosphere and biosphere through cycling,
transporting and reserving energy and matter [1]. In order to monitor and evaluate the changes in
the Earth system, it is crucial to perform continuous synoptic scale ocean observations, which is
only possible with satellite remote sensing. Satellite ocean color remote sensing has permitted the
identification and quantification of algal blooms, primary production and ecological variations
[2] which further facilitates the understanding on global biogeochemical cycles [3] such as carbon
and nitrogen cycles, ocean ecological response to climate change [4] and coastal water quality
[5,6].

Ocean color sensors measure the total radiance emanating from the coupled ocean and
atmosphere system. Atmospheric correction is performed to remove atmospheric path radiance
and ocean surface contributions [7]. This enables estimation of the spectral water leaving signal,
which is then used to derive ocean inherent and apparent optical properties that are crucial for
ocean and climate studies. The validity of these properties depends on the accuracy of the
atmospheric correction scheme that is used to retrieve water leaving signal. A byproduct of
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atmospheric correction is the retrieval of atmospheric aerosol optical properties, which themselves
are important because of their uncertain role in global climate [8].

Heritage atmospheric correction algorithms designed for multi-spectral ocean color sensors
such as the MODerate resolution Imaging Spectrometer (MODIS) and Visible Infrared Imaging
Radiometer System (VIIRS) [7,9] are based on limited spectral information and employ the
black pixel assumption wherein the water leaving signal at near infrared (NIR) wavelengths is
assumed negligible [10]. These approaches are less reliable in the presence of strong absorbing
aerosols, where the extrapolation of aerosol information from NIR to visible is problematic, and
over complex coastal waters, where NIR water leaving signal appears to be significant [11,12].

Various methods have been proposed to overcome the issues of atmospheric correction
associated with complex ocean and atmosphere conditions. For open ocean waters, the estimation
of path radiance of absorbing aerosols can be improved by assuming water reflectance properties
covary with chlorophyll-a concentrations [chla] [13,14]. In the case of nonzero NIR water leaving
radiances in coastal waters, the NIR water leaving radiances can be estimated iteratively [15],
which however does not address the problem of absorbing aerosols. For coastal waters with
strong Colored Dissolved Organic Matter (CDOM) absorption, the water-leaving radiance can
be assumed negligible in the UV [16], and thus radiometric measurements in the UV can be
used as another anchor point for the atmospheric aerosol path radiance. Recently, a multi-band
atmospheric correction algorithm has been improved over turbid ocean waters for combined NIR
and SWIR bands [17]. However, with heritage atmospheric correction algorithms, it remains a
challenge to perform accurate atmospheric correction for cases involving both absorbing aerosols
and coastal waters that have non-zero NIR water leaving radiances.

Compared to multi-spectral or hyperspectral spectrometers that collect data at a single view
angle, multi-wavelength Multi-Angle Polarimeter (hereafter referred as MAP) instruments provide
more information content on aerosol microphysical properties [18–20] which can be used to
improve ocean color atmospheric correction [21,22]. Several algorithms have been developed to
jointly retrieve aerosol and ocean color information from the MAP measurements, such as those
for POLarization and Directionality of the Earth’s Reflectance (POLDER) [18,23], Airborne
Multiangle SpectroPolarimetric Imager (AirMSPI) [24,25], the airborne Spectropolarimeter
for Planetary Exploration (SPEX) [26–28], and Research Scanning Polarimeter (RSP) [28–32].
These joint retrieval algorithms have been demonstrated to be effective in simultaneous retrieval
of both atmosphere and ocean optical properties, which are reviewed in [33,34].

Hyperspectral radiometers are a new research frontier for ocean color observations due to their
increased spectral information content, which can be used to improve discrimination of algal
species, quantify CDOM and monitor harmful algal blooms [35]. For hyperspectral radiometers
such as the Ocean Color Instrument (OCI) onboard the Plankton, Aerosol, Cloud, ocean Ecosystem
(PACE) mission, planned for launch in 2023 by National Aeronautics and Space Administration
(NASA) [36], the heritage atmospheric correction approach can be employed [35,37]. However,
there is still a great need to improve atmospheric correction of hyperspectral radiometers over
scenes involving coastal or in-land waters and absorbing aerosols. The atmospheric correction
of spectrometers (multi-spectral/hyper-spectral) can be improved most feasibly by utilizing the
additional information content of MAPs; either by incorporating the MAP aerosol retrievals in
the calculation of atmospheric path radiance of hyperspectral radiometer, or by combining both
the MAP and spectrometer observations to perform a joint inversion [35]. As an example, OCI
in synergy with the two MAPs to be included on the PACE observatory, SPEXone [38,39] and
the Hyper-Angular Rainbow Polarimeter (HARP2) [40], will provide a promising opportunity to
improve the ocean color atmospheric correction of OCI’s hyperspectral radiometry [35].

In this paper, we present a POLYnomial based Atmospheric Correction (POLYAC) to perform
atmospheric correction for hyperspectral radiometers by using the aerosol properties retrieved
from MAP measurements, which is applicable to future missions such as PACE. We have
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employed co-located RSP and SPEX airborne measurements from the Aerosol Characterization
from Polarimeter and Lidar (ACEPOL) campaign in 2017 [41,42] to demonstrate the concept by
considering SPEX airborne as a hyperspectral radiometer. The Multi-Angular Polarimetric Ocean
coLor (MAPOL) joint atmosphere-ocean retrieval algorithm is used to retrieve aerosol properties
including optical depth, size distribution, and refractive index from the RSP measurements
[28,32,43]. The MAPOL algorithm generates aerosol properties from the discrete bands of RSP,
which are then used to parameterize aerosol hyperspectral path radiance in the visible with the
POLYAC scheme rooted in the polynomial based algorithm applied to MERIS (POLYMER) [44].
This procedure is very efficient because we avoid using the radiative transfer model to perform
hyperspectral simulations for channels covered by hyperspectral radiometers.

We have also used MAPOL to retrieve aerosol and ocean color properties directly from the
SPEX airborne polarimetric measurements in selected bands. The retrieval results are compared
with the POLYAC algorithm to check the consistency of POLYAC algorithm against direct
polarimetric retrievals. Aerosol products from the Aerosol Robotic Network (AERONET)
[45,46] and High Spectral Resolution Lidar (HSRL) [47,48] and ocean color products from
AERONET-OC [49] and VIIRS are used to validate our retrieval data products.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 overviews the ACEPOL field campaign and
other datasets used in the study; Section 3 describes the methodology including the MAPOL
and POLYAC algorithms; Section 4 presents and discusses the RSP and SPEX airborne retrieval
results and the performance of POLYAC; and finally, Section 5 summarizes the conclusions.

2. Measurements

In this study, we have used polarimeter measurements acquired by RSP and SPEX airborne from
the ACEPOL field campaign, which was held from October 19th to November 9th, 2017 (see [41]
for download information). To validate our retrieval results, the HSRL-2 lidar measurements from
ACEPOL, aerosol data products (level 1.5, version 3.0) from the AERONET USC_SeaPRISM
and Monterey sites, and ocean color products from the VIIRS instrument on board the Suomi
National Polar-orbiting Partnership (Suomi-NPP) satellite were used.

2.1. RSP

RSP is an along track scanner, which includes 152 viewing angles within ±60◦ and an IFOV of 14
mrad. It has 9 spectral channels, with central wavelengths of each band located at 410, 470, 550,
670, 865, 960, 1590, 1880 and 2250 nm [50,51]. RSP is equipped with an in flight calibration
system [52]. RSP-1 and RSP-2 are the two versions of the RSP instruments, which have different
measurement uncertainty characterizations [53]. The RSP measurements over ocean have been
used for aerosol and ocean color retrieval in multiple studies [28,29,31,32,54–56] with promising
performances. In the ACEPOL campaign the RSP-2 measurements were acquired with a relative
radiometric characterization uncertainty of approximately 3% and polarimetric characterization
uncertainty of about 0.2%. The instrument noise model for RSP is provided in [53]. In this
study, the geolocated level 1B (L1B) measurements of RSP-2 from ACEPOL campaign were
used. The RSP channels with wavelengths longer than 865 nm are excluded in the retrieval, as
the SPEX airborne instrument does not have spectral sensitivity for longer wavelengths. Viewing
angles affected by clouds were discarded. The isotropic Cox-Munk model was used to derive the
reflectance and transmittance of the rough ocean surface [57], though sun glint is not included in
the retrieval in order to reduce the retrieval uncertainty [28,32].

2.2. SPEX airborne

SPEX airborne is a hyperspectral imager developed under the lead of SRON Netherlands
Institute for Space Research [52,58]. It covers the spectral range from 380 nm to 800, but
the best performance is for 450-750 nm. SPEX airborne has a 10-25 nm resolution for



Research Article Vol. 29, No. 3 / 1 February 2021 / Optics Express 4507

degree of linear polarization (DOLP, the ratio of linearly polarized to total radiance) and 2 nm
resolution for radiance. It performs multi-angular measurements at 9 fixed viewing angles:
±56◦,±42◦,±28◦,±14◦ and 0◦. It has a 4% accuracy in spectral radiance and the DOLP accuracy
is 0.5% [59,60]. The SPEX airborne and RSP measurements were compared at 410, 470, 550,
and 670 nm, which showed a systematic difference in radiance and a random difference in DOLP.
The root mean square (RMS) difference for ocean scenes in DOLP at 410, 470, 555, and 670 nm
were 0.008,0.006, 0.004, and 0.008, respectively, and the RMS of the percentage difference in
radiance at 410, 470, 555 and 670 nm were 4%, 3%, 2%, and 3%, respectively [59]. For this
reason, SPEX airborne polarimetric retrieval studies [26,27] have disregarded the wavelengths
shorter than 450 nm due to the large discrepancy with the RSP measurements. They have also
excluded wavelengths longer than 750 nm due to the channel cross contamination from the
grating order overlap.

The spectral behavior of total radiance measurement is crucial for retrieving water leaving
radiance accurately [61]. Therefore, the exclusion of wavelengths smaller than 450 nm or
inclusion of defective measurements in the polarimetric retrieval can result in erroneous or highly
uncertain retrievals. Despite previous studies discarding the shortest wavelengths, in this study
we have used 5 discrete wavelength bands: 398, 410, 470, 555, and 670 nm to perform the SPEX
airborne polarimetric retrieval after application of additional corrections (described in detail
below). Viewing angles affected by clouds and sun glint are excluded in the retrieval. Basic
information regarding the measurements for all the retrieval cases are summarized in Table 1
(see below) whereas the locations and scanning directions of each case is summarized in Fig. 1.

Fig. 1. (a) Locations of the MAP measurements and the USC_SeaPRISM and Monterey
AERONET sites (filled red circles). (b) Polar plot of the viewing and solar geometries of
each case (the viewing zenith and relative azimuth angles with respect to the sun light); RSP
(solid line), SPEX airborne (filled circles). Sun position is indicated by stars.

The comparison between RSP and co-located SPEX airborne measurements [59] shows
systematic and random errors in radiance and DOLP values respectively. Figure 2 shows the
comparison of radiance measurements for the selected cases in this study, which shows small yet
non-negligible differences, especially at 410 nm. The radiometric calibration difference between
RSP and SPEX airborne has led to large difference in water leaving retrieval in SPEX airborne
MAPOL retrieval (Sec. 4.2). Thus, we have rescaled/corrected the SPEX airborne radiometric
measurements using a hyperspectral error function. The hyperspectral error function is based
on the average of the relative differences between co-located SPEX L1C ( L1B measurements
from different viewports aggregated on a spatial grid) and geolocated RSP L1B radiometric
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Table 1. Summary of the selected RSP and SPEX airborne measurements from ACEPOL. Aircraft
altitude is the vertical location of the instruments

Case 1 2 3 4 5

Date 10/23 10/23 10/25 10/25 11/07

Time (UTC) 21:33 19:34 21:02 21:07 20:19

Aircraft altitude (km) 20.05 20.08 19.70 19.70 20.07

Solar zenith angle (◦) 53.34 49.50 50.87 50.40 53.72

Scattering angle range(◦) 106-166 90-131 100-130 101-130 105 - 130

measurements in 410, 470, 555 and 670 nm wavelength bands for the nadir viewing angle. The
hyperspectral error function was obtained using a second order polynomial fit with the errors
corresponding to the above four wavelength bands (Fig. 2). In the SPEX airborne polarimetric
retrieval, only the radiometric measurements in 410, 470, 555, and 670 nm wavelength bands are
rescaled with respect to the error function to conform the co-located RSP measurements. The
SPEX airborne DOLP data were not rescaled because the errors in DOLP measurements are
random. The spectral correction was not applied to the 398 nm channel because the potential
large errors associated with extrapolation (shortest wavelength of RSP is 410 nm). Our sensitivity
study shown in Section 4.1 and 4.2 demonstrates that the inclusion of the defective wavelengths
after spectral correction can improve the polarimetric retrieval performance significantly at these
discrete wavelengths. We compared the retrieval of remote sensing reflectance with and without
the SPEX airborne measurements at 398 nm and found that its inclusion improves the retrieval
performance slightly. As such, we chose to include the 398 nm channel, as it increases the
information content of the aerosol properties, which potentially outweighs its calibration error.
In the POLYAC retrieval, the retrieved hyperspectral water leaving signal below 450 nm still
shows some calibration features due to the imperfect correction. Therefore, we excluded the
signals below 450 nm in the POLYAC results. This won’t be an issue for applying the POLYAC
to the PACE mission as the calibration of the spectrometer will be much improved.

The SPEX airborne and RSP measurements that are coincident in temporal and spatial
domains were used to implement the POLYAC scheme. Co-located pixels were selected based
on geolocation overlapping within a maximum distance of 300 m. The instruments mounted in
opposite airplane wings may have orientation shift due to wing flex, which was not considered
in co-location. The different ground pixel sizes in different angles are also ignored. The nadir
ground pixel of RSP in the ACEPOL campaign is around 280 m whereas the spatial sampling of
the SPEX airborne L1C data is 1 km x 1km (across x along track).

2.3. VIIRS, AERONET, and HSRL-2

VIIRS is a single along track view angle multi-spectral imager. The VIIRS data were processed
by the standard NASA atmospheric correction algorithm [7,62]. The Level 2 VIIRS data provides
ocean color products such as remote sensing reflectances (Rrs) at 5 visible wavelengths (410,
443, 486, 551, and 671 nm) and [chla] (OCI algorithm; [63]). The USC_SeaPRISM AERONET
site has aerosol optical depth (AOD) data available for 10/23/2017 and 10/25/2017 and Monterey
AERONET site has AOD data available for 11/07/2017. The USC_SeaPRISM has normalized
water leaving radiance ([Lw]

ex
N ) data available for 10/23/2017 and 10/25/2017, which can be

easily rescaled to Rrs. HSRL-2 provides AOD at 532 nm for all the cases. During the ACEPOL
campaign HSRL-2 experienced an interference that appeared to be related to atmospheric
turbulence. This impacted the ability to use the 532 nm and 355 nm molecular channels to derive
aerosol extinction with the HSRL technique. In such cases, the extinction profiles were estimated
by multiplying the aerosol backscatter profiles with an assumed aerosol lidar ratio. For low
AOD cases, such as cases investigated in this study, the AOD product derived using an assumed
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Fig. 2. The hyperspectral error function. Blue color lines show the hyperspectral percentage
error parametrized for individual cases. Red color line shows the hyperspectral error function
which depicts the average of the hyperspectral percentage errors in each case. Dots indicate
the measurement points and the vertical bars indicate the standard deviation of measurement
points

lidar ratio is expected to have lower uncertainties. RSP and SPEX airborne measurements were
co-located with the HSRL-2 and VIIRS data within a maximum distance of 500 m. For both the
VIIRS and AERONET products, measurements within 1 hour from the RSP scanning time were
selected.

3. Method

3.1. MAPOL algorithm

MAPOL is a joint retrieval algorithm that utilizes RSP measurements to retrieve both aerosol and
ocean properties. It has been validated with both synthetic and in-situ measurements [28,32,43].
We have further extended the algorithm to employ the SPEX airborne measurements in selected
wavelength bands. The algorithm is based on a Levenberg - Marquardt non-linear least squares
optimization [64], which minimizes the following cost function;

χ2 =
1
N

∑︂
i

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣
(︂
ρmt (i) − ρft (x; i)

)︂2

σ2
t (i)

+

(︂
ρmp (i) − ρfp (x; i)

)︂2

σ2
p (i)

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦ (1)

where ρt = πLt/µ0F0 is the total reflectance; ρp = π
√︂

Q2
t + U2

t /µ0F0 is the polarized reflectance;
andσt andσp are the total uncertainty of total and polarized reflectance measurements, respectively.
The superscript m denotes the measurement; f denotes the forward model simulation; x is the
state vector of the retrieval; i is the measurement index corresponding to a particular angle or
wavelength of the polarimeter; and N is the total number of measurements used in the retrieval.
Lt, Qt, and Ut are the first three Stokes parameters measured at sensor level; µ0 is the cosine of
the solar zenith angle, and F0 is the extraterrestrial solar irradiance corrected for the Sun-Earth
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distance. Total uncertainty is a combination of uncertainties due to measurement noise [53],
spatial averaging, and forward modeling.

The forward model in MAPOL [43] is the vector radiative transfer model for coupled ocean-
atmosphere systems based on the successive order for scattering method [65]. We assume the
coupled ocean and atmosphere system as a three-layer system: an upper molecular layer, a middle
layer of mixed molecules and aerosols, and a lower ocean layer topped by a rough ocean surface.
The aerosol size distribution is represented by six aerosol sub-modes; three fine mode and three
coarse mode aerosols, each with a log-normal distribution. The complex refractive index spectra
of aerosols is represented by two principle components obtained from a principle component
analysis (PCA) performed on aerosol refractive index measurements of fine and coarse mode
aerosols [66,67]. MAPOL retrieves the refractive index spectra of aerosols by using two PCA
components for both the fine and coarse modes, and real and imaginary parts, which includes
a total of 8 parameters (2 (fine and coarse) modes × 2 PCA × 2 parts (real and imaginary) of
refractive index).

MAPOL includes two ocean bio-optical models to treat open and coastal waters [11]) separately.
These models represent the inherent optical properties (IOPs) of phytoplankton, CDOM and
sediments/non-algal particles (NAP). The bio-optical model of open ocean waters solely depends
on [chla] whereas the generalized coastal model is characterized by seven bio-optical parameters
[43].

In this study, the RSP and SPEX airborne polarimetric retrievals were performed with the
[chla] based open water bio-optical model, as the available test cases are more likely to associate
with clear waters. The retrieval parameter space of this study therefore includes a total of 16
parameters: 8 parameters to represent PCA based aerosol refractive index spectra, 6 parameters
to represent aerosol volume distribution, 2 more parameters on ocean: wind speed and [chla]. In
order to ensure that the global minimum is achieved in the retrieval, MAPOL was run several
times with different initial retrieval parameter values (Sec. 4.). (For further information regarding
the algorithm, readers are referred to [43])

MAPOL is computationally demanding as it needs to iteratively run the radiative transfer
forward model for coupled atmosphere and ocean systems. Typically, it takes several hours
for a single core CPU to process one pixel retrieval acquired by RSP, which is too slow for
processing satellite measurements operationally. We are developing a new version of MAPOL,
which replaces the radiative transfer forward model with a neural network algorithm. This new
version, called FastMAPOL [68], can process one RSP pixel within a few seconds in CPU, and
with retrieval quality equivalent to MAPOL. Currently, FastMAPOL uses [chla] to parameterize
ocean water optical properties. To extend FastMAPOL to cover coastal water, we will integrate
a recently developed ocean reflectance model for coastal waters based on neural network [69].
FastMAPOL is the subject of a different manuscript in preparation, which we will not discuss in
detail in this paper.

3.2. Hyperspectral atmospheric correction

Heritage retrieval algorithms for spectrometers with single viewing angle employ observations
in the NIR to determine aerosol properties, which are extrapolated to visible wavelengths for
atmospheric correction purposes. For pixels contaminated by sun glint, the sun glint signal
is too large that the ocean signal becomes too small to be reliably extracted from the total
measurements. To improve this issue, Steinmetz et al. proposed the POLYMER atmospheric
correction algorithm, which is based on spectral optimization [44]. The POLYMER algorithm
utilizes the entire spectral range of the measurements and is applicable over the whole sun glint
pattern. It includes a water reflectance model targeting coastal waters and a polynomial (Eq. (8))
to model the residual sun glint and spectral reflectance from the atmosphere. This approach has
been validated with MEdium Resolution Imaging Spectrometer (MERIS), MODIS, Sea-viewing
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Wide Field-of-view Sensor (SeaWiFS), VIIRS and Ocean and Land Colour Instrument (OLCI)
measurements [70].

3.2.1. Components of the sensor measurements

The total reflectance ρsensor
t (λ) measured by a sensor can be expressed as [71];

ρsensor
t (λ) = tgas × [ρatm+sfc(λ) + tu(λ)td(λ)ρ+w(λ)] (2)

ρatm+sfc(λ) = ρr(λ) + ρa(λ) + ρg(λ) + ρwc(λ) + ρc(λ) (3)

where tgas is the transmittance due to atmospheric gas absorption, ρatm+sfc is the contribution
from the atmosphere and surface; the subscripts, r, a, g, wc, and c denote reflectance ρ at sensor
level contributed from Rayleigh scattering, aerosol scattering, direct sun glint, white caps, and
coupling between molecules, aerosols, and sun glint. ρ+w is the water leaving signal just above
the water, tu is the upward radiance transmittance from water surface to sensor, and td is the
total downward irradiance transmittance from TOA to water surface for atmospheric scattering.
Atmospheric correction is a process to obtain ρ+w(λ) from ρsensor

t .
The water leaving reflectance at the sensor level (ρsensor

w ) can be written as;

ρsensor
w = ρsensor

t /tgas − ρatm+sfc = tutdρ+w=tutd(πL+w)/(F
+
d ) (4)

where L+w is the water leaving radiance just above the water surface. Remote sensing reflectance
defined as Rrs = (L+w)/(F+d ) is commonly used in ocean color community to represent water
leaving signal where F+d is the downwelling irradiance just above the water surface.

Different instruments (RSP, SPEX airborne, AERONET, and VIIRS) have different viewing
and solar geometries which hinders the ability to inter-compare the water leaving signals. In
order to compare the results from different instruments, water leaving radiance is converted to
exact normalized water leaving radiance [Lw]

ex
N using the BRDF correction. [Lw]

ex
N corresponds

to a hypothetical radiance that would be measured at nadir if the Sun were at zenith and Earth
at its mean distance from the Sun in the absence of atmosphere. In the following we present
Rrs = [Lw]

ex
N /F0. A detailed mathematical overview of our BRDF correction is given in the

appendix.

3.2.2. POLYMER

The POLYMER algorithm initially corrects for ozone gas absorption, Rayleigh scattering, sun
glint, and coupling between Rayleigh and sun glint using radiative transfer simulations with the
isotropic Cox-Munk model for ocean surface. The accuracy of this correction depends on the
wind speed adopted from European Centre of Medium-Range Weather Forecasts (ECMWF).
When the wind speed estimation has a large error, the initial correction becomes ineffective
to fully correct the sun glint. The remaining part of the total reflectance (ρ′) after the initial
correction becomes,

ρ′(λ) =
ρsensor

t (λ)

toz
− ρr(λ) − ρg(λ) (5)

= ρag(λ) + tu(λ)td(λ)ρ+w(λ) (6)

ρag(λ) = ρ∆g(λ) + ρa(λ) + ρc(λ) + ρwc(λ) (7)

where toz is the transmittance of ozone and ∆g denotes the residue of the sun glint due to
inaccurate estimation of wind speed and the fact that aerosol extinction was not considered in the
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initial estimation of sun glint using radiative transfer simulation. ρag is then modelled as;

ρag(λ) ≃ c0T0(λ) + c1λ
−1 + c2λ

−4 (8)

where c0, c1, and c2 are the fitting coefficients to be estimated by least squares fitting of the
spectral measurements and the transmittance T0(λ) can be expressed as [44],

T0(λ) = exp[−τr(λ) × (1 − 0.5 exp(−
ρg

0.02
)) × (

1
µs
+

1
µv

)] (9)

where Rayleigh optical thickness τr ≃ 0.00877λ−4.05 with λ in nm, and µs and µv are the cosines
of solar zenith and viewing zenith angles, respectively. For ρg>0.02, T0 becomes the direct
transmission and for ρg<0.02, T0 becomes the diffuse transmittance. The aerosol transmittance
is assumed to be negligible in Eq. (9). The first term c0 in Eq. (8) represents the spectrally flat
components of the reflectance (coarse mode aerosols, clouds, etc.); the second term models the
aerosol contribution with the Angstrom exponent assumed as 1; and the last term stands for the
coupling between spectrally flat components and Rayleigh scattering.

For more information regarding the POLYMER algorithm including its water reflectance
model and minimization procedures, readers are referred to [44].

3.2.3. POLYAC

Improved atmospheric correction was a primary motivation for including two polarimeters,
HARP2 and SPEXone, in the PACE mission [35,36]. The POLYAC algorithm (Fig. 3) takes
advantage of the rich information content of the MAP data to assist atmospheric correction
of co-located hyperspectral radiometer measurements to estimate Rrs. POLYAC adopts the
POLYMER polynomial (Eq. (8)) to parametrize atmospheric path radiance ρatm+sfc. It utilizes the
retrieved aerosol and ocean color information from MAPs with the MAPOL algorithm [28,32,43],
which provides wind speed, aerosol size distribution and volume concentration, and spectral
complex refractive indices at discrete wavelengths of MAP.

Fig. 3. The schematic diagram of the POLYAC algorithm

The retrieved wind speed and aerosol information is used to calculate ρatm+sfc(λ) with our
radiative transfer model [65] where the atmospheric gas absorption is considered. Due to this,
ρatm+sfc(λ) is later corrected for atmospheric gas absorption based on the Beer-Lambert law,
which is then used to fit the gas absorption corrected hyperspectral atmospheric path reflectance
ρ′atm+sfc(λ) with the following polynomial adapted from Eq. (8):

ρ′atm+sfc(λ) ≃ c′0T0(λ) + c′1λ
m + c′2λ

−4 (10)

where the aerosol Angstrom exponent is relaxed as a general value m here. The fitting parameters
c′0, c′1, c′2, and m are determined through nonlinear least squares fitting of spectral ρatm+sfc. c′0
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represents all the spectrally flat components, whereas the last polynomial term represents Rayleigh
scattering and associated coupling terms. The PACE OCI is a tilting sensor designed to minimize
sun glint [36] so that we have neglected sun glint contribution in Eq. (7). The atmospheric
gas absorption is based on the vertical molecule density profiles specified by the 1976 US
standard atmosphere [72] for ozone, oxygen, water vapor, nitrogen dioxide, methane, and carbon
dioxide.The spectral ρ′atm+sfc (Eq. (10)) can be used to model the hyperspectral atmospheric path
reflectance at any given wavelengths. In order to estimate the accuracy and feasibility of Eq. (10),
we have applied it to the co-located RSP and SPEX airborne measurements (rescaled with respect
to the error function) by considering SPEX airborne as a hyperspectral radiometer operating in
the wavelength range of 410 - 670 nm, along with RSP aerosol retrievals based on MAPOL. The
comparison of ρatm+sfc from RSP polarimetric retrieval with the parameter fitting of ρ′atm+sfc in
Eq. (10) is shown in Fig. 4(a). The percentage error between RSP and the POLYAC scheme for
each RSP wavelength is shown in Fig. 4(b) which indicates agreement less than measurement
uncertainty at the four selected RSP wavelengths.

Fig. 4. (a) The comparison of ρatm+sfc from the RSP polarimetric retrieval (dots) with
ρ′atm+sfc from POLYAC scheme (solid line) for case 3. (b) Percentage error between RSP
ρatm+sfc and POLYAC ρ′atm+sfc for all the test cases with respect to first four RSP wavelengths

The hyperspectral water leaving reflectance for SPEX airborne measurements is estimated
from Eq. (4). MAPOL retrieval also provides the total upward radiance transmittance and
total downward irradiance transmittance, from which the respective transmittances due to gas
absorption are removed to obtain td and tu. They are then used to fit the hyperspectral transmittance
using the following equations:

tu(λ) = exp[c′3λ
−4.05 × (

1
µv

)] (11)

td(λ) = exp[c′4λ
−4.05 × (

1
µs
)] (12)

The fitting parameters c′3 and c′4 are obtained through nonlinear least square fitting of spectral
td and tu. F+d = F0µ0td with F0 provided by the hyperspectral irradiance measurements of solar
irradiance. [73].

4. Results

Polarimetric retrievals were carried out with MAPOL over nine different sites for RSP and six for
SPEX airborne, respectively. Among these, five co-located cases of RSP and SPEX airborne
were found and used to evaluate the POLYAC algorithm, which is summarized in Table 1. For
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each case MAPOL was run 40 times with different initial retrieval parameter values to ensure the
global minimum is achieved. The 40 retrieval results were sorted according to the χ2 values
and the cumulative probability (CP) is calculated for each χ2. The minimum and maximum
values of χ2 are denoted as χ2

min and χ2
max, respectively. Note that CP(χ2

min)=0 and CP(χ2
max)=1.

Furthermore we introduce a χ2 cut-off value χ2
cut such that CP(χ2

cut)=70%. The final retrieval
products were then obtained by averaging all the retrieval outputs of χ2 with χ2

min<χ
2<χ2

cut. For
the cases studied in this paper, χ2

min is in the range of 0.563 - 1.508, and χ2
cut within 1.602 - 2.06,

respectively. We choose CP(χ2
cut)=70% because CP=70% corresponds approximately to the 1σ

uncertainty [28,32,43]. For the SPEX airborne retrievals, χ2
min ranges within 0.91 - 1.24 and χ2

cut
within 1.30 - 1.34.

4.1. Polarimetric retrievals of AOD

There are no AERONET AOD measurements available for comparison with all the cases
in this study, thus the AOD values obtained from the RSP and SPEX airborne polarimetric
retrievals were compared with the HSRL-2 532 nm AOD. There are two types of plots added
for comparison, scatter plot (Fig. 5(a)) and Bland-Altman difference plot [74] (Fig. 5(b)). The
overall comparison of 532 nm AOD retrieved from RSP/SPEX airborne is satisfactory with an
RMSE of 0.0041/0.0067, Pearson correlation coefficient of 0.908/0.883 and Spearman’s rank
coefficient of 0.849/0.943. The differences between the HSRL-2 and RSP/SPEX airborne AOD
can be explained by different sampling volumes and viewing geometries of the instruments, low
aerosol loadings, information content associated with different viewing angles and wavelength
range and contamination by nearby clouds.

Fig. 5. (a) The aerosol microphysical parameters retrieved from the RSP and corrected
SPEX airborne measurements are used to calculate AOD at 532 nm, which are compared
with the HSRL-2 AOD at 532 nm. Solid black line indicates the 1:1 line whereas blue and
red dashed lines indicate the fit for RSP and SPEX airborne respectively. (b) The difference
between the AOD retrieved from RSP and corrected SPEX airborne measurements with
HSRL-2 as function of the average AOD. The dashed lines indicates the limits of agreement.

4.2. Polarimetric retrievals of Rrs

The spectral Rrs obtained from the polarimetric retrievals were compared with the data product
from the AERONET USC_SeaPRISM site, which was 1.5 km and 1 km away from the case 1
and case 3 locations, respectively. No co-located AERONET-OC measurements are available
for the other three cases. Hence the co-located VIIRS products were used. The AERONET
measurements averaged within one hour from the RSP scanning time were considered. Rrs
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estimated from RSP and SPEX airborne show similar spectral shapes (Fig. 6) except for 410 nm,
which can be explained by the retrieval uncertainty associated with larger reflectance values.The
differences between Rrs obtained for RSP and other data products can be attributed to the time
and footprint differences, small magnitudes of water leaving signals, the differences in the VIIRS
and MAPOL atmospheric correction algorithms and less information content of the VIIRS
measurements. For SPEX airborne, partially corrected measurements might also have affected
the retrieval accuracy as the water leaving radiance is highly sensitive to the measured total
spectral radiance especially within shorter wavelengths where Rayleigh scattering is dominant.

Fig. 6. The comparison of RSP and SPEX airborne estimated Rrs (Sr−1). Vertical bars
indicate the retrieval uncertainties of RSP and SPEX airborne retrievals and measurement
uncertainties in AERONET measurements. SPEX corrected retrieval stands for Rrs obtained
from polarimetric retrieval with corrected measurements. Time is given in UTC.

Overall, Rrs and AOD products obtained from RSP and SPEX airborne instruments are in good
agreement with each other and with AERONET and VIIRS data products. This indicates the
validity of MAPOL algorithm for further use in the POLYAC atmospheric correction algorithm.

4.3. POLYAC retrieval of hyperspectral Rrs

The hyperspectral Rrs for SPEX airborne within 470 - 675 nm was estimated using the POLYAC
scheme (Fig. 7). Extrapolation of atmospheric correction in the UV spectral range (380 nm - 410
nm) was not considered as the MAPOL retrieval with the RSP wavelengths (>410 nm) cannot
provide accurate aerosol properties in the UV spectral range [35]. Wavelengths less than 450
nm were also disregarded due to the larger discrepancy between the SPEX airborne and RSP
measurements with respect to the hyperspectral error function.

As we have described earlier, rescaled SPEX airborne measurements based on the hyperspectral
error function are used to estimate hyperspectral Rrs. The Rrs obtained through POLYAC for the
corrected SPEX airborne measurements agrees well with that from the polarimetric RSP and
SPEX airborne retrievals.
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Fig. 7. Comparison of Rrs(Sr−1) obtained from the RSP and SPEX airborne retrievals
with hyper spectral Rrs obtained with POLYAC scheme. The dashed line represents Rrs
obtained from POLYAC scheme for rescaled SPEX airborne measurements (SPEX), while
the solid lines are Rrs obtained from the POLYAC scheme for rescaled SPEX measurements.
Stars indicate Rrs obtained from SPEX airborne retrievals with rescaled measurements. Rrs
obtained from RSP retrievals are represented in filled circles

In the retrieved Rrs spectrum, there are some gas absorption features which are not completely
removed, particularly noticeable at the O2 γ band around 629 nm. Accurate gas absorption
correction is challenging due to the interaction between multiple scattering and gas absorption
and lack of information on volume density profiles of water vapor and ozone, aerosol height and
exact instrument line shape function of the instrument.

The comparison between Rrs obtained for POLYAC scheme and RSP retrieval under different
wavelengths is shown in Fig. 8. The RMSE is less than 0.00012 for all the three wavelengths
considered in the comparison.

To understand the spatial variability of Rrs, we applied POLYAC to the SPEX airborne
measurements over a region surrounding the case 1 retrieval site in Fig. 7. Figure 9(a) shows the
locations of the RSP and SPEX airborne measurements used in this work. Co-located VIIRS
data are used for comparison. We assumed the aerosol properties are uniform over this small
region [75] and applied the atmospheric path radiance and transmittance estimated from RSP
MAPOL retrieval for case 1 to the retrieval of Rrs. Due to the non-negligible differences between
RSP and SPEX airborne radiance measurements, we rescaled all the SPEX airborne radiance
measurements across the region using the same scaling factor we used for case 1 retrieval site.

The comparison of Rrs obtained from POLYAC for SPEX airborne measurements with VIIRS
across the region is given in Fig. 9(b). The Rrs spectra from the AERONET-OC and MAPOL
retrieval for the case 1 retrieval site are also shown. Within the selected region the mean value of
Rrs at 550 nm for SPEX airborne is 0.0015 Sr−1, slightly higher than that of the VIIRS mean
value 0.0013 Sr−1, which is consistent with the observed difference between AERONET and
VIIRS. At 670 nm the mean values are 8.5×10−5 and 6.8×10−5, respectively, for SPEX airborne
and VIIRS. The standard deviation of the Rrs spectra for SPEX airborne and VIIRS at 550 nm are
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1.2×10−4 and 7.3×10−5, respectively. At 670 the standard deviations are 1.6×10−4 and 3.9×10−5,
respectively, for SPEX airborne and VIIRS. At both wavelengths the variabilities of VIIRS
product is smaller than those of SPEX airborne data within the same region, mainly due to the
smaller range of viewing angles among these pixels, as VIIRS is space-borne and far away from
the surface.

The results indicate that POLYAC successfully applies the aerosol and surface properties
obtained from the MAP retrievals to assist atmospheric correction of hyperspectral radiometers.
Challenges remain in the consistency of the radiometric calibration among different instruments
and gas absorption correction. Given the rigorous calibration requirements assigned to all
instruments onboard the PACE observatory, the POLYAC scheme is expected to result in more
accurate performance when considering OCI and the co-located HARP2 and SPEXone datasets.

Fig. 8. The comparison of Rrs obtained from POLYAC for SPEX airborne and from
MAPOL for RSP for different wavelengths. Solid black line indicates the 1:1 line whereas
the black dashed line indicates the fit.

Fig. 9. (a) Location map: SPEX airborne measurements (filled cyan circles). Region
selected to apply POLYAC (red crosses). RSP track (green dots). RSP measurements used
in the MAPOL retrieval/ case 1 retrieval site (blue star). VIIRS data selected for comparison
(filled gray circles). (b) The comparison of Rrs obtained from POLYAC for SPEX airborne,
and VIIRS across the selected region
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5. Conclusions

We have retrieved aerosol and ocean properties using RSP and SPEX airborne for five cases. The
MAPOL retrieval algorithm has been extended to be applied to the SPEX airborne measurements
and its performance is validated. The retrieved AOD was compared with AOD from HSRL-2
instrument and Rrs was compared with the AERONET and VIIRS products. The comparison of
retrieved products shows a good agreement for most of the cases, which demonstrates satisfactory
performance of the MAPOL algorithm.

We have also presented the POLYAC scheme to perform the hyperspectral atmospheric
correction using the MAP retrievals. The performance and the accuracy of POLYAC scheme have
also been validated using the RSP and co-located SPEX airborne measurements. The comparison
between RSP and SPEX airborne retrieved Rrs and POLYAC estimated Rrs for corrected SPEX
airborne measurements shows a good agreement. We have also applied POLYAC over a small
region and the retrieved Rrs was compared with that from VIIRS. We demonstrated that it is
important to have highly accurate and consistent radiometric calibrations between MAP and
spectroradiometers in order for POLYAC to retrieve Rrs well. Future development of the POLYAC
scheme requires evaluation of existing assumptions and accurate handling of hyperspectral gas
absorption correction. The MAPOL algorithm together with POLYAC scheme can therefore be
used as a computationally effective and robust atmospheric correction scheme for hyperspectral
radiometers such as OCI, which will be in synergy with the two MAPs (SPEXone and HARP2)
on board PACE mission.

Appendix: mathematical representation of Rrs

The downward direct irradiance transmission is formulated by,

td = F+d /F0µ0 (13)

where F+d is the downwelling irradiance just above the water surface calculated from the forward
model. Transmittance of the upwelling water leaving radiance which depends on the viewing
direction is given by,

tu(θv) =
Lsensor

t (θv) − Lsensor
t,atm+sfc only(θv)

L+t (θv) − L+t,atm+sfc only(θv)
(14)

where the superscript sensor and + denote the sensor level and just above the water, respectively.
(atm + sfc only) represents cases where no water column contribution is considered except the
water surface, i.e. corresponding to atmospheric correction.

Normalized water leaving radiance can be written as [76],

[Lw]N =
L+w(θ, ϕ)F0

F+d

(︃
r
r0

)︃2
(15)

where r0 refers to the mean distance between sun and earth.
The BRDF correction is used to convert [Lw]N into exact normalized water leaving radiance

[Lw]
ex
N [76].

[Lw]
ex
N = [Lw]N

R0
R(θv, W)

f0
Q0

[︃
f (θ0)

Q(θ0, θv)

]︃−1
(16)

where R is a dimensionless factor which depends on viewing direction and wind speed, and
accounts for reflection and refraction effects when light propagates through wavy interfaces.
For viewing angles <15◦, R=0.53. (In this study we used nadir as the viewing angle, hence
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R=R0=0.53). Q is the bidirectional function and f is a dimensionless coefficient that accounts
for irradiance that varies with water optical properties and illumination conditions [76].

Q =
F−

u
L−

u
(17)

f =
a
bb

F−
u

F−
d

(18)

where F−
u and F−

d are the upward and downward irradiances just below the water surface,
respectively; L−

u is the upward radiance just below the water surface; a and bb are the total
absorption and back scattering coefficients of the ocean body, respectively. f0 is the factor f for
sun at the zenith and Q0 is Q for sun at zenith and viewed at nadir.

For nadir viewing, Rrs becomes;

Rrs =
ρsensor

w
πtdtu

F−
d (θ0 = θ0)

F−
d (θ0 = 0)

L−
u (θ0 = 0)

L−
u (θ0 = θ0)

(19)

For hyperspectral [Lw]
ex
N calculations, the hyperspectral BRDF correction was obtained using

a third order polynomial fit with the known BRDF correction factors retrieved from the MAPOL
retrieval.
Funding. National Aeronautics and Space Administration (80NSSC18K0345, 80NSSC20M0227).

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank the ACEPOL team for conducting the field campaign and providing
the data. We also thank the Oregon State University and the University of Southern California teams for maintaining the
AERONET USC_SEAPRISM site and US Naval Research Laboratory team for maintaining AERONET Monterey site.

The hardware used in the computational studies is part of the UMBC High Performance Computing Facility (HPCF).
The facility is supported by the U.S. National Science Foundation through the MRI program (grant nos. CNS-0821258,
CNS-1228778, and OAC-1726023) and the SCREMS program (grant no. DMS-0821311), with additional substantial
support from the University of Maryland, Baltimore County (UMBC). See hpcf.umbc.edu for more information on HPCF
and the projects using its resources.

Disclosures. The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. R. Costanza, “The ecological, economic, and social importance of the oceans,” Ecol. economics 31(2), 199–213

(1999).
2. T. Platt, S. Sathyendranath, M.-H. Forget, G. White, C. Caverhill, H. Bouman, E. Devred, and S. Son, “Operational

estimation of primary production at large geographical scales,” Remote. Sens. Environ. 112(8), 3437–3448 (2008).
3. S. Levitus, J. I. Antonov, T. P. Boyer, and C. Stephens, “Warming of the world ocean,” Science 287(5461), 2225–2229

(2000).
4. H. Gitay, S. Brown, W. Easterlin, and B. Jallow, Ecosystems and their goods and services, Intergovernmental Panel

on Climate Change 2001: Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability. Working Group II of the Intergovernmental Panel
on Climate Change (Cambridge University, 2001), pp. 238–342.

5. V. Brando and A. Dekker, “Satellite hyperspectral remote sensing for estimating estuarine and coastal water quality,”
IEEE Trans. Geosci. Electron. 41(6), 1378–1387 (2003).

6. D. Blondeau-Patissier, J. Gower, A. Dekker, S. Phinn, and V. Brando, “A review of ocean color remote sensing
methods and statistical techniques for the detection, mapping and analysis of phytoplankton blooms in coastal and
open oceans,” Prog. Oceanogr. 123, 123–144 (2014).

7. C. Mobley, J. Werdell, B. Franz, Z. Ahmad, and S. Bailey, “Atmospheric correction for satellite ocean color
radiometry,” Tech. rep. NTRS, 2016.

8. O. Boucher, D. Randall, P. Artaxo, C. Bretherton, G. Feingold, P. Forster, V.-M. Kerminen, Y. Kondo, H. Liao,
U. Lohmann, S. S. Philip Rasch and, S. Sherwood, B. Stevens, and X.-Y. Zhang, Clouds and Aerosols, Climate
Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (Cambridge University, 2013).

9. H. R. Gordon and M. Wang, “Retrieval of water-leaving radiance and aerosol optical thickness over the oceans with
seawifs: a preliminary algorithm,” Appl. Opt. 33(3), 443–452 (1994).

10. D. A. Siegel, M. Wang, S. Maritorena, and W. Robinson, “Atmospheric correction of satellite ocean color imagery:
the black pixel assumption,” Appl. Opt. 39(21), 3582–3591 (2000).

11. IOCCG, Remote Sensing of Ocean Colour in Coastal, and Other Optically-Complex, Waters, vol. No. 3 of, Reports
of the International Ocean Colour Coordinating Group (IOCCG, 2000).

https://hpcf.umbc.edu
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-8009(99)00079-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2007.11.018
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.287.5461.2225
https://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2003.812907
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pocean.2013.12.008
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.33.000443
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.39.003582


Research Article Vol. 29, No. 3 / 1 February 2021 / Optics Express 4520

12. IOCCG, Atmospheric Correction for Remotely-Sensed Ocean-Colour Products, vol. No. 10 of, Reports of the
International Ocean Colour Coordinating Group (IOCCG, 2010).

13. H. R. Gordon, “Atmospheric correction of ocean color imagery in the earth observing system era,” J. Geophys. Res.:
Atmos. 102(D14), 17081–17106 (1997).

14. R. M. Chomko and H. R. Gordon, “Atmospheric correction of ocean color imagery: use of the junge power-law
aerosol size distribution with variable refractive index to handle aerosol absorption,” Appl. Opt. 37(24), 5560–5572
(1998).

15. S. W. Bailey, B. A. Franz, and P. J. Werdell, “Estimation of near-infrared water-leaving reflectance for satellite ocean
color data processing,” Opt. Express 18(7), 7521–7527 (2010).

16. X. He, Y. Bai, D. Pan, J. Tang, and D. Wang, “Atmospheric correction of satellite ocean color imagery using the
ultraviolet wavelength for highly turbid waters,” Opt. Express 20(18), 20754–20770 (2012).

17. A. Ibrahim, B. A. Franz, Z. Ahmad, and S. W. Bailey, “Multiband atmospheric correction algorithm for ocean color
retrievals,” Front. Earth Sci. 7, 116 (2019).

18. P. Deschamps, F. Breon, M. Leroy, A. Podaire, A. Bricaud, J.. Buriez, and G. Seze, “The polder mission: instrument
characteristics and scientific objectives,” IEEE Trans. Geosci. Electron. 32(3), 598–615 (1994).

19. D. J. Diner, G. P. Asner, R. Davies, Y. Knyazikhin, J.-P. Muller, A. W. Nolin, B. Pinty, C. B. Schaaf, and J. Stroeve,
“New directions in earth observing: Scientific applications of multiangle remote sensing,” Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc.
80(11), 2209–2228 (1999).

20. K. Knobelspiesse, B. Cairns, M. Mishchenko, J. Chowdhary, K. Tsigaridis, B. van Diedenhoven, W. Martin, M.
Ottaviani, and M. Alexandrov, “Analysis of fine-mode aerosol retrieval capabilities by different passive remote
sensing instrument designs,” Opt. Express 20(19), 21457–21484 (2012).

21. X. He, D. Pan, Y. Bai, D. Wang, and Z. Hao, “A new simple concept for ocean colour remote sensing using parallel
polarisation radiance,” Sci. Rep. 4(1), 3748 (2015).

22. J. Liu, X. He, J. Liu, Y. Bai, D. Wang, T. Chen, Y. Wang, and F. Zhu, “Polarization-based enhancement of ocean
color signal for estimating suspended particulate matter: radiative transfer simulations and laboratory measurements,”
Opt. Express 25(8), A323–A337 (2017).

23. O. P. Hasekamp, P. Litvinov, and A. Butz, “Aerosol properties over the ocean from parasol multiangle photopolarimetric
measurements,” J. Geophys. Res.: Atmos. 116(D14), D14204 (2011).

24. F. Xu, O. Dubovik, P.-W. Zhai, D. J. Diner, O. V. Kalashnikova, F. C. Seidel, P. Litvinov, A. Bovchaliuk, M. J.
Garay, G. van Harten, and D. B. Anthony, “Joint retrieval of aerosol and water-leaving radiance from multispectral,
multiangular and polarimetric measurements over ocean,” Atmos. Meas. Tech. 9(7), 2877–2907 (2016).

25. F. Xu, D. J. Diner, O. Dubovik, and Y. Schechner, “A correlated multi-pixel inversion approach for aerosol remote
sensing,” Remote Sens. 11, 746 (2019).

26. G. Fu, O. Hasekamp, J. Rietjens, M. Smit, A. Di Noia, B. Cairns, A. Wasilewski, D. Diner, F. Seidel, F. Xu, K.
Knobelspiesse, M. Gao, A. da Silva, S. Burton, C. Hostetler, J. Hair, and R. Ferrare, “Aerosol retrievals from different
polarimeters during the acepol campaign using a common retrieval algorithm,” Atmos. Meas. Tech. 13(2), 553–573
(2020).

27. C. Fan, G. Fu, A. Di Noia, M. Smit, J. Rietjens, R. A Ferrare, S. Burton, Z. Li, and O. P Hasekamp, “Use of
a neural network-based ocean body radiative transfer model for aerosol retrievals from multi-angle polarimetric
measurements,” Remote Sens. 11(23), 2877 (2019).

28. M. Gao, P.-W. Zhai, B. A. Franz, K. Knobelspiesse, A. Ibrahim, B. Cairns, S. E. Craig, G. Fu, O. Hasekamp, Y. Hu,
and P. J. Werdell, “Inversion of multiangular polarimetric measurements from the acepol campaign: an application of
improving aerosol property and hyperspectral ocean color retrievals,” Atmos. Meas. Tech. 13(7), 3939–3956 (2020).

29. J. Chowdhary, B. Cairns, M. I. Mishchenko, P. V. Hobbs, G. F. Cota, J. Redemann, K. Rutledge, B. N. Holben, and E.
Russell, “Retrieval of aerosol scattering and absorption properties from photopolarimetric observations over the
ocean during the clams experiment,” J. Atmos. Sci. 62(4), 1093–1117 (2005).

30. J. Chowdhary, B. Cairns, F. Waquet, K. Knobelspiesse, M. Ottaviani, J. Redemann, and L. Travis, “Sensitivity of
multiangle, multispectral polarimetric remote sensing over open oceans to water-leaving radiance: Analyses of rsp
data acquired during the milagro campaign,” Remote. Sens. Environ. 118, 284–308 (2012).

31. S. Stamnes, C. Hostetler, R. Ferrare, S. Burton, X. Liu, J. Hair, Y. Hu, A. Wasilewski, W. Martin, B. van Diedenhoven,
J. Chowdhary, I. Cetinić, L. K. Berg, K. Stamnes, and B. Cairns, “Simultaneous polarimeter retrievals of microphysical
aerosol and ocean color parameters from the “mapp” algorithm with comparison to high-spectral-resolution lidar
aerosol and ocean products,” Appl. Opt. 57(10), 2394–2413 (2018).

32. M. Gao, P.-W. Zhai, B. A. Franz, Y. Hu, K. Knobelspiesse, P. J. Werdell, A. Ibrahim, B. Cairns, and A. Chase,
“Inversion of multiangular polarimetric measurements over open and coastal ocean waters: a joint retrieval algorithm
for aerosol and water-leaving radiance properties,” Atmos. Meas. Tech. 12(7), 3921–3941 (2019).

33. A. A. Kokhanovsky, “The modern aerosol retrieval algorithms based on the simultaneous measurements of the
intensity and polarization of reflected solar light: a review,” Front. Environ. Sci. 3, 4 (2015).

34. O. Dubovik, Z. Li, M. I. Mishchenko, D. Tanre, Y. Karol, B. Bojkov, B. Cairns, D. J. Diner, W. R. Espinosa, P.
Goloub, X. Gu, O. Hasekamp, J. Hong, W. Hou, K. D. Knobelspiesse, J. Landgraf, L. Li, P. Litvinov, Y. Liu, A.
Lopatin, T. Marbach, H. Maring, V. Martins, Y. Meijer, G. Milinevsky, S. Mukai, F. Parol, Y. Qiao, L. Remer, J.
Rietjens, I. Sano, P. Stammes, S. Stamnes, X. Sun, P. Tabary, L. D. Travis, F. Waquet, F. Xu, C. Yan, and D. Yin,

https://doi.org/10.1029/96JD02443
https://doi.org/10.1029/96JD02443
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.37.005560
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.18.007521
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.20.020754
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2019.00116
https://doi.org/10.1109/36.297978
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477(1999)080<2209:NDIEOS>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.20.021457
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep03748
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.25.00A323
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JD015469
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-9-2877-2016
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs11070746
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-13-553-2020
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs11232877
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-13-3939-2020
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAS3389.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2011.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.57.002394
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-12-3921-2019
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2015.00004


Research Article Vol. 29, No. 3 / 1 February 2021 / Optics Express 4521

“Polarimetric remote sensing of atmospheric aerosols: Instruments, methodologies, results, and perspectives,” J.
Quant. Spectrosc. Radiat. Transfer 224, 474–511 (2019).

35. R. J. Frouin, B. A. Franz, A. Ibrahim, K. Knobelspiesse, Z. Ahmad, B. Cairns, J. Chowdhary, H. M. Dierssen, J. Tan,
O. Dubovik, X. Huang, A. B. Davis, O. Kalashnikova, D. R. Thompson, L. A. Remer, E. Boss, O. Coddington, P.-Y.
Deschamps, B.-C. Gao, L. Gross, O. Hasekamp, A. Omar, B. Pelletier, D. Ramon, F. Steinmetz, and P.-W. Zhai,
“Atmospheric correction of satellite ocean-color imagery during the pace era,” Front. Earth Sci. 7, 145 (2019).

36. P. J. Werdell, M. J. Behrenfeld, P. S. Bontempi, E. Boss, B. Cairns, G. T. Davis, B. A. Franz, U. B. Gliese, E. T.
Gorman, O. Hasekamp, K. Knobelspiesse, A. Mannino, V. J. Martins, C. R. McClain, G. Meister, and L. A. Remer,
“The plankton, aerosol, cloud, ocean ecosystem mission: status, science, advances,” Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc. 100(9),
1775–1794 (2019).

37. A. Ibrahim, B. Franz, Z. Ahmad, R. Healy, K. Knobelspiesse, B.-C. Gao, C. Proctor, and P.-W. Zhai, “Atmospheric
correction for hyperspectral ocean color retrieval with application to the hyperspectral imager for the coastal ocean
(hico),” Remote. Sens. Environ. 204, 60–75 (2018).

38. J. Rietjens, J. Campo, A. Chanumolu, M. Smit, R. Nalla, C. Fernandez, J. Dingjan, A. van Amerongen, and O.
Hasekamp, “Expected performance and error analysis for spexone, a multi-angle channeled spectropolarimeter for
the nasa pace mission,” in Polarization Science and Remote Sensing IX, vol. 11132 (International Society for Optics
and Photonics, 2019), p. 1113208.

39. O. P. Hasekamp, G. Fu, S. P. Rusli, L. Wu, A. D. Noia, J. aan de Brugh, J. Landgraf, J. M. Smit, J. Rietjens, and A.
van Amerongen, “Aerosol measurements by spexone on the nasa pace mission: expected retrieval capabilities,” J.
Quant. Spectrosc. Radiat. Transfer 227, 170–184 (2019).

40. J. V. Martins, T. Nielsen, C. Fish, L. Sparr, R. Fernandez-Borda, M. Schoeberl, and L. Remer, “Harp cubesat–an
innovative hyperangular imaging polarimeter for earth science applications,” in Small Sat Pre-Conference Workshop,
Logan Utah, vol. 20 (2014).

41. CEPOL, “Aerosol characterization from polarimeter and lidar campaign,” Tech. Rep., NASA Langley Atmospheric
Science Data Center DAAC, 2017. Available at https://doi.org/10.5067/SUBORBITAL/ACEPOL2017/DATA001.

42. K. Knobelspiesse, H. M. J. Barbosa, C. Bradley, C. Bruegge, B. Cairns, G. Chen, J. Chowdhary, A. Cook, A. Di
Noia, B. van Diedenhoven, D. J. Diner, R. Ferrare, G. Fu, M. Gao, M. Garay, J. Hair, D. Harper, G. van Harten,
O. Hasekamp, M. Helmlinger, C. Hostetler, O. Kalashnikova, A. Kupchock, K. Longo De Freitas, H. Maring, J. V.
Martins, B. McBride, M. McGill, K. Norlin, A. Puthukkudy, B. Rheingans, J. Rietjens, F. C. Seidel, A. da Silva, M.
Smit, S. Stamnes, Q. Tan, S. Val, A. Wasilewski, F. Xu, X. Xu, and J. Yorks, “The aerosol characterization from
polarimeter and lidar (acepol) airborne field campaign,” Earth Syst. Sci. Data Discuss. 12(3), 2183–2208 (2020).

43. M. Gao, P.-W. Zhai, B. Franz, Y. Hu, K. Knobelspiesse, P. J. Werdell, A. Ibrahim, F. Xu, and B. Cairns, “Retrieval of
aerosol properties and water-leaving reflectance from multi-angular polarimetric measurements over coastal waters,”
Opt. Express 26(7), 8968–8989 (2018).

44. F. Steinmetz, P.-Y. Deschamps, and D. Ramon, “Atmospheric correction in presence of sun glint: application to
meris,” Opt. Express 19(10), 9783–9800 (2011).

45. B. N. Holben, D. Tanré, A. Smirnov, T. F. Eck, I. Slutsker, N. Abuhassan, W. W. Newcomb, J. S. Schafer, B. Chatenet,
F. Lavenu, Y. J. Kaufman, J. V. Castle, A. Setzer, B. Markham, D. Clark, R. Frouin, R. Halthore, A. Karneli, N. T.
O’Neill, C. Pietras, R. T. Pinker, K. Voss, and G. Zibordi, “An emerging ground-based aerosol climatology: Aerosol
optical depth from aeronet,” J. Geophys. Res.: Atmos. 106(D11), 12067–12097 (2001).

46. N. T. O’Neill, T. F. Eck, A. Smirnov, B. N. Holben, and S. Thulasiraman, “Spectral discrimination of coarse and fine
mode optical depth,” J. Geophys. Res.: Atmos. 108(D17), 4559 (2003).

47. S. P. Burton, R. A. Ferrare, C. A. Hostetler, J. W. Hair, R. R. Rogers, M. D. Obland, C. F. Butler, A. L. Cook, D.
B. Harper, and K. D. Froyd, “Aerosol classification using airborne high spectral resolution lidar measurements -
methodology and examples,” Atmos. Meas. Tech. 5(1), 73–98 (2012).

48. P. Sawamura, R. H. Moore, S. P. Burton, E. Chemyakin, D. Müller, A. Kolgotin, R. A. Ferrare, C. A. Hostetler, L. D.
Ziemba, A. J. Beyersdorf, and B. E. Anderson, “Hsrl-2 aerosol optical measurements and microphysical retrievals vs.
airborne in situ measurements during discover-aq 2013: an intercomparison study,” Atmos. Chem. Phys. 17(11),
7229–7243 (2017).

49. G. Zibordi, F. Mélin, J.-F. Berthon, B. Holben, I. Slutsker, D. Giles, D. D’Alimonte, D. Vandemark, H. Feng, G.
Schuster, B. E. Fabbri, S. Kaitala, and J. Seppälä, “Aeronet-oc: A network for the validation of ocean color primary
products,” J. Atmospheric Ocean. Technol. 26(8), 1634–1651 (2009).

50. B. Cairns, E. E. Russell, and L. D. Travis, “Research scanning polarimeter: calibration and ground-based
measurements,” in Polarization: Measurement, Analysis, and Remote Sensing II, vol. 3754 (International Society for
Optics and Photonics, 1999), pp. 186–196.

51. B. Cairns, E. E. Russell, J. D. LaVeigne, and P. M. Tennant, “Research scanning polarimeter and airborne usage for
remote sensing of aerosols,” in Polarization science and remote sensing, vol. 5158 (International Society for Optics
and Photonics, 2003), pp. 33–44.

52. J. M. Smit, J. Rietjens, A. di Noia, O. P. Hasekamp, W. Laauwen, B. Cairns, B. van Diedenhoven, and A. Wasilewski,
“In-flight validation of spex airborne spectro-polarimeter onboard nasa’s research aircraft er-2,” in International
Conference on Space Optics—ICSO 2018, vol. 11180 (International Society for Optics and Photonics, 2019), p.
111800N.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2018.11.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2018.11.024
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2019.00145
https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-18-0056.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2017.10.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2019.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2019.02.006
https://doi.org/10.5067/SUBORBITAL/ACEPOL2017/DATA001
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-12-2183-2020
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.26.008968
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.19.009783
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD900014
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002975
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-5-73-2012
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-7229-2017
https://doi.org/10.1175/2009JTECHO654.1


Research Article Vol. 29, No. 3 / 1 February 2021 / Optics Express 4522

53. K. Knobelspiesse, Q. Tan, C. Bruegge, B. Cairns, J. Chowdhary, B. van Diedenhoven, D. Diner, R. Ferrare, G. van
Harten, V. Jovanovic, M. Ottaviani, J. Redemann, F. Seidel, and K. Sinclair, “Intercomparison of airborne multi-angle
polarimeter observations from the polarimeter definition experiment,” Appl. Opt. 58(3), 650–669 (2019).

54. J. Chowdhary, B. Cairns, M. Mishchenko, and L. Travis, “Retrieval of aerosol properties over the ocean using
multispectral and multiangle photopolarimetric measurements from the research scanning polarimeter,” Geophys.
Res. Lett. 28(2), 243–246 (2001).

55. J. Chowdhary, B. Cairns, and L. D. Travis, “Case studies of aerosol retrievals over the ocean from multiangle,
multispectral photopolarimetric remote sensing data,” J. Atmos. Sci. 59(3), 383–397 (2002).

56. L. Wu, O. Hasekamp, B. van Diedenhoven, B. Cairns, J. E. Yorks, and J. Chowdhary, “Passive remote sensing of
aerosol layer height using near-uv multiangle polarization measurements,” Geophys. Res. Lett. 43(16), 8783–8790
(2016).

57. C. Cox and W. Munk, “Measurement of the roughness of the sea surface from photographs of the sun’s glitter,” J.
Opt. Soc. Am. 44(11), 838–850 (1954).

58. M. Smit, J. Rietjens, O. P. Hasekamp, A. Di Noia, G. van Harten, B. E. Rheingans, D. J. Diner, F. C. Seidel, and O. V.
Kalashnikova, “First results of the spex airborne multi-angle spectropolarimeter-aerosol retrievals over ocean and
intercomparison with airmspi,” in AGU Fall Meeting Abstracts (2016).

59. J. M. Smit, J. Rietjens, G. van Harten, A. D. Noia, W. Laauwen, B. E. Rheingans, D. J. Diner, B. Cairns, A.
Wasilewski, K. D. Knobelspiesse, R. Ferrare, and O. P. Hasekamp, “Spex airborne spectropolarimeter calibration and
performance,” Appl. Opt. 58(21), 5695–5719 (2019).

60. J. Rietjens, M. Smit, O. Hasekamp, M. Grim, M. Eggens, A. Eigenraam, G. Keizer, D. Van Loon, J. Talsma, J.
Van der Vlugt, R. Wolfs, G. van Harten, B. E. Rheingans, F. Snik, C. U. Keller, and H. Smit, “The spex-airborne
multi-angle spectropolarimeter on nasa’s er-2 research aircraft: capabilities, data processing and data products,” in
AGU Fall Meeting Abstracts (2016).

61. P.-W. Zhai, K. Knobelspiesse, A. Ibrahim, B. A. Franz, Y. Hu, M. Gao, and R. Frouin, “Water-leaving contribution to
polarized radiation field over ocean,” Opt. Express 25(16), A689–A708 (2017).

62. NASA Goddard Space Flight Center Ocean Biology Processing Group, “Visible infrared imaging radiometer suite
(VIIRS) ocean color data,” NASA, 2018. Available at https://doi.org/10.5067/NPP/VIIRS/L2/OC/2018

63. C. Hu, Z. Lee, and B. Franz, “Chlorophyll aalgorithms for oligotrophic oceans: A novel approach based on three-band
reflectance difference,” J. Geophys. Res.: Oceans 117(C1), 298 (2012).

64. J. Moré, B. Garbow, and K. Hillström, “User guide for minpack-1. argonne national laboratory report anl-80–74,”
Argonne National Laboratory, 1980.

65. P.-W. Zhai, Y. Hu, J. Chowdhary, C. R. Trepte, P. L. Lucker, and D. B. Josset, “A vector radiative transfer model
for coupled atmosphere and ocean systems with a rough interface,” J. Quant. Spectrosc. Radiat. Transfer 111(7-8),
1025–1040 (2010).

66. E. P. Shettle and R. W. Fenn, Models for the aerosols of the lower atmosphere and the effects of humidity variations
on their optical properties, vol. 79 (Air Force Geophysics Laboratory Air Force Systems Command United States
. . . , 1979).

67. E. P. S. Guillaume A D’Almeida and Peter Koepke, Atmospheric aerosols : global climatology and radiative
characteristics (A. Deepak Pub., 1991).

68. M. Gao, B. A. Franz, K. D. Knobelspiesse, P. Zhai, J.-V. Martins, S. P. Burton, C. Brian, R. A. Ferrare, J. M. Gales,
O. P. Hasekamp, Y. Hu, A. Ibrahim, B. McBride, A. Puthukkudy, J. Werdell, and X. Xu, “Fastmapol: An efficient
multi-angle polarimetric aerosol and ocean color inversion framework powered by a deep neural network forward
model,” in AGU Fall Meeting 2020 (AGU, 2020).

69. L. Mukherjee, P.-W. Zhai, M. Gao, Y. Hu, B. A. Franz, and P. J. Werdell, “Neural network reflectance prediction
model for both open ocean and coastal waters,” Remote Sens. 12(9), 1421–00 (2020).

70. F. Steinmetz and D. Ramon, “Sentinel-2 msi and sentinel-3 olci consistent ocean colour products using polymer,”
Proc. SPIE 10778, 107780E (2018).

71. B.-C. Gao, M. J. Montes, Z. Ahmad, and C. O. Davis, “Atmospheric correction algorithm for hyperspectral remote
sensing of ocean color from space,” Appl. Opt. 39(6), 887–896 (2000).

72. U. S. Atmosphere, “United states committee on extension to the standard atmosphere,” National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration, Washington, DC (NOAA-S/T 76-15672): Supt. of Docs., US Gov Print Office (Stock
No. 003-017-00323-0), 1976.

73. G. Thuillier, M. Hersé, T. Foujols, W. Peetermans, D. Gillotay, P. Simon, and H. Mandel, “The solar spectral
irradiance from 200 to 2400 nm as measured by the solspec spectrometer from the atlas and eureca missions,” Sol.
Phys. 214(1), 1–22 (2003).

74. J. M. Bland and D. Altman, “Statistical methods for assessing agreement between two methods of clinical
measurement,” Lancet 327(8476), 307–310 (1986).

75. Y. Wang, J. Wang, R. Levy, X. Xu, and J. Reid, “Modis retrieval of aerosol optical depth over turbid coastal water,”
Remote Sens. 9(6), 595 (2017).

76. A. Morel and B. Gentili, “Diffuse reflectance of oceanic waters. iii. implication of bidirectionality for the remote-
sensing problem,” Appl. Opt. 35(24), 4850–4862 (1996).

https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.58.000650
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000GL011783
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000GL011783
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(2002)059<0383:CSOARO>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016GL069848
https://doi.org/10.1364/JOSA.44.000838
https://doi.org/10.1364/JOSA.44.000838
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.58.005695
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.25.00A689
https://doi.org/10.5067/NPP/VIIRS/L2/OC/2018
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JC007395
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2009.12.005
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs12091421
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.2500232
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.39.000887
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1024048429145
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1024048429145
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(86)90837-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs9060595
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.35.004850

	sheet2
	oe-29-3-4504

