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NINO3.4 SST, 0-700, satellite altimeter



EOF Mode bins (STD between corrections)
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A Possible Solution



CZ16 method (EnOI-DE/CMIP5 method

Solution Comparison



Detrended Solution Comparison



Conclusions and future work

• A lot of spread between XBT corrections

• Driven by Mode 0, the global mean, but influenced during ENSO events. 
• More detail into EOF variability

• Gather some additional datasets to compare solution against (globally and regional; 
different ocean basins)

• Separate XBT types into bias correction category (Fall, Depth, All)

• Dataset Dependency?

• Anomaly as Celcius? Thermosteric mm? Joules 1021 or 22 or 23?? Any preference? 
• I prefer mm thsl.



Thanks!
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