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Abstract

In order to accurately retrieve data products of importance for ocean biooptics and biogeochemistry an accurate ocean-atmosphere
radiative transfer model is required. For these purposes the software package SCIATRAN, developed initially for the modeling of radi-
ative transfer processes in the terrestrial atmosphere, was extended to account for the radiative transfer within the water and the inter-
action of radiative processes in the atmosphere and ocean. The extension was performed by taking radiative processes at the atmosphere-
water interface, as well as within water accurately into account. Comparison results obtained with extended SCIATRAN version to pre-
dictions of other radiative transfer models and MERIS satellite spectra are presented in this paper along with a description of imple-
mented inherent optical parameters and numerical technique used to solve coupled ocean-atmosphere radiative transfer equation.
The extended version of SCIATRAN software package along with detailed User’s Guide are freely distributed at http://www.iup.phys-
ik.uni-bremen.de/sciatran.
© 2012 COSPAR. Published by Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

The radiative transfer (RT) model SCIATRAN was
originally developed to analyse measurements performed
by the hyperspectral instrument SCIAMACHY (SCanning
Imaging Absorption SpectroMeter for Atmospheric

CHartographY) operating in the spectral range from
240 to 2400 nm onboard ENVISAT (Bovensmann et al.,
1999; Gottwald, 2006). SCIATRAN is a comprehensive
software package (Rozanov et al., 2002; Rozanov et al.,
2005, 2008) for the modeling of radiative transfer processes
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in the terrestrial atmosphere in the spectral range from
ultraviolet to the thermal infrared (0.18-40 pm) including
multiple scattering processes, polarization, and thermal
emission. The software allows to consider all significant
radiative transfer processes such as Rayleigh scattering,
scattering by aerosol and cloud particles, and absorption
by numerous gaseous components in the vertically inhomo-
geneous atmosphere bounded by the reflecting surface. The
reflecting properties of a surface are described by the bidi-
rectional reflection function including Fresnel reflection of
the flat and wind roughened ocean-atmosphere interface.
The developed software package along with detailed User’s
Guide are freely distributed at http://www.iup.physik.uni-
bremen.de/sciatran. It contains databases of all important
atmospheric and surface parameters as well as many
defaults mode which significantly facilitate the usage of
SCIATRAN for non-experts in radiative transfer users.
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Although the developed software can be used to solve
numerous forward and inverse problems of the atmo-
spheric optics, it does not allow to model e.g. radiation
field in the ocean and, in particular, the water leaving radi-
ation containing important information about numerous
ocean optical parameters (e.g. Vountas et al. (2007), Brach-
er et al. (2009)). Furthermore, the accuracy of trace gas and
aerosol retrievals over oceanic sites can be improved
including the interaction of radiative processes in the atmo-
sphere and ocean in the corresponding RT model.

For this reason, the software package SCTATRAN was
extended, to account for the radiative transfer within the
water and the interaction of radiative processes in the
atmosphere and ocean. Although a number of coupled
ocean-atmosphere RT models including polarization effects
have been recently published (Bulgarelli et al., 1999; Fell
and Fischer, 2001; He et al., 2010; Jin et al., 2006; Ota
et al., 2010; Zhai et al., 2010), only the COART model
(Jin et al., 2006) permits an online usage by providing a
set of input parameters; however, the source code is not
available, only an interface is given on the website http://
snowdog.larc.nasa.gov/jin/rtnote.html. To our knowledge,
the SCIATRAN model is the only free available software
to calculate radiative transfer in a coupled ocean-atmo-
sphere system.

The main goals of this paper are

e To describe the optical properties of natural waters
implemented in the code;

e To discuss modifications in the formulation of the RT
equation and boundary conditions in the case of the
coupled ocean-atmosphere system;

e To present a new iterative technique that is employed to
solve boundary value problem in the coupled ocean-
atmosphere RT model;

e to demonstrate validation results of the extended SCIA-
TRAN version.

Taking into account that the atmospheric radiative
transfer of the SCIATRAN software was successfully vali-
dated (see e.g. Kokhanovsky et al. (2010)), we restrict our-
selves here to the validation of the oceanic radiative
transfer. The validation is performed through intercompar-
isons with benchmark results and predictions of other RT
models as well as through comparisons with MERIS
(MEdium Resolution /maging Spectrometer) (Bezy et al.,
2000) spectra measured over oceanic sites.

2. Basic principles of ocean optics

The principles of Ocean Colour are characterized in
Fig. 1. Solar radiation is absorbed and scattered by atmo-
spheric constituents, and reflected and refracted at the air-
water interface.

Within water, the transmitted solar radiation is
absorbed and scattered, and after interaction with water
constituents, the solar radiaton reenters the atmosphere.
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Fig. 1. Principles of ocean colour.

Finally, before detection at an instrument, the water leav-
ing radiance interacts with atmospheric constituents again.

In order to analyse the radiative processes within water,
adequate knowledge of the optical properties of water itself
and of its constituents, where the main optically active sub-
stances besides water molecules are CDOM (Coloured Dis-
solved Organic Matter), phytoplankton, and suspended
particles, is required. One thereby distinguishes between
IOPs (Inherent Optical Properties), which are only depend-
ing on the medium itself, and thus independent on the sur-
rounding lightfield, and AOPs (Apparent Optical
Properties), which are depending on the IOPs as well as
on the surrounding elctromagnetic radiation field. Typical
IOP parameters are the absorption coefficient a, the vol-
ume scattering function f, and the scattering coefficient b,
whereas e.g. reflectance and transmittance are AOPs. To
deduce the information about the particular oceanic con-
stituent from the measured data, accurate knowledge of
the optical parameters of oceanic species and the behaviour
of electromagnetic radiation in the water medium is
essential.

3. Radiative transfer in the coupled ocean-atmosphere system

The radiative transfer in the atmosphere and ocean will
be considered in the framework of the standard BVP
(Boundary Value Problem) (Chandrasekhar, 1950):

Ol (1,2

% = —Lio(7, Q) + Jia(7, Q), (1)
Itot(07Q) = 7'[5(,[1 - ,Lto)é(QD - @0)7 u > 07 (2)
Itot(T07Q) = thot(foa Ql)» u<0. (3)

Here, 7 € [0, 1¢] is the optical depth changing from 0 at the
top of the plane-parallel medium to 7, at the bottom, the
variable Q:={u,p} describes the set of variables

€[—1,1]and ¢ €[0,2x],u is the cosine of the polar angle
1 as measured from the positive t-axis (negative z-axis) and
¢ is the azimuthal angle, I,(t, Q) is the total intensity (or
radiance) at the optical depth 7 in the direction Q, J(7, 2)
is the multiple scattering source function, and R is a linear
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integral operator. The multiple scattering source function
and linear integral operator R are given as follows:

Jmt(LQ):a;(T) / P(z,Q, @)l (z, @)dL, (4)
T 4n
1 2 1
Rl / ¢ / A R(Q, Q)®, ()
T Jo 0

where o(7) is the single scattering albedo (scattering coeffi-
cient divided by extinction coefficient), P(t,Q,’) is the
phase function describing angular scattering properties of
the medium, and R(Q,Q’') determines angular reflection
properties of the underlying surface, symbol ® is used to
denote an integral operator rather than a finite integral.

The UBC (Upper Boundary Condition) given by Eq. (2)
describes the unidirectional (p, @g) solar light beam at the
top of atmosphere, d(u — o) and (¢ — ¢g) are the Dirac
delta functions, py and ¢q are the cosines of the solar zenith
angle and solar azimuthal angle, respectively. The solar
zenith angle is defined as an angle between positive direc-
tion of z-axis and the direction to the sun. The x-axis of
basic Cartesian coordinate system is chosen so that its
direction is opposite to the direction to the sun. Therefore,
the azimuthal angle of the solar beam equal to zero
(po =0). It follows from Eq. (2) that the extraterrestrial
solar flux at an unit horizontal area is equal to mu.

The LBC (Lower Boundary Condition) given by Eq. (3)
defines the bidirectional reflection of radiation at the sur-
face. In particular, in the case of Lambertian reflection
the integral operator R results in

A 2n 1
Ry=1 / do / i, (6)
T Jo 0

where A4 is the Lambertian surface albedo.

Formulating the RT equation along with boundary con-
ditions given by Egs. (1)«(3), we have restricted ourselves
with the scalar case i.e., polarization is not included. The
thermal emission is not included also because it is of minor
importance for the RT processes in the ocean.

The formulated BVP for the total intensity includes gen-
eralized functions in the form of Dirac ¢-functions (see Eq.
(2)). It is known that solutions of such equations contain
the generalized functions as well. The standard approach
to eliminate the generalized function in the solution of
the RT equation is to separate the total intensity into direct
and diffuse component and to formulate the RT equation
for the diffuse component only (Chandrasekhar, 1950). In
this case the total intensity is represented as follows (Chan-
drasekhar, 1950):

it (1, Q) = I(1,Q) + D(1,Q), (7)

where I(t,Q) and D(z, Q) are the diffuse and direct compo-
nents of the total intensity, respectively.

Substituting I,(t, 2) given by Eq. (7) into Eq. (1) and
introducing the multiple and single scattering source func-
tions as follows:

Jm(t,Q)zﬁg)A P(1,Q,Q)(z,Q2)d2, (8)
J'v(r,Q):a;(;) /4 P(1,Q,Q)D(1, Q)d<, 9)

we obtain the following RT equation and boundary condi-
tions for the diffuse component:

d1(, Q)

af = _1(T7Q) +Jm(T7‘Q) +JS(T7Q)? (10)
10,0) =0, u>0, (11)
I(19,Q) = RD(t9, %) + RI(t0,Q), u<0, (12)

where the integral operator R is given by Eq. (5). Egs. (10)—
(12) describe BVP for the intensity of the diffuse radiation
field.

Employing appropriate boundary conditions and
expressions for the direct component D(z, ), the formu-
lated BVP can be used to model RT processes in the atmo-
sphere and ocean. These issues will be considered in the
three following subsections.

3.1. Uncoupled atmospheric and oceanic radiative transfer
models

Ignoring the coupling, the corresponding BVP can be
formulated for both ocean and atmosphere independently.
It can be seen from Egs. (9) and (12) that the single scatter-
ing source function Jy(t, Q) and LBC depend on the direct
component D(t,2). Therefore, to describe radiative trans-
fer in the atmosphere it will be used the following represen-
tation of the direct solar component:

Dy(1,Q) = 1(1t — p1)S( — pg)e /1
+ (1 + o) S( — @) Rr (1g)e” Fe=/1o, (13)

where Rp(uo) is the Fresnel reflection coefficient of the
water surface and t, is the optical thickness of the entire
atmosphere. The first term in this equation describes the
attenuation of the direct solar radiation by the atmosphere
at the optical depth 7 and the second one is used if the Fres-
nel reflection from the absolute flat water surface is ac-
counted for. This term describes the upward direct solar
radiation at the optical depth t reflected by the water sur-
face and attenuated by the atmosphere.

The direct solar component in the ocean at the optical
depth 7 is used as follows:

Dy(t,0) = md{st = )(9 ~ 90) 2 Te(ko)e™™. (14)
0
Here Tw(1) is the Fresnel transmission coefficient of the
air-water interface, t is the optical depth in the ocean,
and g1 is the cosine of the solar angle in the ocean defined
according to Snell law (Born and Wolf, 1964) as
ty = /1 — (1 — u3)/n?, where n is the real part of the water
refractive index. We assume throughout this paper that the
refractive index of the air is equal to 1. The multiplier u,/
is introduced in the expression (14) to ensure the energy
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conservation of the direct solar radiation just above and
just below the ocean surface.

Substituting expressions (13) and (14) into Eqgs. (9) and
(12), we obtain the single scattering source function and
LBC in the atmosphere and ocean, respectively. The
UBC for the atmosphere is given always by Eq. (11) which
manifests that there is no diffuse radiation incoming in the
atmosphere from the top. In contrast to the atmosphere at
the top of ocean there is an jump of refractive index. This
leads to the Fresnel reflection of the outgoing radiation at
the top of the ocean. In particular, the part of energy will
be reflected back into ocean. To take this into account
one needs to reformulate the upper boundary condition
for the intensity in the ocean. To this end we write in the
case of the wind-roughened ocean surface

1(0,2) = R,I(0,9), u>0, (15)
where R,, denotes a linear integral operator
1 2n 0
Ro=r [ o [ i@, (16)
0 -1

R, (2,Q') determines the angular reflection properties of
the upper ocean boundary and (0, Q) describes the inten-
sity of the radiation reflected from the ocean-atmosphere
interface back to the ocean. In the case of the flat ocean
surface the linear integral operator R,, should be replaced
by the Fresnel reflection coefficient R(').

The boundary conditions and single scattering source
functions corresponding to the uncoupled atmospheric
and oceanic RT model are summarized in the left and right
columns of Table 1, respectively.

It is worth to notice that:

e Single scattering albedo, phase function, and the optical
thickness in the left and right columns of Table 1
describe the optical parameters of the atmosphere and
ocean, respectively;

e Fresnel reflection Rp(u) and transmission 7Tg(u) coeffi-
cients of the flat ocean surface are used as given e.g.
by Born and Wolf (1964);

e Fresnel reflection and transmission of the wind-rough-
ened air-water interface was implemented in SCIA-
TRAN according to Nakajima and Tanaka (1983)

Table 1
UBC, LBC, and J; of the uncoupled radiative transfer model.

1731

including shadowing effects and Gaussian distribution
of wave slopes;

e The water-leaving radiation Iy (Q) is used according to
the modified Gordon approximation (Anikonov and
Ermolaev, 1977; Gordon, 1973; Kokhanovsky and Sok-
oletsky, 2006);

e The uncoupled atmospheric RT model is implemented
already in the software package SCIATRAN;

e Only Lambertian reflection of the ocean bottom is
implemented in the current version;

e The typical example of the uncoupled oceanic RT model
is the widely used in the ocean optics community Hydro-
Light model (Mobley and Sundman, 2008a; Mobley and
Sundman, 2008b).

3.2. Coupled ocean-atmosphere radiative transfer model

The coupled ocean-atmosphere RT model has the same
upper boundary condition in the atmosphere and lower
boundary condition in the ocean as uncoupled one. How-
ever, LBC in the atmosphere and UBC in the ocean have
to be corrected to properly account for interaction of radi-
ative processes in the atmosphere and ocean. In particular,
a part of energy is transmitted from the ocean through the
air-water interface into the atmosphere. To take this into
account, LBC for the atmosphere given e.g. in the case of
wind-roughened ocean surface in the left panel of Table 1
should be rewritten as follows:

(10, Q) = R(Q, Qo) ge ™" + RI (19, Q) + Tyl (5, 2,
u <0, (17)

where /(] , Q') is the intensity of radiation field just below
the air-water interface. The transmission operator 7, is
given by
2n 0
T o = / d(p’/ ATy, (Q,Q2)®, (18)
0 -1
where Ty.(2, Q') denotes the angular transmission proper-
ties of the air-water interface for illumination from below.

The last term in Eq. (17) describes the so called water
leaving radiation which is introduced here instead of

Atmosphere

Ocean

Wind-roughened ocean surface

29 p(z, Q, Qg e/ 7.
0 UBC

21 Pz, Q; i, o) T (o)e ¥
Rul(0,9)

R(2, Qo) pge ™" + Ri (19, )+ LBC Appe™™/ + R I (19, Q)

Iwi(Q)

Flat ocean surface

20 p(z, Q, Q)¢+ g, L8 P(z, Q; 1y, o) T (1g)e ™"
P P(r, 05 = Q)R )P

0 UBC Re(1)1(0,2)

RI(t, Q) + IwL(Q) LBC Apge™™/Mo + Ry I(t9, Q)
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approximation, Iwy (), used in the case of the uncoupled
atmospheric radiative transfer model.

The atmosphere above the ocean attenuates the direct
solar radiation transmitted into ocean. There is also the dif-
fuse radiation illuminating the ocean surface from above.
Denoting the optical thickness of the atmosphere as 7,
the direct solar radiation in the ocean is obtained as
follows:

Dy (1, Q) = 76(1 — py)3(p — qoo)%muo)e
0

—Ta/ﬂoe—f/#
Y

(19)

where 7 is the optical depth counted from the top of the
ocean. The upper boundary condition in the ocean has to
be rewritten also to account for the diffuse radiation trans-
mitted from the atmosphere into ocean. This results in

100,Q) = RyI(0,9Q),+T ol (75, 2), u>0, (20)

where /(7;, ') is the intensity of radiation field just above
the air-water interface. The transmission operator 7, is
given in the form analogical to Eq. (18), where Ty.(Q, )
should be replaced by T,(£, ') which describes the angu-
lar transmission properties of the air-water interface for
illumination from above.

The single scattering source functions and correspond-
ing boundary conditions for coupled ocean-atmosphere
model are summarized in Table 2: we note that

e The direct solar radiation in the ocean is used ignoring
the wind-roughness, i.e., for the flat air-water interface.
Therefore, the single scattering source function in the
right panel of Table 2 is the same for wind-roughened
and flat ocean surface.

e Integral operators 7, and T,,, describing the transmis-
sion of the radiation across air-water interface are imple-
mented according to Nakajima and Tanaka (1983).

3.3. Solution of the boundary value problem

To solve formulated above BVP we employ the Fourier
analysis to separate the zenith and azimuthal dependence
of the intensity (Siewert, 1981; Siewert, 1982; Siewert,

Table 2
UBC, LBC, and J; for coupled ocean-atmosphere model.

2000) and the discrete ordinates technique (Chandrase-
khar, 1950; Schulz et al.,, 1999; Schulz and Stamnes,
2000; Siewert, 2000; Stamnes et al., 1988; Thomas and
Stamnes, 1999) for the reduction of integro-differential
equations to the system of ordinary differential equations.
In particular, the expansion of the intensity and phase
function into Fourier series leads to the formulation of
independent system of equations for each Fourier harmon-
ics of the intensity. To obtain the solution of RT equation
for the m-th Fourier harmonic the discrete ordinates
method is used. According to this technique, the radiation
field is divided into N up-welling and N down-welling
streams, producing the intensity pairs [(t) and Ii(t) in
the discrete directions +u;, where y; are quadrature points
of the double-Gauss scheme (see e¢.g. Thomas and Stamnes
(1999) for details) adopted in SCIATRAN. Considering
the radiative transfer in the atmosphere, the Gaussian-
quadrature points and weights are the same in all atmo-
spheric layers, but it is not the case for the coupled
ocean-atmosphere medium because the refraction at the
interface of the atmosphere and ocean occurs. For the flat
sea surface, the incident radiance with the zenith angle
between 0°-90° in the atmosphere transmits in the ocean
in a cone (so called Fresnel cone) with the maximum zenith
angle less than the critical angle (~48.3°). Therefore, the
number of Gaussian-quadrature points in the ocean must
be larger than the number in the atmosphere to properly
account for the radiative transfer in the region of total
reflection (i.e. outside the Fresnel cone). To this end, the
so called coupled underwater quadrature points method
as used by Jin et al. (2006) has been implemented in SCIA-
TRAN. This method uses two sets of quadrature points,
one corresponds to the refracted directions in the atmo-
sphere and the other covers the region outside the Fresnel
cone. The detailed discussion of the coupled quadrature
points method is given e.g. by He et al. (2010).

Having defined the Gaussian-quadrature points and
applying a quadrature formula to replace all integrals over
the direction cosine by finite sums in the RT equation, one
arrives at a system of coupled first order ordinary linear
differential equations in the optical depth <.

Comparing the boundary conditions of the uncou-
pled and coupled RT model given in Tables 1 and 2,

Atmosphere

Ocean

Wind-roughened ocean surface
MP(‘z:, Q,Qg)e o Js

0 UBC
LBC

R(Q, Qo) pge /M0 + RI(19, Q)+
Tyl (1§,2)

Flat ocean surface
A0 p(z,Q, Qp)e 0+ Jq

m (‘CQ —Hto, $o)RE (tg)e )/

0 UBC
LBC

RI(t0, Q) + Tr(')(cg, Q)

wz(t)uu (, 95 1y, b0) T (g )&~/ o e/t
RWI(0,Q) + Tawl(ro , Q/)
Aplye™™/M + Ry I(19, Q)

A8 Pz, Q; 4y, o) T (g™ oe /o

Re(W)1(0,9Q) + Tr(u

g (v, 9)
Apye™™/Ho + Rpd (19, Q)
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respectively, one can see that UBC for the ocean contains
the contribution of the transmitted across the air-water
interface intensity, / (ra ,Q’), which is defined just above
the ocean surface, i.e. in the atmosphere. The same is hold
for LBC in atmosphere. This contains the contribution of
the transmitted across the air-water interface intensity,
I(zy,€Q'), which is defined just below the ocean surface,
1.e., in the ocean. Thus, the solution of BVP in the atmo-
sphere depends on the solution in the ocean and vice versa.
Therefore, to solve BVP for the coupled ocean-atmosphere
RT model, an iterative technique has been employed. To
illustrate this, the solution of BVP in the atmosphere and
ocean is written in the following symbolic form:

IN1,Q) = L' Sa(1,Q) + L [Tyl 1(0,2)], (21)
I8(1,Q) = L,'Sy (1, Q) + L' [T ot (10, )], (22)
Table 3

where L is the forward RT operator which comprises all
operations with the intensity including boundary condi-
tions, S(1, Q) is the right-hand side of the forward RT equa-
tion written in generalized form (see Rozanov and
Rozanov (2007) for details), L~' is an inverse operator, n
is the iteration number, subscripts “a” and “w” denote
the corresponding parameters in the atmosphere and
ocean, respectively, 1,(0, Q') and I,(to, ') denote the inten-
sity just below and just above the air-water interface,
respectively. The iteration process is started from the solu-
tion of RTE in the atmosphere ignoring the water-leaving
radiation, i.e. setting /2 (0, Q') = 0 in Eq. (21). The solution
in the atmosphere is obtained as 7!(t, Q). The solution of
RTE in ocean is then found as follows:

1,(t, Q) = L,'Sw(1,Q) + L, [Taw (10, 2)]. (23)

Optical properties of natural waters implemented in SCIATRAN.

Total spectral absorption coefficient of seawater a(4,C):
a(4,C) = a,, (4) + ad(d) + a,(4)

a,(2)

ac(4)

a,(4)

Angular scattering coefficient of seawater p(4,0):
B(2,0) = B,,(2,0) + B,(2,0) []
B(4,0)

B(4.90°)

bw( l)

By(1,0©)

Implemented models of §,,(4,90 °) and b,(4):
Morel (1974)

Shifrin (1988)

Buiteveld et al. (1994)

Implemented models of g, (4,0):
Petzold (1972)

Kopelevich (1983)

Absorption coefficient of pure water in [m~'] (Pope
and Fry, 1997).

Chlorophyll related absorption coefficient:

0.06 - A(4) - C*5 [m™"]

Pigment (dissolved organic matter or CDOM)
absorption coefficient:

0.2 - [a,(4) +0.06 - C*%5]. ¢S4 0m1]

(ac & a, according to Morel and Maritorena (2001))
for Ag =440 nm,

S =10.014 (nm)~"!, chlorophyll concentration ([

mg-m 7],
and A(4) with 4(4¢) = 1 (Prieur and Sathyendranath,
1981).

Angular scattering coefficient or volume scattering
function of

pure water;

Bu(2,90°) (1 + J3cos?0) [il].

Volume scattering function of pure water at 90°
scattering anglze:

ok Tar (32)7 (6559 ]

Total scattering coefficient of pure water:

%5, (2,90°) (32) [4].

1+0 m
Angular scattering coefficient of particulate matter.

5 432
,90°) = 2.18 - (450

(4
bw(l) =3.50- (4—30 432 103 ﬂ
(2,90°) = 0.93 - (%)4‘17 1074 L]

m-Sr.

L1074 [L}

m-Sr.

bo(4) = 1.49 - (3)*17 1073 [1]
Inserting provided set of formulas and values (Table 4)

into B,.(4,90°).

Values from experiments which were presented by
Haltrin (2006)

By(4.0) = vi,(©) - (50)'7 +wip (@) - ()" [5i]
for volume concentrations v, of small and v, of large
particles in

[em® - m~3).
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The iteration process will be stopped if the difference be-
tween values of the water-leaving intensity in the two sub-
sequent iterations is less than the required criteria.

3.4. Optical properties of natural waters

The inherent optical properties specify the optical prop-
erties of natural waters in a form suited to the needs of
radiative transfer theory. In the first line it is the spectral
absorption coefficient, spectral attenuation (or extinction)
coefficient and spectral volume scattering function (or
phase function). All IOPs implemented in SCIATRAN
are listed in Table 3. We note that

e The approximation of pure water angular scattering
coefficient given by Morel (1974) and Shifrin (1988)
refers to measurements at 7= 20°C and depolarization
ratio 6 equal to 0.09 at atmospheric pressure.

e The salinity adjustment factor is set to [1 + 0.35/37]
according to Morel (1974) and Shifrin (1988), where S
is salinity.

e Functions f(®) and f(@) in the Kopelevich model
(Kopelevich, 1983) are used in the tabular form.

e The volume concentrations v and v; of particles in the
Kopelevich model can be converted into the conventional
mass concentrations C; and C; by Cy, = p,v,, C;= ppuy,
where p,=2g-cm > and p;=1 g- cm ™ are the average
density of small and large particles, respectively.

It follows from Table 3 that calculation of some IOPs
requires the specific parameters of the water constituents
such as pressure, temperature, salinity, chlorophyll and
particulate matter concentration profiles, and so on. Thus,
the SCIATRAN data base was filled up with profile data of
depth distributions, as well as with absorption coefficients
of pure water and specific absorption coefficients of
chlorophyll.

4. Validation of the extended model

The coupled ocean-atmosphere RT model implemented
in the software package SCIATRAN has been validated
using two approaches. First, we have compared results
obtained with SCIATRAN to the different test problems
(Mobley et al., 1993), and then the calculated reflectances
at the top of atmosphere were compared to the MERIS
measured reflectances. The measurements performed with
the MERIS instrument have been selected for this compar-
ison because the spatial resolution of MERIS instrument
(~1 x 1km?) fully resolved the peculiarity of the BOUS-
SOLE station. It is worth to notice that the BOUSSOLE
station is already a case-1 water site, although it is located
only 59 km off the coast. Therefore the high spatial resolu-
tion of a satellite instrument is required to avoid possible
contribution of case-2 water features.

A Dbrief description of results obtained is given in two
following subsections.

4.1. Comparison to other model data

The predictions of SCIATRAN were compared with
those of a number of other models for selected well-defined
test cases, covering specific aspects of the radiative transfer
in the ocean-atmosphere system as presented by Mobley
et al. (1993). Although seven test problems were defined
in the cited above paper we have restricted ourselves to
four following:

1. Optically
ocean.
e Refractive index of water n = 1.34,
e Flat ocean-atmosphere interface,

semi-infinite and vertically homogeneous

1

e 60° solar zenith angle and Eo=1Wm 2nm ! inci-
dent solar irradiance,

e Black sky,

e Pure water scattering described by Rayleigh phase
function,

e Single scattering albedo values @y=0.2 and

Wy = 0.9.

2. The same as 1 but more realistic Petzold phase function
is used instead of Rayleigh one.

. The same as 2 but for the vertically stratified ocean.

4. The same as 2 but including atmospheric effects.

98]

The following radiative quantities were involved in the
comparison study:

1
Eule) = wboTe(u)e % + 2 [ 1z, (24)
0

Eo (1) = 2n[110(r,u)du,Lu(r) =1, —1), (25)

where E 1), Eo,(7) and L,(7) are the total downward irra-
diance, upward scalar irradiance and upward nadir radi-
ance, respectively, at the optical depth 7, I°(t,u) is the
azimuthally averaged intensity, uo and g are cosines of
the solar zenith angle in the atmosphere and ocean, respec-
tively, Tg(uo) is the Fresnel transmission coefficient.
These radiative quantities were calculated for test prob-
lems listed above employing seven RT models (see Mobley
et al. (1993) for details). The discussion of these models is
out scope of this paper because it will be used here the aver-
age values and standard deviations only which characterize
the variability of results obtained with involved in the com-
parison study RT codes. Recently the solution of the first
three test problems has been obtained also by other RT
models. In particular, these test problems were solved
employing matrix operator method (MOMO, Fell and
Fischer, 2001), finite-element method (FEM, Bulgarelli
et al., 1999), and invariant embedding method (demo ver-
sion of HydroLight 5.1, Mobley and Sundman, 2008a;
Mobley and Sundman, 2008b). This motivates our choice
of three first test problems for inter-comparisons. Let us
consider all results obtained. Calculated values of E,;, E,,
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and L, alone with average values and standard deviations
given by Mobley et al. (1993) are summarized in Tables 5
and 6 for test problems 1 and 2. Results are given at three
optical depths (t = 1,5, 10) and two single scattering albedo
(0o =0.2,0.9). It follows that HydroLight, SCIATRAN,
and MOMO results are very close to each other and stand
within the standard deviations given by Mobley et al.
(1993). We recall that the standard deviations indicate
the variability of results obtained with codes involved in
the comparison study by Mobley et al. (1993). It can be
seen also that the relative deviations increase with the
decreasing of the single scattering albedo. It can be
explained due to the fact that the increasing of absorption
(decreasing of SSA) leads to the significant decreasing of
irradiance and especially of upward nadir radiance. Results

Table 4
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obtained for the test problem 3 are summarized in Fig. 2
and Table 7. In this test problem the single scattering
albedo is assumed to be strongly dependent on the depth
(see Mobley et al., 1993 for further details). It can be seen
from Fig. 2 that for this more complicated test problem the
SCIATRAN predictions are within the error bars for all
depth under consideration. In particular, it follows from
middle panel of Fig. 2 that for the upward scalar irradiance
(Eo,) at the geometrical depth 60 m only SCIATRAN
result is within the error bars (Mobley et al., 1993). Except
for this specific depth, the FEM model results (Bulgarelli
et al., 1999) are within the error bars also.

The test problem 4 was selected to validate SCIATRAN
in the case of coupling of radiative transfer processes in the
ocean-atmosphere system. In contrast to test problems 1-3

General constants and parameters of the volume scattering function according to Buiteveld et al. (1994).

Br Isothermal compressibility of water [Pa™'] 0 Depolarization ratio

T, Temperature [°C] T, Absolute temperature [°K]

P Pressure [Pa] g—; Pressure derivative of n [Pa™']

k =1.38054 - 1072 [ﬁ] S Spectral slope parameter [ﬁ}
(Boltzmann constant)

n Refractive index of water, where refractive index of air is set to 1

Buiteveld:

Br = (5.062271 — 0.031797 + 0.00040772) 1 =0.051

107" [Pa~"] (Lepple and Millero, 1971)

iy n
on _on _ 5p(4,20)-55(633,7.)
g =054, T.) = s where

91(2,20) = (—0.0001562 + 1.5989) - 10~'°

(O’Conner and Schlupf, 1967) function of wavelength, and

2(633,T,) = (1.61857 — 0.0057857) - 107"

(Evtyushenko and Kiyachenko, 1982) function of temperature.
n =1.3247+33-10°- 22 -32-107- 274 -25.10%. 72

(McNeil, 1977) without salinity term

(Farinato and Roswell, 1976)

Table 5

Results for optically semi-infinite and vertically homogeneous ocean with the Rayleigh volume scattering function (test problem 1).

14} T HydroLight MOMO SCIATRAN Mobley et al. (1993)
Downward total irradiance E;

0.2 1 1.412-107! 1.415-107! 1.415-107! (1.41 +£0.01)- 107!
0.2 5 1.057-1073 1.066 - 1073 1.066 - 1073 (1.07 £ 0.01)- 1073
0.2 10 2.956-107° 3.027-107° 3.029-107° (2.93 +0.30)-107°
0.9 1 3.660 - 107! 3.665 - 107! 3.660 - 107! (3.66 + 0.01) - 107!
0.9 5 43091072 4.334.1072 4329 . 1072 (4.33 +£0.02) - 1072
0.9 10 3.109 - 1073 3.150 - 1073 3.147-1073 (3.16 £ 0.05) - 103
Upward scalar irradiance E,,

0.2 1 1.337-1072 1.336 - 1072 1.339 . 1072 (1.34 + 0.01) - 1072
0.2 5 9.866 - 107° 9.905-107° 9.924. 1073 (1.00 4+ 0.04) - 107*
0.2 10 2.643 1077 2.690 - 1077 2.696 - 1077 (3.00 + 0.92) - 1077
0.9 1 3.727-107" 3.726-107! 3.727- 107! (3.72 £ 0.02) - 107!
0.9 5 43381072 43511072 4354 . 1072 (4.35 +0.04) - 1072
0.9 10 3.123-107° 3.155-1073 3.158- 1072 (320 £ 0.12)- 1073
Upward nadir radiance L,

0.2 1 1.675-1073 1.706 - 1073 1.706 - 1073 (1.72 £ 0.08) - 1073
0.2 5 1.262-107° 1.296 - 1073 1.296 - 1073 (1.37 £ 0.39) - 107°
0.2 10 3.573.107% 3.753-107% 3.755-107% (3.39 + 0.67)- 1078
0.9 1 4.874-1072 4.881-1072 4.879 - 1072 (4.85 4+ 0.08) - 1072
0.9 5 5.744 1073 5.784.1073 5.783. 1073 (5.59 + 0.29) - 1073
0.9 10 4.144 107 42041074 4205107 (4.37 + 0.40) - 107*
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Results for optically semi-infinite and vertically homogeneous ocean with the Petzold volume scattering function (test problem 2).

o} T HydroLight MOMO SCIATRAN Mobley et al. (1993)
Downward total irradiance E,
0.2 1 1.617- 107" 1.622- 107" 1.621- 107! (1.62 £ 0.01) - 107!
0.2 5 2267-1073 2.283-1073 2277- 1073 (227 £0.01) - 1073
0.2 10 1.314-107° 1.309 - 1073 1.312-107° (1.30 + 0.07) - 107°
0.9 1 4.129-107" 4.137-107" 4.135- 107! (4.13 £ 0.01)- 107!
0.9 5 1.856 - 107! 1.884 - 107" 1.868 - 107! (1.87 £ 0.01) - 107!
0.9 10 6.752 - 1072 6.942 - 1072 6.832- 1072 (6.85 +0.07) - 1072
Upward scalar irradiance Eo,
0.2 1 9.651-107* 9.541-107* 9.894. 107* (9.66 + 0.22) - 107*
0.2 5 1.333-107° 1.325-107° 1.370- 1073 (1.37 £ 0.09) - 1073
0.2 10 6.963-1078 6.905-107% 7.143 1078 (7.28 + 1.36) - 1078
0.9 1 9.470 - 1072 9.192- 1072 9.470 - 1072 (9.31 £+ 0.20) - 1072
0.9 5 46731072 4.574 1072 4.679 - 1072 (4.63 +0.08)- 1072
0.9 10 1.641 - 1072 1.635- 1072 1.656 - 1072 (1.65 £ 0.03) - 1072
Upward nadir radiance L,
0.2 1 5.575-107° 5.546-107° 5832 107° (5.47 £ 0.33)-107°
0.2 5 7.885-1077 7.873 1077 8.142- 1077 (6.24 +£2.22)- 1077
0.2 10 4.574-107° 4.525-107° 4.667-107° (4.02 + 1.00) - 107°
0.9 1 6.981-1073 6.783-1073 7.001- 1073 (6.99 +0.44) - 1073
0.9 5 3.161-1073 3.117 - 1073 3.186- 1073 (3.26 £ 0.18) - 1073
0.9 10 1.138-1073 1.138 - 1073 1.154-1073 (121 +£0.13)- 1073
Total downward irradiance € d Upward scalar irradiance E_ou Upward nadir radiance L_u

:E >( { P n) :E“ll\ $2e-06 _Eh:ux ()

141 ~g-R | E]P P X |

= H = 2 [

g > ¢ ' - X i |

43 3 15 2 " [y
geomatrical dapth [m]

5w il
geometrical depth [m)

s N o
geometrical depth [m)

Fig. 2. Results for the test problem 3 obtained with SCIATRAN, (x), HydroLight 5.1 (DemoVersion, x), MOMO ( x, Fell and Fischer (2001)), and FEM
(x, Bulgarelli et al. (1999)) models in relation to the average value (o) and standard deviation (T L) as given in Mobley et al. (1993).

it includes atmospheric effects. The sky is no longer black
as in previous test problems but has the radiance distribu-
tion that describes the atmospheric scattering and absorp-
tion effects. The atmosphere was characterized by the
Rayleigh and aerosol optical thicknesses equal to 0.145
and 0.264, respectively. Because no more detailed specifica-
tion of atmospheric aerosol was given, we have reproduced
this scenario with SCIATRAN using different values of
asymmetry factor and single scattering albedo of aerosol
particles. The simulations show, however, that the influ-
ence of these parameters on the radiation field in water is

rather small especially for upward scalar irradiance and
nadir radiance. Fig. 3 shows results obtained employing
SCIATRAN to the test problem 4 setting asymmetry aero-
sol factor to 0.7 and the single scattering albedo to 1 and
0.9. It follows that in both cases the obtained results are
within error bars.

Concluding we can state that SCIATRAN can success-
fully reproduce all considered test scenarios. In particular,
test problems 1-3 demonstrate that the implementation of
uncoupled oceanic RT model in the software package
SCIATRAN is correct. The solution of the test problem
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Table 7
Results for the vertically inhomogeneous ocean (test problem 3).
z [m] HydroLight MOMO SCIATRAN Bulgarelli Mobley et al. (1993)
Downward total irradiance E,
5 2.295-107" 2.315-107" 2304 107! 2.31-107" (2.30 +0.02) - 107!
25 1.568 - 1073 1.684 - 1073 1.621- 1073 1.61-1073 (1.62 £ 0.05) - 1073
60 4.851-107° 5.451-107° 5.035- 107° 521-107° (523 £0.37)- 1073
Upward scalar irradiance E,,
5 44161072 42971072 4.419 . 1072 4361072 (4.34 £ 0.11)- 1072
25 2.838-107% 2.927-107* 2911- 107* 2.88-107* (2.86 £0.11) - 107*
60 4.901-107° 5.334.107° 5.073- 10° 5.40-107° (5.13 £ 0.18) - 107°
Upward nadir radiance L,
5 3.031-1073 2.985-1073 3.058- 1073 3.15-1073 (3.13+0.17)- 1073
25 1.953-107° 2.048-107° 2.028 107° 2.09-107° (2.12 £0.13)- 107
60 4.014-1077 4.508 - 1077 4229 1077 4.43-1077 (3.57 £ 1.55) - 1077

Total downward irradiance E_d Upward scalar irradiance £_ou Upward nadir radiance L_u
a2 | \ ai .
) i a x* :
i ' % | i\ ¥
§' - () <) aes o < i CJ <> E a H

s ] %

s
optical depth (1]

\
optical depth (1]

5
optical depth [v)

Fig. 3. Results for the test problem 4 obtained with the SCIATRAN model setting asymmetry factor and single scattering albedo of aerosol to 0.7 and 1.0
(x), and to 0.7 and 0.9 (+) in relation to the average value (o) and error bar (T L) as given in Mobley et al. (1993).

4 shows that in the considered case the impact of the cou-
pling on the light field within water is not too much.

4.2. Comparison to MERIS measurements

Comparisons of spectra calculated with SCIATRAN
and measured by MERIS were performed for the reflec-
tance at the top of atmosphere (reftoa). The reflectance is
defined as follows:

(9, 9,4)

R(Y ) = ——L
(0, ¢,2) Eo(A) cosdy’

(26)
where (1, ¢, ) is the radiance at given zenith 9 and azi-
muthal ¢ angles, Ey(/) is the extraterrestrial solar spectral
irradiance, A is the wavelength, and ¥, denotes the sun ze-
nith angle. We have used the reflectance for comparisons of
model and experimental data because it does not contain
any additional systematical errors caused by employing

atmospheric correction techniques that are usually used
to obtain water-leaving radiance.

To calculate R(V, p,4) one needs to define all relevant
atmospheric and oceanic parameters. In particular, the fol-
lowing parameters are required:

e MERIS data have been used to define the observation
geometry, the solar zenith angle, the atmospheric pres-
sure, the concentrations of H,O and Os, the aerosol
optical thickness at 550 and 865 nm, and the geograph-
ical position of measurement points;

e AERONET data (http://aeronet.gsfc.nasa.gov/) have
been used to obtain the aerosol phase function, the aer-
osol extinction coefficient, and the aerosol single scatter-
ing albedo at 440, 675, 870, and 1020 nm;

e ocean parameters such as temperature, salinity, chloro-
phyll concentration, and concentrations of small and
large particles at different depths were obtained from
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the BOUSSOLE data (BOUSSOLE boy at 43.6°E,
7.8°N; see Antoine et al., 2008);

e the reflection and transmission properties of the ocean
surface were defined by the Gaussian surface slope
PDF (including shadowing effects) and the mean square
slope as given by Cox and Munk (1954), Cox and Munk
(1954), the pure seawater and hydrosol volume scatter-
ing functions were used according to Buiteveld et al.
(1994) and Kopelevich (1983) models, respectively.

In order to perform comparisons, MERIS data suitable
for the comparison with model calculations were matched
to co-located AERONET and BOUSSOLE measurement
sites. Moreover, the time difference between measurements
performed by the MERIS instrument, AERONET, and
BOUSSOLE data was kept as small as possible, since time
differences between the different measurements up to 10
hours occured. There are some additional criteria by
choosing the MERIS data for the comparison, e.g. cloudy
scenes and the observation geometry near to the solar glint
have to be avoided. Taking into account all of the above
mentioned criteria, 20 MERIS matches at different seasons
in 2003-2006 have been obtained. Ten spectra still need
further investigation, since the results show errors which

M. Blum et al. | Advances in Space Research 49 (2012) 1728-1742

might be caused by various factors, such as high surface
roughness, the wind speed being too high, dim air, or sun
glint.

The reflectance at the top of atmosphere was calculated
employing the uncoupled atmospheric and coupled ocean-
atmosphere RT models implemented in the SCIATRAN
software (see Sections 3.1 and 3.2, respectively). For simpli-
fication reasons they will be referred to in following as COA
and unCOA models. In the later case the information about
atmospheric and ocean surface parameters was used in the
same way as for the coupled model, but the water-leaving
reflectance was calculated according to the modified Gor-
don approximation (Gordon, 1973). The uncoupled model
does not consider the radiative transfer processes in the
ocean and it does not utilize any information about vertical
profiles of the oceanic parameters such as the concen-
trations of chlorophyll, large and small particles. Therefore,
maximal differences between results obtained emplo-
ying the coupled and uncoupled models are expected for
cases of strong vertical inhomogeneities of these oceanic
parameters.

The preliminary analysis of all results obtained shows
that indeed in the case of almost vertically homogeneous
ocean both models produce very similar results. In

matter surface conc. (0 m) max. conc. at () m vertical gradient per m
TChla 0.250 mg/m? 0.250 mg/m3at 05 m 0.0000 mg/m?
small particles 0.057 mg/m? 0.058 mg/m3at 10 m 0.0001 mg/m?
large particles 0.221 mg/m? 0.221 mg/m3at05m 0.0000 mg/m?

MERIS measured/SCIATRAN modelled reftoa
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0'25 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 3 2 | 4 2 0 2 2 2 2 1 52 2 2 3 3-25
] 4 reftoa MERIS
4 #- reftoa COA
* # reftoa unCOA
0.2 0.2
! ‘*
0154\ k0,15
E 1
g
0.1+ 0.1
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0.05 ’“‘ s L0.05
O:WO

400
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Fig. 4. Comparison of reftoa measured by MERIS and calculated with coupled (COA) and uncoupled (unCOA) SCIATRAN models at the BOUSSOLE
station (left) and its deviation (right) for February 23, 2005. The mean deviation between measured and modeled with COA and unCOA reflectances are
11.8% and 12.1%, respectively. In the upper panel the settings of the oceanic parameters for these calculations are given.
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particular, Fig. 4 shows, as an example, the comparison of
modelled reflectance with the MERIS measurement per-
formed in February 23, 2005, in the case of low varying
with depth chlorophyll and particulate matter concentra-
tions. Both models describe in this case the measured reflec-
tance spectra with a similar accuracy.

Figs. 5 and 6 show the comparison of modelled reflec-
tances with the MERIS measurements performed in April
5, 2003, and in July 31, 2004, respectively. According to
the BOUSSOLE data, the vertical profiles of chlorophyll
concentration show very similar vertical gradients
(~0.027 mg - m>/m) for both days, but the chlorophyll
concentration at the ocean surface was more than three
times larger in April than in July. Comparing results pre-
sented in Figs. 5 and 6, we can conclude that for both days
the coupled model shows better coincidence with the
MERIS spectra in the spectral range relevant to the chloro-
phyll absorption (400-560 nm), where pure seawater
absorption is low. Furthermore, Fig. 7 (October 5, 2006)
demonstrates the impact of the vertical gradient of the
chlorophyll concentration on the performance of the cou-
pled and uncoupled models. Using the BOUSSOLE data,
the vertical gradient of the chlorophyll concentration was
estimated as ~0.019 mg - m~>/m, which is ~1.4 times smal-
ler than the gradient in April and July (see Figs. 5 and 6,
respectively). It follows from Fig. 7 that decreasing of the
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vertical gradient leads to the improvement of the perfor-
mance of the uncoupled model.

Considering further results presented in Figs. 4-7, we
can state that

e the performance of the coupled and uncoupled RT mod-
els is approximately the same for wavelengths greater
than ~600 nm;

e the difference between modeled and measured spectra
increases in the spectral range 600-900 nm.

Simular performance of the coupled and uncoupled RT
models for wavelengths greater than ~600 nm can be
explained due to the fact that absorption of pure seawater
increases with the increasing of wavelength. Indeed, the
absorption coefficient of pure water is ~0.06m~' at
550 nm, enhances to ~0.34m~' at 650 nm and reaches
~2.6m~ " at 750 nm (see e.g. Haltrin, 2006). The increasing
of the absorption coefficient leads to the decreasing of the
photon penetration depth and, therefore, mitigates effects
caused by the vertical inhomogeneity.

The enhancement of differences between measured and
modelled spectra in the spectral range 600-900 nm can be
explained by the ignoring of inelastic scattering processes
such as vibrational Raman scattering and fluorescence in
the current version of our RT model. However, a more

matter surface conc. (0 m) max. conc. at () m vertical gradient per m
TChla 0.718 mg/m? 1.262mg/m*at 20 m 0.0272 mg/m?
small particles 0.080 mg/m? 0.164 mg/m3at20m 0.0042 mg/m?
large particles 0.732 mg/m? 1.284 mg/m3at 50 m 0.0110 mg/m?

MERIS measured/SCIATRAN modelled reftoa

deviation modelled from measured reftoa
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Fig. 5. The same as in Fig. 4, but for April 5, 2003. The mean deviation of COA and unCOA is 3.2% and 5.3%, respectively.
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matter surface conc. (0 m) max. conc. at () m vertical gradient per m
TChla 0.201 mg/m? 1.587 mg/m?3at 50 m 0.0277 mg/m3
small particles 0.045 mg/m? 0.257 mg/m3at40m 0.0053 mg/m3
large particles 0.165 mg/m? 1.704 mg/m?3at 50 m 0.0308 mg/m3

MERIS measured/SCIATRAN modelled reftoa
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Fig. 6. The same as in Fig. 4, but for July 31, 2004. The mean deviation of COA and unCOA is 6.2% and 7.5%, respectively.

realistic reason of this difference can be the lack of exact
information on atmospheric aerosol parameters.

5. Conclusion

We have discussed the theoretical background of radi-
ative transfer processes and inherent optical parameters
of the natural water implemented in the extended version
of the software package SCIATRAN. The extended
SCIATRAN versions 3.1 and greater allow users to
account for not only the radiative processes within the
atmosphere but also within the ocean including they
interaction.

Taking into account that the atmospheric radiative
transfer of the SCIATRAN software has been successfully
validated (Kokhanovsky et al., 2010), we have presented
here the validation of the oceanic radiative transfer. Com-
parisons of SCIATRAN results to the predictions of other
RT models used to solve selected well-defined test prob-
lems, covering specific aspects of the radiative transfer in
the ocean-atmosphere system (Mobley et al., 1993), have
demonstrated good performance of the extended SCIA-
TRAN version to calculate the radiative transfer within
water. In order to establish that all physical processes are
properly incorporated to describe radiative processes in
the coupled ocean-atmosphere system we have presented

comparisons of the model predictions with measurements
performed by MERIS instrument. Comparisons show
good agreement between measured and modeled reflec-
tances in the spectral range 400-550 nm where the coupling
effects are significant. This demonstrates that the extended
SCIATRAN version can be employed to model satellite
measurements of the reflected radiation performed over
oceanic sites properly accounting for the vertical distribu-
tion of oceanic parameters. The contribution of the
water-leaving radiance into the final detected signal is at
maximum approximately 10% to the backscattered radi-
ance measured by the satellite sensor. Therefore, the accu-
racy of the RT modeling at the top of the atmosphere
radiation should not exceed more than one to two percent.
Also for atmospheric retrievals of trace gases accuracy
within a few percent is needed. This also requires that
RT modeling is done at high spectral resolution as it is pro-
vided by SCIATRAN.

We have demonstrated also that employing the uncou-
pled atmospheric RT model to simulate satellite measure-
ments of the reflected radiation over the oceanic sites can
lead to systematic errors in the spectral range 400—
550 nm. These error are caused by the vertical inhomogene-
ity of the inherent optical parameters and can be significant
if e.g. the vertical profile of the chlorophyll concentration
shows strong dependence on the depth.
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matter surface conc. (0 m) max. conc. at () m vertical gradient per m
TChla 0.165 mg/m? 0.741mg/m3at30m 0.0192 mg/m?
small particles 0.072 mg/m? 0.373mg/m3at30m 0.0100 mg/m?
large particles 0.099 mg/m? 0.478 mg/m3at39m 0.0097 mg/m?
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Fig. 7. The same as in Fig. 4, but for October 10, 2006. The mean deviation of COA and unCOA is 4.5% and 4.8%, respectively.

The SCIATRAN software package is under further
development. We are working now under implementation
of inelastic scattering processes such as vibrational Raman
scattering and fluorescence of dissolved organic matter and
chlorophyll-a. We plan that the following SCIATRAN ver-
sions will be also freely available to users. It is also planned
further comparisons of the extended SCIATRAN model
predictions to in-situ measurements of radiative quantities.
In particular, data from the transatlantic cruise Ant XXIV/
4 with RV Polarstern in April/May 2008 will be used.
These data provide an information on the inherent optical
properties as well as on the light field within and above the
water.

The SCIATRAN 3.1 code has been written in FOR-
TRAN 95. The main target computer platform is Intel/
AMD PC under LINUX operating system. At this plat-
form, the program is configured to work with ifort, g95,
and gfortran compilers, where other computer platforms/
compilers can also be used. The developed software pack-
age alone with detailed User’s Guide are freely distributed
at http://www.iup.physik.uni-bremen.de/sciatran. We hope
that the presented software package can be of great impor-
tance predominantly for non-expert in radiative transfer
users that need to apply radiative transfer calculations to
own scientific work.
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