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Summary

Ocean surface topography (OST), the hills and valleys of the ocean surface, pro-
vides information on several physical phenomena at different spatial and tem-
poral scales. At scales between 100 km and 500 km, the mesoscales, the currents of
the ocean flow between the topographic highs and lows. OST measurements from
nadir radar altimeters have facilitated the study of the mean oceanic flow and
substantially improved oceanographic knowledge. At the smaller submesoscales,
10km to 100 km, variations of the OST are related to eddies and fronts. Addition-
ally, tropical and extratropical cyclones produce strong disturbances of the sur-
face topography. At the lower end of the submesoscales, with wavelengths of only
a few kilometers, internal waves produced by the interaction of tidal currents and
bottom topography leave perturbations on the height of the surface.

There is growing evidence that submesoscale eddies, and fronts are crucial in
the transport of energy, mixing of heat and nutrients, and the sea state. Further-
more, scientists have inferred that a proportion of tidal energy is dissipated in the
form of internal waves. Several processes, related to tropical and extratropical
cyclones, are poorly parameterized due to a lack of observations. Observations
of the OST at the submesoscales are crucial in helping scientists study these phe-
nomena.

Synthetic-aperture radar (SAR) is a unique remote sensing instrument, particu-
larly at C-band, capable of sensing the ocean surface at the submesoscales, with a
wide swath, and in nearly all weather conditions. Harmony, the European Space
Agency’s 10th Earth Explorer, features two SAR companion satellites. Two, out of
a total of five, years of the mission’s life will be spent in a formation where the sys-
tem will operate as a cross-track interferometer. Cross-track interferometry (XTT)
is a technique that estimates the relative height of the surface from two SAR im-
ages of the same scene. Thus, Harmony could theoretically retrieve variations of
the OST. In other words, the system could operate as a bistatic wide-swath ocean
altimeter (WSOA). At the same time, Harmony will retrieve stress-equivalent wind
fields, and instantaneous surface currents. Therefore, Harmony has the potential
of providing an unprecedented wealth of co-located simultaneous data related
to the ocean and the atmosphere. The aim of this thesis is to devise a method
to estimate submesoscale ocean surface topography with a bistatic SAR interfero-
meter, such as Harmony.

Estimating the relative topography, the relative sea-surface height (RSSH), from
SAR images using XTT is challenging when the radars operate bistatically with a
squinted line of sight, as is the case for Harmony. Although performing XTI to
estimate land topography is part of Harmony’s requirements, this does not ensure
that retrieving ocean topography with the same technique is feasible. There are
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two factors that complicate the retrieval of ocean topography: the dynamism of
the surface, and the small dynamic range of the geophysical signal.

XTI combines two SAR images taken from two locations with a cross-track sep-
aration to estimate the relative height of the surface. If the surface moves dur-
ing the elapsed time between the acquisition of the two images, then the two im-
ages lose coherence from one another and the interferometric estimate is noisy.
Thus, a key challenge in designing a bistatic WSOA is to reduce the temporal lag
between acquisitions sufficiently to minimize loss of coherence without reducing
the along-track separation of the satellite companions to the point where there
is risk of collision. At the same time, since the dynamic range of the geophysical
signal is small, the instrument sensitivity should be maximized.

Assessing the design of a bistatic WSOA requires knowledge of the interferomet-
ric sensitivity, and temporal lag. The first obstacle that we encountered was that
there is no model or analytical expression for these parameters that apply to a
bistatic SAR with a squinted line of sight. The established relations found in the
literature assume a zero-squint geometry. Hence, we use the Fourier Diffraction
Slice Theorem to derive an analytical expression for the interferometric sensitivity,
and the temporal lag. We show that forming an interferogram aligns the regions
of support of the two images in the Fourier domain at each resolution cell, and
that the temporal lag is the time offset that aligns the two regions. The sensitivity
is equal to the vertical component of the aligned wave vectors projected on the
elevation direction. We verify our results using simulations and confirm that our
analytical expressions agree with the well-established relations for sensitivity and
temporal lag for zero-squint systems.

We use the analytical expressions of sensitivity and temporal lag to build an in-
terferometric performance model that computes the standard error of the height
estimate for a formation-flying cross-track interferometer. The model considers
the following random error sources: temporal decorrelation, thermal noise, spec-
tral shift, volumetric decorrelation, and the effect of removing the phase due to
motion of the surface using the individual phase centers of the instruments. Ad-
ditionally, we derive a relation between the formation parameters that, when sat-
isfied, minimizes the effective temporal lag, while maximizing the interferometric
sensitivity. We then proceed to assess the performance over an orbit and along the
250 km-swath of an optimized formation.

Our findings show that Harmony can achieve a standard error of 1 cm to 8 cm
over the entire swath at a wind speed of 5 ms~!, except for towards the poles. By
converting the error to a spectral noise floor and comparing it to models of the
OST’s power spectral density, we translate the performance to spatial scales of
38.7km to 36.4 km depending on the slope of the spectral model. The resolution
improves with wind speed because the instrument performance is noise-driven,
and in the Bragg scattering regime electromagnetic scattering increases with sur-
face roughness, which increases with wind. At 10 ms~! Harmony resolves OST at
wavelengths of 26 km to 11 km depending on the spectral slope.

In addition to the random errors, we assess the effect of systematic errors on the
performance. We provide models for the effect of the tropospheric path delay on
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the interferometric height estimate, for baseline errors, and set a maximum phase
synchronization error that would allow retrieval of heights at the submesoscales.
The error budget allocation for the synchronization error is 1 cm, which translates
to 0.045° of phase at C-band. Finally, we mathematically analyze the sea-state
bias in depth and show that the bias depends on the integral of the product of the
modulation transfer function and the surface elevation variance spectrum.

Simulations based on the aforementioned error budget suggest that Harmony,
and other bistatic radar satellite formations with similar design, can resolve sub-
mesoscale topography. However, recent studies suggest that Harmony’s global
navigation system (GNSS)-based synchronization scheme reduces the synchron-
ization error to approximately 1.6°; leaving a residual two orders of magnitude
larger than the synchronization error allocation in Harmony’s OST error budget.
We devise a data-driven synchronization algorithm to eliminate the phase syn-
chronization residual that remains post-GNSS correction.

The algorithm uses multisquint processing and the difference in interferomet-
ric phase between regions that are sampled twice with a small time lag to estimate
the derivative of the residual, and integrates the derivative to obtain an estimate
of the residual. The algorithm achieves an unbiased root mean square error of
0.010°, reducing the phase synchronization error to within the error budget alloc-
ation. We use the wind, currents, ocean topography, significant wave height, and
directional wave spectra from ocean-atmosphere coupled models to simulate the
RSSH retrieval over a realistic scene. Our simulations confirm that before the data-
driven calibration the synchronization residual dominates the signal, making the
retrieval of RSSH extremely challenging, while retrieval after calibrating the data
with the proposed algorithm becomes possible, and is only limited by instrument
noise.

Overall, the thesis presents how one can design, analyze, and retrieve relat-
ive ocean topography at the submesoscales with a bistatic SAR interferometer.
It sets the foundations for an experimental OST product for the Harmony mis-
sion. Adding such a product to the mission would offer the first simultaneously
acquired observations of wind field, current field, directional wave spectrum, and
relative sea-surface height at high resolution and over a 250 km-wide swath.






Samenvatting

Topografie van het oceaanoppervlak (Ocean surface topography, OST), de heu-
vels en dalen van het oceaanoppervlak, geeft inzicht in verschillende fysische fe-
nomenen op verschillende ruimtelijke en temporele schalen. Op schalen tussen
100 km en 500 km, de zogenaamde submesoscales, bewegen de zeestromen zich
tussen de heuvels en dalen van de oceaan. Metingen van de OST door nadir altime-
ters hebben de studie van de gemiddelde oceaanstroming mogelijk gemaakt en
de oceanografische kennis substantieel verbeterd. Op de kleinere submesoscales,
10 km tot 100 km, zijn variaties van de OST gerelateerd aan eddies en fronten. Daar-
naast veroorzaken tropische en extratropische cyclonen sterke verstoringen van
de oppervlaktetopografie. Aan de onderkant van de submesoscales, met golfleng-
tes van slechts een paar kilometer, laten inwendige golven, geproduceerd door de
interactie van getijdenstromingen en bodemtopografie, verstoringen achter op de
hoogte van het oppervlak.

Er is steeds meer bewijs dat submesoscale eddies en fronten cruciaal zijn voor
het transport van energie, het mengen van warmte en voedingsstoffen en de staat
van de zee. Bovendien hebben wetenschappers afgeleid dat een deel van de getij-
denenergie verloren gaat in de vorm van inwendige golf. Verschillende processen
die verband houden met tropische en extratropische cyclonen zijn slecht gepa-
rametriseerd door een gebrek aan metingen. Metingen van de OST op submeso-
scales zijn cruciaal om wetenschappers te helpen deze fenomenen te bestuderen.

Synthetic-aperture radar (SAR) is een uniek remote sensing instrument, vooral
in C-band, waarmee het oceaanoppervlak op submesoscales kan worden waar-
genomen, met een grote swath en in bijna alle weersomstandigheden. Harmony,
de 10e Earth Explorer van het Europees Ruimteagentschap, bestaat uit twee SAR-
satellieten. Twee van de in totaal vijf jaar van de levensduur van de missie zullen
worden doorgebracht in een formatie waarin het systeem zal werken als een cross-
track interferometer. Cross-track interferometry (XTI) is een techniek die de rela-
tieve hoogte van het oppervlak schat uit twee SAR-beelden van dezelfde scene.
Harmony zou dus theoretisch variaties van de OST kunnen schatten. Met andere
woorden, het systeem zou kunnen werken als een bistatische wide-swath ocean
altimeter (WSOA). Tegelijkertijd zal Harmony stres-equivalente windvelden en in-
stantane zeestromen schatten. Daarom heeft Harmony het potentieel om een on-
gekende rijkdom aan gelijktijdige gegevens vanaf dezelfde locatie over de oceaan
en de atmosfeer te leveren. Het doel van dit proefschrift is om een methode te
ontwikkelen om de topografie van het oceaanoppervlak op de submesoscales te
schatten met een bistatische SAR-interferometer, zoals Harmony.

Het schatten van de relatieve topografie, de relatieve hoogte van het zeeopper-
vlak (RSSH) genoemd, uit SAR-beelden met behulp van XT1is een uitdaging als de
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radars bistatisch werken met een squinted line of sight, zoals het geval is bij Har-
mony. Hoewel het uitvoeren van XTI om landtopografie te schatten deel uitmaakt
van de Harmony-vereisten, garandeert dit niet dat het schatten van oceaantopo-
grafie met dezelfde techniek mogelijk is. Er zijn twee factoren die het schatten van
oceaantopografie ingewikkeld maken: De dynamiek van het oppervlak; het kleine
dynamische bereik van het geofysische signaal.

XTI combineert twee SAR-beelden afkomstig van twee locaties met een cross-
track afstand om de relatieve hoogte van het oppervlak te schatten. Als het opper-
vlak beweegt tijdens de tijd die verstrijkt tussen de opnames van de twee beelden,
verliezen de twee beelden hun onderlinge coherentie en is de interferometrische
schatting noisy. Een belangrijke uitdaging bij het ontwerpen van een bistatische
WSOA is dus om het tijdsverschil tussen de opnames voldoende te verkleinen om
het verlies aan coherentie te minimaliseren zonder de along-track afstand tussen
de satellieten zodanig te verkleinen dat er een risico op botsingen ontstaat. Tegelij-
kertijd moet de gevoeligheid van het instrument worden gemaximaliseerd omdat
het dynamische bereik van het geofysische signaal klein is.

Het beoordelen van het ontwerp van een bistatische WSOA vereist kennis van
de interferometrische gevoeligheid en de temporele lag. Het eerste obstakel dat
we tegenkwamen was het ontbreken van een model of analytische uitdrukking
voor deze parameters die van toepassing zijn op een bistatische SAR met een squin-
ted line of sight. De gevestigde relaties die we in de literatuur vinden, gaan uit van
een geometrie met een zero squint. Daarom gebruiken we de Fourier Diffraction
Slice Theorem om een analytische uitdrukking af te leiden voor de interferome-
trische gevoeligheid en de temporele lag. We laten zien dat het vormen van een
interferogram het support van de twee beelden in het Fourier-domein uitlijnen bij
elke resolutiecel en dat de temporele lag het tijdsverschil is dat de twee supports
uitlijnen. De gevoeligheid is gelijk aan de verticale component van de uitgelijn-
de golfvectoren geprojecteerd op de hoogterichting. We verifiéren onze resulta-
ten met behulp van simulaties en bevestigen dat onze analytische uitdrukkingen
overeenkomen met de gevestigde relaties voor gevoeligheid en temporele lag voor
een zero-squint system.

We gebruiken de analytische uitdrukkingen van gevoeligheid en temporele lag
om een interferometrisch prestatiemodel op te stellen dat de standaardfout van
de hoogteschatting berekent voor een interferometer die in formatie vliegt. Het
model houdt rekening met de volgende willekeurige foutbronnen: temporele de-
correlatie, thermische ruis, spectrale verschuiving, volumetrische decorrelatie en
het effect van het verwijderen van de fase door beweging van het oppervlak met
behulp van de individuele fasecenters van de instrumenten. Daarnaast leiden we
een relatie af tussen de formatieparameters die, als eraan voldaan wordt, de effec-
tieve temporele lag minimaliseert en tegelijkertijd de interferometrische gevoelig-
heid maximaliseert. Vervolgens beoordelen we de prestaties voor een rotatie om
de aarde en langs de 250 km lange swath van een geoptimaliseerde formatie.

Onze bevindingen laten zien dat Harmony een standaardfout van 1 ¢cm tot 8 cm
bereiken over het hele swath bij een windsnelheid van 5 m/s, behalve in de rich-
ting van de polen. Door de fout om te rekenen naar een spectrale noise floor en



xvii

deze te vergelijken met modellen van de power spectral density van de OST, verta-
len we de prestaties naar ruimtelijke schalen van 38.7 km tot 36.4 km, afthankelijk
van de spectral slope. De resolutie verbetert met de windsnelheid omdat de pres-
taties van het instrument worden bepaald door ruis en in het Bragg-regime neemt
de elektromagnetische scattering toe met de surface roughness, die toeneemt met
de wind. Bij 10m s~ lost Harmony OST op golflengten van 26 km tot 11 km op, af-
hankelijk van de spectral slope.

Naast de willekeurige fouten beoordelen we het effect van systematische fou-
ten op de prestaties. We produceren modellen voor het effect van de troposferi-
sche path delay op de interferometrische hoogteschatting, voor baseline errors en
stellen een maximale fase synchronisatiefout vast waarmee hoogtes op submeso-
scales kunnen worden geschat. Het foutenbudget voor de synchronisatiefout is
1 cm, wat overeenkomt met 0.045° van de fase op C-band. Tot slot analyseren we
op wiskundige wijze de bias van de zeestaat en laten we zien dat de bias athangt
van de integraal van het product van de modulation transfer function en het spec-
trum van de surface elevation.

Simulaties gebaseerd op het bovengenoemde foutenbudget suggereren dat Har-
mony, en andere bistatische radarsatellietformaties met een vergelijkbaar ontwerp,
topografie op submesoscales kunnen schatten. Recente studies suggereren echter
dat het op het Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS) gebaseerde synchroni-
satie van Harmony de synchronisatiefout vermindert tot ongeveer 1.6°; er blijft
een residu dat twee ordes van grootte groter is dan de synchronisatiefout die is
toegewezen in het OST-foutenbudget van Harmony. We ontwikkelen een data-
driven synchronisatiealgoritme om het fasesynchronisati residu dat overblijft na
de GNSS-correctie te elimineren.

Het algoritme gebruikt multisquint processing en het verschil in interferome-
trische fase tussen gebieden die twee keer gesampled worden met een klein tijds-
verschil, om de afgeleide van het residu te schatten, en integreert de afgeleide om
een schatting van het residu te verkrijgen. Het algoritme bereikt een gemiddelde
unbiased fout van 0.010°, waardoor de fasesynchronisatie error binnen het toe-
gewezen foutbudget blijft. We gebruiken de wind, zeestromen, oceaantopografie,
significante golfhoogte en directionele golfspectra van oceaan-atmosfeer gekop-
pelde modellen om het schatten van RSSH over een realistische scéne te simu-
leren. Onze simulaties bevestigen dat voorafgaand aan de data-driven kalibratie
het synchronisatieresidu het signaal domineert, waardoor het schatten van RSSH
extreem uitdagend wordt, terwijl het schatten na kalibratie van de data met het
voorgestelde algoritme mogelijk wordt en alleen beperkt wordt door instrument
noise.

In het algemeen laat dit proefschrift zien hoe men relatieve oceaantopografie
op submesoscales kan ontwerpen, analyseren en ophalen met een bistatische SAR-
interferometer. Het legt de basis voor een experimenteel OST-product voor de
Harmony-missie. Het toevoegen van zo’'n product aan de missie zou de eerste ge-
lijktijdig verkregen metingen van windveld, stromingsveld, directioneel golfspec-
trum en relatieve hoogte van het zeeoppervlak bieden met een hoge resolutie en
over een 250 km brede swath.
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H wxeavikf empavelaki tonoypaia (Ocean Surface Topography OST), n dia-
KOpavon g Baddoolog oTdBung oe axéon e To YEWELDEG, TapEXEL TAT|POPO-
pleg oXeTIK& PE TOAAG PUOIKE PAIVOUEVA OE SIAPOPEG XWPLKEG KL XPOVIKEG
KAlpoxeg. ZTig kAlpakeg petagy 100 km kot 500 km, eniong Yvwoté6 wg peoaieg
KAHOKEG, T WKEAVIKE pEUHATA PEOUV AVANET A TTOUG AOPOUG KAl TIG KOIA&DEG
NG eMPaveLag. OL HETPTOELG TNG WKEAVIKTG EMPAVELXKTG TOTTOYpaWiag and 6o-
PLPOPLIKA aATipeTpa £xovv KaTaoTACEL TN HEAETT TNG PEOTIG WKEAVIKTG POTIG
duvaTf) kat éxovv e€eAiEel TNV wKeavoypaPIkh YvOoT) o€ afloonueimto Pabpudb.
ZTIG UKPATEPEG, OV TW KAAOVUEVEG UTTOUETALEG, KATpaKeG peTagD 10 km pe 100 km,
ot Stakvphvoelg TG Tonoypaiag oxetiCovtal pe BaAdooleg diveg kal pétwna.
Eniong, ot Tpomikol kat eEwTpoTikol KUKAMVEG TPOKAAOUV LaXUPEG Slatapaxég
010 VYOG TNG EMPAEVELXG. ZTO XAUNAO OPLO TWV VTOUETAIWV KALP&KWV, OTTOV T
PUOLIKA @atvopeva £xouv NfKoG KUIATOG PEPIKOV HOALG XIALOPETPWV, TA TTXALP-
POTK& pevpaTA AAANAETLOPOVV PE TA ECWTEPIKE KOPATA KOl QPTiVOUV TO ATOTU-
WU TOUG O TNV ETMPAEVELX UTTO TT) LOPPT) VWOUETPLKDV SLAKVIAVOEWV.

Yndapyxovv avéavopeva otolxeia 6Tt oL diveg kal Ta pétwna pe peyéBn vmope-
oaiag kKAlpokag eltval kplopa otn peTawopd evépyelag, otnv avaugn Bepudtn-
TG KoL BPEMTIKOV OVOLOYV, Kt o TNV KaTdotaon BaAdoong. EmmAéov, oL emoth-
HOVEG €XOUV GUUTEPAVEL TTWG PEPOG TNG TAALPPOIKNG eVEpYelag SlayéeTal umod
TN HOPYT) ECWTEPIKMV KVPATWV. ApKeTES PuOLkéG dladikaaieg mov axeTilovTal
L€ TPOTIKOUG Kl EEWTPOTKOUG KUKADVEG, Elval EAATIOG TAPAUETPOTOLNUEVEG
AOYw EAAeLYNG peTPToEwV. METPTIOELG TNG WKEAVIKTG TOTOYPXPIAG OTIG UTTOLIE-
oaieg kKAlpakeg elval avaykaieg yia T HEAETN QUTOV TV PALVOUEVOYV.

To pavtdap cuvBeTikoU avoiypatog (synthetic-aperture radar SAR) eivat éva po-
vadikd 6pyavo ThAeToKOTN GG, EOIK& TN {dvn ouxvéTnTag C, mov dvvatal va
QVIYVEVOEL TNV WKEAVIKT EMUPAVELX O TLG UTTOPETA{EG KATIAKEG, NE NEYAAO EVPOG
KaL og oxedov O6Aeg 116 Katptkég ouvlfkes. H anmootoAf) Harmony, to dékato
Earth Explorer tov Evpwmndikod Opyaviopov Atactijpatog (EOA), anmoteAeital
amt6 500 SopuPopoug SAR. Z1a dUo and Ta TEVTE Xpovia {wTG TNG ATOG TOATG, Ot
dopupdpol Ba elval oe oxnuatiopd PETAE) TOUG EMTPENOVTAG TOVUG VU AELTOUP-
YoUv g éva eykGpato ovpfoAldpetpo. H eykdpoia ovpforopetpia (cross-track
interferometry XTT) eivat pia TeXvIKT TOU EKTIPE TO OXETIKO VW OG TNG EMUPAVELAG
arnd dvo elkdveg SAR 1ng (diag meploxfs. Emopévwg, 1 Harmony Ba éxet, Bewpn-
TIK&, TN SuvaTOTNTH VO eKTIPROEL TIG peTaPoAég Tou OST. Me GAAa Aoy, TO
oVotnua B pnopoloe va AelToupyNoel G Eva SlaTATIKO WKEAVIKO XATIIETPO
pey&Aov mAatoug (wide-swath ocean altimeter WSOA). Tavtéxpova, n Harmony
Oa peTPd MESiK TACIKOU AVTIOTOLXOV AVELIOU KO ETILPAVELNKE pevnaTa. Apa, 1)
Harmony Ba éxet n Suvatotnta va mapéxel Eévav Gvev TPOnYOUREVOU TAOUTO

Xix
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ToUTOXPOVLWV TAUTOXWPWV (OTNV (Bl TomoBeaia) WKEAVIKOV KAl ATIOCPALPL-
KoV dedopévwv. O oT1dX0G avThg NG SlatpiPiig elvar N emaywyf piag pebddov
EKTIINONG TNG WKEAVIKTIG TOTOYPXPIXG UTONETAING KATPHOKQG e TN XpHioT) €VOG
dlotatikov ovpPoldueTpov SAR, 6w To Harmony.

H extipnon tng oxeTikng TomoYpaiag, To OXETIKO VYOG TNG EMPAVELAG TNG
B acoag (RSSH), and eik6veg SAR péow touv XTI anoteAel mpdkAnon 6tav Ta
pavTdp AelTovpyYoUV dloTaTik& pe Ao&T (un k&Betn otV katevBuvon kivnong
ToV SopuPHPOVL) oTTIKT) Ypapuf), 6nws cvpPaivel oto Harmony. Evo n xpfion Tou
XTI yia v ektipnon Tng Tonoypa@iag otn oTepLd anmoTeAel p€pog TV amaLTi)-
oewv Tov Harmony, avtd dev eEaa@alilel 6Tt 1) eKTINON TNG WKEAVIKTG TOTO-
ypagiag pe tnv (dia Texviki elvat e@ikTh. Yndpxouvv 600 mapdyovieG OV TEPL-
TAEKOVV TNV eKTIUNON TNG wKeavikig Tomoypagiag: H kivnon tng empavelag,
Kol 1o pkpd duvapikd e0Pog TV YEWPUOIKOU GTUATOG.

To XTI ouvdualel dvo elkdveg SAR g (dlag meploxig mov Exouvv AngBel and
800 tomoBeaieg pe kK&BeTn ypapupf PGong yia va EKTIPAOEL TO OXETLKO VYOG TNG
enmpavelag. Eav n empdvela kiveitatl kKot tn Sidpkela Tov xpOvou oV JEGO-
AaPel petagd g ANYng twv 800 elkOvVwV, TOTE oL V0 EIKOVEG XAVOUV T OU-
VOXH) TOUG Kat ) GUIPOAOPETPIKT eKTIINOT YiveTan BopuP®ddne. Etot, mia faciki
pOKANGN oTOV OXESLAa 6 £vOG SuoTatikoy WSOA eival ) peiwaon Tng Xpovikig
Vo TEPNONG HETAED TWV AP EWV ApKETA WO TE va eEAaxLoToTOLNOel N andAela ov-
voxfig xwpig va petwBetl o Staxwplopds kKatd pikog Tng Tpoxtds Twv dopupdpwv
o€ anueio mov va vndpyel kivduvvog ovykpovong. Tavtdxpova, kabmwg To duva-
k6 €0POG TOV YEWPUOIKOV ouatog elval nkpd, nevaltodnoia tov opydvov mpé-
TIEL va peytotomotnOei.

H a&loAéynon tov oxedlaopov evog diotatikov WSOA anattel tn yvoaon tng
ovpPolopetpikic evatoOnoiag kat TG xpovikfg votépnong. To mp®wTo epnddio
IOV oLVVAVTHoAUE ATAV OTL AUTEG OL TAPAPETPOL SEV €XOUV KATIOLO POVTEAOD 1)
QVOAUTIKT) TXPAOTACT) IOV Vi LoXVEL 0TV TEPIMTWOT VOGS OLloTaTikoU SAR pe
Ao&f omtikt| ypappf, kaB®hg oL vnépyxovoeg mapaoTaoels atn PLpAloypaia vmo-
BéTouv pia yewpetpia xwpic Ao&h otk ypappf. Q¢ ek T00TOV, XPNGLUOTTOLOVIE
10 Be®pnua Fourier Diffraction Slice yia va e§&yovpe pa avaAvtikf) €k@paaon
yia 11 ovpfolopetpiki] evatoOnoia kat Tn Xpovikf) vatépnor. Aslyvovpue 6TL 1)
dnovpyia evog ovpPfoAoypagiuatog evBuypappilel To medio vmooTpLENG TWV
dV0 elkdvwv, oto nedio Fourier, oe kGBe keAl kat 6TL 1) xpoviki) votépno elval
1 XpoVIkf petatdmion mov evBuypapnilel ta dvo nedia. H evatoBnoia eivat ion
pe v poPoAi| Tng K&BeTnG ouVIoTOTAG TG Slaopds TwV evBuypaplopé vov
dlavvop&twv xOpatog otnv kKatevBuvan Tov VWoug. EnaAnBevovpe Ta anote-
AéoUOTA PaG XPNOLIOTOLWVTAG TIPOTOUOLOOELG Kol EMIBEPatdVOVIE OTL OL xva-
AVTIKEG EELOMOELG TUIYWVOUV HE TIG KaBlepwuéveg oxETeLS Yia TNV evatoOnoia
KQL TN XpoVvIKi votépnon Yyt cvoThpata pndevikfc AogoTnTaG.

Xp1MOo1poToLoVE TIG AVAAVTIKEG TAPaTTAOELS TNG evatadnoiag kat Tng xpovt-
KNG voTéPNONG Yl va opioovpe €va HovTéAO oUPPOAOUETPLKTG anddoang Tov
vnoAoyiCel To TUMLKO oPEApX TNG EKTIPNONG TOV DWOUG VOGS EYKEPTLOV aupfo-
Abpetpov mov amoteAeital and dopupodpovg o€ oxnuationd. To povtédo Aap-
Béaver umown TIg ak6Aovbeg Tvxaieg TNYEG CPAANATWV: XPOVIKT KTTOGVOXETLOT),



Bepuik6 B6puPo, PaoPATIKA LETATOTLOT), OYKOUETPLKT) ATTOGUOXETLON, KOL TNV
enmidpaan g aaipeang TG Yaong Adyw tng kivnaong tng eMPAVeLRG XPToL-
HOTIOLOVTAG TA EEXWPLOTE KEVTPA PACTG TV 0pY&vwVv. EmmAéov, e€dyoupe pua
OXEOT HETAEY TWV TAPAUETPWV TXNUATIOUOV IOV OTAV IKAVOTIOLE{TaL EAQYLOTO-
ToLel TN XpOVIKT) VO TéPNOT, EVO peytoTomolel Tn aupfoAopeTpikt evatoOnoia.
211 oUVEXELR, TPOXWPOVHE oTNV afloAdynomn NG anddoong o€ pa TpoL& Kot
KaTh pfKog Tou TAGTOUG e1kO VG 250 km VO BeATIOTOTTOINUEVOV OXNUATIONOD.

Ta evpApaté pog deiyvovv 611 To Harmony propel va emitOxeL Eva Tumiik6 o d-
Apa 1em pe 8 cm 6Tav 1 TaxOTNTA AvEPoL Llo0VTAL PE 5ms™ 1 ge OAOKANPT TNV
TpOXL&, pe e€aipeon TG MOAKEG EPLOXEG. MeTaTpEMOVTAG TO OYAANX OE Pa-
opatikd 06pufo kat CVYKPIVOVTAG TO PE HOVTEAN TNG PATUATIKTG TUKVOTNTAG
toxvog tov OST, petapaiovue Tnv anddoan on duvatdTnTa TOLV OPY&VOUL VX
dlakpivel xwptkég kAlpakeg 38.7 km pe 36.4 km, avéAoya Tng kKAlong Tov paopa-
TIKoU povtéAov. H avadAvon PeATIOVETAL PE TNV TAXVTNTX TOV avEHOU €MELST
n anddoon Tov opy&vou efaptaTal and 1o BGpuPo kot 0To KaBeTTMOG TKEDA-
ong Bragg n nAektpopayvntiki) okédaon au&veTal pe TNV TPAXUTNTA TNG ETL-
@a&velag, n omoia avédvetal pe Tov Gvepo. e 10ms~! to Harmony Siakpivet To
OST o¢ pfikn kOpatog 26 km pe 11 km avéAoya Tng paopatikic KAiong.

[Tépa amd T TUXAi TPAApATY, afloAoYoUUE TNV EMOPACT) TWV CUCTNUKTL-
KOV opaApdtwv atnyv anddoaor). [Tapéxovpe povtéda yia tnyv enidpaom tng Tpo-
Moo PuIPLKNG kKabBuoTtépnong Siadpoufig otnv ekTipunon Tov GUPIPOAOUETPLKOV
VYoVuG, Yl Ta oEApata TG ypapuig P&ong kat opilovpe éva péytoto oaApa
PagkoV ouyxpoviopov mov Ba enétpene TNV didkplon Tou peTpnuévouv HLWog
oTIG vopeoaieg kKAlpakeg. H ouvelo@op& Tov 0EANATOG OUYXPOVIGIOU OTOV
npolmoAoytopo¥ o@aApaTog eivat 1 cm, To omoio peta@paletal oe p&on 0.045°
otn {wvn C. Ev téAel, avadvouvpe pabnuatik@ tn peEpoAnvia TnG KatdoTaong
Baddoong kat Selyvouvpe 6TL n pepoAnyia eEaptdTtal amd 1o oAokAfpwua Tov
YLVOPEVOU TNG GUVAPTNOTG LETAPOPEG SLApdOPPWONG KL TOV PATUATOG dLaKV-
HOVOTG ETLPAVELRKOV VY OUG.

Ounpocopol®oels mov facifovral otov npoavagepBévta npolimoloylopd GoA-
pé&twv deixvouv 6L To Harmony, kat GAAot Sopuvgopikol oxnuatiopol diotott-
KOV pavTép pe napdpolo oxediaond, pmopovv va dlakpivouy Tnyv Tonoypayio oe
vnopeoaia kAlpaka. Qot600, Tpdo@ateg peAETeG delxvouv 6TL 0 TUYXPOVIOUOG
Tov Harmony nov faaifetat oto Iaykdouio Aopugpopik6 Zvotnua [TAofjynong
(Global Navigation Satellite System GNSS) pet®vel 1o 0GANX GUYXPOVIONOV O€
nepinmov 1.6°- Gpa vmoAeinetal éva oaApa 6o taéels neyéBoug peyaAdvtepo a’
6,7t B émpeme P&oel Tov Mpoumoloylopov. Exovpe oxedidoel évav aAydpiBpo
oVYXPOVIoRoU TTov xpnotpomnotel Ta dedopéva yia va apatp€oel To UTOAELTOIEVO
op&Apa ouyxpoviouov.

O aAyoptBuog xpnowomnotel Ty Texviki multisquint kat tn dixpopd NG oup-
PoAopeTpikiig paang meplox®v mov SelypatoAnmrovvral 00 PopEéG Ne HIKPT
XPOVLIKT] VOTEPNOT), Y1 VX EKTIPAOEL TNV TXPAYWYO TOV UTTOAO(TIOV KXl V& OAO-
KANPOOEL TNV TAPEYW YO KAL VX EKTIUATEL TO UTOAELTOPEVO OEApa. O adyopld-
HOG EMTVYX&VEL EVA AUEPOANTITO HETO TETPAYWVIKO T&Apa 0.010°, pet®vovTag
TO OPGAPA TUYXPOVIOO0U KATW atd To 6pLlo Tov TPOoUTOAOYLOHOU OPAANATOG.
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XpnouonoloVpe Tov AVENO, T PEVHATA, TNV TOTOYPAPIQ, TO ONUAVTIKO VYOG
KUPQTOG KOl TO KVHOTIKO @Aopua and noviéAa wKeavoU-aTHOoPALPOG YIX TN
peaAloTikf) mpooopoiwan TG ektipnang tov RSSH. Ot tpooopot®aelg pog emt-
pepardvouv 611 mptv and tn Pabpovéuncn Paoel dedopévwv To VTOAELTOPEVO
opaApa ovyxpovionol kuplapxel oto ofjua, kaBlotwvrtag Tn dtdkpion tov RSSH
500KOAN, VD 1) dLdkpLlon HETE TNV EQAPHOYT] TOV TTPOTELVOREVOL aAYopLBuov
kaBiotatal duvaTh) kot meplopileTat pévo and 1o B6pufo Tov opydvov.

H Swatptpiy oto 00voAd tng mapovot&lel Tov TpOTO OXESIAOOV, aVEAVOTG,
Kol EKTUNO MG TOV OXETIKOU BAGo aLlov VYouG OTLG UTOUET aleG KATUQKEG IE TN
xpfion diotatikoV cupfoAdpetpou SAR. O&tel TIG PATELG VI TNV TEPAUATIKT
pétpnon tov OST and v anootoAf) Harmony. H npooBfjxn avtiig Tng pétpnong
oTNV anocToAf Ba TPoTEWepe TIG TPMTEG TAVTOXPOVEG HETPTOELG TOU eSOV
avépov, Tov Tediov peVIATOG, TOU KUPIATIKOU (PAOPATOG KL TOU TXETIKOU UYOUG
G BaAGoolag em@avelag o€ VYNATN av&AvoT kal pe TAGTog 250 km.



Introduction

O UR planetis a dynamic system where a series of processes and feedback mech-
anisms regulate the transport of heat and nutrients. The processes occur at
several spatial and temporal scales, and interact with one another due to their
non-linear physics. Any picture of these processes would be wholly inadequate
without the body of water that receives the majority of solar radiation and trans-
ports heat, carbon, and nutrients globally: the ocean. Currents are the primary
mechanism through which the ocean transports these properties. Thus, under-
standing the ocean currents is of critical importance to understanding the ocean’s
role in the planet’s uptake of heat and the exchange of heat, carbon, and nutrients
with the atmosphere.

The vastness of the ocean makes in situ measurement of the global circulation
onaregular basis impractical. Itis for this reason that oceanographers have turned
to remote sensing to study the ocean. Since the 1980s and the launch of Seasat,
the data collected by remote sensing satellites, particularly radar nadir altimeters,
have been instrumental in improving oceanographic knowledge [1]. Despite their
contributions, limitations in the spatial footprint and the spatial sampling of nadir
altimeters mean that the instruments do not resolve processes that occur below
scales of 100 km.

Without information on these smaller scales, we cannot form a complete pic-
ture of the role that currents play on the climate, on the lateral, and on the ver-
tical transport of heat and nutrients in the ocean. At the same time, there has
been growing interest in multistatic synthetic-aperture radar (SAR) in the form of
companion satellites because of its flexibility and cost-effectiveness. This thesis
explores the modeling, design, and calibration of multistatic SAR instruments and
answers the question of how to design such an instrument to resolve ocean sub-
mesoscale currents.

1.1. Oceanic Submesoscale Currents

In the previous paragraphs we have talked about processes with spatial scales
smaller than 100 km. It is more apt to adopt the proper oceanographic terms for
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the processes, the mesoscales, and the submesoscales. The oceanic submeso-
scale currents are flows in the form of fronts, wakes, and vortices at the surface
and interior of the ocean. They have horizontal scales in the order of 0.1 km to
10 km, vertical scales from 0.01km to 1km, and temporal scales in the order of
hours to days [2]. Their name alludes to their intermediate size between meso-
scale currents and microscale turbulence.

There is growing evidence, through theoretical and numerical studies, that sub-
mesoscale currents play a critical role in the energy transfer, the mixing of heat
and nutrients, and the sea state. Studies suggest that the submesoscales act as a
conduit between the mesoscale eddies and the microscale turbulence, by break-
ing the geostrophic balance and forming an energy cascade to the dissipating mi-
croscales [2-4]. Submesoscale currentslead to the formation of fronts and vortices
with large vertical velocities [5], transferring properties from the upper to the deep
ocean [6]. Finally, SAR and altimeter observations confirm that submesoscale cur-
rents interact with waves, driving a significant part of their variability [7, 8].

1.2. Geostrophy: From Heights to Currents

You might be wondering why we have used currents and the need for their meas-
urement as a motivation for ocean altimeters, which are instruments that meas-
ure surface height. The answer lies in a phenomenon known as geostrophy. We
briefly introduce geostrophy in this section.

Over scales of tens of kilometers and away from the edges of the Ekman layer
the flow of the ocean is horizontally and vertically balanced. Horizontally, the
pressure gradient force due to currents, tides, and changes in barometric pressure
balances the Coriolis force due to Earth’s rotation. This balance is known as the
geostrophic balance, or simply as geostrophy[9]. Vertically, the pressure gradient
force balances the gravitational force. These two balances are approximately true
for the major current systems of the globe, such as the Gulf Stream, the Kuroshio,
and the Antarctic Circumpolar Current[10].

We will arrive at the geostrophic equations by starting from the Navier-Stokes
momentum balance

1
Dyv=—-Vp—V® —2Q x v+ Fy, (1.1)
p

where v is the parcel velocity, D, represents the material derivative with respect
to time, p is the density of the water, V f is the gradient of scalar field f, p is the
pressure, ¢ is the geopotential, 2 is Earth’s angular velocity, and F¢ represents
the friction force per unit mass. The geopotential is the sum of the true gravit-
ational potential and the centrifugal potential. The term 292 x v is the Coriolis
acceleration.

We assume that the flow is steady and that the non-linear terms and the fric-
tion terms are small compared to the pressure and gravitational terms. Then (1.1)
becomes

1
20X v=—-Vp— V. (1.2)
p
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Writing the horizontal and vertical components separately gives

O.p = pf, (1.3)
dyp = —pfu, (1.4)
9.p = —py, (1.5)

where in (1.3), and (1.4) f = 2Qsin ¢ is the Coriolis parameter with ¢ represent-
ing the latitude. In (1.5) we have assumed that the vertical coordinate is small
compared to the distance to the Earth’s center of mass to approximate the geo-
potential as ® = &( + gz[9]. Equation (1.5) gives the well-known expression of
hydrostatic balance, while (1.3), and (1.4), are the geostrophic equations.

The geostrophic and hydrostatic relations tell us that the horizontal pressure
gradients determine the horizontal flow of the ocean. If we define z = 0 to be the
surface of the geoid, —h to be a level surface at a shallow depth below the geoid
and ¢ to be the height of the sea surface, then integrating (1.5) gives the pressure
at the shallow depth

¢
p=po+ / p(2)g(p,2)dz, (1.6)
—h

where py is the atmospheric pressure at the geoid. Assuming a vertically homo-
geneous ocean over the small shallow layer between the sea surface and depth
—h, and assuming that the changes in the gravitational acceleration within the
shallow layer are negligible allows us to take p and g out of the integral in (1.6).
Substituting into (1.3) and (1.4) gives

g

0,C 1.7
v="50:C 1.7)
u= f% 8,¢. (1.8)

Equations (1.7), and (1.8) relate the horizontal components of the velocity to the
horizontal derivatives of the topography ¢. This property of geostrophic currents
allows us to estimate the mean currents from satellite altimeter measurements of
the ocean topography.

1.2.1. Note on Terminology

In this thesis we investigate the retrieval of ocean topography from SAR data with a
technique called cross-track interferometry. There are several terms of art relating
to the topography of the ocean. To help the reader disambiguate between them,
we explain the terms most relevant to this thesis and illustrate them in Figure 1.2.1.

* The geoid is the level surface that the ocean would form if it was at rest.

* Thereference ellipsoid is a smooth approximation of the geoid, and itis used
to define Earth-based coordinate systems.

* The sea-surface height (SSH) is the distance between the sea surface and the
reference ellipsoid.
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Figure 1.1.: Ocean topography terms that are relevant to this thesis.

* The ocean surface topography (OST) is also a measurement of the surface
height, but with respect to the geoid instead of the reference ellipsoid.

* The spatially mean surface is the mean of the sea surface at a given instant
of time.

* Therelative OST or relative SSH (RSSH) is the height of the surface above the
level of the spatially mean surface.

* The sea-surface height anomaly (SSHA) is the surface height relative to a
temporal mean of the SSH.

A cross-track interferometer senses variations in the surface height as changes
in the phase of the interferometric signal from —= rad to 7 rad. Thus, the interfer-
ometer is sensitive to the relative height with respect to the mean height of the
surface being imaged. In this thesis, we call this quantity relative SSH or relative
OST. It should not be confused with SSHA, which is the height relative to the tem-
poral mean of the surface not the instantaneous spatial mean.
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1.3. Tropical and Extratropical Cyclones

Tropical (TC) and extratropical cyclones (ETC) have a large impact on the ocean
and the atmosphere, and thus are an important part of understanding climate
change. They also have a significant societal impact, as they are one of the deadli-
est weather phenomena. Tropical and extratropical cyclones produce a series of
dangerous weather events such as extreme winds, high sea states, storm surges,
and intense rainfall. Accurate modeling and forecasting of these cyclones are im-
portant for both climate science and society.

TCs and ETCs draw most of their energy from the ocean in the form of heat,
and they interact with the atmosphere and the ocean through a series of feedback
mechanisms. Wind variations over the ocean drive waves, which exchange energy
with cyclones. Strong winds enhance the transport of heat from the ocean, while
at the same time increasing the vertical transfer of heat in the ocean, lowering the
sea surface temperature and reducing the flow of heat to the cyclone. ETCs can
also be the focal point of wave energy from which swell waves originate [11]. These
processes are not included in models or forecasts due to a lack of parametrization.

As cyclones move over the ocean, they leave behind them a wake, either in the
form of a plume or of inertial waves. The waves have strong, persistent signa-
tures that can be observed through several physical parameters. The strongest
anomalies are seen in temperature, and height and persist after the cyclone has
passed [12]. TCs interact with the sea surface temperature through heat transport
to the atmosphere, vertical mixing, and Ekman upwelling [13]. The strong vari-
ations of wind that cyclones induce form cold wakes, which present as anomalies
in the sea surface temperature with values up to 10°C [14]. The strong pressure
variations within the cyclone cause vertical displacements, which manifest as sea
surface height anomalies. SSHAs can reach up to 30 cm to 50 cm [15, 16]. These
temperature and height phenomena play a role in the intensification of the cyc-
lone [13].

The interaction of cyclones with several geophysical properties of the ocean at
kilometer scale highlights the beneficial potential of high-resolution wide-swath
co-located observations of surface roughness, stress-equivalent wind, currents,
directional wave spectra, and relative SSH that a SAR can offer. Specifically, C-
band radar has less rain attenuation than higher-frequency radars or scatteromet-
ers, allowing it to receive scattering from within the eye of the cyclone. Currently,
no remote sensing instrument is capable of observing these geophysical paramet-
ers within the inner core of cyclones. Sentinel-1 data offers an opportunity to
study TC and ETC cases in terms of surface roughness, stress-equivalent wind
speed, and wave spectra [16]. However, the instrument is limited to a single line of
sight, precluding the retrieval of topography and of the asymmetric components
of the aforementioned parameters.

1.4. Harmony

Harmony is the European Space Agency’s tenth Earth Explorer. Earth Explorers
are breakthrough research missions proposed by the scientific community, and
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focused on delivering findings to improve the scientific understanding of our planet.
Harmony is a multi-domain mission that will provide measurements of surface
motion over land, ice, and the ocean.

The mission consists of two satellites, called companions, orbiting in convoy
with a Copernicus Sentinel-1 synthetic-aperture radar (SAR) satellite. Each com-
panion has two instruments: a passive SAR, which uses Sentinel-1’s radar as an
illuminator, and a multi-view Thermal Infra-red (TIR) instrument. Since the SARs
of the companions use Sentinel-1’s radar as the illuminator, they are bistatic radars.

The convoy will alternate between two different phases during the lifetime of
the mission. In the stereo phase, the convoy will share the orbital plane with
Sentinel-1. One companion will lead, while the other will lag Sentinel-1 with each
of them having a mean separation of 350 km from Sentinel-1. In this phase, Har-
mony will use the different lines of sight of the companions to estimate velocity
vectors of the surface. Over the oceans, this translates to kilometer-scale estim-
ates of the instantaneous surface current velocity, stress-equivalent wind velocity,
and directional wave spectra. Harmony will be the first mission to provide simul-
taneous estimates of these parameters at kilometer scale.

The second phase is known as the cross-track interferometry (XTI) phase. In
this configuration, the companions fly in a close formation 350 km behind Sentinel-
1. The formation is designed for cross-track interferometry, a technique that com-
bines two SAR images of the same scene taken from different positions to estim-
ate the surface height. The objectives of the XTI phase are to produce estimates of
three-dimensional land deformation, and surface elevation time series of glaciers,
icebergs, and volcanoes.

The mission has no ocean-related objectives in the XTI phase. The reason is
that single-pass XTI of the ocean surface with a multisatellite bistatic system has
numerous challenges. The concept of using interferometry to estimate ocean to-
pography has been proposed by Rodriguez et al. as Wide-swath Ocean Altimetry
(WSOA)[17]. The concept employs two side-looking SARs, placed on a single satel-
lite with a cross-track separation, to interferometrically estimate the relative sur-
face heights over a swath of tens of kilometers together with a nadir altimeter that
provides absolute estimates of the surface topography. WSOA solves the sampling
limitations of nadir altimeters that render them unable to resolve oceanic pro-
cesses with wavelengths below 100 km. On the 16th of December 2022, NASA and
CNES launched the Surface Water and Ocean Topography mission that is the evol-
ution of the WSOA concept.

Bringing the WSOA concept to Harmony would provide two years of additional
data of ocean surface topography at the submesoscales. Furthermore, the height
estimates from Harmony complement the data from SWOT nicely, as an inter-
ferometer with a medium- to far-range incidence angle, as is the case with Har-
mony, will receive a signal with a high normalized radar cross-section (NRCS) at
medium to high winds, while an almost nadir-looking interferometer will receive
asignal with declining NRCS as the wind increases due to the dominant scattering
mechanisms being Bragg and specular at these incidence angles, respectively. Im-
portantly, the synergy of a potential RSSH product with the other ocean-related
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Harmony products will provide an unprecedented opportunity to study submeso-
scale eddies, fronts, cyclones, and internal waves.

In the XTI phase, Harmony loses one of its two views because one of the com-
panions moves from being symmetrically displaced from Sentinel-1 to a close
formation with the second companion. However, the system will maintain two
views (Sentinel-1 and the companions), making retrieval of two-dimensional stress-
equivalent wind vectors, and surface currents possible, albeit with degraded per-
formance. Directional wave spectra retrieval also remains viable. Thus, the ad-
dition of RSSH to the capabilities of Harmony will provide the first set of high-
resolution, wide-swath estimates of stress-equivalent wind vectors, surface cur-
rent vectors, directional wave spectra, and RSSH. This will be unique, particularly
in the case of TCs and ETCs, as it will allow scientists to study at least one projec-
tion of the inertial motion that the cyclone injects into the ocean, as well as the
vertical displacement of the surface, and the low-pressure surge. Due to the per-
sistence of the cold wake after the cyclone’s passing, the sea-surface temperature
of the cold wake might be visible at a later acquisition through Harmony’s TIR
instrument.

However, designing a multi-satellite bistatic interferometer is, as explained in
the following chapters, challenging. The work in this thesis aims to answer the
question of how to model and design a bistatic wide-swath ocean altimeter, how
to overcome the challenge of sensing a dynamic decorrelating surface, and how
to calibrate the data to retrieve ocean surface topography. The ultimate aim is to
introduce an experimental ocean surface topography product for Harmony.

1.5. Research Objectives

This thesis focuses on the following objective at the intersection of remote sens-
ing and oceanography: estimating submesoscale ocean surface topography with
bistatic SAR interferometry. The objective is multifaceted and touches several top-
ics. Firstly, to determine if we can achieve it, we need to accurately model the per-
formance of an interferometer estimating the ocean topography. Accurate mod-
eling requires studying the stochastic processes governing the surface and its rela-
tionship with the scattered electromagnetic signal. Secondly, the performance de-
pends on parameters such as the sensitivity to height and the temporal lag which
do not have models for cases with highly squinted beams, as is the case for Har-
mony. Finally, one of the big challenges with bistatic systems is phase synchroniz-
ation. Thus, any interferometer that aims to estimate small signals such as ocean
topography needs a calibration algorithm to remove dominant time- varying sys-
tematic errors such as phase synchronization residuals. The research presented
in the next chapters aims to answer the following questions:

Question 1. What is the expected accuracy of interferometric estimates of ocean
surface topography obtained from a bistatic system?

To answer the question, we need to identify the sources of error, random and
systematic, and model their effect on the interferometric estimate. One of the
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primary sources of error in interferometric estimates of the ocean topography is
temporal decorrelation. Temporal decorrelation occurs when the two SAR im-
ages that form the interferogram lose coherence because of changes in the scene
during the time that elapses between their acquisition. Formation-flying systems
have a tangential separation that varies along the orbit. Such systems have alower
bound on the tangential separation that safe satellite operations permit. The lower
bound is larger than the coherence time of the ocean surface. Thus, retrieving
ocean surface topography from a formation-flying interferometer is challenging.

The accuracy of the interferometric estimate in terms of standard deviation
does not tell us the spatial scales that the instrument will resolve. In an ocean-
ographic context, spatial resolution is defined in terms of the wavelength. Thus,
to assess the spatial resolution, we determine the spectral envelope of the instru-
ment and compare it against the power spectral density (PSD) of the ocean surface
topography.

Question 2. What is the sensitivity of an interferometer with a significantly squin-
ted beam?

The performance of an interferometer depends, particularly in cases where the
geophysical signal is small such as ocean surface topography, on the sensitivity to
height and motion. Mathematical formulations of the sensitivity assume a mono-
chromatic signal and planar zero-Doppler viewing geometry. Assumptions that
break down in forward- or backward-looking systems. Therefore, to assess the
performance of an interferometer with a squinted beam, we require a new model
for interferometric sensitivity.

Question 3. To what degree can we correct the data to reduce the phase-synchroni-
zation error with a data-driven algorithm?

In answering the first research question, we developed an error budget for the
OST estimate of a formation-flying interferometer. The error budget shows that
for a bistatic system, the phase synchronization error dominates the error budget.
Specifically, in the case of Harmony, the error, if left unmitigated, will render OST
retrieval impossible. Furthermore, it will impact core mission products. The Har-
mony engineers have designed a GNSS-based synchronization scheme to mitig-
ate the error. Initial studies suggest that the suppression achieved by this scheme
is not enough to allow retrieval of OST. Thus, we need to suppress the residual
thatremains after synchronizing the phases of the Harmony radars with the GNSS-
based scheme further. Our approach is to use information included in the data to
do so.

1.6. Outline

In Chapter 2, we introduce a measurement concept for the retrieval of OST with
a multisatellite interferometer. We investigate two different systems: one with
the design of Harmony, featuring a separate illuminator and two bistatic compan-
ions, and a quasi-monostatic system with one satellite acting as both transmitter
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and receiver, and a bistatic companion. We optimize the formation to leverage
the squint to reduce the effective temporal lag sufficiently to avoid complete tem-
poral decorrelation of the received signals. By identifying and characterizing the
sources of random error, we build a model for the standard deviation of the OST
estimate. We then convert the noise floor to a spectral envelope and intercept it
with different models of the PSD of the sea surface height to assess the spatial res-
olution of the instrument. Furthermore, we analyze the main sources of system-
atic errors and mathematically analyze in-depth the sea-state bias of the estimate.

Chapter 3 studies the fundamental relation between viewing geometry, and in-
terferometric sensitivity and spectral shift. Instead of using a geometric approxim-
ation, as is commonly done in the literature, we use the Fourier Diffraction Slice
Theorem to derive the sensitivity from the region of support of the signals in the
Fourier domain. The analytical form of the sensitivity that we derive is valid for
both planar configurations, and configurations with widely squinted beams. Fur-
thermore, it works for monostatic, and multistatic systems. Thus, Chapter 3 an-
swers the second research question.

In Chapter 4 we set out to answer the third research question. We present an al-
gorithm that estimates the first order time derivative of the post-GNSS synchron-
ization residual, and then integrates it to estimate the residual. The algorithm
estimates the derivative by combining two techniques: multisquint processing,
which divides SAR images into subapertures and forms the differential interfero-
grams between the subapertures, computing the differential interferogram of cer-
tain regions in the SAR images that are acquired twice with a small lag between
the two acquisitions due to the sensing timeline of the instrument.

We evaluate the algorithm by simulating the interferometric acquisitions of Har-
mony over an oceanic scene. We start from a scene described by ocean topo-
graphy, wind, currents, and a directional wave spectrum, obtained from the MARC
dataset. Then, we feed these geophysical parameters into the performance model
that we created to answer the first research question. Simultaneously, we use
the method developed in answering the second research question to compute
the sensitivity and temporal lag of Harmony’s XTI formation at the scene. Ad-
ditionally, we simulate the phase synchronization residual that the measurement
will have after the GNSS-based correction. Finally, we produce simulated inter-
ferograms with the random errors coming from the performance model, and the
phase synchronization residual. We run the algorithm on the simulated data, and
assess its performance.

Lastly, Chapter 5 lists the conclusions and succinctly answers the research ques-
tions. Furthermore, we acknowledge the limitations of the work in this thesis, and
recommended improvements for the future.







Wide-Swath Ocean Altimetry
Using Multisatellite
Single-Pass Interferometry
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Prologue

This chapter is an updated version of [18].

The results in the publication were based on a geometric method of
calculating the interferometric sensitivity and the temporal lag. The
method uses the expressions of sensitivity, and temporal lag of a mono-
static system, and adjusts them to work for a bistatic system with a squin-
ted line of sight. At the time of writing the article, this method was inline
with the state of the art. Nevertheless, we were aware that the method
begins to lose its validity as the squint becomes significant. Thus, we in-
vestigated a new method that would not assume a monostatic system,
or a zero-squint line of sight. We explain the new method in depth in
Chapter 3.

Our findings showed that the differences in the two methods are sig-
nificant. Thus, we have adapted this chapter from the publication by
re-calculating the results using the spectral method of Chapter 3.

[18] A. Theodosiou, M. Kleinherenbrink and P. Lépez-Dekker. ‘Wide-
Swath Ocean Altimetry Using Multisatellite Single-Pass Interferometry’.
In: IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 61 (2023), pp. 1-
21
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Estimating sea surface height using cross-track interferometry requires high sens-
itivity because the ocean surface signal is in the order of 10 cm. Additionally, the
interferometer requires a temporal delay of a few milliseconds to ensure coherency
of the moving ocean surface. We show that a squinted line of sight, in combina-
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tion with a Helix satellite formation allows optimizing the effective perpendicular
and along-track baselines to satisfy these conditions. This chapter presents a model
to estimate the performance of a formation-flying cross-track interferometer with
a squinted line of sight. The tenth Earth Explorer, Harmony, which features two
bistatic SAR companions, and a theoretical system with one monostatic and one
bistatic SAR are used as case studies. The standard deviation of the height estimate
is 1 cm to 8 cm from the near to the far range respectively, at a wind speed of 5ms~*

over an orbit except towards the polar latitudes. The power spectral density of the
elevation shows that spatial scales of approximately 39 km to 26 km can be resolved,
depending on the elevation spectrum. The performance improves at higher wind
speeds due to higher backscattering. At a wind speed of 15 m s~!, wavelengths of ap-
proximately 23km to 8 km can be resolved. The performance over a 250 km swath
enables the instantaneous estimation of the surface elevation at the submesoscales
for the first time.

2.1. Introduction

S ATELLITE remote sensing instruments have significantly contributed to our
understanding of ocean dynamics. Estimates of the sea surface height (SSH)
made by radar altimeters have advanced oceanographic knowledge. Despite the
plethora of SSH data that has been made available in the past decades by remote
sensing instruments, ocean processes that occur at scales of 10 km to 100 km, the
so- called submesoscales, are not captured in the present data. Submesoscale
ocean motion plays an important role in the vertical transport of heat and nu-
trients [6], and the observational gap of capturing these scales has been identi-
fied [19].

Cross-track interferometry (XTI) is a technique that combines two complex-
valued SAR images of the same surface, taken from different sensor positions, to
estimate the relative surface height. Typical SAR instruments have swath widths
in the range of 30 km to 250 km with geometric resolutions of meters up to tens of
meters. Thus, an interferometric height estimate, computed at sufficiently high
resolution (depending on the amount of averaging), could provide relative SSH
estimates with sufficient sampling to resolve submesoscale (10 km to 100 km) phe-
nomena such as eddies, currents, tides, and wakes from tropical cyclones.

Two properties of a cross-track interferometer that determine its performance
are the perpendicular and along-track baselines. Firstly, the perpendicular baseline,
defined as the distance perpendicular to the line of sight (LoS) between the two
sensor positions, is directly proportional to the height sensitivity. However, the
maximum useful perpendicular baseline is constrained by decorrelation and the
height of ambiguity. Secondly, the along-track baseline is the distance corres-
ponding to the temporal lag between acquisitions of a given resolution cell on
the imaged surface. If the surface changes during the temporal lag, the signals of
the two acquisitions become decorrelated. The decorrelation manifests as noise
in the interferogram and its degree depends on the rate of change of the surface.
Therefore, topographic mapping of dynamic surfaces, such as the ocean, requires
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minimizing the along-track baseline while keeping a sufficient perpendicular base-
line for sensitivity.

The requirement of a minimum along-track baseline precludes repeat-pass in-
terferometry as a possible technique of estimating SSH. Single-pass interferometry
can satisfy the requirement in the form of a single-platform interferometer or a
formation-flying system of two SAR satellites. Single-platform cross-track inter-
ferometers, such as the Wide-swath Ocean Altimetry (WSOA) concept [17], over-
come the issue by mechanically fixing the two SAR antennas on the satellite to
physically eliminate their along-track separation. Thus, due to structural and man-
ufacturing limitations, the two SAR antennas cannot be further apart than sev-
eral meters. This limit on the cross-track separation between the antennas puts,
for a given power budget, an upper bound on the sensitivity. Therefore, single-
platform interferometers trade geometric sensitivity for temporal coherence.

A formation-flying interferometer achieves, given appropriate formation para-
meters, larger interferometric baselines between the sensors. Specifically, the
Helix formation [20] allows optimizing the along-track and perpendicular separ-
ation of the satellites as a function of latitude. The formation can be configured
so that the radial separation results in an along-track separation that tends to a
minimum at polar latitudes and a maximum at mid-latitudes. Nevertheless, safe
proximity operation constrains the minimum along-track separation above 100 m.
For an interferometer with lines of sight perpendicular to the along-track direc-
tion, which causes the along-track baseline to equal the along-track separation,
this is too large for coherent acquisitions of the ocean surface.

In this chapter we propose an alternative: introducing a squinted line of sight
to decrease the effective along-track baseline of a helix interferometer to allow
estimation of relative sea-surface heights while keeping a safe radial separation.
Optimizing the formation parameters allows for acquisitions with perpendicu-
lar baselines of hundreds of meters and effective along-track baselines of meters.
Therefore, sensitivity is maintained while temporal decorrelation is minimized.
The result is estimates of SSH with an accuracy in the order of 10 cm over wide
swaths, enabling the recovery of mesoscale and submesoscale processes of the
ocean surface in a single pass.

This chapter is structured as follows: Section 2.2 explains the measurement
concept, the bistatic geometry and formation, and the performance model. In
Section 2.3 we discuss the performance of two interferometers: Harmony, the
tenth Earth Explorer [21], and a hypothetical quasi-monostatic system of two SARs
without a separate illuminator. Section 2.4 identifies the main sources of system-
atic errors and outlines an estimate of their impact. Finally, Section 2.5 introduces
the oceanic and atmospheric biases, with a mathematical derivation of the sea-
state bias in appendix A, and their effect on the relative height estimate.
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Flight path

—T¢+Tp Resolution cell

Figure 2.1.: Top view of the line of sight of the monostatic equivalent. r, r,,, and
rp represent the position vectors of the transmitter, the first receiver,
and the resolution cell on the surface. The line of sight of the mono-
static equivalent is parallel to the angle bisector, 1)k, of the transmit-
ter and receiver lines of sight.

2.2. Measurement Concept and Related Work

2.2.1. Interferometric SAR Geometry

The purpose of this chapter is to present a performance model for single-pass
cross-track SAR interferometry over the oceans. One of the key findings that will
be discussed in the subsequent sections is that a squinted line of sight, in con-
trast to the conventional zero-Doppler line of sight, combined with a Helix forma-
tion enables coherent acquisitions of the ocean surface. In the performance ana-
lysis, we model the formation geometry using two monostatic equivalent SARs
with squinted lines of sight. The equivalent systems can represent monostatic
sensors or a bistatic system. The definition of the monostatic equivalent, the re-
lative motion of two spacecraft in close formation, and the effective along-track
and perpendicular baselines, quantities that are relevant to the interferometric
performance, are discussed in the following subsections.

Bistatic SAR and Monostatic Equivalent

The geometry of a bistatic system forms an important link with performance through
the interferometric baselines. The different transmitter-to-target and target-to-
receiver paths of a bistatic SAR complicate the calculation of the interferometric
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baseline, particularly in the case of two receivers where there is a pair of surface-
to-receiver paths. The complication due to the asymmetry of the bistatic range
is well known in SAR processing, where an analytic formulation of the 2-D point-
target spectrum does not exist for this reason. A workaround is to locate the po-
sition where a monostatic radar would measure approximately the same signal
as the bistatic system. This concept is known as the monostatic equivalent in the
literature [22], and has been used to process bistatic SAR data with monostatic
focusing algorithms.

Geometrically, an equivalent system reduces an illuminator and receiver pair to
a single monostatic SAR. In the case of two bistatic receivers, the illuminator and
the two companions are transformed to two equivalent monostatic SARs. The in-
terferometric baseline becomes the distance between the points where the two
monostatic equivalents observe a given point on the ground with the same geo-
metry.

The monostatic equivalent of each bistatic system lies along the bisector of the
bistatic angle formed by the illuminator-to-surface and the surface-to-receiver
range and has a line of sight parallel to:

g — ——t T TPnfTp 2.1)
[—re +rpl| |1y +1pl

wherery is the position vector of the transmitter, rp, the position vector of the point
scatterer on the illuminated surface, and r,, the position vector of the ith receiver
where i € {1, 2}. Figure 2.1 shows a visual representation of (2.1).

Relative Motion

Flying the SAR satellites in a Helix formation allows optimizing the along- and
cross-track separation for cross-track interferometry. The formation-flying ele-
ments discussed in this section apply equally to a monostatic and a bistatic SAR.
In the case of Harmony, the mission consists of two passive companion satel-
lites, which we refer to as Concordia and Discordia, flying in close formation with
Sentinel-1 (S1) as the illuminator. In the XTI mission phase, Concordia and Dis-
cordia will fly behind S1, in a Helix formation [23] with a configurable along and
cross-track separation, as shown in Figure 2.2. We employ the relative inclination
and eccentricity vector formulation of relative motion [20] to model the effect of
the formation on interferometric performance.

The orbital frame of reference is used as the basis for all calculations. It consists
of three unit vectors moving together: égr along the radial direction (positive away
from the Earth’s center), ér in the along-track (tangential) direction of the satel-
lite motion, and the unit vector &y normal to the orbital plane in the direction of
the positive angular momentum vector (cross track). This triad denotes a right-
handed system, with two time-dependent vectors ég and ér; éy is time invariant
under the Keplerian approximation [20].

The relative motion of the second satellite (deputy), indicated by C in Figure 2.3,
with respect to the first (main), indicated by M, is expressed in the orbital frame
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Figure 2.2.: The Harmony XTI configuration. The two companions, Concordia
and Discordia, fly in close formation behind Sentinel-1D.

centered on the main satellite

Ar =ry — 17
= Argrér + Arrér + Aryén, (2.2)

where r; for j = {1,2} is the position vector of the main and deputy satellites
respectively and Arg, Ary, Ary are the distances between the two satellites along
the directions corresponding to each unit vector.

For near-circular orbits in close formation, which is the case for the orbits dis-
cussed in this chapter, we linearize the motion according to [20]. Thus, the com-
ponents of the relative position vector Ar are

Arg/a Aa/a 0 —Aex  —Aey u—lu
Arp/a| = | Au  —3Aa/(2a) —2Aey +2Aex | x Cosuo : (2.3)
ATN/(J, 0 0 —Aiy +Aix sinu

where a is the semi-major axis of the orbit, Ae and Ai are the differences between
the eccentricity and inclination vectors, respectively; the subscripts X, Y repres-
ent the first and second components of the vector, u is the mean argument of
latitude, and u — uy is the argument at reference epoch ;.

Setting Aex = 0 and Aix = 0 and the second component of the relative eccent-
ricity and inclination vectors to a non-zero value provides passive stability to the
formation because the two orbits are spatially separated. The two orbits pass over
one another near the poles, when v = 7/2, where the normal separation goes to
0 but the radial separation tends to its maximum. The opposite occurs near the
equator, where the radial component goes to 0 and the normal is maximized. The
oscillation of Arg and Ary with a phase difference of /2 forms the known helix-
like formation introduced in [20]. For the purposes of relative topography estima-
tion, constant orbital anomaly and semi-major axis offsets are counterproductive,
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Figure 2.3.: Orbital frame of reference for the relative motion between two satel-
lites.

hence Au and Aa are set to 0. Thus, the relative position vector of the formation
is determined by Aey and Aiy. The latter is approximated by

Aty ~ AQsini, (2.4)

where i is the inclination of the orbit and A() is the difference in the right ascen-
sion of the ascending node of the two spacecraft.

Along-Track Baseline

A time interval between the two SAR acquisitions forming an interferogram pro-
duces a phase difference directly proportional to the velocity of the imaged sur-
face [24]. We refer to the distance traveled in the flight direction during this time
interval as the along-track (interferometric) baseline. In a conventional interfero-
meter where both images are acquired by monostatic instruments looking along
the zero-Doppler plane, the along-track baseline equals the along-track separa-
tion. For a cross-track interferometer, an along-track baseline reduces the accur-
acy of the height estimate because a part of the interferometric phase comes from
the velocity of the surface rather than the topography.

Figure 2.4 illustrates the top-view geometry of two SAR satellites separated in
the along and cross-track directions. The lines of sight of the two SAR antennas
are looking forward with respect to the zero-Doppler direction. We give the term
“squint” to the angle between the lines of sight and the zero-Doppler plane. The
ground-projected squint of the antenna is labeled 7. In this projection the an-
tenna look angle is not visible as it is directed into the page.

The figure shows that for a zero Doppler configuration (7 = 0°) the along-track
baseline is equal to the physical separation of the two satellites in the tangential
direction. If 7 is non-zero, the baseline that arises due to the temporal lag is no
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longer the same as the physical separation. The squinted line of sight and the
normal separation Ary cause the second satellite to observe the same point as M,
e.g. resolution cell P in the diagram, before it moves Arr along ér. The effective
baseline becomes

BH = AT‘T — ATN tan n. (25)

Equation (2.5) shows that setting tann = Ary/Ary gives a zero effective along-
track baseline. According to (2.3), the two components of interest depend on the
following formation parameters Au, Aa, Ae, Ai. For a stable formation, the de-
pendence reduces to Aey and AQ)sini. Substituting (2.3) into (2.5) and setting
the baseline to zero yields the condition that the ratio Aey /AQ must meet:

Aey  sini
E = T tan . (26)

Figure 2.5 shows the along-track physical separation and the effective along-
track baseline at the near range for a set of formation parameters that have been
optimized according to (2.6). We note that while the separation reaches 230 m
the effective baseline has a maximum magnitude of 38 m. The variation of the ef-
fective along-track baseline follows this sinusoidal pattern for all incidence angles
with decreasing amplitude towards the middle range and increasing amplitude

from the middle to the far range. The effective baseline does not exceed 80 m for
this set of formation parameters.

Perpendicular Baseline

To discuss the calculation of the perpendicular baseline we start from a non-squinted

configuration where the two SAR sensors are in the same radial-normal plane. We
consider the projection along the radial-normal plane as illustrated in Figure 2.6.
The perpendicular baseline B, is the distance between the two planes spanned
by the flight direction (along-track) and the line of sight (antenna beam-pointing
direction) of each satellite:

B, =bx, +bx,,
= Arycosf + Argsiné. 2.7

Introducing a squint to the line of sight changes the effective perpendicular
baseline, as was the case for the along-track baseline. Figure 2.7 illustrates such a
configuration. To find the effective baseline, the line of sight and the co-registra-
tion need to be taken into account. As discussed in Section 2.2.1, after co-registra-
tion of the two SAR images, the along-track separation of the two sensors becomes
Arpy tann. This is equivalent to rolling forwards the position of the deputy satel-
lite along its orbital path so that it shares the same radial-line-of-sight plane as
the main satellite.
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Figure 2.4.: Top view of the formation with a squinted line of sight. M represents
the position of the main and C of the deputy.
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Figure 2.5.: The left panel shows the along-track physical separation of a forma-
tion with parameters aAe = 117m and ¢AQ2 = 650m and the right
panel shows the effective along-track baseline for the same formation.

At the point where the two satellites view the same resolution cell their separa-
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Figure 2.6.: View along the radial-normal plane. The squint angle in this view

would be into/out of the page. The look angle 6 is the angle formed
by the direction of the beam center and the nadir.

tion is given by
AT’R

Arytann |, (2.8)
ATN

bsp =

where tan 7 is the tangent of the ground-projected squint. tan 7 is also given by the
ratio of the along-track component to the normal component of the unit vector
parallel to the line of sight 1. The perpendicular baseline is given by

BJ_ = ||b3D|| sin w,

= |Ibsp x 1] 2.9)
where ¢ is the angle between bsp and 1. Equation (2.9) shows that the physical
separation components and the ground-projected squint can be tuned to give a
B, that is sufficiently large to offer good sensitivity to height. At the same time,
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Ary does not affect B, thus it can be selected together with angle 7 to minim-
ize B) according to (2.5). Equation (2.9) shows that the effective perpendicular
baseline is the projection of the physical separation perpendicular to the line of
sight, after aligning the lines of sight of the two receivers. Therefore, it largely fol-
lows the perpendicular baseline of the formation, which varies sinusoidally with
the mean argument of latitude with a maximum around 0° and minima towards
the poles where the two satellites cross each other. Due to the squint the amp-
litude of the sinusoidal variation decreases slightly with incidence angle.

2.2.2. Cross-track Interferometry Model

In monostatic systems, the two-way range difference between the two instruments
and the surface can directly be coupled to surface elevation. For single-transmitter
systems, such as a single-pass interferometer where only one SAR transmits, the
same is true except that it depends solely on the single-way range difference. The
interferometric phase between two images of the same scene obtained from two
SARs is

¢ = prTWARS, (2.10)

where p = 2 for “ping-pong” systems and p = 1 for single-transmitter systems,
A is the carrier wavelength and ARy is the slant range difference from a point on
the surface to the two antennas. The expression for the phase difference can be
approximated by

o~ — 2T An, 2.11)
he
where Ah is the relative height of the surface and &, is the height of ambiguity:
AR sin 0,
he=—+—, (2.12)
pB1

where R, is the slant range and 6; is the incident angle. The height of ambiguity is
used in the performance model to convert the interferometric phase error to the
height estimate error.

2.2.3. Measurement Error
General Model

The interferometric phase measured by a single-pass cross-track interferometer,
where the two satellites are in a close formation, will have contributions both from
the topography of the scene ¢;;,,, and from motion in the direction of the line of
sight ¢ due to the perpendicular and along-track baseline respectively. Addition-
ally, the interferometric phase signal ¢ will be modified by white noise ¢,, due to
the thermal noise of the SAR electronics and the decorrelation of the scene

¢ = ¢topo + d)H + On- (2.13)
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resolution cell

Figure 2.7.: Cross-track baseline with squinted line of sight.

We assume that the receiving SAR instruments follow the design of the Har-
mony companions. Each has a planar antenna made from two subapertures sep-
arated along the antenna’s longitudinal axis. One subaperture is at the aft of the
antenna structure, and the other at the fore as illustrated in Figure 2.8. Each of
the two subapertures forms a separate SAR image. The instrument forms an im-
proved SAR image by combining the images from the individual phase centers,
resulting in a better Noise-equivalent Sigma Zero (NESZ) and Azimuth Ambiguity
to Signal Ratio (AASR). Unless stated otherwise, the imaging and interferometric
performance discussed in the chapter refer to the performance of the combined
signal rather than that of the single-channel signal.

Each receiving SAR estimates the phase due to the motion of the surface ¢}, also
known as the “along-track interferometry (ATI) phase”, using its two individual
phase centers. The estimate qASH is subtracted from the measured phase to remove
the undesired motion component, giving an estimate of the topographic phase.
The error of the height estimate includes the error of estimating the ATI phase ¢|

étopo = (btopo + €l + ¢n; (214)
BH A

§ = — 5 (2.15)
I =91~ 5,9

where the estimate of the ATI phase acquired using the two on-board phase cen-
ters is scaled by B /B),. The scaling factor arises because the estimate of the
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Figure 2.8.: The planar antenna array assumed by the performance model. Two
phase centers are positioned at the aft and fore of the antenna struc-
ture.

motion phase is obtained with the on-board along-track baseline, B),, which is
different from the effective baseline of the formation.

We use the Cramer-Rao lower bound [25] to estimate the standard deviation of
the interferometric phase

1—~2
g4 =
¢ 2Ny2’

(2.16)

where ~ is the coherence and N; is the number of independent looks. The coher-
ence is the product of the partial coherence factors [26]

Y = YSNRYBV¢YAmbYVol, (2.17)

where the right-hand side of the equation describes the contributions to the er-
ror due to noise including quantization errors (ysnr), baseline decorrelation (yg),
temporal decorrelation (v,), ambiguities (yamp), and volumetric scattering (vvo1).
Since the effect of ambiguities on Harmony is addressed in [27], we do not con-
sider it in this chapter.

At C-band, the electromagnetic signal practically does not propagate into the
water. However, scatterers within a resolution cell follow the highly varying sur-
face topography of the ocean, which produces volumetric decorrelation. We fol-
low the same approach as in [28] and model the mean topographic height of the
ocean surface as a Gaussian variable with zero mean. The volumetric decorrela-
tion due to the surface waves is given by

Yol = e~ 22 /ha)ol (2.18)

where the standard deviation of the ocean height is related to the significant wave
height (SWH) by SWH = 40,

The coherence due to temporal decorrelation depends on the temporal lag be-
tween acquisitions [29]

122
Yt =€ °, (2.19)
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where 7 = % is the lag between acquisitions due to the effective along-track

baseline @ and platform velocity v, and 7. ~ 3.29\/U approximates the coher-

ence time at wind speed U [26].

Baseline decorrelation occurs due to spectral shifts between SAR acquisitions
with different incidence angles. However, filtering the two SAR signals to a com-
mon frequency band avoids the decorrelation [30] at the cost of reducing the ef-
fective number of looks. We assume that the SAR signals are filtered to correct for
the spectral shift. Therefore, we assume vz = 1 and account for the reduction
in the number of looks by a factor vy = 1 — B, /B, ., where B, . is the critical
baseline [31].

Instrument Specific Parameters

The coherence due to noise depends on the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR), which is
a function of the NESZ and the normalized radar cross-section (NRCS), ¢°, of a
given resolution cell [32] [33]

1

—. (2.20)
1+ SNR (0%, NESZ)

YSNR =

The NESZ depends on the system parameters and the antenna gains of both the
transmitter and receiver. Thus, to produce performance estimates, assumptions
need to be made about the antenna gain and pattern. In the Harmony case study,
the antenna pattern of the transmitter is calculated using the specification of Sen-
tinel-1. The effective area of the Harmony companions is computed for three ele-
ments with identical, 2.6 m x 0.66 m, fore and aft elements that are separated by
10m. The dimensions were selected to match the design from industry. When
all phase centers on-board the Harmony satellites are used as a single antenna,
the NESZ varies from —22dB to —28.5dB as shown in Figure 2.9. In the quasi-
monostatic case study, the transmit and receive antennas are the same, and any
realistic parameters can be used. However, as will be explained in the next sec-
tion, the aim of the quasi-monostatic case is to illustrate the effect of optimizing
the squint without being constrained by the need to have a good overlap of the re-
ceiver and transmitter beams on the surface. Thus, all system parameters, includ-
ing the NESZ, NRCS, and on-board phase center separation, are kept the same as
those in the Harmony case except for the antenna squint.

The backscattering coefficient of a SAR system observing the ocean surface de-
pends on many factors such as the instrument viewing geometry, surface rough-
ness, the dielectric properties of the sea, and the waves being driven by the wind.
Three mechanisms drive the wave-induced changes to the backscattered power:
specular reflection, Bragg scattering, and wave breaking. We apply a multistatic
NRCS model based on the model developed by Yuan [34] to the geometry of Har-
mony, i.e. the incident and scattered azimuth and incidence angles due to the sep-
aration of transmitter and receiver, to estimate ¢° at different wind speeds. The
NRCS for 5ms~t, 10ms~! and 15ms~! downwind is shown in Figure 2.10.
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Figure 2.9.: The estimated NESZ of Harmony with Sentinel-1 as the illuminator.
The three subswaths of Sentinel-1’s IW mode are visible by the dis-

continuities between the three quadratic curves.
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The estimated NRCS in the vertical co-polarized channel for Har-
mony over a sea surface that is driven by a wind with speeds 5ms™1,
10ms~! and 15 ms~!. The magnitude of the normalized radar cross-

section falls as the incidence angle moves towards the far range. .

Figure 2.10.:

The number of independent looks is the ratio of the product resolution pr,» and
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Figure 2.11.: Flowchart of the interferometric height standard deviation calcula-
tion.

nominal geometric resolution psp

N, =522 2.21)
P2D

Sentinel-1 in IW mode has a spatial resolution of 5m x 20 m. The level-2 product
resolution depends on the accuracy we want to achieve. For relative elevation
measurements with accuracy of 10 cin over the majority of the swath and latitudes,
3km x 3 km is sufficient which corresponds to N; = 90 x 103y5.

With the geometry of the formation, the number of looks, and the SNR determ-
ined we compute the total coherence of the interferometer

Y = YSNRV¢YVol- (2.22)

Following the same procedure, we also calculate the coherence due to the tem-
poral and thermal decorrelation of the ATI phase estimate. Volumetric decorrel-
ation does not impact the on-board along-track phase estimate because the sep-
aration of the phase centers only has a small residual perpendicular component.
The standard deviation for these two sources of uncertainty is calculated using
the Cramer-Rao lower bound given in (2.16). Due to the addition of the estima-
tion error to the estimate of the topographic phase (2.14), the uncertainty of the
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ATI phase estimate contributes to the overall system uncertainty

2
ou =102 1 (BLY) 2 (2.23)
2 Pn BHS DATI ’ )

The addition of the two uncertainties implicitly assumes that the two are statist-
ically independent. Figure 2.11 shows a schematic representation of the method
used to obtain the standard deviation of the height estimate. The process illus-
trated in the flowchart is applied separately to the main interferometer, formed
by the Helix formation of SAR satellites, and to the along-track on-board interfero-
meter, formed by the two wing phase centers on-board each satellite, to calculate
o4, ando; . The SNRofthelatterisless than the SNR of the former because only
one of the phase centers of the receive antenna is used to obtain the on-board ATI
phase estimate. Additionally, the temporal coherences of the two systems differ
due to the different geometry of the satellite formation compared to the two phase
centers on-board one of the two companions. The on-board ATI phase estimate
has a fixed purely along-track baseline between the two phase centers while the ef-
fective baseline of the main interferometer varies along the orbit due to the Helix
formation.

2.3. Performance Analysis

The interferometric model presented in Section 2.2.2 is applied to two case stud-
ies: the Harmony companions with Sentinel-1 as the transmitter; A pair of SARs
in a Helix formation with one of the two acting as the transmitter. We use a wind
speed of 5ms~! in both case studies, while the performance of Harmony is also
evaluated at U = 10ms~! and U = 15ms~! to assess the change in performance
with wind speed. For the purposes of interferometric performance the track is
symmetric over the ascending and descending parts of the orbit; hence, only the
descending part of the orbit is used to compute the results. In both case studies,
once the state vector of the main satellite of the Helix formation is determined,
the position of the deputy satellite is computed by applying the formation para-
meters to (2.3). Then, the relative position vector and the line of sight of the main
satellite are used in (2.5) and (2.9) to calculate the effective baselines. With the
effective baselines computed, the measurement uncertainty is calculated as ex-
plained in 2.2.3.

2.3.1. Harmony

Sentinel-1 [35] defines the reference orbit and the Harmony companions fly in
a Helix formation lagging Sentinel-1 by 350 km. The parameters relevant to the
model are listed in Table 2.1. Once the orbit of Sentinel-1 is computed, the posi-
tion of the first companion, Concordia, which is used as the reference vehicle of
the close formation, is calculated using the same orbital parameters as Sentinel-
1 but with the mean anomaly of the orbit at the same epoch shifted to lag S1 by
350 km. Thus, Concordia travels in the same orbital plane as S1 with a mean lag of
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Figure 2.12.: Harmony'’s sensitivity to height and height of ambiguity of the optim-
ized formation. The latitudes of maximum sensitivity and minimum
height of ambiguity occur where the effective perpendicular baseline
reaches its maximum.

350 km and Discordia has an orbit relative to Concordia determined by the form-
ation parameters.

SAR imaging requires sufficient overlap of the transmitter and receiver beam
on the imaged surface. Hence, Concordia steers its antenna beam to align with
that of Sentinel-1 on the surface, leading to a range-dependent squint. As aresult,
tann cannot freely adhere to (2.6) to minimize B). B passes through zero if the
ratio of ey to AQ follows (2.6). However, the squint of the receiver decreases with
range as it tracks the line of sight of the illuminator. Consequently, B cannot be
reduced to 0 for the entire swath.

The close formation is defined by two parameters: the vertical separation due
to a difference in the magnitude of the eccentricity vector aAe, and a horizontal
separation due to a difference in the ascending nodes aA{). Two formations are
considered in the analysis: One that does not follow the condition shown in (2.6)
for minimizing B; and a second formation that does so that the effect of using
the squint to enhance performance can be illustrated. The parameters of the two
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Table 2.1.: Relevant orbital and processing parameters. IW refers to Sentinel-1’s
Interferometric Wide Swath operating mode. The number of inde-
pendent looks is calculated according to (2.21) for a product resolution
of 3km x 3km and the nominal geometric resolution of S1 in IW mode

(bm x 20m).
Parameter Value Unit
Center frequency 5.405 GHz
Platform mean speed 7590 ms~!
Incident angle Sentinel-1 (TW) 30-46 °
Lag between Sentinel-1 and Harmony formation 350 km
Separation due to inclination difference 0 m
Companion constant along-track separation 0 m
Number of independent looks 90 x 103 -

formations are listed in Table 2.2.

The careful reader would raise the question of the optimal combination of Ae
and AQ). Forcing the along-track baseline to go through zero can be achieved by
selecting Ae and AQ to follow the ratio of (2.6). However, the condition places
no constraints on the magnitude of the values. A strategy of having the smallest
By at all latitudes and incidence angles would require selecting the smallest pos-
sible values that are operationally safe. Yet, this would mean that sensitivity to
height would be too small to achieve good performance. On the other hand, rais-
ing the two parameters leads to higher sensitivity at the cost of higher extreme
values of along-track baseline and smaller height of ambiguity. Heights of ambi-
guity smaller than 30 m can cause phase-unwrapping problems in regions with
rough terrain.

Since Harmony will also perform acquisitions over land, the formation para-
meters of the optimized case were selected as the highest values that provide a
minimum h, = 30m. Figure 2.12 shows the sensitivity and height of ambiguity
of Harmony for the optimized formation. The sensitivity reaches its maximum
at the middle latitudes, where the effective perpendicular baseline is at its largest
value. The sensitivity varies from 0.01rad m~! to 0.24rad m~!, except for a zone
from 67.5° to 75°S where the satellites of the formation cross and the separation
tends to zero causing the sensitivity to also tend to zero. The height of ambiguity
follows the inverse progression ranging from a minimum of 30 m to a maximum of
1000 m. Values above 180 m are not shown in the plot to avoid losing the detail in
the variation of the small values of i, which are critical. The sensitivity and height
of ambiguity of the non-optimized formation follow the same pattern as those of
the optimized formation, but the sensitivity has a maximum at 0.25rad m~* and
the height of ambiguity a minimum of 25 m.

An additional parameter that affects the performance is the significant wave
height. The volumetric decorrelation depends inversely on the SWH and the sens-
itivity. Figure 2.13 illustrates v, at the latitude with the largest perpendicular
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Figure 2.13.: The volumetric correlation as a function of incidence angle for differ-
ent values of significant wave height. The mean thermal coherence
is plotted using the black dashed line.

baseline of the optimized formation, for different values of SWH and the mean
~snr as a function of incidence angle. The figure shows that even at 8 m of signi-
ficant wave height, the volumetric decorrelation is not as significant as thermal
decorrelation. From this point on, we assume a significant wave height of 6 m for
both case studies, which is a conservative number since the majority of the ocean
has smaller waves.

Figure 2.14 illustrates the estimated sea surface height error of the interfero-
meter at a wind speed of 5ms~!. The error shown in the figure is due to the
thermal, temporal, and volumetric decorrelation of the signal. The results indic-
ate that the error is within 5 cm over the majority of the swath and latitudes. The
performance rapidly deteriorates close to the poles because the two companions
fly over one another and B, tends to its minimum value. In turn, the height of
ambiguity tends to its maximum, pushing the uncertainty up. At the midpoint of
an ascending or descending pass, the coherence due to the time lag 7 is at its min-
imum because B reaches its maximum at the near range. However, this is not
visible because B, tends to a maximum at the same point and compensates for
theloss of along-track coherence. The orbital parameters of the second formation
are chosen to minimize B at the mid-range, resulting in a wider valley of low er-
ror in the second formation compared to the unoptimized formation. Both plots
show a slight deterioration of performance at the far range due to the decrease of
NRCS with increasing incidence angle.

Both plots in Figure 2.14 exhibit discontinuities at §; = 36.5° and 6; = 41.9°. The
discontinuities are caused by the jumps in the NESZ of the illuminator between
subswaths 1-2 and 2-3 as shown in Figure 2.9. These abrupt changes in the NESZ
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Figure 2.14.: The estimated SSH uncertainty of the system due to thermal, spa-
tial and temporal decorrelation of the signal in terms of 1o at a wind
speed of 5ms~1.

Table 2.2.: The two companion formations considered in the simulations. We
refer to the first as the unoptimized formation and to the second as the
optimized formation. Each is defined by the vertical separation due to
a difference in the magnitude of the eccentricity vector aAe, and a ho-
rizontal separation due to a difference in the ascending nodes aAQ.

alAe/m aAQ/m

50 500
199 860

of the instrument are the result of the TOPS operation [36]. The discontinuities in
the NESZ propagate to 0, and o5, through (2.20) and (2.16). Hence, they appear
in the results of the SSH uncertainty that follow.

The second source of uncertainty comes from the ATI phase estimate produced

H
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Figure 2.15.: The uncertainty of the phase estimate due to the along-track separ-
ation in terms of 1o at a wind speed of 5ms~!. The ATI phase es-
timate ¢ is obtained using the two phase centers on-board each
Harmony companion.

by the two phase centers on-board the Harmony companions. The error is shown
in Figure 2.15. Structurally the uncertainty of the ATI phase is similar to that of
the system, with the error peaking close to the poles, and deteriorating towards
the far-range of the swath. Yet, we observe that the error contribution of the ATI
estimate is larger than the error of the system, particularly in the unoptimized
formation. There are two effects driving this phenomenon:

1. The SNR of the two SAR images, coming from the individual on-board phase
centers, from which the ATI phase is estimated is 4.25 dB worse than the SNR
of the combined system. The effect of the reduced SNR is particularly visible
in the mid to far range of the optimized formation.

2. The scaling factor h, B/ B); that converts the individual estimator’s stand-
ard deviation to the standard deviation of the combined system estimator
increases the error. Particularly in the unoptimized formation, where B,
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Figure 2.16.: The total SSH uncertainty in terms of 1o at a wind speed of 5ms~!.
The total uncertainty is combined by summing the uncertainty of the
interferometer shown in Figure 2.14 with the uncertainty due to the
ATI phase estimate shown in Figure 2.15. In order to sum the two un-
certainties the assumption that they are uncorrelated is made. From
the results it can be seen that the uncertainty due to the ATI phase
estimate dominates the overall performance of the interferometer.

does not tend to 0 m at any point, the scaling of the error by the ratio of the
system along-track baseline to the on-board baseline dominates the error.

The total error of the SSH measurement is shown in Figure 2.16. The total stand-
ard deviation is found using (2.23). The error is in the order of 10 cm over the ma-
jority of the swath, throughout the orbit, except towards the poles. The best per-
formance is achieved near the Equator because at that point the formation has the
largest cross-track baseline. The performance of the optimized formation shown
in Figure 2.16 achieves a standard error of 6 cm or less over the entire swath, and
over the majority of the track. At latitudes below 50°S and above 75°N the stand-
ard error increases, particularly in the far range. The latitudes that correspond to
the crossing point of the formation show a severe deterioration of performance
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Figure 2.17.: The total SSH uncertainty in terms of 1o for the optimized formation.
The left panel shows the error at a wind speed of 10ms~! and the
right panel at a wind speed of 15ms~1.

due to the perpendicular baseline tending to zero. The standard error of the op-
timized formation at wind speeds of 10ms~! and 15 m s~ is shown in Figure 2.17.
The error is considerably improved at higher wind speeds, with 4 cm or less at al-
most the entire range and all latitudes except for the crossing point of the Helix
formation. The improvement in performance is driven by the higher SNR due to
the brighter NRCS of the sea surface.

2.3.2. Quasi-monostatic Interferometer

Importantly, despite the improvement that using a squinted line of sight to de-
crease the effective along-track baseline brings to the interferometric height es-
timate, there are two factors limiting the performance of a bistatic interferometer
like the one presented in the Harmony case study. The first is the drop in SNR,
particularly in the signal coming from the individual phase centers at the far range
which is visible at low wind speeds, where the surface is less bright. Since the SNR
is driven by the NESZ of the instrument and the NRCS, improving this aspect of



2.3. Performance Analysis 35

. Latitudes
ale = 50 m, alAe = 199 m,

aAQ) = 500 m aAQ) = 860 m

T g

S— T

0.60

0.30

0.10

Time in orbit /m

Total SSH uncertainty op/m

0.05

0.00

Incident angle /° Incident angle /°

Figure 2.18.: The total SSH uncertainty in terms of 1o of the quasi-monostatic in-
terferometer at a wind speed of 5ms~1.

the performance can only be achieved by changing the design of the instrument,
which is outside the scope of this chapter.

The second factor is the dependence of the squint on the incidence angle. The
dependence means that for a given point in the satellite formation, there is not
a single squint angle that minimizes B but rather a locus of angles. Minimiz-
ing B would require a range-dependent steering of the antenna beam. For Har-
mony this ranges from 5° to 12°, which is difficult to implement. This requirement
can be relaxed if one of the satellites of the Helix formation acts as the transmit-
ter. In other words, one of the two satellites of the Helix formation would be a
monostatic SAR with the second satellite being a bistatic receiver. Overlapping
the beams, while still necessary, becomes trivial, and the squint is virtually range
independent because the along-track transmitter-receiver separation is on the or-
der of meters instead of kilometers.

In this section we present the performance of a quasi-monostatic SAR flying
in a Helix formation with a passive companion. The antenna beams are steered
according to (2.6) to minimize B). Unless stated, parameters are kept the same
with the Harmony case to highlight the effect of the squint on the performance.
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Figure 2.18 shows the standard error of the quasi-monostatic configuration.

The results show a lower error at 5 m s~* compared to that of the Harmony case
at the same wind speed. Sub-5 cm error is achieved for the entire swath between
70°S and 70°N and the performance starts to degrade at latitudes higher and lower
of 70° and —70°. The plots are shifted in latitude compared to those of Harmony
because the main satellite of the close formation has been assumed to have the
mean anomaly of S1, whereas in the Harmony case it is displaced behind S1 by
350 km.

The degradation due to the SNR at the far range only starts to become appar-
ent at the edge of the swath and at the two ends of the latitude where the per-
pendicular baseline decreases. B is kept to sub-meter values at all values of in-
cidence angle and latitude. Thus, ya11 of the formation is kept close to 1 at the
far range which keeps the total coherence is still high despite the SNR degrada-
tion. The error due to the on-board along-track phase estimate makes a negligible,
sub-centimeter, contribution to the total error due to the scaling factor h, B/ B,
being small.

2.3.3. Spatial and Spectral Scales

To assess the instrument performance in terms of whether it can capture the to-
pography of the ocean at the submesoscales (scales between 10 km and 100 km),
the standard deviation of the height estimate, illustrated in Figure 2.16, needs to
be translated into a power spectral density and compared with the variation of
the power spectral density of the sea surface height as a function of wavenumber.
The density of the instrument’s random error forms a noise floor, and its inter-
section with the density of the SSH signal determines the spatial scales that the
instrument resolves.

The power spectral density of SSH is approximated by a power law in the wave-
length range of 70km to 250 km derived from along-track altimeter observations.
The spectral slope in the 30 km to 120 km wavelength range is between —1.56 and
—2.14 in the low-latitude (30°S-30°N) regions [37]. The spectral slope in the 80 km
to 280 km wavelength range is — 1—31 in the midlatitudes (30°S-60°S and 30°N-60°N)
and reaches —5 in the high latitude regions on average [38]. We assume that the
power law that governs the SSH power spectral density extends down to 1km,
similarly to [19], and extrapolate two SSH power spectral densities with spectral
slopes of —1.56 and —!. The flatter slope is chosen for the low-latitude regions
because it is derived from Sentinel-3A data which can resolve finer spatial scales
than the altimeters which are used to derive the steeper slope [37]. — % is chosen
as an average slope representative of the midlatitudes. A spectral slope for high
latitudes is not used in the analysis because the perpendicular baseline tends to
zero in the polar part of the orbit, and the interferometric performance is not rep-
resentative of the system capabilities.

The instrument random error is modeled as white noise with a flat power spec-
tral density. The spectral law for altimeter data is specified as a one-dimensional
spectrum in the azimuth direction. The level of the density is determined by the
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Figure 2.19.: The power spectral density of the sea surface height modeled us-
ing a power law and the noise floor of the Harmony interferometer.
The solid black line uses a spectral slope of —% which is the aver-
age at middle latitudes (30°S-60°S and 30°N-60°N). The dashed red
line uses a spectral slope of —1.56 which is the average at low latit-
udes (30°S-30°N). The horizontal dashed, dashed and dotted, and
dotted lines are the noise floor for wind speeds of 5ms~!, 10ms™!
and 15 m s~ respectively. The point of intersection of the noise floor
with the SSH spectrum determines the smallest wavelength that the
system can resolve. The intersections of the noise floors are indic-
ated in blue for the spectrum with — ! slope and green for the spec-
trum with a slope of —1.56.

variance of the error and the sampling linear wavenumber of the instrument

2
O
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where S}, is the power spectral density of the random error and v, is the sampling
linear wavenumber determined by the level-2 resolution of the relative height es-
timate. Since the SSH density is one-dimensional in azimuth, we can average the
samples in range up to the Nyquist sampling interval that corresponds to the smal-
lest scale that the interferometer should resolve. @ is the oversampling factor in
the range direction given by the ratio of the range sampling wavenumber to the
Nyquist wavenumber.

To evaluate the noise floor against the spectral density of the measurement we
set the smallest separable scale in range to 15km. Resolving wavelengths down

Shh = (2.24)
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Figure 2.20.: The power spectral density of the sea surface height and the noise
floor of the quasi-monostatic interferometer. The PSD of the SSH is
the same as the one used in Figure 2.19.

to 15 km requires a Nyquist interval of 7.5 km leading to an oversampling factor of
2.5 for a product resolution of 3 km x 3 km. We then convert the one-dimensional
power spectral density of the error to a single-sided density by multiplying it by 2.

We use the standard error of the relative height estimate presented in Figure 2.16
to compute the spectral density of the noise floor. As previously discussed, the
standard deviation of the relative height estimate varies with range and with the
position of the satellite along its orbit. To compare the power spectral density of
the SSH and of the error, a singular value is needed for o,. Because of the tendency
of the error to peak towards high values at the far range that are not representative
of the majority of the swath, the median of the standard deviation is used to obtain
a representative average value of the standard deviation. The values at the cross-
ing of the two companion satellites are not considered in the calculation because
the interferometric performance at that point in the formation is not representat-
ive of the system capabilities. In the Harmony case study, the median standard de-
viation is 3.4 ¢cm, 1.7 cm and 1.4 cm while in the quasi-monostatic case, itis 1.2 c¢m,
0.6 cm and 0.5 cm for the three wind speeds, respectively. The density of the noise
floor is computed by substituting the median standard error into (2.24). The spec-
tral densities of the SSH, modeled with spectral slopes of —1.56 and —%, and the
noise floors corresponding to Harmony and the quasi-monostatic interferometer
are shown in Figures 2.19 and 2.20 respectively. We note that the error spectrum
does not include systematic errors which we expect to have a non-flat spectral
envelope. Thus, the resolution described in the following paragraphs shows the
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potential of formation-flying interferometers, rather than a complete description
of the instrument resolution, which will deteriorate when systematic errors with
components in the submesoscale wavenumbers are included in the spectrum.

The intersection of the noise floor with the spectrum of the SSH determines
the smallest wavelength that can be resolved by the instrument before the estim-
ate is flooded by noise. The intersections of the Harmony noise floor with the
steeper spectrum correspond to wavelengths of 38.7km, 26.4 km and 23.3 km for
wind speeds of 5ms~!, 10ms~! and 15ms~! respectively. In the case of a spec-
trum with a flatter slope, as is the case with low-latitude regions, a more favorable
performance is achieved with wavelengths of 26.4 km, 10.7 km and 8.0 km for the
same respective wave speeds. The results show that the performance is strongly
dependent on wind speed. Higher wind speeds lead to a rougher ocean surface
and a higher NRCS, which in turn improves the signal-to-noise ratio and lowers
the noise floor. The results suggest that Harmony has the potential to resolve
ocean surface height variations at spatial scales of approximately 26 km and 8 km
wavelengths for moderate to high speeds.

The spectral density plot of the quasi-monostatic interferometer shows better
results than the Harmony case. The noise floor intersects the steeper spectral
density at wavelengths of 21.9km, 14.7km and 12.2km and the flatter density at
7.0km, 2.7km and 1.8 km wavelengths. It should be noted that wavelengths be-
low 15km would not be resolvable in the range direction as a sampling interval
of 7.5km was assumed. The numbers represent the potential of the instrument
in combination with a squinted line of sight that is optimized for a given form-
ation. Figure 2.20 illustrates that the concept of using a squinted line of sight to
decrease the effective along-track baseline and reduce the temporal decorrelation
of the surface allows the estimation of relative SSH at submesoscales, from 22 km
to 15 km, at all wind conditions and over a wide swath.

2.3.4. Error Breakdown

In addition to the random error of the instrument, systematic errors and oceanic
and atmospheric biases also affect the quality of the SSH estimate. Table 2.3 con-
tains a breakdown of the main sources of error that we expect a formation-flying
interferometer that uses the optimized formation to have. Since some of the er-
rors are strongly wind dependent, we provide mean values at wind speeds of 5 m s !
and 15ms~!. The random instrument error also depends on the design of the in-
strument and the operation of the radars (bistatic/quasi-monostatic). In Table 2.3
we show the mean instrument error of Harmony over all incidence angles and lat-
itudes, excluding values above 45° of incidence angle and latitudes lower than
70°S. We exclude these values because the standard error rises sharply in the last
1° of the swath and at the latitudes when the two satellites cross, strongly biasing
the mean towards a value that is not representative of the majority of the swath
and latitudes.

The error due to the troposphere is assumed to be constant with wind speed,
and the mean value over the incidence angles is used in the table. The sea-state
bias depends on the wind speed and direction. The bias will be constant over
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the swath and opposite in sign to near-nadir-looking altimeters. We expect to
achieve similar performance in terms of sea-state bias estimation and removal as
near nadir-looking altimeters.

The baseline error consists of components in the along-track, perpendicular,
and line of sight directions. The first two are in the order of mm, while the third
has a slope in range that is significant for relative SSH estimation. We calculate
the mean error in the line-of-sight direction for a resolution cell of 3 km by calcu-
lating the mean gradient of the error over all latitudes, except for the latitudes that
the satellites cross, integrating it over the length of a resolution cell. Finally, the
phase synchronization error shows an allocation of the error that a synchroniza-
tion algorithm should achieve to ensure centimetric accuracy of the SSH estimate.
The systematic errors and the oceanic and atmospheric biases are analyzed in sec-
tions 2.4 and 2.5 respectively.

2.3.5. Comparison With Single-platform Designs

One might wonder how a formation-flying cross-track interferometer compares
to a single-platform interferometer. Recently the Surface Water and Ocean Topo-
graphy (SWOT) mission has been successfully launched with the aim of provid-
ing accurate measurements of SSH at the submesoscales. SWOT is the current
state-of-the-art single-platform ocean altimeter, so it serves as a benchmark for
an alternative concept such as the formation-flying XTI.

Under most conditions, SWOT will achieve higher accuracy when estimating
SSH. Harmony will provide similar accuracy at high, above 10ms~!, wind speeds.
At medium-to-high incidence angles, the dominant scattering mechanism over
the ocean is Bragg scattering, which increases with surface roughness. Thus, scat-
tering and by extension, accuracy increases with wind speed, while nadir and
side-looking swath altimeters with small incidence angleslose accuracy with wind
speed because scattering is primarily specular. Furthermore, side-looking inter-
ferometers have larger swaths.

The design of Harmony had to fit in the constraints imposed by using an ex-
isting SAR satellite as an illuminator. As such, the squint of the companions is
determined by the beam of the illuminator and cannot be freely optimized to re-
duce the effective along-track baseline throughout the swath. A quasi-monostatic
interferometer would not have this constraint and achieves better performance
that is comparable to SWOT. Furthermore, the benefit of a formation-flying inter-
ferometer is that the formation can be reconfigured in flight to serve the needs of
different applications, such as land topography and surface current estimation.

2.4. Systematic Errors

This section provides an analysis of the systematic errors in a formation-flying
interferometer. The focus is on identifying and accounting for the main bias con-
tributions to the height estimate rather than on detailed modeling of the biases.
We discuss the baseline errors and the phase synchronization error.
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Table 2.3.: Error breakdown.
Error component Mean value /cm

U=5ms™ ! U=15ms!

Instrument random error 4.2 1.6
Troposphere 0.3 0.3
Baseline 2.2 2.2

Phase synchronization 1.0 1.0

2.4.1. Baseline Error

The interferometric model presented in section 2.2.2 uses the cross and along-
track baselines to estimate the standard deviation of the sea surface height estim-
ate. The model assumes knowledge of the physical separation of the formation
elements, which requires knowledge of the position of the companions. Error-
free position information is not possible, and errors in the baseline estimation of
the companions will introduce systematic errors in the height measurement.

From sections 2.2.1 and 2.2.1 we know that due to the squinted line of sight of
the two SAR satellites, the along-track baseline is a function of the along-track and
normal separation of the companions. The perpendicular baseline is a function
of the radial and normal components of the separation vector. As a result, an
error in the normal component of the separation leads to an error in both the
along-track and perpendicular baselines. A systematic error in the knowledge of
the effective along-track baseline would result in a bias of the ATI phase estimate.
Following (2.23), an error in the effective along-track baseline, 511, leads to a bias
of the relative height estimate

ha €ATI 4
= . . 5
€h 9 BH (bA 1 (2 2 )

Substituting the relation between interferometric phase and radial velocity into
the equation gives
EATI Ts sin 91-

en=nh Ur, (2.26)
where 7, is the time lag due to the on-board along-track baseline and v, is the
relative radial velocity of the surface with respect to the receiver. Therefore, with
a height of ambiguity of 60 m, which is typical for the formations presented in this
chapter, an error in the knowledge of the effective along-track baseline of 1 mm
translates to a height bias of +-0.10 mm for a radial velocity of 1 ms~*.

Moving on to the perpendicular baseline error e, . Given that the height sens-
itivity is inversely proportional to the perpendicular baseline, the error is [23]

€ = h%, (2.27)
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where £ is the surface height. For a surface height of ~ = 1m and an effective
perpendicular baseline of B, = 300m, a baseline error of ez, = 1 m will lead to a
height error of ¢, = £3.3 mm.

An error in the position of the receiver along the line of sight direction leads
to an over or underestimation of the interferometric phase, resulting in a vertical
displacement of the digital elevation model produced by the interferometer [23]
€5, (2.28)

€n = )

As the height of ambiguity varies with look angle, ¢;, due to an error along the line
of sight changes with range. Equation (2.28) gives the errorlocally at a given range.
Since the interferometric height estimate is a measure of the relative height of the
surface, the slope of error is more important than the bias of the absolute value.
Taking the largest value of 4, for the optimized formation and dividing the differ-
ence of i, between the near and far range with the swath width gives a slope of
0.89 cm per kilometer of ground range for a 1 mm error in along the line of sight dir-
ection. This will produce a ramp in the height estimate that needs to be accounted
for.

2.4.2. Phase Synchronization Error

Bistaticradars have, by definition, separate transmitters and receivers. Each trans-
mitter and receiver has its own modulator/demodulator and its own oscillator.
The low-frequency phase errors introduced in the signal by the transmit oscillator
are independent from those of the receive oscillator and do not completely can-
cel out when the receiver demodulates the signal. After demodulation, the signal
has a residual phase error due to the mismatch of the transmit and receive oscil-
lator phases. The error defocuses the images produced by the SAR and produces
a low-frequency modulation in azimuth in the digital elevation models. The is-
sue applies both when two receivers operate bistatically, such as Harmony, and
when one of the two instruments operate bistatically, such as the case discussed
in Section 2.3.2.

High-resolution measurement of the ocean surface topography requires syn-
chronizing the receiver oscillators. A model of the synchronization error is out
of the chapter’s scope. Instead, we focus on setting the requirement of relative
phase error appropriate for SSH estimation. To maintain centimetric accuracy,
we set the maximum error due to the clock to 1 cm. This translates to 0.175° of
phase error for the height of ambiguity of the optimized formation.

A potential solution is the precise orbit determination (POD)-global navigation
satellite system (GNSS) scheme presented in [39]. The scheme uses a common
reference oscillator for the GNSS receiver and the SAR instrument, making the re-
sidual phase error proportional to the GNSS error of the two satellites. Thus, we
scale the phase error by f;/(v/2f.) to convert it to a synchronization error, where
fcistheradar carrier frequency and f; is the carrier frequency of the navigation sig-
nal. For a radar carrier of f. = 5.405 GHz and a navigation carrier of f; = 1.5 GHz
the synchronization error is 0.045°.
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Alternatively, the error can be remedied in post-processing by a band-stop filter.
The error affects the signal in azimuth because of the stability of the oscillator over
shorter time scales. Thus, a band-stop filter with a stopband in azimuth covering
the affected wavenumbers can mitigate the effect of the error at the cost of losing

information over the stopband.

2.5. Oceanic and Atmospheric Biases
2.5.1. Tropospheric Path Delay

The tropospheric delay causes range geolocation errors in SAR images due to an
overestimation of the distance between the instrument and the surface along the
line of sight. Estimates of the tropospheric delay at the time of acquisition either
from models or from radiometers can be used to correct for this range shift. The
troposphere also affects interferometric height estimates of single-pass interfer-
ometers, such as the one discussed in this chapter. The two SAR instruments of
the interferometer image the surface with a different incidence angle. Hence, the
paths from a given scatterer to each sensor undergo different tropospheric delays,
leading to a residual interferometric phase in the interferogram.

The shiftin the interferometric phase leads to a shift in the height estimate. The
error in the height estimate is proportional to the product of the tropospheric
delay with the tangent of the incidence angle. The variation of the error due to
the troposphere is [40]

erpp = ||8.(tan® 6; — 1)|| , (2.29)

where 4, is the nadir tropospheric path delay. The error decreases with incidence
angle and reaches 0 cm at 45°. The dry and wet delay sum to 2.1 m to 2.5 m depend-
ing on atmospheric conditions. Without correction, this error would be too large
for ocean topography estimation.

Numerical weather models, such as ERA5 from the European Center for Medium-
Range Weather Forecasts (ECMWE), provide estimates of the tropospheric path
delay. Using such models, we can estimate the value of erpp and correct for it in
our estimate of the SSH. After correction, the error becomes the residual between
the estimate of the nadir path delay from the model and the true value. Vieira et al.
have found that the RMS error between the wet tropospheric delay and the delay
measured from radiometers varies from 0.6 cm to 1.7 cm [38], depending on latit-
ude. Taking an average value of 1.15 cm for the residual in the nadir direction and
substituting it in (2.29) in place of §, provides an estimate of the error after correc-
tion. The error decreases from 0.6 cim at near range to 0 cm at 45° and increases to
0.4 cm from 45° to the far range. Since eppp varies with incidence angle, its power
spectral density will have a component in the wavenumbers that correspond to
the submesoscales and the error has to be taken into account in the error budget
of the interferometer.
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2.5.2. Sea-state Bias

Relative height estimates are obtained from two or more SAR images using the
method of interferometry. The modulus of the interferogram is proportional to
the normalized radar cross-section. The most commonly used estimator for the
relative height in SAR interferometry is the maximum-likelihood estimator, which
uses speckled averaged interferometric phase to estimate the relative height. The
bias of an estimator is defined as the distance between the expected value of the
estimator and the true value of the estimated quantity. If the NRCS is a function of
height, then the expected value of the estimator will include a term proportional
to the correlation of the NRCS with the surface height which will bias the expect-
ation away from the true value of the height.

In the case of the ocean, the waves on the surface have a difference in rough-
ness between crests and troughs. This leads to more scattering of the SAR signal
coming from the crests than the troughs [41], correlating the NRCS with the sur-
face height. The roughness of the ocean surface depends on the wind speed and
other parameters related to the state of the sea, giving the name “sea-state bias” to
this phenomenon [42]. In this section we present a summary of the effect and the
main findings as they relate to bistatic SAR cross-track interferometers. A detailed
derivation is included in the appendix.

The height estimated by an interferometer h(z) after the formation of an inter-
ferogram averaging over independent speckle realizations is given by the convolu-
tion of the product of the NRCS o (z) and sea surface height z(z) with the square
of the instrument response function x(z). For simplicity, we will consider only
one dimension, so the height estimate is

h(z)~ A (002 * ||x|*) (), (2.30)

1
go(z)
where oy (x) = (00 * || x||?)(z) and A is a term that includes the antenna gain and
constants of proportionality. From this point on, the height estimate is computed
for a region around x, and the spatial variability of the instrument-response av-
eraged cross-section is assumed to be negligible in this region oy(z) = 7. Addi-
tionally, we express o(z) in terms of the average cross-section ¢ and a spatially
varying component o (z)

o(x) =a(1+ do(z)).

Applying this relation to (2.30) yields

~

h(z) =~ A((1 4 60)z * ||x||*) (). (2.31)

The bias of the estimator is evaluated by computing its expected value over the
ensemble of the waves

Eu[(2)] ~ A(Eu[2(2)] + Eu[do(2)2(x)]) * [|x(2)]*. (2.32)

Equation (2.32) demonstrates that the estimator is biased away from the true value
of the surface height z(x) because of the second term that arises due to the cross-
correlation of the spatial variation of the NRCS with the height. The estimator will



2.6. Conclusion 45

be unbiased only in cases where the cross-correlation E[do(x)z(z)] is 0. According
to the linear modulation theory of Hasselmann and Hasselmann [43], the spatial
variation of the NRCS dc (k) is related to the surface wave amplitude Z(k) via a
modulation transfer function (MTF) T'(k) in the angular wavenumber domain

do(k) =T (k)Z(k). (2.33)

Substituting (2.33) into (2.32) in terms of the inverse Fourier transform of 6o (k)
leads to the following expression for the bias

Bias(h, z) :/T(k)\ll(k) dk/Hx(x)||2dx, (2.34)

whereE[Z(k)Z (k)] := ¥(k)d(k—k')is the surface elevation variance spectrum [43].
In cases where the squared instrument response function is normalized, the integ-
ral of ||x(z)||? with respect to z integrates to unity, and the bias is determined by
the integral of the modulation transfer function and the surface elevation variance
spectrum.

Integrating over all numbers in R? is not of interest as we only expect to come
across waves with maximum wavelengths of 250 m. Computations of (A.19) using
the Elfouhaily spectrum [44] for ¥ and the MTF defined by Schulz-Stellenfleth et
al [45] for T were carried out using a dimensionless fetch of 100 x 10%. The bias
of the height estimate due to the sea-state is shown in Figure 2.21 as a function of
wind speed for wind azimuths of 0°, 45° and 90°, using a solid black line, a dashed
red line, and a dotted blue line respectively. The bias is much stronger for winds
aligned with the radar look direction than for crosswinds and increases approxim-
ately linearly with wind speed between 5ms~! to 10 ms~! for all wind directions.

Quantitatively, the bias varies between 1.5 cm to 12.5 cm which is significant
when compared to the standard deviation of the total random error of the height
shown in Figure 2.16. Nevertheless, the interferometric height estimate is relative;
therefore, a systematic bias that is independent of ground range and azimuth will
not impact the accuracy of the relative values as long as the bias does not cause
the interferometric phase to wrap over 27. Given that the formations discussed
have a minimum height of ambiguity of 30 m, biases of up to 12.5 cm are unlikely
to cause phase wrapping.

2.6. Conclusion

We have presented a model to estimate the random and systematic errors in the
ocean elevation measurement of a bistatic SAR interferometer with a squinted
line of sight. Two case studies were used to investigate the performance of the
concept: the Harmony mission in its cross-track interferometry phase, and a pair
of SAR satellites flying in close formation with one acting as a transmitter and re-
ceiver and the other bistatically. The discussion has included the impact of co-
herence losses due to noise, volume scattering, and temporal lag between acquis-
itions. We investigated the simulated performance of the two systems over an
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Figure 2.21.: Bias of the height estimate as a function of wind speed for azimuth
directions of 0, 45 and 90 degrees.

orbit and the challenges involved in the estimation of relative heights from SAR
images of the sea surface. The key benefit of the XTI operation of a closed forma-
tion with a squinted line of sight is allowing for effective perpendicular baselines
that are sufficiently large to observe the ocean surface with sub-meter accuracy
while minimizing the temporal decorrelation without compromising the safety
of the formation. Minimizing the temporal delay reduces the temporal decorrel-
ation sufficiently to allow estimation of the relative SSH.

In the case of Harmony, the squinted line of sight is a result of the bistatic op-
eration. The beams of the companions follow that of Sentinel-1, resulting in an
off-boresight line of sight at the receivers. However, bistatic operation with an illu-
minator that is several kilometers displaced along the orbital track is not required;
the same effect can be achieved using one monostatic and one bistatic SAR sys-
tem with a squinted line of sight. The performance of the interferometer can be
enhanced by taking advantage of the two on-board phase centers of the receivers
to estimate the contribution of the relative surface motion to the interferometric
phase and remove it. The results show a standard error of 1 cm to 8 cm over the en-
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tire swath for optimized formation parameters at a wind speed of 5ms~1, except
for towards the poles. This corresponds to spatial scales of 38.7km and 36.4 km
for spectral slopes of —4' and —1.56 respectively. The performance improves at
higher wind speeds due to more backscattering. With a wind speed of 10m s,
wavelengths of approximately 26 km and 11 km can be resolved.

In the case of the quasi-monostatic system, the constraint to align the beam of
the two SARs in the Helix formation with the beam of an illuminator that is several
kilometers ahead along the trackislifted. Thus, the squint of the line of sight is not
range dependent as in the case of Harmony, and can be optimized for the entire
swath at all latitudes. The performance combined with the wide swath of a SAR
enables the recovery of submesoscale ocean features at high wind speeds. The
results of the quasi-monostatic system show a standard error of less than 5 cm for
the entire swath with the performance degrading only near the crossing point of
the formation. The error translates to resolving scales of approximately 22 km for
5ms~! wind and 12 km for 15 m s~! wind speed for the steeper spectrum.

The estimate of the sea surface height will be impacted by systematic errors.
We have considered the main sources of systematic errors including phase syn-
chronization, baseline estimation, and electromagnetic modulation of the backs-
cattered signal. The phase synchronization error has a significant impact on the
estimation. Therefore, cross-track interferometers must be designed with this po-
tential limitation in mind. Alternatively, given that the error has a known shape in
the wavenumber domain, band limited in the azimuth direction and negligible in
the range direction, it could be removed from the signal using a filter. A detailed
derivation of the sea-state bias for both a frozen and a dynamic surface has been
presented for a bistatic interferometer. In particular, we have shown that the time
dependence of the backscattering does not affect the sea-state bias under the as-
sumption of a sufficiently broad SAR processing bandwidth and that the bias is a
function of the hydrodynamic modulation and the surface height variance spec-
trum.

In the future we would like to complete the model by providing spectral envel-
opes for the systematic errors and biases. Furthermore, a more complete char-
acterization of the phase synchronization error, and mitigation algorithms are
needed. Finally, we would like to use the model to compute the azimuth cutoff
wavenumber at different latitudes, incidence angles, and wind speeds.
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On the Sensitivity to Height
and Motion of Bistatic SAR
Interferometry

A Spectral View

Assessing the performance of interferometers and processing interferograms require
accurate knowledge of the temporal lag, sensitivity, and spectral shift. While these
parameters are well-defined for conventional interferometric configurations, their
definition becomes opaque for complex configurations, such as bistatic systems with
formation-flying satellites. According to the principle of diffraction tomography,
each instrument samples a distinct region of the scattering surface’s Fourier domain.
Using this principle, we introduce a wavenumber-domain method for calculating
the temporal lag, spectral shift, and sensitivity to height of synthetic-aperture radar
(SAR) interferometers. The method calculates interferometric parameters by align-
ing the ground-projected wavenumber support of the SAR images forming the in-
terferogram. Although the wavenumber-support method agrees with the conven-
tional geometric formulations of the temporal lag and sensitivity in geometrically
simple cases, the two methods diverge in more complex geometries. We show that
when the two SAR satellites fly in a close-formation or have lines of sight that are
squinted with respect to the zero-Doppler direction, then the geometric formula-
tions are inadequate and the wavenumber-support method is needed to accurately
estimate the interferometric parameters.

This chapter has been published as A. Theodosiou and P. Lépez-Dekker. ‘On the Sensitivity to
Height and Motion of Bistatic SAR Interferometry: A Spectral View'. In: IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing 62 (2024), pp. 1-12
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3.1. Introduction

HAT is the temporal lag and the height sensitivity of a synthetic-aperture

radar (SAR) interferometer? Scientists familiar with the instrument would
consider the answer obvious. When the instrument look direction is perpendicu-
lar to the flight direction, these two parameters are proportional to the projections
of the antennas’ physical separation in the relevant directions. For example, an
along-track interferometer (ATT) with two antennas on a single platform has a tem-
poral lag directly proportional to the along-track separation [47-49]. Similarly, a
cross-track interferometer (XTI) with sensors that are only separated in the plane
normal to the flight direction has a sensitivity proportional to the baseline of the
two antennas perpendicular to the line of sight [50, 51].

The link between interferometric parameters, namely height sensitivity and tem-
poral lag, and geometric parameters stems from a geometric approach to inter-
ferometry. The geometric approach relates the phase of an interferogram to, in
the case of XTI, the elevation of the surface, and in the case of ATI to the radial
motion of the surface. This approach hinges on the assumption that the SAR sig-
nal is monochromatic. In other words, it assumes that the signal bandwidth in
range and azimuth is small enough to be considered negligible. The monochro-
matic assumption hides the role that the ground reflectivity spectrum plays in in-
terferometry. Gatelli explained the implications of considering the ground-range
wavenumber shift for a conventional XTI[30]. One that has separation only per-
pendicular to the line of sight. This has led to the introduction of spectral shift
filtering in the processing of interferograms [30, 52, 53].

Nevertheless, the monochromatic approach remains the primary view of in-
terferometry, if for no other reason than being intuitive. The approach and con-
sequently the geometric methods of calculating interferometric parameters, while
intuitive, break down in more complex geometries. Consider an interferometer
operating bistatically with a squinted line of sight, e.g. a system similar to TanDEM-
X [23] or Harmony [21]. The time taken for the lagging phase center to see a given
point on the surface with the same viewing geometry as the leading phase center
is not a function of the along-track separation alone. Hence, the temporal lag is
not equal to half the tangential separation of the phase centers, as is the case for
bistatic interferometers with a line of sight perpendicular to the flight direction.

Likewise, since the bistatic lines of sight do not share a common radial-normal
plane, they first need to be aligned before calculating the perpendicular baseline,
which drives the geometric expression of the sensitivity. However, the lines of
sight of the two sensors do not necessarily align during the illumination time of a
given point, since the transmitter-receiver pairs have a bistatic line of sight with a
common ending point but different starting points and different directions. Thus,
applying the geometric method is not possible.

Employing the monostatic equivalent (ME) of each transmitter-receiver pair [22]
provides a workaround to this problem and allows one to geometrically compute
the interferometric baselines. Nevertheless, the location of the monostatic equi-
valent of a system that has a three-dimensional separation and squinted line of
sightbecomes complicated. A different monostatic equivalent exists for each com-
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bination of slow time and look angle, as Figure 3.1 shows.

In this chapter, we present a more accurate method to solving this problem.
The fundamental relation of diffraction tomography states that the field scattered
by an object is directly proportional to the object function’s Fourier transform
at the wavenumbers that correspond to the incident and scattered wave vectors.
Building on this idea, we propose using the wavenumber support of the two SAR
images to calculate these interferometric parameters. In the following sections,
we show that by finding the temporal and spectral shifts that align the wavenum-
ber supports of the two sensors, we can calculate the temporal lag and the interfer-
ometer sensitivity. Our technique applies to all interferometers, monostatic and
bistatic, with temporally varying or fixed separations, and regardless of squint.

3.2. A Spectral Approach to SAR Interferometry

3.2.1. The Fundamental Relation of Diffraction Tomography

Before delving into interferometry, we will first motivate our wavenumber-domain
approach by linking the fundamental principle of diffraction tomography to the
region of support, i.e. the subset of the image domain that maps to non-zero val-
ues, of a SAR image. Consider an instrument illuminating an object, with complex
reflectivity o(rs) where rs represents the position vector, with a monochromatic
electromagnetic wave. A second instrument receives the scattered electromag-
netic wave. Assuming that the object is homogeneous, that the Born approxima-
tion is valid, and neglecting geometric attenuation, the received field is [54]

u(rp,rr) = /// O(r;)e_jkO(RT(rT»T;)JFRR(err;)) dr;, (3.1)
14

where r, rg are the positions of the transmitter and receiver respectively, Ry, Rg
are the distances to the object from the transmitter and receiver, respectively, and
the integration is taken over the volume of the object.

We now consider a small neighborhood around the object at rq and carry out
the first-order Taylor expansion of the distances for a given position of the trans-
mitter and receiver. The expansion yields the well-known plane wave approxim-
ation of spherical waves

R, (rn,rs) = R,(ro) + VR, (ro) - (rs — ro), (3.2)

where the subscript n can be either T or R. VR, is the gradient of the slant range
and since R,, represents the distance along a spherical wave, the gradient points
in the line of sight direction. For a typical SAR satellite in a low-Earth orbit, such
as Sentinel-1, with altitude 693 km, a look angle of 26°, assuming a rectilinear geo-
metry, and setting rs = (10m, 2.5m,0m)? to correspond to half a resolution cell,
the relative error between the expansion in (3.2) and the true slant range is 8.8 x
1072 %. Hence, from this point on, we proceed with our analysis using the plane
wave approximation.
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Figure 3.1.: The locations of the monostatic equivalents for a given slow time and
two different look angles. As the look angle increases, the location of
the monostatic equivalent shifts along the line segment connecting
the transmitter to the receiver. Thus, the monostatic equivalent sys-
tem does not have a single location for a given slow time, as a true
monostatic system would.

Substituting (3.2) into (3.1), and moving the constant phase terms out of the
integral, we note that the volume integral becomes the three-dimensional Fourier
transform of the scattering density 6 [55]:

u(rT, I'R) ~ 5(kT + kR) (33)

where kt = kg VRr(ro) and kg = koVRg(ro) are the transmitter and receiver
wave vectors respectively, and we have neglected the leading phase term. This
is the fundamental principle of diffraction tomography [55, 56]. Equation (3.3)
states that the received field is proportional to the Fourier transform of the illumin-
ated object at the components of the total wave vector, kt+kgr. The result demon-
strates that the instrument samples the Fourier space of the object’s reflectivity at
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one point in the spatial frequency domain [57]. The line of sight of the instrument
and the carrier wavelength determine the pointin the spatial frequency domain at
which the object is sampled. By varying the viewing geometry, for example, mov-
ing the location of the transmitter and receiver or changing the look and squint
angles of the antennas, the instrument can sample different points of the Fourier
domain.

A SAR samples the scattered electromagnetic field with a certain impulse re-
sponse. Thus, the signal of the SAR image becomes[50]

u(z,n) = e RO (fxx)(a,m), (3.4)

where * denotes the linear two-dimensional convolution, Ry = Rr(ro) + Rr(ro),
and we have used the range coordinate, 7, and the azimuth coordinate, z, as the
image coordinates, and the elevation, ¢, which is perpendicular to both as the
third axis. In this expression, we have assumed that setting the azimuth position
sets the positions of the receiver and transmitter. x(z,n) is the system impulse
response, and we have defined the following symbol for brevity:

flz,n) = e_-ik'rs/ o(rs) d¢. (3.5)
z
The plane wave exponential has been moved out of the integral because any com-
ponent of rg along the elevation direction will, by definition, be perpendicular
to the wave vector. Additionally, the system impulse response does not depend
on the elevation, since it is perpendicular to the plane of the SAR image. Con-
sequently, the integral with respect to elevation only contains the object’s reflectiv-
ity. It represents the projection of the scattering object onto the range and azi-
muth axes. Thus, each sample in a SAR image is a single tomographic projection
of the scattering object, shifted by the plane wave exponential and filtered by the
instrument’s impulse response [50].

SARs do not transmit and receive monochromatic waves. On the contrary, they
use chirp waveforms that have a certain bandwidth. Therefore, with each pulse,
the radar samples the Fourier domain of the object along the line & (f.)(VRr(ro)+
VRg(ro)), where kq( f,) is the instantaneous wavenumber that corresponds to the
frequency f, of the chirp signal. Acquiring a second SAR image, from a differ-
ent position, produces a different tomographic projection of the scattering object.
Cross-track interferometry uses these two different projections of the scattering
object to infer the relative height of the scatterer.

3.2.2. A Mathematical Derivation of the Spectral Shift in Two
Dimensions

The fundamental principle of the method discussed in this chapter is that only
the energy that comes from the wavenumbers that coincide between the two im-
ages contributes to the interferometric signal. In cases where the wavenumber
supports of the two images are disjoint, the interferometric signal drops to zero.
Therefore, forming an interferogram aligns the wavenumber supports of the two
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images, and the temporal lag and wavenumber shifts correspond to the moment
in time and shift in frequency where the wavenumber supports of the two images
are aligned. Prati and Rocca first proved this in [53] for the range wavenumbers
and for an interferometer that has only a perpendicular separation. Gatelli et al.
[30] expanded on the spectral shift due to different look angles and on its exploit-
ation for the improvement of interferometric techniques. The idea that only the
overlapping parts of the spectra in two dimensions, in range and azimuth, con-
tribute to interferometric information has also been used in [58] to correct for
the large angle between acquisitions coming from satellites that followed cross-
ing orbits. In this section we provide a derivation of this principle in two dimen-
sions, range and azimuth, for a bistatic interferometer with an arbitrary separa-
tion between the two SARs that compose it.

Consider a cross-track interferometer where two bistatic SARs illuminate a re-
gion on the surface as shown in Figure 3.2. The first pair of instruments illuminate
the surface with look angles 6., 6, , and squints .., 91 ,, while the second pair
has look angles 6,,,., 65,, and squints 2,., 12, where subscripts T" and R refer to
transmitter and receiver respectively. The azimuth direction is  and the ground
range direction is y; the two-way slant range to the center of the resolution cell is
Ry. The signal representing the processed image of the ith SAR for i € {1, 2} is

ui(z,y) = e R f; 5 x)(x,y), (3.6)

where x(z, y) denotes the system impulse response in terms of azimuth and ground
range. We introduce the following symbols in the interest of brevity:

filw,y) = s(a,y)e e, 3.7)
re = (2,9, 2(z,y))", (3.8)

ki = ko(sinv;,., cos ;. sinb;,., — cos ¥, cos HiT)T, (3.9
kip = ko(sin;,,, cost;,, sinb;,,, — cos 1, , cos QiR)T, (3.10)

ki = ki, + ki, (3.11)

where k; is the ith bistatic wave vector, and we have assumed that the surface scat-
tering described by the reflectivity s(x, y) is coming from the surface described by
z(x,y). The carrier wavenumber, ky = 27/)\o, depends on the carrier wavelength
Ao of the instrument, which we assume is common between the two sensors. The
wave vectors k;. and k;,, are equivalent to those in Section 3.2.1, but here we have
defined them in terms of the look and squint angles of the instruments instead
of the gradients of the slant ranges. In monostatic operation, the wave vector k;
reduces to 2k;.., and the modulus is two times the carrier wavenumber. The mod-
ulus of the bistatic wave vector is smaller than 2k.

We express a single realization of an interferogram as

V(Ivy) = ul(xvy)UQ(I7y)*' (312)
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(a) The beginning of an acquisition. (b) The end of an acquisition.

Figure 3.2.: Anillustration of the two SAR instruments sampling ground-projected
range and azimuth wavenumbers of a given resolution cell. k; is
the surface-projected wavenumber vector that the ith instrument
samples.

The Fourier transform of the interferogram is
V(k:;n kly) = f{ul(x y)UZ(x y)*}(kmy ky)a
Ul * ’LLQ)(ICQ;, k )

//u1 Ky, ky) o (ke + kL, Ky + k) dk, dky, (3.13)

where x denotes the cross-correlation operation and the Fourier transform of the
image (3.6) is given by
i (koo ky) = filke, ky)X (o ky). (3.14)

Assuming that the vertical component of rg is constant with « and y allows us to
express the Fourier transform of the image as the shifted reflectivity filtered by the
instrument frequency response in the wavenumber domain

i (ks ky) = (ke + Kig, ky + ki )e 52X (ky, by ), (3.15)

where the notation k; ; denotes the jth component of wave vectork; and j € {z,y, z}.
Equation (3.15) states that each sensor samples the surface reflectivity across a
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band of range and azimuth wavenumbers. Since the surface reflectivity is not
band-limited, the bandwidth of the image is determined by the system frequency
response. Each ground-range and azimuth wavenumber at which the sensor sam-
ples the reflectivity is shifted by k;,, and k;,, respectively. Thus, each instrument
captures a different wavenumber band of the surface reflectivity. The band that
each instrument captures depends on the wave vector of the instrument.

Substituting (3.15) into (3.13) yields the linear cross-correlation of the two im-
age spectra

V) = [ [ 500 + a4 e, ) 56+ K K Ky o+ )
IR TR (KL, k) Xk + ko, K, + k) dk, dk),  (3.16)
where Ak, = k;, — ko, is the z component of the wave vector difference.
We assume that the surface reflectivity, s(x, y), is a circular complex stochastic
process. Thus, as shown in the Appendix, the Fourier transform of the surface
reflectivity, 5(k,, k), is uncorrelated

E[3(ky, ky)3(Kay k)] = Ry (b, ky)O (ke — Ky by — ), (3.17)

where R, (k, k,) is the Fourier transform of the surface reflectivity’s spatial correl-
ation. For a wide-sense stationary process R, (k,, k,) is the power spectral density
of the surface reflectivity, according to the Wiener-Khinchin theorem. The Dirac
delta function in (3.17) represents an idealized case, which follows from the as-
sumption that at the scales of interest, the autocorrelation length of the surface
roughness is short. A practical surface can be modeled by replacing the Dirac
delta with a finite-bandwidth function, such as a Gaussian kernel, to model the
distribution of the power spectral density over a band of wavenumbers.

We are interested in the expected interferogram, so we take the expectation over
the surface ensemble of (3.16) and apply (3.17)

(kg ky) = // Ry(ky' +Xkiz, ky' +kuy)0(ky + Aky, ky + Aky)

(k' k') X (ko' + ko, Ky + ky) K], K, (3.18)
where Ak, = ki, — ka,, and Ak, = ky, — ko,. The Dirac delta function is not
a function of the integration variables, so we can move it out of the integral. We
describe I as the product of the delta function and the cross-correlation of the
frequency response with itself filtered by the power spectral density of the surface
reflectivity

I(ky, ky) = (ks + Aky, ky + Ak, )% (RLX % X) (ky, ky), (3.19)

where R/ is the shifted Fourier transform of the spatial correlation of the surface
reflectivity R (k,, ky) = Rs(k; + k1,, k, + k1,,). Taking the inverse Fourier trans-
form of (3.19) yields

I(x,y): _l{j(kérﬂk )}( )
= A2 [ (Ak,, Ak, )e/ (Aot Aky) (3.20)
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where K (k;, k,) = (R.X * X)(kz, k,). We can readily interpret (3.20). The expec-
ted interferogram is a complex sinusoid in the spatial domain, with phase pro-
portional to the height of the surface. The amplitude is the wavenumber-domain
cross-correlation of the product R, with the system frequency response, evalu-
ated at the shift between the two images. The product R, is the frequency re-
sponse of the system filtered by the shifted power spectral density of the reflectiv-

ity.

3.2.3. The Wavenumber Support

We express the wavenumber support of a SAR image as a function of slow time,
t, and range frequency f,. The wavenumbers forming the support of a resolution
cell located at the transmitter look angle 6, satisfy

ki(t, f:01) = ko(fr) (I, (t) + 1r, (1)), (3.21)

where ko(f,.) = 27 f, /co is the wavenumber magnitude, 1, is the unit vector in the
direction of the transmitter’s line of sight, and 1g, is the unit vector in the direction
of the receiver’s line of sight. The line of sight of the ith sensor is

rs,(t) — Tp

' = Tes, 0=

(3.22)

where S is either T for the transmitter line of sight, or R for the receiver line of sight,
and ry, is the position vector of the resolution cell. The time variable for a given
resolution cell varies from 7. — 7;/2 to 7. + 7;/2, where 7, is the beam center time
and 7, is the illumination duration. The range frequency is centered around the
carrier frequency, f., and itsbounds are given by the bandwidth of the transmitted
pulse.

Equation (3.21) provides insight into the relationship between the signal space
and the observation space. For a given resolution cell, slow time and range fre-
quency parameterize the signal space, while in the observation space range and
azimuth wavenumbers are the parameters. Assume the conventional viewing geo-
metry of a monostatic SAR that is looking perpendicular to the azimuth direction.
For a given slow time, the instrument samples the resolution cell with a band of
frequencies determined by the transmitted pulse. The sampling of the resolution
cell repeats every pulse repetition interval during the illumination time. The locus
of slow time and range frequency that constitute the samples of the resolution cell
are shown on the left panel of Figure 3.3a. The vertical extent of the region is the
illumination time of the instrument, and the width is the pulse bandwidth.

The support of the signal in terms of slow time and range frequency maps to
wavenumbers projected on the plane tangent to the surface at the resolution cell
accordingto (3.21). Theregion of support of a resolution cell in terms of wavenum-
bers is shown in the right panel of Figure 3.3a. The diagram has been produced
by exaggerating the illumination time to highlight the curvature of the region of
support as time moves away from the beam center time.
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We now move on to a bistatic case with a common transmitter. Assume that the
transmitter maintains the same viewing geometry and transmits the same pulse
as in the previous case. The receiver lags the transmitter along the same orbital
plane. As aresult, Ig is squinted forward with respect to l. Since the transmitted
pulse and the illumination time have not changed, the time-frequency support of
the signal is the same as before. However, the different viewing geometry changes
the mapping to the wavenumber domain. The squint of the bistatic line of sight
means that for a fixed slow time, as the range frequency is sweeping, both the
range and the azimuth wavenumbers are changing, as Figure 3.3b shows. Addi-
tionally, for a fixed range frequency the line of sight of the instrument is always
squinted, which breaks the symmetry of the wavenumber support about k... The
coupling of the range and azimuth wavenumbers means that they are no longer
separable in terms of time and range frequency. The isolines in the left panel of
Figure 3.3b show that a fixed value of range or azimuth wavenumbers traverses
both time and frequency.

3.2.4. Temporal Lag and Spectral Shift

We are interested in the difference between the supports of two SAR images ac-
quired by two instruments with a physical separation Ar(t). We express the wave-
numbers in the support of the first sensor by setting ¢ = 1 in (3.21), and define the
support of the second sensor as

ka(t, fr;00) = ko(fr) (I, (t) + 1R, (t) + Alp(t) + Alr(t)), (3.23)

where
rs, (1) + Arg(t) — rp R
~ s, (1), 3.24
lrs, (t) + Arg(t) — rp| s: (1) ( )

Alg(t) =
is the difference between the line of sight vectors due to the relative position of
the second instrument with respect to the first. The first-order Taylor expansion

of (3.23) about (7, f.) is

Ko (t, fr;0)) ~ (ko + AK) (I, (7o) + g, (7e) + Alp(7e) + Alg (7))

0 - ~
+ kio&(l”_r1 + 1R, + Al + Alr ) (7.) At (3.25)
0Al
= Kt i 01) + (o + AR)AL(7) + ko =5~ (r0)At, 3.26)

where we have used kg = ko(f.), Ak = g—;‘if(fc)(fr —fo), At =t—7., Al = Alp(1.)+
Alg (7.) for brevity, and we have neglected A f At cross terms.

To align the two images we fix the support of the first image at the beam cross-
ing time and at the center frequency and solve for the (At, Ak) where the second

support intersects the first

kl(Tcafc;ol) :kZ(t; fr;el)- (327)
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Simplifying (3.27) leads to

a(1+ Al)

Ak(L+ AL + kg =

(Te) At = —koAl(7e), (3.28)

wherel = I, () + g, (72).

Until now, no assumption has been made on the reference frame of vectors
k; and ko. Recalling 3.2.2, the information in the interferogram comes from the
surface-projected wavenumbers where the regions of support of the two images
coincide. Thus, to relate the difference in the support to the temporal lag and
spectral shift, we need to solve (3.27) in a reference frame where two of the basis
vectors are aligned with the ground range and azimuth directions. Equation (3.28)
is an overdetermined system of three equations and two unknowns. However,
we can remove one equation from the system by projecting the wavenumbers
on the plane tangent to the surface. After coordinate transformation and projec-
tion, (3.27) becomes

klx}'(TC,fc;el) = k2xy(ta fr;al)a (329)

where kixy (7, fe; 1) = Tka(7e, fe;61) and koxy (¢, fr;01) = Tka(¢, f;6;) and T is
a matrix representing the surface projection to the tangent plane of the resolu-
tion cell. Figure 3.4 shows the tangent plane for a given point on the surface, the
two basis vectors along the plane and the basis vector normal to the plane, and
the wave vectors of two instruments and their projections at the temporal lag and
spectral shift where they align.

We model the surface projection by

I' = Qxx (I-nn"), (3.30)

where Qx is the direction cosine matrix from the reference frame that the vec-
tors are expressed in to the local tangent frame, and 1 is the unit vector normal
to the surface expressed in the reference frame of the wavenumber vectors. We
define the local tangent plane with two basis vectors that lie within the plane, one
aligned with the interferogram’s ground range direction and one with the azimuth
direction, and complete it with fi. The second term of (3.30) projects the vector
on the tangent plane, while the first term transforms the vector to the local tan-
gent frame. Hence, a vector multiplied by I" defined in (3.30) will have a third
component equal to zero.
Multiplying both sides of (3.28) by I" yields

ko(c’)(lJBrtAl) (7e)), (+Al), At
(ko(a“g?" (o)), (1+A), (Ak) = —koAlL (3.31)

Equation (3.31) provides an analytic solution to At and Ak, and it is valid if At
and Ak are sufficiently small for second and higher order terms to be neglected.
In cases where the first-order expansion is invalid, we can compute the solution
to (3.27) numerically using an optimization method.
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3.2.5. Height Sensitivity

After solving for the temporal and spectral shift according to (3.31), the sensitivity
can be computed from the difference of the aligned wavenumber supports. The
interferometric phase of a resolution cell is

B(AL, Af) = Ak(At, Af) - ¢, (3.32)

where ¢ is the elevation vector and Ak(At, Af) is the difference of the aligned
supports
Ak(At, Af) =ka(T+ Aty fo + Af;0;) — ka (7, fe;01). (3.33)

Figure 3.4 illustrates the supports of the aligned surface-projected wavenumber
supports. The orange line on the tangent plane represents the surface projection
of the first support k,,, at the beam crossing time 7.. Examining the definition
of the wave vector in (3.21) reveals that by not fixing the range frequency of the
wave vector, k;,  becomes a line that is parallel to the surface projection of the
line of sight and passes through the origin. At the solution of (3.29), the surface-
projected support of the second wave vector coincides in the Fourier space with
the surface-projected support of the first acquisition at the beam crossing time
and center frequency. While the surface projections of the supports are equal to
each other, their components in the normal direction to the surface are different.
The dot product of this difference with the elevation gives rise to the interferomet-
ric phase, and drives the sensitivity.

In a SAR image, a scatterer is placed at the intersection of the iso-range and iso-
Doppler surfaces. In the monostatic case, these reduce to the known iso-range
sphere and iso-Doppler cone. Generally, the range and Doppler surfaces are

(@) + M= ()]l (3.34)
1

fp surface: fp = A—(l}(t) v (t) + 1r (1) -vR(t))

=7, (1{0@) vr(t) + Iro(t) - vR (1)
Tro® el ") T oy 1 2]

~ Fi(ro) + Fur - (vT(t) _|_VR(LL))7

ol [[Iroll

Rellipsoid: R

+ VR(t))

(3.35)

where in the equation of the Doppler shift we have expressed the scatterer loca-
tion as the sum of a reference position and a relative position r, = r¢ + r and
approximated ||lTo(¢) + r|| and ||lro(¢) + r|| as ||1ro|| and ||Iro|| respectively. The
locus of points that satisfy conditions (3.34) and (3.35) is a line. Conventionally,
SAR images are focused at the zero-Doppler location, i.e. fp = 0. Thus, the solu-
tion lies on a line on the surface of the range ellipsoid. All scatterers at the same
range and with the same zero-Doppler location are positioned along this line, re-
gardless of the incidence angle of their location.

Cross-track interferometry (XTI) solves for the missing third dimension by posi-
tioning a scatterer at a look angle on the line of constant range and Doppler. After
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applying the plane-wave approximation at the vicinity of the scatterer, the curve
along which the solution lies becomes a straight line. XTI locates the scatterer
along the fronts of the plane wave. Hence, an interferometer is sensitive to the
elevation along this line, normal to the range and Doppler directions. The height
normal to the surface is related to the elevation

z(t) = C(t)C - 2, (3.36)

where ¢ is orthogonal to both the iso-range lines and the iso-Doppler lines

¢ =(r+1g) x (VT n VR> (3.37)
Nzl [rll

and ¢ = ¢/||¢]].
Taking the derivative of the interferometric phase (3.32) with respect to height

yields the sensitivity of the interferometer to height

00 ¢

— = Ak (AL, Af) = 3.38
where Ak, (At, A f)isthe ( component of the aligned support difference and from (3.36)
we can express the derivative of the elevation with respect to height as 1/¢-z. Thus,
the sensitivity is the difference between the aligned supports, in the elevation dir-
ection, inverted to the vertical direction.

3.3. Simulations and Results

3.3.1. Simulations

We simulate three different interferometers. In all three, the receiving SAR satel-
lites are flying in a Helix formation [20]. The first has a tangential and radial separ-
ation between the two sensors, and we simulate both monostatic and bistatic op-
eration with a common transmitter. The two antennas point in the zero-Doppler
direction. The second also looks in the zero-Doppler direction, but only has a
normal separation and operates monostatically. Thus, the effective temporal lag
is 0s. The third is a system inspired by Harmony and consists of three SAR satel-
lites: an illuminator and two formation-flying receivers, that lag the illuminator
by 350 km [59]. The Helix formation combines radial, normal, and tangential sep-
arations that vary sinusoidally along the orbit. Due to the bistatic operation the
two receivers are looking forward, i.e. they have a squint, with respect to the zero-
Doppler direction. Table 3.1 lists the parameters of the three simulation scenarios,
where aAe and aAS) are the magnitudes of the relative eccentricity and relative
inclination vectors of the formation, as defined in [20], and both vectors have a
phase of —7 /2. Figure 3.5 illustrates the satellite configurations of the three cases.

The first two scenarios use a formation that models a pure ATI and a pure XTI
respectively. In the first case, we expect the temporal lag calculated using the
wavenumber method to match the along-track physical separation between the
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Table 3.1.: The parameters of the interferometer used in the different simulation

scenarios.
Case ale/m aAQ/m Operation
1 50 0 Monostatic & Bistatic
2 0 650 Bistatic
3 125 650 Bistatic

two formation satellites. Similarly, we expect the sensitivity of the cross-track in-
terferometer to match the sensitivity calculated from the conventional equation
in the second case. We simulate the second case in a flat-Earth frame to eliminate
the effect of the Earth’s rotation and curvature. In the other cases, we carry out
the simulations in an Earth-centered Earth-fixed frame before transforming to a
local-tangent local-normal frame as discussed in (3.30).

The last scenario poses challenges, as it cannot be accurately modeled with con-
ventional geometric approaches. The combination of bistatic operation and a
squinted line of sight results in under or overestimating the temporal lag if only
the physical separation is used. Locating the shift needed for the lines of sight of
the two receivers to align yields a more accurate estimate, but the bistatic opera-
tion means that the two receivers do not have a single line of sight between them
and the surface.

Using the monostatic equivalent can offer a way out, but the questions of where
to place the equivalent system and how to convert the along-track and perpen-
dicular baselines of the formation to those of the equivalent system are not trivial.
Our numerical experiments have shown that using the geometric method of align-
ing the monostatically equivalent lines of sight of the two systems approaches
the results of the wavenumber method when the monostatic equivalent system is
placed at the intersection of the bistatic line of sight and the line segment between
the transmitter and receiver. Hence, a unique ME exists for each combination of
incidence angle and slow time, as Figure 3.1 illustrates. The geometric method is
explained in detail in the Appendix.

3.3.2. Results

In this subsection, we present the temporal lag and sensitivity to height of three
differentinterferometric configurations based on computational simulations. Fig-
ure 3.6 shows the temporal lag of a Helix interferometer with only an aAe com-
ponent (case 1). This means that the along-track separation of the interferometer
varies sinusoidally along the orbit with an amplitude of 2aAe [20]. The temporal
lag of a monostatic interferometer that looks perpendicular to the flight direction
is equal to the along-track separation divided by the flight velocity. If the interfero-
meter operates bistatically, then the along-track baseline halves. The along-track
baseline, calculated using the wavenumber method of (3.31), matches the expec-
ted result.
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Figure 3.7 illustrates the sensitivity to height of a Helix formation that has a sep-
aration only in the normal direction (case 2). The sensitivity is calculated as fol-
lows:

1. Find the temporal lag and a frequency shift given by (3.31).

2. Compute the spectral support of the first sensor at the beam crossing time
and the center frequency. Compute the spectral support of the second sensor
at the shifts found in the previous step.

3. Calculate the sensitivity using (3.38).

The sensitivity of a monostatic cross-track interferometer with an unsquinted line
of sight is described by the well-known expression in the literature [50, 51]. The
right panel in Figure 3.7 shows the relative error between the sensitivity calculated
using the method proposed in this chapter and the classical expression of the in-
terferometric sensitivity.

Moving on to a more complex geometry, Figure 3.8 shows the temporal lag of
Helix interferometer with aAe = 125m and aAQ2 = 650m (case 3). In this case,
two factors complicate the geometry:

1. The bistatic operation of the receivers with an illuminator that is signific-
antly ahead of the Helix formation.

2. Thesignificantline-of-sight squint of the receiving instruments that is needed
to follow the transmitter’s beam.

We compare the temporal lag obtained using the wavenumber method to the tem-
poral lag calculated using the geometric method of finding the along-track shift
that aligns the lines of sight of the monostatic equivalents. The absolute error
between the two methods peaks at 0.40 ms.

The sensitivity to height of the configuration is shown on the left panel of Fig-
ure 3.9. The right panel displays the relative difference between the spectrally
derived sensitivity and the sensitivity calculated using the monostatic equival-
ent method explained in the Appendix. We used the angle between the mono-
static equivalent’s line of sight and the normal to the surface as the incidence
angle when computing the sensitivity with the geometric method. A different
result, which is closer to the sensitivity obtained with the spectral method, is ob-
tained when the complementary angle to the angle between the elevation dir-
ection ¢ and the normal to the surface is used as the incidence angle. We have
defined this angle mathematically in (C.7). Figure 3.10 shows the relative differ-
ence between the spectrally derived sensitivity and the sensitivity based on the
geometric method, with the latter definition of the incidence angle.

3.4. Discussion

The first two simulation scenarios act as tests to validate that the proposed wave-
number method for calculating the temporal lag and sensitivity produces sens-
ible results. In the first scenario, we are testing the calculation of the temporal lag.
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Hence, we set up a Helix formation whose separation vector has a dominant along-
track component, and a smaller radial component. In the baseline case, which is
shown in the left panel of Figure 3.6, we model both instruments as monostatic
SARs with no squint. In this case, we expect to see the along-track baseline to
closely match the along-track separation of the formation and to have a small de-
pendence on range. If the second receiver operates bistatically, using the first in-
strument as a transmitter, then the along-track baseline should be half the along-
track separation. The results in Figure 3.6 match these results.

In the second simulation scenario, we set up a Helix formation with a signific-
ant normal separation. Like the first scenario, we assume that the instruments
operate monostatically and look in the zero-Doppler direction. Hence, we expect
the spectrally derived sensitivity to agree with the expression for the sensitivity
found in the literature. Figure 3.7 shows that the results are in agreement with
the conventional expression for the sensitivity.

We have verified that the wavenumber method agrees with the conventional
expressions of along-track baseline and sensitivity for geometrically simple cases.
We now move on to the more interesting case of a bistatic interferometer with an
illuminator that leads the receivers by 350 km. The receivers are flying in a Helix
formation with both an ascending node difference and an eccentricity difference.
Thus, the separation of the receiving satellites varies in all three directions, the
radial, the normal, and the tangential, sinusoidally with time.

Figure 3.8 shows the temporal lag estimated using (3.31) on the left, and the geo-
metric approximation on the right. Here we are starting to see the two methods
diverging. While a peak absolute difference of 0.40 ms might sound small, it is con-
siderable when two SAR images need to be precisely aligned before processing
is carried out to produce interferometric estimates. Furthermore, considerable
effort was spent to have the geometrically calculated temporal lag approach the
spectral temporal lag. Each satellite position and each incidence angle produce a
unique monostatic equivalent system for each of the two pairs of transmitter and
receiver.

The computationally cheaper and conceptually simpler approach of position-
ing the monostatic equivalent at the midpoint of the transmitter and receiver,
thus having a common ME position for all incidence angles at a given instance
of time, performs worse compared to the results presented in Figure 3.8. The sim-
pler geometric method overestimates the extremes of the temporal lag by 7 ms and
misses its distribution with respect to time and range. In contrast to both variants
of the geometric approach, the wavenumber method works for both monostatic
and bistatic systems without requiring the calculation of virtual equivalent sys-
tems.

Figure 3.9 illustrates the sensitivity to height of the same Helix formation in the
left panel. The distribution of the values, and the variation with time and incid-
ence angle are in agreement between the two methods. There is a small but not
insignificant difference in the magnitude of the sensitivity. The relative difference
in the sensitivity estimated with the two methods is plotted in the right panel. The
largest difference, which tends to 7%, is in the near range and over the equator,
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which is where the normal separation of the formation also reaches its maximum.

During our experiments, we have found that changing the incidence angle used
for the computation of the geometric sensitivity to the one defined by the com-
plementary angle to the angle between the elevation and the normal directions
reduces the relative error between the spectral sensitivity and the geometric sens-
itivity in scenarios that involve a complex formation, such as in the third scenario
of Table 3.1. Figure 3.10, illustrates the improvement in the relative error, with a
reduction of the maximum relative difference from 7% to 0.12% in the near range
at equatorial latitudes, and a marked improvement throughout the domain. The
latter definition of 6; accounts for the fact that the line of sight and the elevation
direction are not coplanar, when the line of sight is squinted. The spectral method
accounts for this directly by computing the wavenumber support difference along
¢. Thus, making this adjustment to the geometric method brings the results closer
to those obtained with the spectral method.

Furthermore, for both sensitivity calculations of scenario 3 we have scaled the
expression of the sensitivity by the modulus of the bistatic line of sight. Whereas
in a true monostatic system the scaling factor would be equal to 2, in a bistatic sys-
tem, the modulus of the line of sight is less than 2. The divergence of the modulus
from 2 increases as the bistatic angle increases. Thus, in the monostatic equival-
ent of such an interferometer, the true modulus of the line of sight should be used.
We discuss the line of sight modulus scaling factor and its effect on the results fur-
ther in the Appendix.

We note to the reader that we were able to arrive to these modifications to the
conventional expression of the sensitivity by iteratively experimenting with differ-
ent adjustments and scaling factors. In light of this, the result of Figure 3.10 serves
as a cross-check of the geometric method against the spectral method. In config-
urations with larger bistatic angles or larger separations, the two methods diverge
further.

The divergence stems from the fact that no monostatic system can capture the
radiometric and interferometric properties of a bistatic system with sufficiently
large baselines over different look angles and slow-time instants. As Figure 3.1
shows, different look angles have different monostatic equivalent positions. Yet
the difference between these positions is significantly larger than the distance that
the satellite would travel in the time taken for the echoes of adjacent resolution
cells to reach the instrument. Thus, the spectral method of calculating the tem-
poral lag, spectral shift, and sensitivity to height is superior, as it works regardless
of the complexity of the separation between the two SARs or whether the system
operates mono- or bistatically without the need to compute virtual systems and
introduce scaling factors.

3.5. Conclusion

We have presented a method that uses the wavenumber support to compute the
temporallag and sensitivity of single-pass interferometers. Our method solves the
problems that arise due to the difficulty of applying the monostatic equivalent ap-
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proximation to interferometers with complex geometries. The proposed method
accommodates both monostatic and bistatic interferometers without requiring
adjustments to switch between the two. Furthermore, using the first-order linear
expansion of the spectral support provides a simple system of equations that can
be efficiently solved computationally.

Results from simulations show that for a Helix formation, the geometric method
overestimates the temporal lag. Furthermore, the sensitivity estimated using the
geometric method has a relative difference of up to 7% compared to the sensitivity
estimated using the wavenumber method. Accurate knowledge of these paramet-
ers is necessary when designing cross-track interferometers to estimate the rel-
ative topography of dynamic surfaces, such as the ocean. Additionally, accurate
knowledge of the temporal lag and wavenumber shift between SAR surveys will
benefit the processing of interferograms from future SAR missions that will fea-
ture squinted lines of sight and bistatic operation. The method is also useful for
repeat-pass interferometry, as it allows the accurate computation of the reference
orbits for processing. In the future, we aim to expand on this work by validating
the method with an end-to-end simulation of SAR observables from a dynamic
surface.
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Figure 3.3.: The time-frequency and the corresponding wavenumber region of
support of a resolution cell for (a) a monostatic and (b) a bistatic in-
terferometer. We note that the modulus of the bistatic wave vectors is
smaller than that of the monostatic wave vectors for the same range
frequency. We illustrate the modulus of the bistatic wave vector at
the minimum range frequency in both support diagrams. The differ-
ence of the moduli is exaggerated in the diagram for the purposes of
illustration. Furthermore, the aperture time that we consider for these
diagrams is larger than what is typically used in real-world systems to
illustrate the shape of the region of support. In a real-world radar, the
wavenumber region of support in (a) would look rectangular, and that
in (b) trapezoidal, as they would only be a slice of illustrated regions.
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Figure 3.4.: The figure shows the plane tangent to a given point on the surface and
the basis vectors of the reference frame used to align the wavenumber
support of the two SAR systems. Two SAR satellites with differentlook
angles and squints are shown. The wave vectors of the first and second
system are shown in orange and blue colors, respectively. For ease of
illustration, the figure omits the transmitting satellites and instead dis-
plays two monostatic satellites; thus the bistatic wave vector reduces
to k; = 2k;... The concept remains the same for bistatic systems. The
surface-projected wave vectors of the two instruments, k;,  and ka,,
at the moment of alignment, are shown on the tangent plane. The
circle at the midpoint of k;,, represents the point at which we fix the
support of the first acquisition when solving (3.29). The figure also il-
lustrates the component of the difference of the aligned wave vectors
in the elevation direction, Ak (At, Af). The difference of these vec-
tors drives the sensitivity to the surface height.
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Figure 3.5.: An illustration of the three different satellite configurations used for
the simulation experiments.
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Figure 3.6.: The temporal lag of case number 1 in Table 3.1. The left panel shows
the temporal lag of monostatic interferometer and the right panel that
of a bistatic interferometer.
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calculated using the wavenumber method with respect to the conven-
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Figure 3.8.: A formation with a 650 m ascending node difference and a 125m ra-
dial difference. Left panel: The temporal lag using the wavenumber
method. Right panel: The absolute error between the temporal lag
calculated spectrally and the temporal lag calculated using the geo-
metric method.
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Figure 3.9.: A formation with a 650 m ascending node difference and a 125 m radial
difference. Left panel: The sensitivity to height. Right panel: The rel-
ative error of the sensitivity calculated using the wavenumber method
with respect to the conventional sensitivity expression.
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Synchronizing Bistatic SAR
Signals from Data

Or How to Tackle the Elephant in the Room

The Harmony mission features two bistatic synthetic-aperture radar (SAR) compan-
ions of Sentinel-1. As with any multistatic system, frequency deviations among
the oscillators of the receivers cause a phase error in the phase of the demodulated
SAR signal. Given that interferometry will be used to retrieve geophysical paramet-
ers from Harmony’s radar instruments, an erroneous phase difference between the
SAR signals of the two companions will bias the retrieval. The companions will use
a global-navigation system (GNSS)-based method to synchronize the phase of the
signals. The residual phase that remains after the synchronization is significant
enough to make the retrieval of relative sea-surface height (RSSH) impossible. In
this chapter, we present a data-driven algorithm to remove the synchronization re-
sidual. The algorithm uses the multisquint processing approach, together with the
overlap regions of the TOPSAR acquisition mode, to estimate the derivative of the
residual. After running the algorithm, simulations suggest that the error signal re-
duces from a standard deviation of 4° t0 0.01°, allowing the retrieval of RSSH from
Harmony data.

4.1. Introduction

B 1sTATIC and multistatic synthetic-aperture radars (SARs) offer the following
advantages over monostatic SARs: flexible interferometric baselines, line of
sight diversity, lower cost and simplicity of electronics due to a common trans-
mitter. These benefits come at the cost of the complexity, in terms of mission
planning, operations, and processing. By definition, bistatic SARs use different
oscillators to modulate the radar carrier at the transmitter and to demodulate the
carrier at the receiver. Any deviation in the instantaneous frequency or phase
of the oscillators introduces a phase error in the radar signal. The error will de-
grade any measurement that leverages the phase of the signal, such as synthetic-

75
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aperture radar interferometry (InSAR) and synthetic-aperture radar tomography
based measurements. Thus, in addition to the aforementioned costs, phase syn-
chronization is an unavoidable challenge of multistatic systems.

One such application of single-pass cross-track interferometry (XTI) is the meas-
urement of the sea-surface height (SSH). SSH is the elevation of the sea surface
with respect to the reference ellipsoid, and XTI measures the height variation re-
lative to the mean height of the surface. In this chapter, we refer to this relative
elevation as relative sea-surface height. Using the height of the mean surface of
an acquisition relative to the reference ellipsoid, one can obtain the SSH from
measurements of the RSSH. Oceanographic studies, both theoretical and numer-
ical, show that flows with horizontal scales in the order of 0.1 km to 10 km, the so
called submesoscales [2], play a critical role in the oceanic and atmospheric energy
transfer, the mixing of heat and nutrients, and the sea state [2, 5, 6, 60]. Measure-
ments of the SSH at a resolution sufficient to resolve these scales are necessary to
validate these studies and improving our understanding of oceanic physics.

Until recently, no remote sensing instrument was able to provide such meas-
urements. The observational gap [19], was one of the primary motivations for
the Surface Water and Ocean Topography (SWOT) mission of NASA/CNES [61].
SWOT characterizes ocean circulation from SSH measurements at spatial resolu-
tions of 15 km, by using a single-platform cross-track interferometer made of two
Ka-band SARs.

Harmony, the European Space Agency’s 10th Earth Explorer [21], consists of
two satellites that will fly together with Sentinel-1. Each spacecraft will carry a
passive SAR that will use Sentinel-1 as a transmitter, and a thermal infrared in-
strument. Harmony is a multipurpose mission, that aims to quantify small-scale
motion and deformation fields of the ocean surface, glaciers and ice sheets, and
solid Earth [21]. In [62], the authors propose a measurement concept to retrieve
RSSH using a formation of bistatic SARs, with the potential to resolve submeso-
scale RSSH. We have been working to introduce an experimental RSSH product
for Harmony using this concept. However, the concept requires phase synchron-
ization to work.

There are different techniques to synchronize bistatic SAR data. The most dir-
ect method is using a bidirectional synchronization link between the satellites to
exchange clock information, as employed in TanDEM-X [23, 63]. We refer to bi-
static systems that exchange clock information as cooperative [64]. Cooperative
systems require additional hardware to enable the information exchange between
the satellites.

Phase synchronization of non-cooperative systems, i.e. systems that do not ex-
change clock information, unavoidably relies on information either directly from
the SAR signals or from auxiliary data. Harmony is a non-cooperative system, as it
does not have the means to exchange information between the companions. The
impact of the lack of synchronization on bistatic SAR imaging was first discussed
by Auterman in [65]. Massonet and Vadon discussed the use of repeat-pass inter-
ferometry to estimate the clock drift of the European Remote Sensing satellite [66].
The DLR-ONERA team discussed the synchronization of bistatic SAR signals, and



4.1. Introduction 77

demonstrated bistatic XTI from an airborne system [67]. The synchronization was
based on information from the monostatic and bistatic SAR signals. Estimating
the synchronization phase from the received signals, also known as autosync, has
been demonstrated with a spaceborne sensor using TanDEM-X experiments [68].
Autosync’s performance depends on the backscattering of the scene, making it
suboptimal for interferometric applications.

Recent advances in the field show that the phase synchronization error can be
reliably corrected using a global navigation satellite system (GNSS) based tech-
nique [69]. This follows from the fact that the part of the GNSS solution is the
phase difference between the GNSS-receiver reference clock and the GNSS ref-
erence. Therefore, after making sure that the GNSS receiver and the radar pay-
load share a common reference oscillator, phase-synchronization becomes a by-
product of the Precise Orbit Determination (POD) step. The results of [69] suggest
that this approach can estimate the phase synchronization error if systematic er-
rors are suppressed. Specifically, at C-band the method achieves synchronization
with a standard deviation of 1.6°. Since the estimation of the error happens at the
carrier frequency of the GNSS signal (L-band), the solution degrades, assuming
spectral purity of frequency conversion stages, linearly with frequency, reaching
a cutoff in terms of usability near X-band [69].

Harmony’s RSSH error budget allocates a synchronization error with a 1.0 cm
standard deviation [62]. This value is set to allow the resolution of RSSH at the
submesoscales. By using the minimum and maximum interferometric sensitivity
of Harmony reported in [46], we convert this value to a phase error 0of 0.04° to 0.10°.
Therefore, we need to improve upon the GNSS-based phase synchronization to
make the retrieval of RSSH possible.

In this article, we present a data-driven calibration algorithm that reduces the
residual phase synchronization error that is left in the radar signal after the GNSS-
based synchronization has been carried out. The algorithm suits the retrieval of
small signals that require a high sensitivity, such as RSSH. Our algorithm builds
upon the multisquint processing introduced in [70, 71], as well as autosync [68],
and uses the system inversion approach similarly to [72]. It leverages the over-
lap regions, where samples are acquired twice for the same region on the sur-
face, of the Terrain Observation by Progressive Scans (TOPSAR) mode by using
the samples at the overlaps as additional, more robust estimates of the finite dif-
ference of the phase synchronization residual.

The structure of the chapter is as follows: We start by introducing a model for
the phase of the bistatic SAR signal due to the non-synchronous operation, and
a model for the residual error that remains after GNSS-based synchronization in
Section 4.2. In Section 4.4, we simulate the RSSH that Harmony would retrieve for
a scene based on the outputs of a coupled ocean-atmosphere model in the Bay of
Biscay, France, and run the algorithm on the simulated data. Section 4.5 discusses
the results and the performance of algorithm in terms of the semivariogram, iden-
tifies two sources of errors, discuss potential solutions. Finally, in Section 4.6 we
conclude the article by giving an overview of potential improvements to the al-
gorithm.
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4.2, Origin and Characteristics of Phase

Synchronization Error in Bistatic SAR

4.2.1. Where Does The Error Come From?

The separation of transmitter and receiver inherent in bistatic systems leads to
the need for three different types of synchronization [73]:

1. Time or reception window synchronization: The reception window of the
receiver must align or include the transmission window of the transmitter
for the duration of the acquisition.

2. Beam synchronization: The transmit and receive antennas must illuminate
the same region on the ground at the same time.

3. Phase synchronization: The difference in the instantaneous phases of the
oscillators in the transmitter and the receiver must be minimized.

The algorithm of this article tackles 3). Bistatic SARs have spatially separate trans-
mitter and receivers. Therefore, each receiver has its own oscillator with an inde-
pendent instantaneous phase. The instantaneous phase of the ith receiver is [65,
74]

¢
Yi(t) = 2”/ fi(T)dT + i 0, 4.1)

where 7y is the initial time offset, { f;(t),t > 0} is a stochastic process represent-
ing the instantaneous frequency of the ith oscillator, and ¢; o is a constant phase
offset. f; is the sum of the oscillator’s central frequency, f; ., and a zero-mean
stochastic process representing deviations from the central frequency, {6 f;(¢),t >
0} [69]

fi(t) = fie +0fi(1). (4.2)

Setting ¢« = wu for the first receiver and ¢ = v for the second, we see that each
oscillator will introduce a different instantaneous phase during the demodulation
of the signals. When two SAR images from different receivers are interfered to
form an interferogram, the phase of the first SAR signal is subtracted from that of
the second. This operation leaves a phase synchronization error, 1., (t) = ¥, (t) —
1, (t), present in the phase of the interferogram. The error remains even when
the oscillators have the same central frequency as the deviations from the central
frequency are independent processes.

The severity of the phase synchronization error depends on its magnitude rel-
ative to the geophysical signal that the instrument is estimating. As an example,
consider a single-pass cross-track interferometer with a 30 m height of ambiguity.
A phase synchronization error of 1° translates to an error of 8.3 cm in the retrieved
relative height. For land topography which can have relative heights of meters,
such an error might be accommodated. However, for smaller-scale parameters,
such as RSSH which spans at most tens of centimeters, such an error would com-
pletely degrade the measurement. Thus, the retrieval of smaller-scale geophysical
parameters using single-pass bistatic interferometry, such as the retrieval of RSSH
by Harmony, requires a refinement of the GNSS-based phase synchronization.
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Figure 4.1.: The phase residual after applying the GNSS-based synchronization
scheme is a stochastic process characterized by a flat narrowband
spectrum.

4.2.2. Post-GNSS Synchronization Phase Residual

In [69] Rodrigues-Silva et al. present a GNSS-based synchronization scheme for
multistatic SAR systems such as Harmony. By designing the system to share the
oscillator between the satellite’s GNSS receiver and the payload, the scheme es-
timates and corrects the phase synchronization from the combined navigation
and precise-orbit determination data. The scheme achieves a residual error after
correction with a standard deviation of 1.6° at C band. As discussed in 4.2, such a
standard deviation is insufficient for retrieval of RSSH.

Before correcting for it, one ought to first characterize the residual error sig-
nal after the GNSS synchronization. We model the signal as a stochastic process,
{tc(t),t > 0} with a flat non-zero power spectral density (PSD) between 0 Hz and
/v, and a zero PSD outside this band

2

e i —fy<f< Sy
Sy (f) =14 2f -

0, otherwise.

4.3)

The non-zero part of the PSD has a value of o, /(2f;) and units of rad? /Hz, where
aiu is the variance of the residual phase post-GNSS correction. For the purposes
of the simulations in this article, we set f, = 2Hz, o, = 4°. We have arrived at
the spectral characterization given by (4.3) after consulting the authors of [69].

We simulate realizations of the residual error that adhere to (4.3) with the fol-
lowing procedure [75]:

1. Discretize the PSD.

2. Convert the discrete PSD to the amplitude of the Discrete Fourier Transform




80 4. Synchronizing Bistatic SAR Signals from Data

of ¢, according to /N f; Sy, [f], where N is the number of points in the dis-
crete PSD, and f; is the sampling frequency.

3. Assign a random phase to each point of the DFT of ¢ for f > 0, sampled
from a uniform distribution between 0 and 2.

4. Set the phase of the negative frequencies of the DFT so that the DFT is even
symmetric.

5. Compute the inverse DFT.

Figure 4.1a shows the PSD described by (4.3) and Figure 4.1b shows a realiza-
tion of the stochastic process that has such a PSD. We have simulated the realiza-
tion from the PSD according to the procedure we have described in the previous
paragraph.

4.3. Calibration Algorithm

The algorithm that we are presenting is designed to work on the interferometric
phase residual after the GNSS-based synchronization of [69]. Consequently, the
algorithm estimates a realization of the stochastic process described by (4.3) from
noisy observations of its finite difference, i.e. approximations of the derivative ob-
tained by the difference of the signal sampled at two different instants of time. We
obtain the finite difference via two distinct methods, by computing the differen-
tial interferometric phase of the overlap regions, and by computing the differen-
tial interferometric phase of subaperture images. We introduce the terms overlap
regions, and subapertures images in the following two paragraphs.

The algorithm assumes the following: the SAR image has azimuth lines that are
sampled twice at different instants of time, not more than a few seconds apart.
From here on, we call these azimuth lines “overlap regions”. The overlap regions
occur periodically at fixed azimuth intervals, as is the case in TOPSAR mode [36].
In TOPSAR, the overlap regions occur whenever the instrument completes a scan-
ning cycle and returns to a given subswath. To ensure that no gaps occur in azi-
muth between bursts the first azimuth lines of a burst overlap with the last azi-
muth lines of the preceding burst. These overlap regions are typically not visible
in processed SAR images because processors merge bursts by keeping the samples
of only the early or the late burst for a given azimuth to create a continuous image.

The algorithm’s second source of observations come from subaperture images.
SAR processing focuses the echoes that the instrument collects from each scat-
terer at different time instants, and consequently squint angles, during the illu-
mination time to the correct resolution cell. The length of the synthetic aperture
and the instrument’s line of sight define the range of squint angles. The raw sig-
nal can be focused with a different central squint than that of the instrument, res-
ulting in a SAR image with reduced bandwidth, known as a subaperture image.
Several subaperture images can be formed out of a SAR image by focusing the
raw signal with different central squints. Each subaperture image contains signal
collected during the illumination time by a different part of the full aperture.
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A fundamental assumption of the algorithm is that the geophysical signal re-
mains constant during the illumination time, while instrument and platform in-
duced errors vary continuously. Hence, by comparing the signal from different
subaperture images, the instrument, and platform errors can be estimated. This
technique is known as multisquint processing [76], and it has been used to correct
for residual motion errors [70], estimate the azimuth motion of glaciers [71], and
it has been proposed to synchronize the phase of tomographic acquisitions[72].

The heart of the algorithm lies in leveraging the variance and invariance of the
synchronization residual and the topographic phase, respectively, between inter-
ferograms of adjacent subapertures and overlap regions. We model the interfero-
metric phase of the interferogram between the ith subapertures as

¢i (ta T) = d)t (tv T) + ¢m (tc,iv T) + wc(tc,i) + n; (t; 7_)7 (44)

where ¢ represents the slow time corresponding to an azimuth position in the fo-
cused image, t.; represent the azimuth beam-center time of the ith subaperture,
and 7 is the range (fast) time. ¢; has several components, the topographic com-
ponent ¢,, in the case that there is an along-track baseline between the SAR ac-
quisitions a motion component ¢,,, the synchronization residual ., and noise
n;.

We explicitly include the subaperture index ¢ as subscript to highlight the as-
sumption that the topographic phase stays constant in each subaperture, while
the other phase contributions change with subaperture. Furthermore, we have
assumed that the residual ). does not vary with range because for a given azimuth
position, samples are collected over the swath width in fractions of a millisecond,
a time interval that is much shorter than the period of the highest frequency com-

ponent of ..
The beam-center time of the ith subaperture is
T T 1
ei=t— 22, 4,
tei=1 5 + N (z 2) (4.5)

where T, is the aperture time, and NNV is the number of subapertures [77]. Thus, the
interferograms from different subapertures capture the phase synchronization re-
sidual at different time instants. Furthermore, the interferometric phase due to
the motion of the surface also changes between the subapertures. The phase due
to motion, also known as the along-track interferometric (ATI) phase is[49]

27TBH N
=  —V

dm sl (4.6)

Avp

where B| is the effective along-track baseline of the interferometer, v, is the velo-
city of the platform, v, is the vector representing the velocity of the surface, and 1
is a unit vector parallel to the instrument’s line of sight. Since each pair of subap-
erture images corresponds to processing the signal with a different central squint,
1 changes for each subaperture. The line of sight unit vector of the ith subaperture
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is
c_( sin(n+m)
11 - (COS(T] + 771) Sin9> b (47)

where 7 is the squint of the line of sight, n; = —g + % (i—1)is the squint offset with
respect to n of ith subaperture, and § is the instrument’s azimuth beamwidth.

The phase of the differential interferogram between the interferogram of subap-
erture images ¢ and that of subaperture images 7 + 1, which we call the spectral
diversity phase [70], is given by the following equation:

Agi(t,T) = ¢M(t(:,i+1» T) = dm(te, T) + ¢c(tc,¢+1)
— te(tes) + nip1(t, 7) —ni(t, 7). (4.8)

Equation (4.8) shows that the topographic phase cancels out in the differential in-
terferogram. The phase due to motion, however, does not as it depends on the
look direction which changes with subaperture. Thus, if the cross-track interfer-
ometer has an effective along-track baseline, which is unavoidable in formation-
flying systems, the spectral diversity phase will have a motion component, a re-
sidual synchronization component, and noise.

The motion component of the spectral diversity phase is [78]

2By, . B .
A, i(t,7) = 2sin —( — 2s, sin(n + m;) 4.9
o Avp N ’ ‘
+ 284 cos(n +my)),
P R S (4.10)
Avp, N ’

where m; = 8(—1/2 +i/N), n + m, is the mean squint of the subapertures used
to form the spectral diversity phase, and %; = (cos(n + m;), —sin(n + m;))T is the
azimuth direction defined by m,. We have identified the term inside the brackets
in (4.9) as the projection of the velocity vector on the mean azimuth direction of
the subapertures that form the differential interferogram. Therefore, the spectral
diversity phase of adjacent subapertures is directly proportional to the motion in
the mean azimuth direction. Importantly, for NV subapertures, one can form N —1
spectral diversity phases and each will have an azimuth motion component. The
mean azimuth direction rotates in increments of % between successive subaper-
ture pairs.

Spectral diversity techniques, including multisquint processing, assume that
no geophysical signal is present in the spectral diversity phase. Thus, they treat
the spectral diversity phase as an estimate of the derivative of azimuth errors. The
integral of the spectral diversity phase yields an estimate of the azimuth error,
which they use to correct the interferograms. The assumption is valid in scenes
where the surface is static in the time between the SAR acquisitions, which is the
case over land. From (4.10), we can tell that this assumption is invalid for dynamic
surfaces, such as the ocean.



4.3. Calibration Algorithm 83

Consequently, we need to remove the azimuth motion component from the
spectral diversity phase before using it to estimate the phase synchronization re-
sidual. The Harmony satellites feature an antenna that has a fore and an aft phase
center. Each satellite forms two SAR images from the signals received by the fore
and aft phase centers. We will refer to these as the individual phase center (IPC)
images. They then combine the signals received by these phase centers to create
an improved SAR image that we will call the combined phase center (CPC) image.

The phase centers are separated along the longitudinal axis of the antenna, thus
having an effective along-track baseline. Therefore, we can perform along-track
interferometry with the SAR images from the individual phase centers to estim-
ate the ATI phase. By scaling the estimate by the ratio of the effective along-track
baseline of the formation to the along-track baseline of the on-board phase cen-
ters, we can compute the ATI phase of the CPC interferogram. Once we have an
estimate of ¢,,, we can subtract it from the phase of the interferogram[62]. Then,
the subaperture-dependent motion component will be eliminated from the spec-
tral diversity phase and (4.8) will only include the synchronization residual term
and noise. Figure 4.2 shows a flowchart of the interferogram generation, includ-
ing the correction of the ATI phase.

The ATI phase estimate from the IPCs will have an error with respect to the true
ATI phase that is determined by the coherence of the IPC SAR images. Scaling
the ATI phase and subtracting it from the interferometric phase of the CPCs will
increase the noise of the interferometric phase. Therefore, removing the bias due
to surface motion comes at the cost of making the interferometric, and by exten-
sion the spectral diversity, phase noisier.

4.3.1. Phase Synchronization using Multisquint Processing

Once the subaperture interferograms have been cleaned from the phase due to
motion, the spectral diversity phase becomes

A¢i(t,T) = Ve(teivr) — Yeltei) + nsai(t, 7), (4.11)

where nyq ; represents the noise of the spectral diversity phase. nyq,; includes the
error from the subaperture interferogram and the error of the ATI phase correc-
tion. Hence, we can now treat the spectral diversity phase as the finite difference
of the synchronization residual and apply an adaptation of Enhanced Multisquint
Processing [70].

We can convert the finite difference of the residual to the derivative by dividing
A¢; by the temporal separation of adjacent subapertures At = T, /N. The fraction
of the aperture time used to form each subaperture determines the quality of the
derivative. The SAR produces the phase synchronization residual by integrating
the synchronization error weighted by the azimuth envelope along the aperture.
Therefore, a smaller subaperture captures the high frequency components of the
residual and leads to a better estimate. On the other hand, longer subapertures
use more of the azimuth bandwidth, leading to less noise.

Using multiple subapertures and then coherently combining them as per Multi-
squint Processing, combines the benefit of short aperture times while making use
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Figure 4.2.: High-level flowchart of the Harmony single-pass interferogram gener-

ation, including the removal of the ATI phase. SLCcp ; stands for the
SLC image of the combined phase center, and SLCipc ; represents the
SLC image of the individual phase centers coming from the wing an-
tennas of each Harmony companion, where subscript i can be A or B
to refer to the first or second companion respectively. CoSLC; refers to
the coregistered SLC image, SP1 is the single-pass interferogram, B,
is the interferometric along-track baseline of the satellite formation,
and Bj, is the along-track baseline of the fore and aft phase centers.
In the diagram, the x2 annotation next to the SLCipc ; highlights that
each companion produces two SLC images from the two wing phase
centers, and the along-track interferometric processing involves the
creation of an interferogram from two independent pairs of SLC im-
ages.

of all the available bandwidth. Thus, we produce N subapertures, from which we
create N — 1 spectral diversity phases. Each spectral diversity phase samples the
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finite difference of the interferogram phases at

T,

tedi = tes + —. 4.12
d, ,+2N (4.12)

Asaresult, to average the spectral diversity phases, we first need to resample them
to the sampling times of the full aperture interferogram. The averaged spectral
diversity phase is

—1M-1

Ad(t) = ﬁ > i sinc <’W) Ad;[k], (4.13)

i=1 k=0

=

where Ag¢;[k] represents the kth sample of the ith spectral diversity phase. The
square brackets denote a discrete-time signal A¢;[t] = A¢;(tsq:[0] + kT) with
T = 1/fs where T is the sampling period and f, the sampling frequency. Using
the same notation, ¢4 ; [0] is the initial value of the ith spectral diversity slow time.
Finally, M is the number of samples per subaperture.

Taking the mean value of the average spectral diversity phase over range, and
dividing by the temporal separation of adjacent subapertures, At, yields an estim-
ate of the derivative of the synchronization residual at ¢,

Sy Er[Ag(t,T)]

V' (t) = A 7 (4.14)

where E, is the expectation operator over range.

Moreover, the differential interferogram between two full-aperture interfero-
grams at the overlap regions measures the finite difference of the synchroniza-
tion residual, Av,, at the azimuths that fall within these regions. The measure-
ments from the overlap regions have less noise than the derivatives obtained us-
ing the multisquint method, as they use the full bandwidth of the signal. Thus,
these measurements are expected to be more accurate. Finally, since the time dif-
ference between the samples of the overlap regions is larger than the difference
between adjacent subapertures, the overlap difference constrains the estimate of

Ye-

To sum up, we have the following two sets of observations:

1. The multisquint-based derivative of the synchronization residual at each in-
stant of sensing time.

2. The difference of the synchronization residual at the overlap regions from
the full-bandwidth differential interferogram.

To estimate the synchronization residual from these observations we formulate




86 4. Synchronizing Bistatic SAR Signals from Data

the problem as a linear system

(0]

(Y
: A Ve[0]

w/IN=-2 [ = o djc,[l] . (4.15)

Atpeo[0] Jin/N :

qZ)C[J\/v - 1]
Ao K — 1]

0

¥.[n] represents the nth sample of the synchronization residual and the square
brackets denote a discrete-time signal ¥.[n] := ¢.(nT) with T = 1/ f; where T is
the sampling period and f, the sampling frequency. Av,,[n] is the nth sample of
the signal’s finite difference at the overlap regions. A isan (N — 1) x N matrix,
Oisa K x N matrix, and J; i is the 1 x N unit matrix. Together they form the
system’s design matrix. The three matrices are defined as follows:

1 -1 0 ... O
o 1 -1 ... 0
A =diag(At) [0 0 1 0 (4.16)
o o0 - 1 -1
1,  if j is the early sample of the ith overlap,
0,, = < —1, ifjisthelate sample of the ith overlap, (4.17)
0, otherwise,
Jin, =1 (4.18)
fork =1,2,...,N. We use J; n to provide an additional equation to the system,

postulating that the mean value of the residual is 0°. The vector At oflength N —1
represents the temporal separation between subapertures. Since each subswath
has a different aperture time, the vector takes values 1/At;, 1/At,, and 1/Ats for
the subaperture separation of the first, second, third subswath respectively,

1
NS if the ith sample comes from subswath 1,
1
1 . .
At; = N if the ith sample comes from subswath 2, (4.19)
2
ﬁ, if the ith sample comes from subswath 3.
3

Equation (4.15) describes an overdetermined system of equations with N para-
meters and N + K observations. We estimate the parameters by inverting the
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system using weighted least squares (WLS) and setting the weights to the inverse
of the variance of the observations. We define the weight matrix as follows:

W = diag(0.a[0] >, ..., 00N — 2] %, 00[0] %,...,
oo[K —1]7%, (100 max o44) %), (4.20)

where the standard deviation of the spectral diversity derivative of the phase, v,
relates to the standard deviation of the subaperture phase, according to

V2

osqli] = m%ub []. (4.21)

osub 1S the standard deviation of the subaperture phase. We use the Cramer-Rao
lower bound (CRLB) of interferometric phase and the ratio of the subaperture
bandwidth, By, to the full-aperture bandwidth, B,, to define oy, [25]

1- ,72 Ba
2NL72 Bsub’

(4.22)

Osub =

where ~ is the interferometric coherence, and Ny, is the number of looks. The
standard deviation of the differential phase at the overlap regions is given by

ooli] = /o, [1)? + o, k]2, (4.23)

where [; is the late sample of the ith overlap, and k; is the early sample of the ith
overlap. We set the weight of the prior to correspond to a variance that is larger
than the maximum variance of the observations. The reason for this is that we
want the algorithm to give more weight to the observations than the prior assump-
tion.

4.4, Simulations and Results

4.4.1. Simulations

To assess the performance of the algorithm, we simulate the multilooked interfer-
ometric phase that Harmony in its XTI phase would produce. We break down the
simulation into three components:

1. We use coupled ocean-atmosphere models to model an oceanic scene. The
variables of interest include RSSH, surface current vector, wind vector, and
two-directional wave spectrum.

2. We pass the outputs of the ocean-atmosphere model to Harmony’s scientific
workbench, and run the forward to chain to produce multilooked normal-
ized radar cross-section (NRCS) over the scene.
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3. We feed the scene observables and the NRCS into Harmony’s XTI perform-
ance model [62] to estimate the height of ambiguity and the standard devi-
ation of the interferometric phase.

Once we have the results from these three operations, we can construct syn-
thetic images of the multilooked interferometric phase. We do so by constructing
the TOPSAR sensing timeline. We break the interferogram into bursts and assign a
sensing time to each azimuth line within each burst. We simulate the burst over-
laps by repeating the last azimuth lines of the current burst at the first azimuth
lines of the next burst for each subswath. The repeated azimuth lines of the over-
laps have non-overlapping sensing times that are separated by the cycle time of
the TOPSAR mode.

We assign a phase to each resolution cell of the interferogram by taking the
height from the RSSH of the model, converting it to a phase using the height of am-
biguity of the cell, and adding noise to it according to the CRLB. Additionally, we
generate a realization of the synchronization residual as described in Section 4.2.2
and then resample it to the sensing times of the interferogram cells. Since each azi-
muth line of each subswath, including the lines of the overlapping regions, has its
own sensing time, a different phase synchronization residual is assigned to each
cell even if they are spatially overlapping.

Once we have the interferometric phase and the phase synchronization resid-
ual of each cell, we proceed with simulating the subapertures. For each azimuth
line, we interpolate the synchronization residual to N different times according
to (4.5). We then add noise, which we model as a zero-mean Gaussian with a
standard deviation given by (4.22), to each of the subaperture phases. Next, we
form N — 1 spectral diversity phases by subtracting adjacent subapertures from
one another as per (4.11), and then we coherently average them as described in (4.13).

With the averaged spectral diversity phase computed, we proceed with convert-
ing the spectral diversity phases into derivatives by dividing each sample by At;,
and averaging in range. Furthermore, we compute the overlap differential phases
by finding the difference in interferometric phase at the overlap regions. Finally,
we form the linear system of (4.15), define W using the standard deviation of each
cell computed by the performance model, and solve for ..

4.4.2. Results

We simulate an interferometric acquisition of Harmony over the ocean and in par-
ticular over the coast of France. We use numerical model data from the MARC
project [79-81] which uses Ifremer’s MARS 2D[82], 3D [83] models, and the WAVE-
WATCH III model [84]. After taking the wind, current, and wave spectra from
the data, we resample them to a common 1km x 1km grid, and cut a 250 km x
255km slice in range and azimuth, respectively, to use as the acquisition. Fig-
ure 4.3 shows the wind, current, significant wave height, and sea-surface height
anomaly predicted by the MARC project on 2024-01-01 at midnight, while Fig-
ure 4.4 illustrates the directional wave spectrum from WAVEWATCH III.

The region that is used to simulate a Harmony acquisition is enclosed within a
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Figure 4.3.: Outputs from ocean-atmosphere coupled model. Clockwise from top
left: Stress-equivalent wind; Surface current; Significant wave height;
Sea-surface height anomaly. The area used for the simulated Har-
mony acquisition is indicated by the dashed yellow rectangle.

yellow dashed rectangle. The area shows medium wind and weak current, which
will produce a medium signal-to-noise ratio. We note to the reader that the model
provides the sea-surface height anomaly, i.e. the height relative to the temporal
mean of the sea-surface height at a given location. In our simulations, we use
this model output as the RSSH. The two quantities have similar dynamic range
over the same spatial scales; thus, the anomaly serves as a realistic simulation
of the RSSH. The height anomaly in the region is weak, varying between —4 cm
to 4cm. Thus, the scene will be a stress test for both the calibration algorithm
and the performance of the instrument (expected accuracy in medium wind of
approximately 5 cm).
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Figure 4.4.: Directional wave spectrum from WAVEWATCH III model.

Collecting the data that Figures 4.3 and 4.4 illustrate corresponds to step 1 of
the preprocessing components outlined in section 4.4.1. After completing the re-
maining steps, we form full- and subaperture images of the interferometric phase
and run the algorithm on them. We also run a simplified version of the algorithm
that does not use the overlap regions. This simplification corresponds to drop-
ping the samples A, [0], ..., A[K — 1] from the observations vector on the
left-hand side of (4.15), and O from the right-hand side of (4.15).

The top panel of Figure 4.5 shows the true RSSH within the acquisition. The
field corresponds to the yellow rectangle in the bottom right panel of Figure 4.3.
The bottom panel of Figure 4.5 shows the height that Harmony would retrieve
without calibration, and with taking the measurement noise into account. There
are gaps at the top and the bottom of the three subswaths due to the TOPSAR
operation.

Figure 4.6 illustrates the retrieved height after running the calibration algorithm.
The top panel shows the result after calibrating without taking advantage of the
information at the overlap regions, while the bottom panel shows the result after
calibrating with the information at the overlap regions. We illustrate the error
between the synchronization residual estimated with the overlaps and the true
synchronization residual in Figure 4.7.

The error between the true and estimated signal provides a metric on the per-
formance of the algorithm. However, it lacks information on the spatial depend-
ence of the algorithm performance. We use the semivariogram [85] to assess the
spatial dependence of uncalibrated and calibrated signals. We compute the dir-
ectional semivariograms of the uncalibrated noisy RSSH, i.e. the signal shown in
the bottom panel of Figure 4.5. Figure 4.8 shows the semivariogram in the range
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direction, and Figure 4.9 shows the semivariogram in the azimuth direction. The
top panels of the figures show the histograms of the lag classes used for the experi-
mental semivariograms and the green lines in the bottom panels show a Gaussian
model fitted to the data.

Figure 4.10 illustrates a more realistic result. The figure presents the retrieved
calibrated height with measurement noise. The measurement has been processed
with a Gaussian filter to a resolution of 5km x 5km. Figures 4.11 and 4.12 illus-
trate the directional semivariograms of the corrected RSSH, prior to filtering, in
the range and azimuth directions, respectively. We have computed the semivari-
ograms with the Matheron estimator [86], and we have set the maximum lag to
not exceed half the extent of the scene [87].

4.5, Discussion

4.,5.1. Data-driven Calibration

The top panel of Figure 4.5 introduces the geophysical signal that the interfero-
meter will retrieve. The signal varies from —4 cm in the southwest corner of the
scene to 4 cm in the northeast. A prominent front features along the northwest to
southeast axis where the height anomaly goes through O m.

The bottom panel paints a somber picture and demonstrates the crux of the is-
sue. The post-GNSS phase sync residual dominates the signal and removes the
geophysical signature of the signal. The measurement noise is also visible in the
figure, particularly at the edges of the subswaths where the NESZ deteriorates.
Nevertheless, the noise is not as dominant as the horizontal stripe-like pattern
imposed on the data by the phase synchronization residual. This illustrates our
earlier assertion that the phase-sync residual, left uncalibrated, will dominate the
error budget. Furthermore, it makes clear the need for a calibration of the phase
sync residual.

The retrieved heights shown in Figure 4.6 demonstrate that the proposed al-
gorithm successfully estimates and removes most of the phase synchronization
residual. The top panel illustrates that calibrating the signal without using the
overlaps removes the majority of the synchronization residual. Artifacts are vis-
ible particularly near burst boundaries. The lack of sampling of the residual dif-
ference between TOPSAR cycles likely causes these artifacts. Taking advantage of
the differential phase at the burst overlaps enhances the calibration and removes
the block-shaped artifacts, as shown in the bottom panel of Figure 4.6.

The observant reader will notice that the corrected signal is more positive than
the true RSSH. This is noticeable particularly at the southeast corner, where the
corrected signal has a lighter blue color in Figure 4.6 than in the top panel of Fig-
ure 4.5. The shift is due to the unknown integration constant that cannot be estim-
ated from the derivatives of the signal. The last line of (4.15) essentially postulates
that the integration constant equals zero, yet this not true. This prior assumption
causes the estimator to under- or overestimate the synchronization residual at all
times. In cases where the synchronization residual has a positive DC term, the es-
timator will underestimate the signal while when the residual has a negative DC
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term, the estimator will overestimate it as it will always push the estimate towards
0°. Figure 4.7 demonstrates this shift. The error fluctuates about 0.044° which is
the mean value of the synchronization residual.

Despite the shift, the estimator follows the true signal and provides an estimate
that tracks the high- and low-frequency variations of the synchronization resid-
ual. Given that a cross-track interferometer estimates the relative height of the
surface, a constant shift becomes a bias that does not affect the relative height er-
ror. The calibration accuracy in terms of the root mean squared error (RMSE) is
0.046° when the algorithm with the overlaps is used, and it deteriorates to 0.062°
when the overlaps are neglected. The constant shift dominates the RMSE. To as-
sess the ability of the calibration to capture the fluctuations of the synchronization
residual, we compute the RMSE after removing the mean of the residual from it.
Then, RMSE drops to 0.010° and 0.043° for the calibration with the overlaps and
without them, respectively. The error budget for Harmony’s RSSH estimate sets
the upper bound of the phase synchronization error to 0.06°. Thus, the calibration
algorithm meets the requirement.

We highlight to the reader that the calibrated heights in Figure 4.6 are fictitious
and not a realistic representation of the calibrated RSSH product. They are ficti-
tious because they do not include any errors, random or systematic, other than
the residual from the phase synchronization error that the calibration fails to re-
move. Such a result would never be visible in the real data, as it would be im-
possible to remove the measurement noise. However, we are choosing to show
the results in this manner to highlight the effect of the calibration without any
other factors impacting the visualization of the results. Furthermore, we note to
the reader that while the measurement noise is removed from the data for the
purposes of visualization, the calibration is run with noisy observations in accord-
ance with the phase model of (4.11) and the statistics defined in (4.21).

In addition to the estimate error shown in Figure 4.7, and the RMSE which pro-
vide global metrics of the algorithm’s performance, we use the semivariograms of
the signal prior to, and post calibration to study the algorithm in terms of spatial
lag. Before discussing the features of the directional semivariograms in Figures 4.8
and 4.9, we note that since the synchronization residual dominates the retrieved
signal before calibration, the semivariograms describe the statistical properties of
the residual. We have verified this finding by computing the directional semivari-
ograms of the synchronization residual and confirming that they closely match
those of the uncalibrated noisy signal.

The directional semivariograms in Figures 4.8 and 4.9 show that the principal
direction of continuity of the uncalibrated signal is ground range. We can read-
ily confirm this by looking at the retrieved RSSH before calibration in the bottom
panel of Figure 4.5, where we see the synchronization residual producing hori-
zontal stripes within each subswath. The range of spatial correlation is 117 km
in the ground range direction, and 7.5km in the azimuth direction. The strong
anisotropy is because the sync residual is a 1D signal in time that is mapped to
two dimensions by the operation of the instrument and formation of the image.
Within a burst, the signal varies only with azimuth, or equivalently sensing time.
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The switching of the instrument between different subswaths introduces a ground
range dependence[36] to the synchronization residual, while the cycle time between
adjacent bursts introduces discontinuities in azimuth.

In Figure 4.10 we take the result of calibrating the RSSH with the overlap re-
gions, and we add the measurement noise back, as predicted by the XTI model.
We then filter the result to a 5 km x 5 km resolution to reduce the noise, at the cost
of reducing the resolution by a factor of 5 in each dimension. It is striking that the
pre-calibration synchronization error dominated signal becomes a noise-limited
signal post-calibration. In terms of calibration, this is a positive result as it shows
that retrieving the geospatial signal is possible, despite the synchronization resid-
ual dominating the error budget of the signal. Finally, the result reveals that the
RSSH of this scene lies at the edge of the interferometric performance of the in-
strument, in line with our expectations.

Figures 4.11 and 4.12 show that the spatial dependence of the calibrated RSSH
are significantly different from those before the calibration. The variance in both
directions shows an order of magnitude decrease. The ground-range semivari-
ogram shows spatial independence, consistent with the white noise that domin-
ated the calibrated RSSH before filtering, up to lags of 60 km and an upwards trend
for larger lags. The trend is likely due to the increasing variance of the measure-
ment error at the mid- to far range. The azimuth semivariogram shows spatial
independence for all lags. We postulate that this is because the noise dominates
the signal, making the geophysical signature not visible, and because the depend-
ence of the noise’s variance on azimuth is weak. Importantly, the signature of the
synchronization residual is missing in both directions at all lags.

4.,5.2, Calibration Errors

During our simulations of the acquisition timeline and the calibration algorithm,
we have arrived at the conclusion that there are two effects that can cause errors in
the calibration. The first effect is due to the incorrect azimuth positioning of scat-
terers caused by their radial motion [88]. If the translation of scatterers in the av-
eraged spectral diversity phase is the same as the translation in the interferogram,
then the estimated phase that will be applied to the interferogram to correct the
synchronization residual will also have the same translation, and the calibration
will not be affected. In cases, however, where the motion of the scatterers lead
to different translations in each subaperture, the spectral diversity phases will be
offset with respect to one another. The sensing time assigned to each subaperture
will be wrong by different amounts, leading to misaligned averaging and estima-
tion errors.

We recommend two potential solutions to this error. The first solution is to
form the subapertures from the raw data, then focus to obtain subaperture SAR
images, rather than running the algorithm on subapertures formed from the fo-
cused SAR images. Thus, each subaperture will have the correct sensing time,
and resampling and averaging can be done without errors. The second solution
is to use the Doppler of the subapertures to estimate the velocity and the azimuth



94 4. Synchronizing Bistatic SAR Signals from Data

translation due to the radial motion of the scatterers. We can then use the estim-
ate to correct for the misregistration, prior to calibrating.

The second error comes from insufficient sampling of the synchronization re-
sidual’s derivative. The insufficient sampling occurs when the subaperture dura-
tion is not an integral multiple of the sampling period in azimuth. This condition
can be readily derived from (4.5). For the sampling of the derivative to have no
gaps, the kth sample of subaperture i + 1 must coincide in time with the k + nth
sample of the ith subaperture. Setting ¢. ;[k + n| equal to ¢ ;+1[k] and solving for
the sampling period gives

Ty
T= "%, (4.24)
where T, /N is the subaperture integration time, and n is the offset in samples
before the sensing times coincide.

In cases where (4.24) does not hold, the interval over which the algorithm com-
putes the finite phase difference is smaller than the step between consecutive
samples of the derivative. This leads to gaps in the sampling of the derivative,
which cause estimation errors. As the estimator performs an integration step,
these errors accumulate. Our simulations confirm that the estimation errors scale
with the variance of the synchronization residual. Thus, it is beneficial to match
the subaperture integration time to, or a multiple of, the sampling period of the
derivative. Practically, this is difficult to achieve because of the bursts produced
by TOPSAR, and because of the antenna weighting which would tend to weigh
subaperture samples differently, changing the effective sensing times.

4.6. Conclusion

We have presented an algorithm to remove the phase-synchronization residual
that remains in the bistatic SAR signal of Harmony after the GNSS-based syn-
chronization. The algorithm takes advantage of the periodic sampling overlaps
between adjacent bursts in azimuth that occur in TOPSAR to improve the long-
term sampling of the residual’s derivative. Furthermore, our phase model ac-
counts for the interferometric phase due to the motion of the surface, and we have
shown that with a system like Harmony that can produce SAR images from indi-
vidual phase centers this component of the phase can be estimated and removed.

To assess the validity of the calibration, we have developed a simulation chain
that produces acquisitions of the interferometric phase and estimated RSSH from
geophysical model outputs describing the scene. The model outputs include wind,
currents, directional wave spectra and RSSH. The simulation chain also models
realizations of the phase synchronization error according to the power spectral
density of the residual. Running the calibration on the simulated acquisitions
shows that we can remove the effect of the synchronization residual and estim-
ate the RSSH. The calibration achieves a root-mean-square error of 0.046°, which
satisfies the limit for the phase synchronization error needed for Harmony to re-
trieve submesoscale RSSH.
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In the future, we plan to improve on the calibration algorithm by estimator. We
can derive the autocorrelation length from the PSD of the phase synchronization
residual. The autocorrelation of the derivative can then be incorporated in the
estimator by using a Wiener filter to reduce the noise in the subaperture phase
prior to running the calibration.

Additionally, we have discussed two sources of error in the calibration. The first
error results from the motion of the surface. Since the instrument will be sampling
the ocean surface, the surface will have a mean motion. Thus, the radial compon-
ent of the motion will cause an azimuth misregistration. If the misregistration
varies with subaperture, then the sensing times assigned to the spectral diversity
derivatives will be wrong, which will lead to an error. Forming the subapertures
directly from theraw data, instead offiltering the focused full-aperture data, mitig-
ates this problem. We plan to verify this approach using the Harmony end-to-end
simulator. The second error is due to gaps in the sampling of the derivative. The
gaps are avoided when the subaperture integration time is an integral multiple of
the derivative’s sampling period.
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Figure 4.8.: The directional semivariogram of the uncalibrated retrieved RSSH,
shown in the bottom panel of Figure 4.5, in the ground range direc-
tion. The effective range is 117 km and binning of the samples used to
compute the semivariogram are shown at the top panel.
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Conclusion

H ow well, if at all, can a multisatellite SAR interferometer estimate OST? The
research presented in this dissertation can be summarized as an answer to
this question. The research questions, the individual chapters, the motivation
for the work, all stem from this question. In Chapter 2 we present the measure-
ment concept, and we model the accuracy of the instrument. While working on
Chapter 2, it became clear that the interferometric parameters relevant to the ac-
curacy of the instrument, sensitivity, temporal lag, and spectral shift, have defin-
itions that lose their validity for instruments with significantly squinted beams.
Thus, in Chapter 3 we delve into the mathematical fundamentals of interfero-
metry and derive these parameters. In Chapter 4 we present an algorithm that
significantly reduces the largest error in the error budget of the measurement, the
phase synchronization residual.

5.1. Recapitulation

What is the expected accuracy of interferometric estimates of ocean sur-
face topography obtained from a bistatic system?

We investigate this question by constructing a model to compute the standard er-
ror of the OST estimate from a bistatic interferometer. The model considers the
thermal, temporal, baseline, and volumetric decorrelation. Formation-flying in-
terferometers suffer from temporal decorrelation because operational safety ne-
cessitates a tangential separation. We present a measurement concept that lever-
ages the squint of the radar beam to reduce the effective temporal lag without re-
ducing the physical tangential separation, thus without affecting the operational
safety. Specifically, we have found that setting the ratio of the formation’s second
component of the eccentricity vector to the relative RAAN according to

Ae,  sini

AQ T g -1

reduces the effective temporal lag to 0s for a given squint.

101



102 5. Conclusion

We compute the expected standard error of the OST estimate using our per-
formance model for two interferometers: Harmony, and a quasi-monostatic in-
terferometer. Intercepting the noise floor of the instrument with the PSD of the
OST shows that Harmony will resolve wavelengths of 38.7 km to 36.4 km at winds
of 5ms~! depending on the slope assumed for the density of the OST. At 10ms~*
wind, Harmony will have a resolution of 26.4 km to 10.7 km depending on the spec-
tral slope. A quasi-monostatic interferometer is not constrained to synchronize
its beams with that of the illuminator. Therefore, it achieves aresolution of21.9 km
to 7km at a 5ms~! wind, and 14.7 km to 2.7 km at a wind speed of 10ms~1.

In addition to the model for the random errors, we have introduced models
for systematic errors, i.e. baseline errors, the troposphere error, and the sea-state
bias. The model for the sea-state bias shows that itis a function of the surface elev-
ation variance spectrum and the modulation transfer function, and not affected
by the instrument’s impulse response function. The bias will be between 1.5 cm
and 12.5 cm depending on the wind speed and direction. Given Harmony'’s, and
other SAR systems’, ability to estimate wind speed and wave spectra, we will be
able to estimate the bias and remove it from the estimates of OST.

What is the sensitivity of an interferometer with a widely squinted beam?

We answer this question by mathematically analyzing the support of the signals
forming the interferogram. We use the Fourier Diffraction Projection Theorem to
show that a SAR image gives a tomographic projection of the object, filtered by the
impulse response function of the instrument. For a given frequency and time dur-
ing the illumination time, a SAR recovers the object function for a certain pair of
azimuth and range wavenumbers. Over the bandwidth and illumination time of
the acquisition, these points trace out concentric circles for monostatic radars, or
ellipses for bistatic radars. This region in the Fourier domain is the region of sup-
port of the received signal. The information of an interferogram comes from the
coherent parts of the interfering signals, which require coincident wavenumbers.
Thus, we show that the temporal lag, and the spectral shift are the time shift, and
frequency change that achieve wavenumber coincidence in the range-azimuth
plane. Moreover, we show that the sensitivity to height is proportional to the el-
evation component of the wave vector difference at the time and frequency shifts
where the wave vectors coincide.

We verify that the wavenumber method of computing the sensitivity and tem-
porallag converge to the conventional geometric definitions used in the literature
for configurations where the assumptions of the geometric definitions are valid.
Specifically, we simulate interferometers without squint. For the temporal lag, we
use a configuration with only a tangential separation, while for the sensitivity, we
use a configuration with a purely cross-track separation.

Furthermore, we compare the conventional expressions of sensitivity and tem-
poral lag, with adjustments for bistatic operation and squinted lines of sight, with
the wavenumber methods for a Harmony-like interferometer. The simulations
show that the conventional expression for the temporal lag has an absolute error
of 0.4ms. The conventional expression for sensitivity has a relative error of 7%.
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From the simulation results, we conclude that the conventional expressions for
sensitivity and temporal lag are not as accurate as the wavenumber-based method
for interferometers with squinted beams. They require the use of a scaling factor
and an equivalent, virtual, system to approach the wavenumber-based method.
On the other hand, the wavenumber-based method works for both monostatic
and bistatic interferometers, and with all types of viewing geometries.

To what degree can we correct the data to reduce the phase-synchronization
error with a data-driven algorithm?

To answer this question, we first set up a simulation chain that produces the in-
terferometric phase that Harmony will observe over a scene in the Bay of Biscay.
We use a dataset from the MARC project [79-81] that contains high resolution to-
pography, wind, currents, significant wave height, and directional wave spectra.
By using the method for calculating the sensitivity and temporal lag of Chapter 3,
and the performance model of Chapter 2, we compute the standard deviation of
the interferometric phase due to random errors. Additionally, we simulate the
post-GNSS phase synchronization residual from its PSD. We then calculate the
acquisition timeline of the instrument according to the TOPSAR parameters that
Harmony will use and construct the interferometric phase of the acquisition with
random errors and the phase synchronization residual.

Once we have the simulated interferometric phase, we proceed with the calibra-
tion using the algorithm presented in Chapter 4. The algorithm uses multisquint
processing [70], and the differences in interferometric phase between the overlaps
between adjacent bursts within the same subswath [36] to estimate the phase syn-
chronization residual from the corrupted signal. The simulations firstly verify our
expectation that the post-GNSS residual dominates the retrieved interferometric
phase. Secondly, they show that the algorithm estimates the phase synchroniz-
ation residual with an unbiased RMSE of 0.010°. In terms of the algorithm, the
findings show that the additional information provided by the TOPSAR overlaps
improves the estimate, from an unbiased RMSE of 0.043° to 0.010°, by constrain-
ing the low-frequency variation of the phase synchronization residual.

5.2. Contributions
This research has provided the following contributions to the field:

* Development of the multisatellite wide-swath ocean altimetry measurement
concept and performance model for the retrieval of relative sea-surface height
at the submesoscales from a formation-flying SAR interferometer, leading
to the definition of an experimental sea-surface height product for the Har-
mony mission.

* Development of an analytical model for sea-state bias in measurements of
sea-surface height from bistatic single-pass cross-track interferometry.
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¢ Introduction of the wavenumber-support method allowing the accurate de-
termination of the temporal lag, spectral shift, and sensitivity to height of
bistatic, and monostatic, SAR interferometers.

* Development of the data-driven phase synchronization algorithm for Har-
mony’s relative sea-surface height product.

The work included in this dissertation was carried out within the Harmony Sci-
ence Consolidation Studies. The author had the privilege of participating in a
breadth of activities, beyond the confines of this dissertation, with a collaborat-
ive group. As a result, contributions to the following developments were made
that are strongly linked to, but not discussed in this dissertation:

* Development of the Harmony Scientific Workbench software for simulation
of Harmony’s level-1 and level-2 products from heterogeneous oceanic scenes.

e Harmony’s rough surface scattering model, accounting for the bistatic op-
eration and viewing geometry.

* Incorporation of the WaveWatch III, and MARS3D models into Harmony’s
scientific workbench, allowing the simulation of the RSSH from heterogen-
eous scenes.

5.3. Recommendations

The thesis presents a complete story, from measurement concept and perform-
ance to retrieval of the geophysical parameter of interest, on how to design and
model a bistatic interferometer to retrieve OST. It is the sincere hope of the author
that the findings of the research will be used not only for the experimental ocean
altimetry product of the Harmony mission but also in the design and modeling of
future bistatic missions. That is not to imply that the work is complete, far from
it. Several questions and ideas arose while carrying out this work that have not
been addressed due to lack of time. We elaborate on the most prominent in the
following paragraphs.

In Chapter 2 we have assessed the resolution of the instrument in terms of the
OST wavelength. While this is the correct approach, as it relates the variance of
the instrument errors to the PSD of the geophysical signal at different scales, it
can be improved. A reasonable next step would be spectrally characterizing the
systematic errors and biases presented in Sections 2.4 and 2.5 and including them
in the spectral envelope of the error.

In the analysis of spatial and spectral scales in Section 2.3.3 we use two different
models for the PSD of the topography:

1. A power law model with a slope of —1.56 representing the low latitudes.

2. A power law model with a slope of — 1! representing the midlatitudes.
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These models were developed from nadir altimeter data, which do not have a
swath. Hence, they are 1D models. In our analysis, we have assumed a direc-
tionally homogeneous spectral density when converting the standard error of the
estimate to a 1D spectral noise floor. A wide-swath ocean altimeter resolves the
surface in range, in addition to azimuth. Therefore, in the case of a heterogeneous
ocean, the spectrum would be different in range and azimuth, resulting in differ-
ent range and azimuth resolutions. We expect that with SWOT data, we will be
able to test our assumption of a directionally homogeneous spectrum. Addition-
ally, in the future we expect new spectral models of ocean topography to emerge
with potentially different spectral slopes in each direction, allowing us to compute
the differences in range and azimuth resolution.

Another limitation is that in an attempt to give a global picture, we compute the
performance using the median noise floor over an entire track. In a formation-
flying system, such as Harmony, there are significant variations of performance
over half an orbit. A more accurate picture of performance can be obtained by
computing the median noise floor over smaller regions and intersecting it with
the spectral model of topography that is valid in that region.

In terms of systematic errors and biases, two errors dominate: the sea-state bias,
and the phase synchronization error. In XTI, the sea-state bias results from the
cross-correlation between the wave height, the NRCS, and the radial orbital velo-
cities of the surface. The bias can be broken down into the following components:

1. In the near-nadir region of incidence angles, the NRCS changes due to vari-
ations of the incidence angle relative to the local surface normal. This effect
is known as the tilt modulation, and it decreases with incidence angle up to
45° 89, 90].

2. The interaction between the long waves and the short Bragg resonant waves
causes a difference in roughness, and thus a difference in NRCS between the
crests and troughs of long waves. Troughs scatter more than crests, hence
modulating the NRCS in an effect known as the hydrodynamic modulation [91-
93].

3. A radar focuses the signal coming from several points on the surface to a
single range cell due to the elevation distribution of waves. This effect is
known as range bunching in SAR imaging [28, 94], and tends to mix signal
coming from crests and troughs. In a wide-swath altimeter with near-nadir
incidence angles this biases the height estimate. The effect diminishes with
increasing incidence angle.

4. A SAR shifts signal contributions coming from facets with orbital velocities.
This effect is known as velocity bunching[95].

The first two sources of bias are due to the cross-correlation of the NRCS with
the surface, and are known as electromagnetic bias in nadir altimetry. We math-
ematically analyze the bias of the sea-state on the height estimate in Section 2.5.2
and in Appendices A.1, and A.2.
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In our analysis we consider the tilt modulation and range bunching negligible
at the medium to high incidence angles that we study. We show that the effect
of velocity bunching leads to higher or lower density of certain facets in the inter-
ferogram which can potentially bias the estimate. During multilooking, the facets
with higher and lower densities are averaged together, canceling this effect, as
long as the final product resolution is larger than the wavelength. In our analysis
we assume that this is true, in which case the bias of a dynamic surface reduces to
that of a frozen surface. If, however, the wave steepness is significant, then velo-
city bunching becomes non-linear and this assumption breaks [96]. Thus, in the
future one would need to evaluate the effect and frequency of large wave steep-
ness.

Our computations show that the sea-state bias varies between 1.5 cm to 12.5 cm.
Quantitatively, the sea-state bias is large relative to the dynamic range of the OST.
However, a bias that is constant in range and azimuth will not impact the accuracy
of the interferometric estimate, which is a relative quantity, as long as it does not
cause the interferometric phase to wrap. Given that the height of ambiguity of
the interferometers we consider is a few tens of meters, such biases are unlikely
to cause wrapping.

Furthermore, the mathematical model that we have established suggests that
the sea-state bias depends only on the instrument response function, the MTF,
and the elevation variance spectrum of the surface. The MTF has been studied,
and there are various models for it in the literature. The instrument response
function depends only on instrument parameters and can be readily defined for
a given instrument. Thus, if we know the surface elevation variance spectrum,
we can compute the sea-state bias and remove it from the height estimates. Har-
mony, and potentially other future SAR mission, will provide a surface elevation
variance spectrum as one of its products [97]. Consequently, we can use estim-
ates of the elevation variance spectrum derived from the same data as the inter-
ferometric height to remove the sea-state bias from the latter. We recommend
carrying out a study using Harmony’s end-to-end simulator [98] to verify this ap-
proach to the retrieval.

Moving on to the recommendations regarding the phase synchronization al-
gorithm, the algorithm of Chapter 4 shows satisfactory performance and is smaller
than the error budget allocation made in Table 2.3. Nevertheless, we believe we
can improve the algorithm by using the synchronization residual’s PSD or second-
order statistics to adaptively estimate the solution. In the future, we would also
like to verify the results of Chapter 4 by running the algorithm on data from Har-
mony’s end-to-end simulator.

Moreover, our simulations of the acquisition timeline and the phase synchron-
ization algorithm have allowed us to reach the following findings:

1. If different subapertures experience different train-off-the-track shifts, then
they will have arelative misregistration. This will lead to a wrong resampling
step, and the averaging step is no longer coherent.

2. Ifthe subaperture duration is not an integral multiple of the sampling period,
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then interval over which the algorithm computes the finite phase difference
is smaller than the step between consecutive estimates of the derivative. This
leads to a phase estimation error, as the algorithm misses variations of the
phase difference that occur in the gaps between samples of adjacent subap-
ertures.

We recommend two solutions to the first issue. The first is to form the subap-
ertures from the raw data, before focusing. Then focus the subapertures, run the
algorithm to calibrate to estimate the synchronization residual, remove the estim-
ated phase residual from the raw data, and refocus the full-aperture signals. The
second is to estimate the Doppler in each subaperture, use the Doppler to calcu-
late the shift due to the train-off-the-track effect, and apply the correction before
calibrating.

The second issue is difficult to solve. In principle, we can solve it by matching
the subaperture integration time to the sampling period, or an integral multiple
thereof. In practice this is difficult to achieve because of the bursts of the TOPSAR
mode, and the antenna weighting of the samples which affect the effective sensing
times.

5.4. Looking to the Future

Measurements of RSSH with the accuracy and resolution presented in this dis-
sertation have the potential to enable the quantification of ocean submesoscale
dynamics. As a matter of fact, state of the art WSOA has already began to shed light
on these processes through the SWOT mission [99, 100]. The improved capability
in resolving oceanic spatial scales will bring along a new set of challenges.

The first challenge, which the careful reader might have already pondered, is
the retrieval of surface current velocities from RSSH measurements of submeso-
scale flows. The velocity of oceanic flows is retrieved from altimeter measure-
ments of RSSH by solving the momentum-balance equations under the condition
of geostrophy. However, when the velocity gradients approach the Coriolis force,
flows are not in geostrophic balance. Submesoscale eddies are not in geostrophic
balance, but in gradient wind balance. Thus, retrieving their velocities from RSSH
requires solving the momentum balance equations for the non-geostrophic re-
gime [99].

Moreover, while the focus of this dissertation has been on resolving the submeso-
scales spatially, the temporal sampling of the system is also important. Typical
Earth observation missions have repeat cycles of days, resulting in poor temporal
sampling for the rapidly evolving submesoscales. Data assimilation techniques
could provide a solution to these sampling gaps.

Finally, as the instrument resolves finer scales, more phenomena begin to influ-
ence the measurement of RSSH. At the submesoscales, internal waves produce
RSSH signatures of comparable magnitude to the currents [99, 100]. Therefore,
the surface current retrieval algorithm would have to estimate the internal wave
RSSH and remove it from the measurement [101], in a similar way that the wave-
Doppler contribution has to be removed from ATI measurements before the in-
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stantaneous surface current is retrieved. Flexible multi-domain remote sensing
missions, such as Harmony, are uniquely equipped to face these challenges by
exploiting simultaneous measurements of different physical quantities, such as
SST, wave spectra, surface stress without having to assimilate data from other in-
struments or models.

These challenges show that the road towards translating the measurement pro-
posed in this work to scientific insight is long. However, at the end of the road new
possibilities await. SAR is the only remote sensing instrument capable of measur-
ing submesoscale processes during atmospheric and oceanic extreme conditions.
Particularly C-band SAR, as it suffers less from rain contamination than higher-
frequency instruments. Thus, the simultaneous measurement of RSSH, SST, sur-
face stress, wave spectra, and potentially surface current vectors, albeit with de-
graded performance, by Harmony will allow us to parameterize air-sea interac-
tions in TCs, and ETCs. Additionally, the capability of the system to produce this
data from the surface below the eye will enable studying the role of oceanic feed-
back to the intensification of cyclones. For submesoscale flows, RSSH measure-
ments could extend our present estimates of the kinetic energy spectrum down
to 10 km scales, strengthening our knowledge of the ocean energy budget.
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Analysis of Sea-state Bias

A.1. Surface Height Estimate of a Frozen Random

Backscattering Surface

In this section we investigate the sea-state bias in the height estimate produced
from an interferogram for two cases: a frozen random backscattering surface, and
a moving random backscattering surface. In both cases we assume that the inter-
ferogram is produced by a pair ofimages acquired with a zero effective along-track
baseline. Consequently, the time dependence of the surface manifests itselfin the
scattering coefficient but not in the interferometric phase.

In the analysis, we apply the plane wave approximation to the far field of the
instrument. kq = ko(sin v, cos 1, sin 6, cos 1, cos 0,)T is the wave vector, where
0 is the look angle, ¢ is the squint with respect to the antenna boresight, k, =
27/ Ao is the wavenumber of the carrier and the subscript g € {T, R} stands for the
transmitter and the receiver respectively. Rp is the bistatic range to the location
where the plane wave approximation is applied. The image produced by the ith
SAR of the interferometer is [50]

ui(x,y) = e IHoHm: /// s(r)e B y(x — oy —y) AV, (A1)

where s(r’) represents the complex scattering coefficient in a Cartesian coordin-
ate system with the origin set at the plane wave expansion point and = being the
azimuth direction, y the ground range direction and z the elevation direction. We
use the shorthand r = (,y, 2)” for functions of (z, y, z). We represent the system
imaging transfer function, including the point target response and the processing
filters, by x(z, y), and the bistatic wave vector by kg = kr + kg.

This chapter has been published as A. Theodosiou, M. Kleinherenbrink and P. Lépez-Dekker. ‘Wide-
Swath Ocean Altimetry Using Multisatellite Single-Pass Interferometry’. In: IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing 61 (2023), pp. 1-21
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Let u;(x, p) and us(z, p) be the two SAR images forming the interferogram

v(z,p) = ui(z, p)ua(z, p)*,

where the superscript * denotes complex conjugation. We assume that the scat-
tering coefficient is a white stochastic process

Es[s(r1)s™(r2)] = oo(r1)d(ry — ra).
Then the expected value of the interferogram is

I(z,p) = Es [v(z, p)]

e IR0 A /// /// oo(r")o(r" — " )x(z — 2,y —y )x(z — 2",y —y")"

. ’7
eIk 1’ ojkmy T gy av”,

where ARB = R31 — RBg-
We use the even and sifting properties of the Dirac delta function to reduce the
expected value of the interferogram to

-4 /// ao(r))e IR |\ (@ — 2!, p — )2V, (A2)

where A = e %02z and Akp = kg, — kg, is the difference of the bistatic wave
vectors.

We are primarily interested in the topographic mapping of the ocean surface,
where we can assume that the most prominent contribution to the scattering amp-
litude comes from the surface. Additionally, the frozen surface {(x,y) is a func-
tion of the two horizontal plane coordinates describing the surface height along
z. The slant range to a point on the surface at a given azimuth depends solely on
the ground range. Thus, (A.2) reduces to an integral over the surface

Ha) = A [ [ oulapeidenrbin—a'op - P da'dys A3

and the integral can be expressed as the convolution of the backscatter and inter-
ferometric phase terms with the norm of the system impulse response function

I(z,y) = AlooB = |x|1*) (z,y) (A.4)

wherer’, = (2/,y')7 is the position vector on the surface and 3(r,) = e J8krr To,

We assume that the wave height is small compared to the height of ambiguity
and expand the exponential in 5. The expectation of the interferogram after ex-
panding the complex exponential is

I(w,y) = Alog(1 — kg 1))« I (, 9). (A5)
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Rodriguez and Martin [102] have shown that the maximum-likelihood estimator
of interferometric phase is

- (L vin))
P R ) )

where N, is the number of independent interferometric looks. Noting that for
small interferometric phase tan ¢ =~ ¢, the phase and height estimators are

3(Zht vin))

(A.6)

N A7)
R(ZhL vin))
LY (A.8)
21

where h, is the height of ambiguity. Assuming that the scattering stochastic pro-
cess is correlation ergodic and that we use a sufficient number of looks allows us
to substitute (A.5) into (A.8)

N )
b o [[ ke (e == ) s (4.9
where
dS’ = d2’ dy’
ha

K=
2T
3(ey) = [ [ onteplinta = o/, p = )1 ds’ .

Henceforth, we will assume that the spatial variability of the instrument-response
averaged cross-section can be neglected, i.e. 5(r,) = . Additionally, we will de-
compose the radar cross-section into a spatially averaged constant component
and a spatially varying component [96] [28]

O'O('T7y) =0+ 5'50'(33,2./)‘

Then (A.9) can be re-written as

R = 1 / !/ Ak !
h%K// U( +5U($ ?g )) R rPHX(x_x/)p_p/)HQ dS/, (A.IO)

which agrees with the equation for the height measurement of the SWOT interfer-
ometer presented in [28].

We can see that the first term is proportional to the phase difference of the two
SAR images, which is defined by ocean surface but the product in the second
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term do (2, y)Akpg - r’, introduces a correlation between the NRCS and the sur-
face height that biases the estimate. The NRCS can, in the context of linear modu-
lation theory as demonstrated by Hasselmann and Hasselmann, be expressed as
a function of the surface elevation [43]

o0(rp, 1) 1+// do (k)e I kwro—wud) 4k dk,),

where k is the 2D wavenumber of the surface waves whose positive and negative
values are included in the domain of integration. & denotes the spatially averaged
NRCS and w,, = +/gk is the gravity wave angular frequency. The cross-section
modulation factor §o (k) and surface wave amplitude Z (k) are related through the
modulation transfer function (MTF) [43]

so(k) =T(k)Z(k), (A.11)

where capital letters represent the Fourier transform of functions notated by the
corresponding lowercase symbols. In cases where capitalization leads to a sym-
bol that conventionally has an established meaning, e.g. do, we use the tilde to
represent the Fourier transform.

Thus, the variation in cross section do(x, y) can be expressed as the inverse Four-
ier transform of the product of the MTF and the surface wave amplitude

do(z,y)

7z, y0) f_l{T(k)Z(k)}(xvy)' (A.12)

Equation (A.12) can be used to simplify (A.10). The dot product of the wave vector
difference with the position of the resolution cell is

(kg, —kg,) - T = kg, [22sin Av/2 cos 1) + y(sin 6 cos ¥y — sin b cos o)
+ z(— cos 0 cos 1y + cos bs cos ’(/JQ)] , (A.13)

where v = (¢Yr, + ¥r,)/2 and we have assumed that both receivers use the same
carrier frequency. In equation (A.13) we have made the assumption that the dif-
ference in look angles and squint is small. Substituting back to the expression for
the surface wave height estimate

h=Kq(1+ F 1K) Z(K) D)z + x(@ ) (A.14)

with

q = kg, (— cos B cos iy + cos by cos 1),
where we have expressed the MLE of the measured height as a convolution of the
product of the height and cross section with the instrument response function.
Additionally, we have neglected the terms proportional to = and y because while
there is a local correlation between (z,y) and the NRCS we expect that globally
the offset in NRCS due to the variation of the waves in the horizontal direction



A.1. SSH Estimate of a Frozen Random Backscattering Surface 123

will not be systematic. We express the height of ambiguity in terms of the incident
and squint angles
AN
hg =2 ==
”<8z>
27

N kR, (—cos @y cos iy 4 cos O3 cos o)

which simplifies the leading constant of / to unity.

To evaluate the bias of the estimator we need to compute the expected value of
the estimator over the ensemble of wave surfaces. We express the expected value
of the estimator in terms of the inverse Fourier transforms of o and z. The focus
is on the second term of (A.14), which we label A(z,y) = do(z,y)z(z,y)

Eu[A@.y)] = Eo[F {T(k)ZK&)}F{Z(K)}]
= E, [ / T (k") Z (k" )e 7" r») K’ / Z(k")e 7K 1) qk” | (A.15)
where we can use the fact that the ocean wave field is real z(z,y) = z(z,y)* and

the linearity of the expected value and the Fourier transform to simplify the ex-
pression

E,[A(z,y)] = / / T(K')Ey[Z(K)Z(K")* eI (K k") r0) i’ qk”’
= // T (k") U(K")o(k), — k)S(K!, — kip)e I (K =K")m0) qie’ qk”
= / T(k)¥(k) dk. (A.16)

The definition of the surface elevation variance spectrum, as defined in [96]
E,[Z(k)Z(K")] :== ¥(k)§(k — k'), (A.17)

and the sifting property of the Dirac delta function were used to simplify the ex-
pression of the bias term. Substituting (A.16) into (A.14) yields

B, ] = Bulo(o )] ()P + [ 709000 dic [ [In(e )l dody. @18)

Equation (A.18) shows that the expected value of the estimator is the ensemble
mean of the surface wave height filtered by the instrument response plus an addi-
tional term that is a function of the MTF and elevation spectrum. The additional
term biases the estimator away from the true value of the surface height. The ef-
fect is well known in nadir altimetry as electromagnetic bias [42].

The expression for E,, [h(r)] gives us the expected height estimate as a function
of the spatial coordinates in the horizontal plane. We can obtain a measure of the
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bias due to the modulation of the NRCS by the surface-wave height by computing
the integral of the second term in (A.18)

Bias(h, z) = /T(k)\I/(k) dk //||X(x,y)||2dx dy. (A.19)

For the purposes of investigating the effect of the instrument target response on
the bias, let us assume that x (z, y)? is a two-dimensional squared sinc function [28]

1 2 \2 2
x(z,9)? = sinc() sinc<y>
0pz0py 0pq 0py

with spatial resolutions dp, and dp, in azimuth and ground range respectively.
The integral over x(z, y)? evaluates to unity, and the bias becomes a function only
of the MTF and the elevation spectrum of the surface.

A.2. Surface Height Estimate of a Moving Random

Backscattering Surface

The derivation of the height bias for the case of a moving surface largely follows
that of a frozen surface presented in the previous section of the appendix with
a key difference. Since the surface is now not assumed to be frozen, the scatter-
ing coefficient depends on both space and time. The synthetic aperture of the
instrument records the temporal variation of the scattering coefficient during the
illumination time. Therefore, the interferogram and the height estimate can no
longer be expressed as two-dimensional convolutions of the point target response
and the NRCS as in (A.3) and (A.18).

The time dependence of the scattering coefficient means that the azimuth pro-
cessing of the SAR image needs to be accounted for to arrive at an expression of
the image. The derivation of the expected value of the interferometric height es-
timate in this section is based on Hasselmann’s [96] derivation of the mean SAR
image intensity for a moving surface. To make the analysis easier to follow, we
only consider the azimuth coordinate of the scattering coefficient, the point tar-
getresponse, and the impulse response of the processing filter. Given that sensing
in the range direction occurs at the speed of light, we are neglecting the motion of
the backscattering surface in the range dimension. The results of this subsection
can be extended to the range direction by following the derivation of the previous
section.

The processed signal is obtained by matched filtering in range, followed by matched

filteringin azimuth. Since we are interested in the interferometric height estimate,
we include in our equations the phase term due to the range to the surface that is
part of the signal after range compression even though we do not go through the
range processing in the analysis. Consequently, we express the processed signal
as the matched filtering of the received signal and the exponential phase term

ui(z) = / fale — ") fo(a" — a)s(a’ ¢ )e R da da”, (A.20)
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where Rp, is the bistatic range to a scatterer, f;(x) is the azimuth point target
response and f>(z) is the azimuth matched filter. As noted in [96], (A.20) cannot
be contracted into a convolution of two functions of x as in (A.1). The azimuth
point target response and the matched filter are

fi(x) = e TR0/ By () (A.21)
folz) = etko/ B (), (A.22)

where w; () is the antenna pattern in azimuth and w»(z) is a weighting function
over the integration time of the SAR processor 7.

We substitute the transfer functions (A.21) and (A.22) in the expression for the
processed signal, and after expansion of the quadratic terms in the exponentials
and making a substitution for the second variable of integration, equation (A.20)
may be expressed as an integral over the finite resolution Fourier transform of
s(z,t) [96]

ui(z) = / e IR0 s, N'5(2!, Ty, w) Az’ (A.23)
where
(2, Tr,w) = /w(f,w)s(m',t' + tA)e_j“f di,
_ kov(z —2')

= Rp

i

and we have grouped the two filter responses into a single function

w(t,w) = wy (vi)ws <R3iw - vf) N1
ov

The normalization factors N and N’ are the same as in [96] with the bistatic range
replacing the monostatic range.

Equation (A.23) is a generalized expression for the imaging of a dynamic backs-
cattering surface analogous to that of a frozen surface (A.1). Therefore, we can
proceed as in the previous section to obtain an expression for the height estim-
ate using the maximume-likelihood estimator of interferometric phase. Applying
the assumption that the surface is spatially white, and correlation ergodic, and
expanding the exponential as in the case of a frozen surface yields

h = / ! N20o(2, Tp)z(2" ) Res (2!, Tr;w) da’, (A.24)
oo(r)
where in this case the averaged NRCS takes the form
ao(z) = /N20(x’,T1)RSS(x',TI;w) da’.

The model used for the expectation over the ensemble of speckle realizations is [96]

Es[s(x,t)s(z + 2',t + 7)] = oo(x,t) Rss(x, t;7)0 (")
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and the equivalent relation in the frequency domain is

Ey[5(x, Tr;w)3(x + 2/, Tr;w)*] = 60(z, T) Res (z, Tr; w)d(z).
Ry (x, Tr; w) is the normalized variance spectrum of the scattering element with
azimuth position x at a frequency offset given by w. The variance spectrum is
of finite resolution due to the bandwidth of the SAR processor in azimuth which
is set by the integration time 7;. The frequency offset w arises due to the time
dependence, i.e. the motion, of the scatterer at a given azimuth position during
the integration time. The spectral components of the surface reflectivity at =’ are
given by $(2’, Tr;w). The variance spectrum is a measure of the intensity of the
SAR image as a function of the offset frequency. If the Doppler processing band-
width is larger than the bandwidth of the variance spectrum, then the motion of
the surface results in a smearing of the height estimate without loss of spectral
information.
Taking the expectation of the estimator over the wave ensemble yields

E [A] :/ — ! N2E[oo(2',Tr)z(2")|Res (2, Tr; w) da’.
ao(z)

Expanding oo(2’,T7) = ao(x)(1 + do(2’,T7)) and substituting the MTF into the

expression yields an analogous expression to the one for the frozen surface but

instead of the square of the imaging transfer function y(x,y)? we have the finite

resolution variance spectrum of the scattering surface

B (] = [ N ) (0 Tri0)
+ / T(k)¥(k)dk / N2R,,. (2, Tr;w)da’.  (A.25)

In the case of multilooking, we can assume that the azimuth bandwidth of sur-
face reflectivity is smaller than the processing bandwidth and N? is independent
of frequency [96] and can be taken out of the integrals in the numerator and de-
nominator of (A.24)

E, [h] = / Elz(z', y)| Ry (2, Tr; w) da’
+ / T(k)¥ (k) dk / Ry (2, Tr;w) da’.  (A.26)

Since the variance spectrum is normalized, [ R, (2, Tr;w) d2’ integrates to unity
and the height bias is determined exclusively by the MTF and the elevation spec-
trum of the surface, as in the case of the frozen surface.



Circular Complex Wide-Sense
Stationary Processes and Their
Frequency Components

To prove (3.17) we need to assume that the complex stochastic process s(x) has
a mean of zero, E[s(z)] = 0, and that it is circular, i.e. E[s(x)s(u)] = 0. Thus,
the second-order statistics of the process are encapsulated by the autocorrelation

function
E[s(x)s(u)"] = Rs(z,u). (B.1)

The following proof is an extension of theorem 4 of [103] to continuous processes.
The correlation of the Fourier transform of the stochastic process, 5(k.), is

E[5(k)3(x)"] = E U s(z)e ke dx(/s(u)ejnu du)*}
_ // oIk Qpeift dy
// (z — u)e 95 dpe™ du

= (k)/e](“ R dy,
= Ry (k)o(k — k), (B.2)

where the last equality follows from the definition of the delta function. Further-
more, since s(z) is a circular complex process, then by the Fourier inversion the-
orem 5(k,) is also a circular complex process. Thus, the wavenumber components
of 5(k,) are uncorrelated.

This chapter has been published as A. Theodosiou and P. Lépez-Dekker. ‘On the Sensitivity to
Height and Motion of Bistatic SAR Interferometry: A Spectral View'. In: IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing 62 (2024), pp. 1-12
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The Geometric Method for
Calculating the Sensitivity

In the case of bistatic SAR, where the transmitter has position vector r and the
receiver has position vector r,, the line of sight to a point on the surface ry, is

ry —rp rr —TIp

e —vpll e —rpl°

le (C.1)

We define the monostatic equivalent as the system that would observe a given
point with the same line of sight as the bistatic SAR. Thus, the line of sight of the
monostatic equivalent is parallel to l.. We position the monostatic equivalent at
the intersection of the line that starts at r, and follows le, and the line segment
that connects the transmitter and receiver. Thus, we can find the position of the
monostatic equivalent by solving the following system of equations

rp + sle =1y + g(ry —ry) (C.2)

where s, and ¢ are the unknowns to solve for.
rp, varies with look angle and time, while the positions of the transmitter and
receiver vary with time only. Thus, (C.2) has a unique solution for each combina-
tion of look angle and time. Consequently, each resolution cell in the SAR signal
will have a corresponding pair of monostatic equivalents, one for each receiver.
Once the two monostatic equivalents for a given resolution cell are found, the
relative position vector of the two equivalent systems is

Are = Te2 — Tel, (C.3)

where re is the position of the equivalent system of the transmitter with the second
receiver, and r¢; that of the transmitter with the first receiver. We use the relative

This chapter has been published as A. Theodosiou and P. Lépez-Dekker. ‘On the Sensitivity to
Height and Motion of Bistatic SAR Interferometry: A Spectral View'. In: IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing 62 (2024), pp. 1-12
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position of the equivalent systems to calculate the effective along-track baseline [59]
le
BH = —AreT +AreN1—T7 (C.4)
enN

where the subscripts 7'and N denote the tangential and normal component of the
vector respectively. The temporal lagbetween acquisitions is equal to the effective
along-track baseline divided by the flight speed of the satellite.

The perpendicular baseline of the interferometer is

B, = Ar, - ¢, (C.5)

where Ar. = (Arele, /ley, Aren, Are R)T is the relative position after shifting
the two equivalent systems to align their lines of sight. We use the perpendicu-
lar baseline to calculate the sensitivity to height of the interferometer using the
conventional relation [50, 51]

99  2m|L|B.

Oh  MoRssin6;’ (C.6)

where in this case the slant range R; is equal to the slant range from the position
of the monostatic equivalent to the resolution cell, and the incidence angle 0; is
the angle formed by the bistatic line of sight and the normal to the surface.

The careful reader would have noticed that the sensitivity is scaled by the mod-
ulus of the bistatic line of sight. It effectively scales the wavelength by the inverse
of the modulus of the bistatic line of sight. The scaling arises because the modu-
lus of the bistatic line of sight is smaller than the modulus of the monostatic line
of sight. While the monostatic, two-way line of sight has a modulus of 2, the bi-
static line of sight is smaller than that by the cosine of half the bistatic angle. The
smaller modulus scales the wave vector. Hence, where the monostatic wave vec-
tor would have a modulus of 2k, the bistatic wave vector would have a modulus
of |11, + g, || ko, effectively scaling the wavenumber, thus the wavelength.

An alternative for the incidence angle is to calculate it based on the elevation
vector and the normal to the surface

9; — arcsin (é : n) C.7)

The two definitions of 6; are congruent for a monostatic system with line of sight
in the zero-Doppler direction.

Figure C.1 shows the relative difference between the spectrally-derived sensitiv-
ity and the sensitivity obtained with the geometric method according to (C.6). For
this result, we replaced ||l¢|| by 2 and used (C.7) for §;,. Comparing the results with
Figure 3.10 shows that ignoring the scaling due to the bistatic wave vector, and in-
stead modeling the system as a monostatic interferometer, produces a markedly
less accurate result.
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Sensitivity relative error

Relative error /%

Incident angle /°

Figure C.1.: The relative error of the sensitivity calculated using the wavenumber
method with respect to the conventional sensitivity expression. For
the expression of the sensitivity, the incidence angle is computed ac-
cording to (C.7) and the scaling of the wavelength described in (C.6) is
omitted. A scaling factor of 2, corresponding to a monostatic system,
is used instead.
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