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The NW Mediterranean Sea has distinct ocean dynamics, with relatively strong boundary currents and moderate eddy energy, but with
variations at small Rossby radius which are difficult to detect with conventional satellite altimetry. In this study, we analyse the
observability of the ocean processes using 3 different altimeter missions and measurement systems, and then compare their observation
from colocalised glider and HF radar observations.

Mesoscale observability from Jason-2 Ku band, SARAL Ka-Band & Cryosat-2 SAR mode
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Altimetry vs In-situ observations of SSH and currents
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