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TGs used in this study, the blue gauges selected tide gauges. Out of a set of 1503 there are 150 TGs

show the best correl_ation, fche red that satisfy editing criteria, the average correlation becomes
gauges the worst. Timeseries are shown  p—( 84, the drift between CS2 and the TGs is -0.38 mm/yr, the
in section 6. rms is 5.79 cm. No land motion or GIA corrections were applied.
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anomalies, the significant wave heights and backscatter coefficients, the wind speeds
and the sea state bias correction between CryoSat-2 and Jason-2 and Jason-3




