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the permissive filter (Garonne river) and b) on the global discharge estimation has been and time before (purple) and after (green) densification and field recovery
assessed, with performance statistics in gauge locations, summarized in the CDFs
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Global L4 river discharge (mean) from Confluence unconstrained run

and performance assessment for different quality filtering strategies After data filtering, smoothing and densification a DEM Is generated for the dry
bathymetry, with SWOT only observations. The wet bathymetry is then generated

by SIC4DVar data assimilation algorithm, in addition to the discharge Q(t)
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