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sea Level Mesoscale Mapping with Neural Network

reduces effective resolution by o km with a computational
time of only I3 minutes for a year

Data access

The UNet produces global
maps that can integrate SWOT
rigure: Example of mapping map generated with UNet data with a very short
¢ - TR - | & - computaton time of only 13
minutes for one year on an
A100 GPU node. An
experimental product will soon
be available on Aviso.

@ ) Introduction & Objectives Integration of SWOT data into mapping

This study focuses on integrating the SWOT mission
into multi-mission mapping systems and on
improving mapping methodology by using neural
networks to increase the scales of dynamics that
can be resolved.
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Figure: Effective resolution map with UNet and MIOST methods
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Level-4 global topography mapping including SWOT data with neural network
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