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Correction of temperature influence on the wind retrieval from a
mobile Rayleigh Doppler lidar∗

Zhao Ruo-Can(赵若灿)a), Xia Hai-Yun(夏海云)a)b), Dou Xian-Kang(窦贤康)a)b)†, Sun Dong-Song(孙东松)a)b),
Han Yu-Li(韩於利)a), Shangguan Ming-Jia(上官明佳)a), Guo Jie(郭 洁)a), and Shu Zhi-Feng(舒志峰)a)b)

a)CAS Key Laboratory of Geospace Environment, Department of Geophysics and Planetary Sciences,
University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, China

b)Mengcheng National Geophysical Observatory, School of Earth and Space Sciences, University of Science and Technology of China,
Hefei 230026, China

(Received 21 April 2014; revised manuscript received 15 July 2014; published online 10 December 2014)

A mobile Rayleigh Doppler lidar based on double-edge technique is implemented for simultaneously observing wind
and temperature at heights of 15 km–60 km away from ground. Before the inversion of the Doppler shift due to wind,
the Rayleigh response function should be calculated, which is a convolution of the laser spectrum, Rayleigh backscattering
function, and the transmission function of the Fabry–Perot interferometer used as the frequency discriminator in the lidar.
An analysis of the influence of the temperature on the accuracy of the line-of-sight winds shows that real-time temperature
profiles are needed because the bandwidth of the Rayleigh backscattering function is temperature-dependent. An integration
method is employed in the inversion of the temperature, where the convergence of this method and the high signal-to-noise
ratio below 60 km ensure the accuracy and precision of the temperature profiles inverted. Then, real-time and on-site
temperature profiles are applied to correct the wind instead of using temperature profiles from a numerical prediction
system or atmosphere model. The corrected wind profiles show satisfactory agreement with the wind profiles acquired
from radiosondes, proving the reliability of the method.

Keywords: Rayleigh Doppler lidar, temperature observation, wind observation, stratosphere and lower meso-
sphere

PACS: 42.68.Wt, 42.79.Qx DOI: 10.1088/1674-1056/24/2/024218

1. Introduction

Global observation of wind and temperature profiles of
the mid-atmosphere is a basis of research on the atmospheric
dynamics and forecasting the future evolution of the atmo-
sphere. The Doppler wind lidar is superior in terms of good ac-
curacy and high spatial resolution when compared with other
methods. Wind measurements of the mid-atmosphere are still
rarely reported. Within this height range, the Mie signal,
which can be used in lower atmosphere with high frequency
accuracy, is weak, and this height is usually beyond the access
of balloons and radar. A Rayleigh Doppler lidar is a reliable
way to cover this height range. The other methods, such as
rockets, have poor time and region coverage.[1] Although a
space-borne DWL is a potential way to realize observations
within this range, it is still under schedule.[2–5]

Doppler wind lidars (DWLs) can be divided into two
types: a coherent and an incoherent (or direct) method. With
the coherent method, the Doppler shift is obtained by beating
the narrowband Mie backscatter with a local continuous-wave
laser;[6,7] with the incoherent method, the Doppler shift can
be measured directly by a frequency discriminator, such as
Fabry–Perot interferometer,[8–16] iodine absorption filter,[17]

Fizzeau interferometer,[18] Mach-Zehnder interferometer,[19]

and Michelson interferometer.[20] The Rayleigh Doppler Wind

Lidar (RDWL) takes advantage of the temperature-dependent

Rayleigh backscatter. Mie backscatter is weak at heights

above 15 km away from ground. However, the separation of

Mie and Rayleigh component is necessary to reach a higher

accuracy.[21] Although the Brillouin effect is significant at low

altitudes, the Brillouin effect on the backscatter spectrum is

weak at heights above 15 km from ground.[22]

Given that temperature has a broadening effect on the

Rayleigh spectrum, temperature influence should be taken into

account during wind retrieval. Errors of temperature profiles

will lead to errors of wind that cannot be ignored.[23] Simul-

taneous observations of temperature and wind are critical for

accurate correction of the wind from temperature influence.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec-

tion 2, the double-edge RDWL theory is reviewed. In Sec-

tion 3, the wind errors caused by the temperature influence

are discussed in detail. In Section 4, the error of the integrat-

ing technique is discussed and the observations of temperature

are presented. In Section 5, the correction process of wind

retrieval from the temperature influence is introduced and the

corrected wind profile is also shown.
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2. Theory
The double-edge technique is employed with a higher

measurement accuracy of the Doppler-shift of the atmosphere
backscatter than the original edge technique. In this lidar sys-
tem, a triple channel Fabry–Perot interferometer (FPI) with
two signal channels and one lock channel is used to detect
the Doppler shift of the backscatter and the frequency of the
outgoing laser, respectively. Three channels have the same pa-
rameters, except for the cavity spacing, which determine the
central frequency of the transmission curve. As a result, the
transmission curves of two signal channels intersect at the po-
sition of the edge where the sensitivity of the Rayleigh com-
ponent is equal to the sensitivity of the Mie component. At the
same time, the crosspoint of two signal channels is located at
half the maximum of the lock channel, leading to the highest
locking precision and the largest dynamic range. As a result,
the frequency of the outgoing laser can be locked at the cross-
point of the two signal channels by detecting the transmission
of the lock channel. Considering the same sensitivity of the
Rayleigh and Mie components at the crosspoint and the reduc-
tion of the aerosol above 15 km, only Rayleigh scattering is
considered during the wind retrieval.

On average, air molecules move with the wind, so the
line of sight (LOS) wind velocity can be obtained from the
Doppler shift of the Rayleigh backscatter. However, with a
Doppler shift proportional to the LOS wind velocity, the spec-
trum of the Rayleigh backscatter is broadened due to random
motions of the air molecules caused by thermal agitation and
collisions. For air molecules, thermal agitation accounts for
the primary cause of the broadening. The spectrum of the
Rayleigh backscatter is given by a Gauss function as

fR (ν) =
√

4ln2/π∆ν2
R exp

(
−4ln2ν

2/∆ν
2
R
)
, (1)

where ∆νR is the full width at half maximum (FWHM) of the
Rayleigh backscatter spectrum and is given by

∆νR =
√

32ln2kTa/λ 2M, (2)

where k is the Boltzmann constant, Ta is the temperature of the
atmosphere, λ is the wavelength of the outgoing laser, and M
is the average mass of one single air molecule. The transmis-
sion curve of the FPI signal channel is written as

H (ν) = B+Tpe

(
1−Re

1+Re

)
×
{

1+2
+∞

∑
n=1

Rn
e cos

(
2πn(ν−νc)

∆νFSR
· 1+ cosθ0

2

)
× sinc

(
2nν0

∆νFSR
· 1− cosθ0

2

)}
, (3)

where B is the background constant, Tpe is the peak value of
the transmission curve, Re is the effective reflectivity, ∆νFSR

is the FSR of the FPI, θ0 is the half-maximum divergence of
the collimated beams to the FPI, ν0 is the frequency of the
outgoing laser, and νc is the central frequency of the transmis-
sion curve. The transmission curves of the two signal chan-
nels Hi(ν) (i= 1,2) are fitted during the calibration procedure.
Thus, the transmission of the Rayleigh backscatter is a convo-
lution of the FPI transmission Hi(ν), the Rayleigh spectrum
fR(ν ,T ), and the outgoing laser spectrum fL(ν), and is writ-
ten as

Ni(ν ,T ) = Hi(ν)⊗ fL(ν)⊗ fR(ν ,T ), (i = 1,2). (4)

The spectrum of the laser is given by a Gauss function as

fL (ν) =
√

4ln2/π∆ν2
L exp

(
−4ln2ν

2/∆ν
2
L
)
, (5)

where ∆νL is the FWHM of the laser spectrum. Using Eqs. (1),
(3), and (5), the convolution result of Eq. (4) can be deduced
as

Ni (ν) = Bi +Tpe,i

(
1−Rei

1+Rei

)
×
{

1+2
+∞

∑
n=1

Rn
e cos
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2πn(ν−νc,i)

∆νFSR,i
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, (6)

where ∆νRL =
√

∆ν2
R +∆ν2

L.[24] The theoretical derivation of
this convolution and the development of H (ν) are beyond the
scope of this paper and will be introduced elsewhere. The re-
sponse function is then defined as

R(νD,T ) =
N1(νD,T )−N2(νD,T )
N1(νD,T )+N2(νD,T )

. (7)

When considering the influence of temperature on the spec-
trum of the Rayleigh backscatter, the Rayleigh response is a
function of the Doppler shift and temperature. Using Eq. (7),
the Doppler shift νD can be derived from the photon counts
N1 and N2 of two signal channels. After that, LOS wind can
be calculated from the Doppler shift based on the Doppler for-
mula

∆νD =−2VLOS

λ0
. (8)

However, different values of the temperature bring different
relations between response and Doppler shift, which means
that an exact response from observation leads to different
Doppler shifts under different temperatures. Thus, how tem-
perature influences the wind inversion is worth discussing.
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3. Temperature influence
At a specific temperature, the response function given

by Eq. (7) turns into a curve relating the Doppler shift νD

to the Rayleigh response R. This curve is nearly a straight
line. However, the slope of this curve changes as temperature
changes.[23] Values of the response are plotted as a function of
temperature and LOS wind (or Doppler shift) in Fig. 1(a). As
shown by the black line in this figure, the same value of re-
sponse (R = 0.16, corresponding to LOS wind about 50 m/s)
leads to different LOS winds when temperature changes. As
temperature changes from 150 K to 300 K, LOS wind varies
from 41.6 m/s to 56.7 m/s, which means that a 10-K inter-
val leads to an LOS wind change of about 1 m/s (correspond-
ing to 2% error of the LOS wind). The wind error caused by
1-K temperature change is plotted as a function of tempera-
ture and response in Fig. 1(b). A 1-K error of temperature
leads to a relative error of about 0.2% of the LOS wind (error
of 0.1 m/s at LOS wind of 50 m/s) at maximum. Compared
with the designed system accuracy requirement, the tempera-
ture which is introduced into the wind inversion must have an
accuracy of a few K. The temperature profiles from numerical
prediction system or atmosphere models can hardly meet this
requirement. A real-time accurate temperature observation at
the same place is necessary during the wind observation. The
temperature profiles obtained from this lidar observation and
their accuracy analysis are introduced in detail in Section 4.
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Fig. 1. (color online) (a) Values of the response as a function of temper-
ature and LOS wind; (b) wind error caused by 1-K temperature change
as a function of temperature and response.

When calculating the errors of the LOS wind caused by
the uncertainty of the temperature, the actual parameters of the
FPIs of this lidar system are used. These parameters are ob-
tained in the calibration process. The transmission curves of
the FPI are obtained by scanning the length of the FPI cav-
ity. The transmission curves of the FPI are then fitted using
the mathematical model as shown by Eq. (3). After which,
the parameters obtained from the fitting procedure are sub-
stituted into Eqs. (6) and (7) to calculate the response func-
tion, which is function of temperature and Doppler shift. Fi-
nally, the temperature-wind map of response value and the
temperature-response map of LOS wind errors are calculated
based on the response function. Thus, the parameters of the
FPI obtained from the calibration process influence the result
of the error analysis to a great degree. It is worthwhile not-
ing that the reflectivity Re is a parameter that determines the
FWHM of the transmission curve of the FPI, yielding

∆ν =
c

2nl
· (1−Re)

π
√

Re
, (9)

where c is the velocity of light, n is the index of refraction, l is
the length of the FPI cavity. A change of ∆ν leads to a change
of the slope of the response curve, and the LOS wind error of
1-K temperature uncertainty changes accordingly. The LOS
wind error of 1-K temperature uncertainty versus reflectivity
is shown in Fig. 2. A higher reflectivity leads to a higher er-
ror of wind. As reflectivity changes from 0.6 to 0.8, the error
of wind grows from 0.102 m/s to 0.134 m/s, corresponding to
an error increase of 31%. Therefore, this considerable error
increase with higher value of reflectivity is worth taking into
account when designing the FPI.
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Fig. 2. (color online) LOS wind errors of 1-K temperature uncertainty
versus reflectivity. As reflectivity changes from 0.6 to 0.8, the error
of wind grows from 0.102 m/s to 0.134 m/s, corresponding to an error
increase of 31%.

4. Temperature profiles
The temperature profiles are derived from the raw data

of the temperature channel by using integration technique.[25]

Taking advantage of the lidar equation, the spatial density N(z)
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of atmospheric molecules relative to the reference altitude can
be derived from the elastic lidar return signal S(z) as

N(z) =
N(zref) ·S(z) · (z− z0)

S(zref) · τ(zref,z)2 · (zref− z0)
, (10)

where τ(zref,z) is the atmospheric transmission between the
reference altitude zref and the measurement height z, N(zref) is
the spatial density of atmospheric molecules at the reference
altitude, S(z) and S(zref) are the elastic lidar return signals at
the measurement height and the reference height, respectively,
and z0 is the altitude of the lidar above sea level. By making
use of the ideal-gas law, the temperature profile can be derived
from N(z) as

T (z) =
N(zref)

N(z)
T (zref)+

M
kN(z)

∫ z

zref

g(ζ )N(ζ )dζ , (11)

where g is the acceleration of gravity. Thus, with the input
of N(zref) and T (zref), the temperature profile can be derived
in successive steps, starting from the reference height. CIRA
86 model[26] is used for the reference temperature and density.
The variance of the temperature is given by

Var[T (z)] =
T 2(z)

SNR2(z)
+

{
Var[T (zref)]+

T 2(zref)

SNR2(zref)

}

×

[(
zref

z

)2

· Q(zref)

Q(z)
· 1

L

]2

, (12)

where SNR(z) and SNR(zref) are the signal-to-noise ratios,
which are inversely proportional to the square root of the pho-
ton counts of the detector at altitudes z0 and zref, respectively;
Q(z) and Q(zref) are the photon counts of the backscatters at
z0 and zref, respectively; and, L is the normalization constant.
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Fig. 3. (color online) Typical raw data from the temperature measure-
ments. An accumulating time of 30 min is adopted and the spatial reso-
lution changes from 200 m to 1 km above 43 km (see the dotted curve).

Typical raw data from the temperature measurements are
represented in Fig. 3. An accumulating time of 30 min is
adopted and the spatial resolution changes from 200 m to
1 km above 43 km, as shown by the dotted curve. Equa-
tion (12) demonstrates a good convergence of this integration

technique[27] when integrating from the reference height to the
bottom because the signal reduces exponentially from top to
bottom, as shown in Fig. 3. The standard error of the tem-
perature versus height is calculated using Eq. (12), as shown
in Fig. 4(c). From this figure it follows that the temperature
error reduces exponentially with the down-ward integration,
which is mainly affected by the exponential reducing of sig-
nal Q(z). Different temperature standard errors ranging from
1 K to 20 K at reference height lead to a 3-K difference in
temperature error at 65 km, and a 0.43-K difference at 55 km.
Although the accuracy of the reference-height value is not as
significant to the temperature error as that of the photon counts
Q(z), as discussed above, the value at the reference height
should be much closer to the actual value than this worst-case
error analysis, so the error of the integration should be consid-
erably smaller. It should be noted that the jump of the error
curve at 43 km in Fig. 4(c) is caused by the change in spatial
resolution.

Our observation was performed in Delhi (37.371◦N,
97.374◦E), northwest of China, throughout December 2013.
In order to verify the performance of our lidar, comparison
with the radiosonde was made every morning and nightfall if
the weather condition permitted observation. The two temper-
ature profiles obtained from December 11 and December 15
observations are compared with the CIRA 86 model and the
radiosonde data, which are shown in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b). The
error bars indicated in these two figures are calculated on the
assumption that the error of the reference-height temperature
is 15 K. The observed temperature profiles have good agree-
ment with the radiosonde data above 25 km. However, the
temperature deviation occurs below 25 km, and the deviation
increases as height decreases, as shown in Fig. 4. We find that,
after processing all of the raw data, these are not exceptional
events. The reason for these deviations is investigated.

Our temperature retrievals are performed on the assump-
tion that the mesosphere and upper stratosphere are aerosol-
free. However, there are possibilities that the aerosol layer
might extend above 20 km.[28] Temperature retrievals from the
Rayleigh backscatter are affected by the existence of aerosols
because the backscatter will not be proportional to the molec-
ular density of the atmosphere if aerosols exist. Therefore, the
deviation of the temperature might be caused by the presence
of aerosols. To make sure that aerosols exists in this height
range, the backscatter ratio (the ratio of the sum of the scat-
tering cross sections of molecule and aerosol to the scattering
cross section of molecule) is calculated from the raw data of
the return signal by using the Fernald method.[29] The profiles
of backscatter ratio are shown in Fig. 4. The result shows that
aerosols appear at heights below 30 km and increase rapidly
downward. Hence, the deviation of the temperature is mainly
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caused by the presence of aerosols. Therefore, the temperature
observation is not reliable at heights below 30 km, owing to the
influence of aerosols. The backscatter ratio map of continuous
observation from 22:40 December 10 to 01:35 December 11

2013, as shown in Fig. 5(a), confirms the existence of aerosols
at heights below 30 km. Figure 5(b) shows the temperature
map during the same period. Below the dashed line, the tem-
perature observation is not accurate.
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Fig. 4. (color online) (a) A typical temperature profile and backscatter ratio obtained from the raw data on December 11 2013. (b) A typical
temperature profile and the backscatter ratio obtained from the raw data on December 15 2013. (c) Standard error of the temperature versus height,
different temperature standard errors from 1 K, 10 K, and 20 K at reference heights lead to 3 K difference in temperature error at 65 km, and 0.43 K
difference at 55 km.
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Fig. 5. (color online) (a) Backscatter ratio map and (b) temperature map
of continuous observation from 22:40 December 10 to 01:35 December
11 2013.

5. Wind correction
As noted in Section 1, the Brillouin effect is not taken

into account during the wind inversion. We also assume that
Rayleigh backscatter suffers no contamination by Mie during
the wind retrieval. Only the temperature-affected Rayleigh
spectrum participates in the wind inversion. As introduced
in Section 4, the temperature is calculated from the Rayleigh
backscatter, using the integration technique, and the CIRA 86
model is used for reference data. Rayleigh broadening at ev-
ery interval from the temperature influence is calculated by
using the temperature profile from the earlier inversion step,
as shown in Eqs. (1) and (2). It should be noted that we use
the temperature data of the radiosonde at heights below 30 km
because the observed temperature of the lidar is not reliable
below 30 km. The photon counts Ni (ν) of the Rayleigh return
are calculated from the convolution of the FPI transmission
curves and the broadened Rayleigh spectrum. According to
Eq. (7), the response function of temperature and Doppler shift
is calculated and saved. Using the observed temperature pro-
file, the response function turns into a function of height and
Doppler shift. After the actual value of the response at every
height interval is measured from the wind channels, a Doppler
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shift is acquired by interpolation of the measured response to
the response function, which is calculated and saved during
the earlier step. LOS wind is calculated from the Doppler shift
according to Eq. (8). Figure 6 is a schematic diagram showing
how the LOS wind is inverted from the photon counts of the
Rayleigh return of the FPI channels.
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Fig. 6. Schematic diagram showing how the LOS wind is inverted from the
photon counts of the Rayleigh return of the FPI channels and how the wind
is corrected from the temperature influence.

Figures 7(a) and 7(b) show a wind profile and a direction
profile measured by our lidar, corrected from the temperature
influence. The profiles show that they are in good agreement
with the radiosonde data. Wind corrected by the observed
temperature (line) is compared with the wind corrected by the
model temperature (dotted line). These two profiles, using dif-
ferent temperature data, nearly coincide. However, deviations
less than 1-m/s happen between the winds corrected from two
different kinds of temperature data. The deviations are shown
in Fig. 7(d), and the model temperature and observed temper-
ature used during the correction are shown in Fig. 7(c). The
wind deviation, mainly determined by the LOS wind, and the
difference between model temperature and observed tempera-
ture, is in good agreement with the error analysis in Section 3.
In the actual process of wind retrieval, the temperature data
from radiosondes are used below 30-km instead of tempera-
ture observed by lidar (below the blue dashed line). Although
the deviations seem insignificant, a less than 1-m/s error elim-
ination is helpful to improve the system accuracy.
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Fig. 7. (color online) (a) A wind profile measured by our lidar and corrected from the temperature influence, compared with the radiosonde data. (b)
The wind direction of this wind profile, compared with the radiosonde data. (c) The model and observed temperature profiles used in the wind retrieval.
(d) The wind error caused by the difference between the temperature calculated from the model and the temperature observed experimentally.

6. Conclusions

A mobile Rayleigh Doppler lidar based on double-edge
technique is successfully implemented for simultaneously ob-
serving wind and temperature at heights 15 km–60 km away
from ground. An analysis of the temperature influence on the
wind retrieval is carried out, and the result shows that the tem-
perature broadening of the Rayleigh return spectrum cannot
be ignored during the wind inversion. Thus, a simultaneous
and accurate observation of temperature during the wind ob-
servation is needed. The temperature observation of our li-
dar has a satisfactory accuracy and precision at heights above

30 km. However, the observed temperature is not reliable at
heights below 30 km because of the influence by the presence
of aerosol. Therefore, radiosonde data are used at heights be-
low 30-km instead of the observed temperature of the lidar
during the wind retrieval. After the correction of the wind from
the temperature influence, the wind profiles show good agree-
ment with wind observations from other techniques, demon-
strating that the temperature influence on the wind retrieval is
correctly treated.

In our future work, long-term and simultaneous observa-
tions of temperature and wind will be performed to demon-
strate the reliability and stability of this correcting method of
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wind from temperature influence. An independent aerosol sys-
tem will be employed to obtain backscatter ratio profiles in
order to correct the temperature profiles that are affected by
the presence of aerosol at heights below 30 km. At the same
time, contamination by Mie will be investigated and consid-
ered during the wind retrieval. A rotational Raman lidar will
be employed to cover troposphere and lower stratosphere tem-
perature observation because the Rayleigh lidar is seriously
affected by aerosol in this range. The emission and receiv-
ing efficiency of the system will be improved to reach 80 km
in height, reaching the height range (from 80 km to 105 km)
of the narrowband sodium lidar developed at the University
of Science and Technology of China.[30] The observation data
from this narrowband sodium lidar will then be used as ref-
erence data of the integration technique, which is employed
during temperature retrieval.
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[20] Cézard N, Dolfi-Bouteyre A, Huignard J P and Flamant P H 2009 Appl.

Opt. 48 2321
[21] Xia H Y, Sun D S, Yang Y H, Shen F H, Dong J J and Kobayashi T

2007 Appl. Opt. 46 7120
[22] Pan X, Shneider M N and Miles R B 2002 22nd AIAA Aerodynamic

Measurement Technology and Ground Testing Conference, June, 2002,
St. Louis, USA

[23] Dabas A, Denneulin M L, Flamant P, Loth C, Garnier A and Dolfi-
Bouteyre A 2008 Tellus A 60 206

[24] Xia H, Dou X K, Sun D S, Shu Z F, Xue X H, Han Y, Hu D D, Han Y
L and Cheng T D 2012 Opt. Express 20 15286

[25] Shibata T, Kobuchi M and Maeda M 1986 Appl. Opt. 25 685
[26] Fleming E L, Chandra S, Barnett J J and Corney M 1990 Adv. Space

Res. 10 11
[27] Leblanc T, McDermid I S, Hauchecorne A and Keckhu P 1998 J. Geo-

phys. Res. Atmos. 103 6177
[28] Turco R P, Whitten R C and Toon O B 1982 Rev. Geophys. 20 233
[29] Fernald F G 1984 Appl. Opt. 23 652
[30] Li T, Fang X, Liu W, Gu S Y and Dou X K 2012 Appl. Opt. 51 5401

024218-7

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2004.11.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-86-1-73
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2009JTECHA1309.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2009JTECHA1314.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.23.002503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/5.482228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/GL016i011p01273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/GL016i011p01273
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00348610
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.37.003097
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.38.000432
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/28/1/014213
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/28/1/014213
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.41.001145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-1056/22/2/024211
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1674-1056/22/2/024211
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/27/11/114207
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0256-307X/27/11/114207
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.22.021775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.41.007079
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.41.001760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.43.000173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.43.000173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.48.002321
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.48.002321
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.46.007120
http://dx.doi.org/10.2514/6.2002-3235
http://dx.doi.org/10.2514/6.2002-3235
http://dx.doi.org/10.2514/6.2002-3235
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/tea.2008.60.issue-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.20.015286
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.25.000685
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0273-1177(90)90386-E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0273-1177(90)90386-E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97JD03494
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97JD03494
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/RG020i002p00233
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.23.000652
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.51.005401

	1. Introduction
	2. Theory
	3. Temperature influence
	4. Temperature profiles
	5. Wind correction
	6. Conclusions
	References

