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Remote Sensing Systems

Compact Ocean Wind Vector Radiometer (COWVR) Key Features:
1. Measures Wind Speed and Direction Using 18.7, 23.8, 33.9 GHz Fully Polarimetric Channels, 2. Full 360° Scan with Fore and Aft Look,
3. Low-Cost Design: Stationary Feed Bench While Antenna Rotates,
5. Data Available from 2022-01-08 to 2025-07-27 (TSDR from PO.DAAC, Winds from PO.DAAC and Remote Sensing Systems) at https://www.remss.com/missions/cowvr/
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for one polarimetric channel. and relative wind directions. for One-Look Versus Two-Look Viewing Geometry.” IEEE JSTARS.
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