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1. INTRODUCTION TOPEX [Ducet et al. 2000] 2. Separation of  POCM 4C model [Tokmakian and Challenor 1999]
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3. Case of Tropical Pacific and theoretical interpretation of SSV 5. Tropical Pacific assimilation, error and 6. Dependence of sea surface height variability on noise decorrelation scales
ratio based on dispersion relationship of planetary waves signal fields

Time-space separation of small-scale sea level height variability
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8. ERROR MODELS FOR ALTIMETRY AND TIDE GAUGES 9.MODELING TIDE GAUGE ERROR

Validation of T/P error estimates by comparison with thetide
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