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A bio-optical model for the Barents Sea is determined
from a set of in situ observations of inherent optical
properties (IOPs) and associated biogeochemical
analyses. The bio-optical model provides a pathway
to convert commonly measured parameters from
glider-borne sensors (CTD, optical triplet sensor—
chlorophyll and CDOM fluorescence, backscattering
coefficients) to bulk spectral IOPs (absorption,
attenuation and backscattering). IOPs derived from
glider observations are subsequently used to estimate
remote sensing reflectance spectra that compare well
with coincident satellite observations, providing
independent validation of the general applicability
of the bio-optical model. Various challenges in the
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generation of a robust bio-optical model involving dealing with partial and limited quantity
datasets and the interpretation of data from the optical triplet sensor are discussed.
Establishing this quantitative link between glider-borne and satellite-borne data sources is an
important step in integrating these data streams and has wide applicability for current and
future integrated autonomous observation systems.

This article is part of the theme issue ‘The changing Arctic Ocean: consequences for
biological communities, biogeochemical processes and ecosystem functioning’.

1. Introduction
The Arctic Ocean ecosystem is undergoing rapid changes in response to anthropogenic climate
change, warming approximately twice as fast as the global average [1]. As a result, sea ice is
declining in extent and volume [2], open water areas are increasing [3], enhanced river inflow is
leading to an increase in fresh water [4] and lithogenic and biogenic fluxes are increasing due to
thawing permafrost and glacial/river runoff [5,6].

Changes in physical conditions and material composition have implications for primary
production, the marine food web and the global carbon cycle. The loss of sea ice results in an
increase in light availability in the surface layer [7] and changing primary production [8–10].
Freshening of the surface Arctic also leads to changes in upper ocean stratification and nutrient
supply [11] that has been shown to impact phytoplankton community structure [12]. Changes in
phytoplankton abundance and composition (i.e. particle size) affect the biological carbon pump
and, hence, the global carbon cycle in which the Arctic plays an important role [13].

Monitoring changes in Arctic primary productivity from ocean colour remote sensing has
been undertaken previously [14,15], but is subject to several limiting factors. Extensive and
persistent cloud cover severely limits the availability of cloud-free scenes to work with [16].
High latitudes impose generally low solar zenith angles which challenge the performance of
standard atmospheric corrections and product retrieval algorithms [17–19]. Shipboard operations
are particularly difficult in this remote region and under often harsh weather conditions, resulting
in a relatively limited amount of in situ validation data having been collected in the region to date
[14,20].

Knowledge of the optical properties of the Arctic Ocean is crucial to improve our
understanding and predictions of changes in underwater and water-leaving light fields,
and their impact on Arctic biogeochemistry. Key to this understanding is the development
of (regional) bio-optical models that relate inherent optical properties (IOPs) (absorption,
scattering and backscattering) to concentrations of optically significant water constituents such
as phytoplankton, other organic particles, sediment and coloured dissolved organic material
(CDOM). Existing bio-optical models are restricted to relatively small spatial and temporal
scales, e.g. [21], and further effort is required to explore natural variability across the region.
Establishment of robust bio-optical models enables exploitation of radiative transfer models that
can be used to predict light availability for primary production and generation of ocean colour
remote sensing reflectance signals.

The development of autonomous underwater sampling platforms has radically transformed
our ability to make continuous observations in harsh environments [22–25]—although, to date,
gliders and bio-Argo floats have rarely been used in the Arctic [26,27]. Although the sensor
payload of these autonomous platforms varies, in many cases, they are equipped with a
CTD and a triplet optical sensor measuring chlorophyll fluorescence, CDOM fluorescence and
backscattering, with sensor outputs assigned as proxies for optical constituents with associated
biogeochemical significance, e.g. chlorophyll fluorescence or particulate backscattering as an
indicator of phytoplankton biomass. There are a number of challenges in the interpretation of
such data, but there is also huge value in exploiting these datasets to a greater extent than has
previously typically been the case. Autonomous platforms, predominantly bio-Argo floats, have
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been used to compare satellite retrievals of chlorophyll and particulate backscattering [28] with
in situ measurements. Several studies have investigated the correlation between surface and
total water column observations in different regions, such as the Southern Ocean [29] or the
North Atlantic [30]. In this paper, we aim to develop a bio-optical model for the Barents Sea
region of the Arctic Ocean that will be designed to use optical triplet data as proxy inputs for
biogeochemical variables. By transforming in situ triplet data into estimates of bulk IOPs, we
aim to create new means of accurately modelling underwater light fields, which are required to
estimate primary productivity, based on in situ glider data. Very little light field data are available
for the Arctic Ocean, especially in polar night when the region is not accessible and light levels
are below the detection threshold of commonly available sensors. The combination of glider
observations and bio-optical models can provide new insights and improve our understanding
of the transition of the Arctic Ocean ecosystem and Arctic productivity from winter to spring.
Results will further link in situ glider data to remote sensing reflectance consistent with ocean
colour satellite observations. This is a practical implementation of an ambition to quantitatively
link autonomous vehicle and remote sensing platform technologies that is widely stated, but
seldom achieved in practice (see [31] for an example of the inverse of our approach).

We present a bio-optical model for the Barents Sea across three seasons (winter–summer) based
on shipboard observations and discuss the pragmatic compromises required in order to achieve
sensible performance using salinity, fluorescence and backscattering data measured by standard
sensors deployed on autonomous vehicles as driving inputs. Commonly, difficult operating
conditions affect data collection at sea, particularly in the Arctic. Here, we therefore present
an approach that necessarily involved making pragmatic decisions about how to best exploit
the limited data available. Where possible, we have used other established optical datasets (e.g.
NOMAD) to inform our analysis and to provide broader context for the fitting of relationships.
The performance of the approach is assessed by comparison with shipboard in situ optical
profiles taken at the start and end of extended glider deployments, and through comparison with
ocean colour imagery taken during the course of a glider deployment. We will show that the
ability to express glider data as bulk IOPs provides new opportunities to gain new insights into
seasonal changes in the underwater light field, timing and location of primary production, and
relationships with ocean colour remote sensing signals.

2. Methods

(a) The dataset
(i) Fieldwork location and timing

Data for this study were collected in the Barents Sea from January to July 2018, during three
different research cruises and two glider deployments. The Barents Sea is a relatively shallow
continental shelf sea with an average depth of 230 m and maximum of 500 m. Its hydrography
is influenced by Atlantic-derived, relatively warm and saline water entering from the Southwest
and colder Arctic-derived water in the Northeast.

Details on research vessels, cruise timing, sample locations and glider deployments can be
found in table 1.

(ii) Water sample analyses

Chlorophyll a concentration, Chl, of water samples was determined using a Turner Designs
Trilogy fluorometer calibrated in between cruises using chlorophyll a spinach standard (Sigma
Aldrich), showing negligible drift. Chl was determined in triplicate by filtering 200 ml of water
sample onto GF/F filters, which were subsequently immersed in 10 ml of 90% acetone solution
and stored in the dark at −20°C overnight. Fluorescence was measured the following morning,
before and after acidification with 10% HCl solution [32]. Chl ranges for the different seasons are
given in table 1.
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Table 1. Summary of sampling activities during three cruises in the Barents Sea in 2018.

winter spring summer
sampling period 5 Jan–17 Jan 2018 26 April–4 May 2018 12 June–4 July 2018

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

sampling area 70.045 °N, 015.800 °E– 74.616 °N, 014.997 °E– 74.366 °N, 009.474 °E–

78.193 °N, 030.057 °E 78.599 °N, 030.083 °E 82.592 °N, 031.344 °E
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

research vessel Helmer Hanssen Helmer Hanssen James Clark Ross
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

max. no. sample
absorption

7 9 34

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

no. in situ 6 4 —

IOP profiles
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

glider 1 deployed: recovered: —

11 January 2018 20 April 2018

76.50 ° N, 029.00° E 75.10° N, 030.13° E
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

glider 2 — deployed: recovered:

26 April 2018, 4 June 2018

74.62° N, 029.84° E 76.86° N, 029.90° E
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

satellite image — MODIS-A 8 day average: —

30 April–8 May 2018
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

chlorophyll
concentrations

— 1.5–15.6 mg m−3 0.3–11.3 mg m−3

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

total suspended matter
concentration

0.2–1.1 mg l−1 1.1–8.8 mg l−1 0.3–15.2 mg l−1

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

aCDOM(440) 0.036–0.070 m−1 0.031–0.050 m−1 0.027–0.054 m−1
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Absorption of coloured dissolved organic matter (CDOM), aCDOM, was measured using a
liquid waveguide capillary system (LWCC) with a 1 m pathlength (see [33] for details on the set-
up, components and methods). In short, samples were filtered through 0.2 µm pore size syringe
filters while being injected into the capillary cell using a peristaltic pump. Measurements were
made against purified water (Milli-Q) and corrected for salinity and temperature effects on the
absorption by pure water. Spectra were smoothed using a 5-point moving average and offset
corrected at 700 nm (figure 1c).

Spectral particulate absorption coefficients, ap, were determined following the methods
described in [34]. The optical density (OD) of particles freshly filtered onto a GF/F filter was
measured with a dual-beam spectrophotometer (Shimadzu, UV-2501-PC) against blank reference
filters which had been rinsed with filtered seawater. Measurements were set up to record a
single scan from 300 to 800 nm. Pigments were bleached using a few drops of a 10% sodium
hypochlorite solution [35]. Filters were rinsed with filtered seawater and scanned again to
determine the absorption by non-algal particulate matter, anap. OD (both total particulate and
non-algal) was converted into absorption coefficients, ap (figure 1a) and anap (figure 1b), using
a linear regression approach [34]. This correction method compares filter pad measurements
against particulate absorption determined by subtracting CDOM absorption measured with an
LWCC system from total non-water absorption measured in a Point-Source Integrating-Cavity
Absorption Meter (PSICAM, [36]). PSICAM measurements had been calibrated daily using a
Nigrosine solution and a corresponding absorption coefficients measurement with an LWCC
system. Finally, phytoplankton absorption spectra, aph, were calculated as difference between ap

and anap.
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Figure 1. (a) Phytoplankton, (b) non-algal particulate and (c) CDOM absorption spectra measured in the Barents Sea in winter
(Jan), spring (Apr) and summer (Jun).

(iii) In situ optical and hydrographic profiling

Profiles of in situ non-water absorption, anw, and attenuation, cnw, were measured at nine
wavelengths using an AC-9 (WET Labs Inc.) equipped with 25 cm cuvettes during the winter
and spring cruises (no profiling optical data could be collected for the summer cruise). AC-9
measurements were calibrated using purified water in the laboratory before the first cruise and
later during cruises on-board the ship. Average measured offsets were subtracted from absorption
and attenuation spectra in post-cruise processing [37]. Data were further corrected for the effects
of salinity and temperature using simultaneously collected CTD data (Seabird, SBE19Plus v. 2).
In addition, data were corrected for scattering errors using the iterative correction approach [38].
The performance of the scattering correction was tested by comparing corrected AC-9 absorption
with PSICAM absorption obtained from samples collected at the same depth (figure 2). Scattering
spectra were calculated by subtracting absorption from attenuation (figure 3a). It is important to
note that, in the clearest waters (in January), absorption signals were very low, close to the limit of
sensitivity of the AC-9, with some samples returning negative absorption values that have been
omitted from further analysis (including calculation of scattering coefficients).

Profiles of in situ volume scattering function at 124° were measured at 9 wavelengths with
a BB9 (WET Labs Inc.) mounted alongside the AC-9 and CTD. BB9 wavelengths were linearly
interpolated to match AC-9 wavelengths and converted to backscattering coefficients following
the manufacturer’s manual [39], using a χ -factor of 1.076 [40] and data from the AC-9 to correct
for pathlength absorption effects (figure 3b). Backscattering data at 412 nm were excluded from
all analysis due to known issues with data quality and drift of the channel.

Hydrographic measurements were made using a Seabird SBE19Plus v2 CTD equipped with
conductivity, temperature and pressure sensors which was mounted on the same frame as in situ
IOP instruments. The instrument was calibrated by the manufacturer before the start of sampling.

(iv) Glider deployment

Two shallow G2 Slocum gliders were deployed as part of this campaign, keeping near continuous
occupation of a north–south transect along 30° E between January and June 2018. Both gliders
were equipped with a pumped CTD sensor (Seabird, 41) and a triplet ECO-sensor (WET Labs,
Inc.) measuring backscattering at 700 nm, chlorophyll fluorescence and CDOM fluorescence.
The glider which was in operation from April–June was also equipped with a PAR sensor. The
data were collected in a sawtooth pattern, typical of a glider diving profile and separated into
individual profiles before being checked for data spikes. Corrections were calculated for the data
from calibration profiles collected by the ship during the glider deployment. Due to unexpected
failures towards the end of each glider mission, it was not possible to collect end-of-mission
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using the iterative correction (McKee et al. [38]). At some January stations, absorption coefficients at wavelengths greater than
600 nmwere negative, challenging instrument sensitivity in these very clear waters.

(a) (b)

0
400 700600

l (nm)

bp bbp

500 400 700

winter
spring

600
l (nm)

500

3.0

2.5

2.0

1.5

1.0

0.5

0.010

0.008

0.006

0.004

0.002

0

b p(
l)

 (
m

–1
)

b bp
(l

) 
(m

–1
)

Figure 3. (a) Scattering and (b) backscattering spectra measured in the Barents Sea in winter and spring. Scattering
spectra have been derived from AC-9 measurements corrected using the iterative correction. Winter scattering coefficients
corresponding to negative absorption values (figure 2) not shown.

profiles for calibration purposes. The de-spiked data were then separated into individual north–
south transects and gridded following a Barnes objective analysis method, with grid spacings of
2 km × 5 m [41].

(v) Ocean colour remote sensing data

Remote sensing reflectance spectra were extracted from an 8-day average MODIS-A image
(standard processing) covering the period of 30 April–8 May 2018. Temporal averaging (of at least
8 days) was required to achieve good spatial coverage across the Barents Sea. As a result, satellite
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data were used for broad comparison with our bio-optical model rather than one-to-one match-
ups with individual scenes. It should also be noted that the development of the spring bloom can
change the optical properties of the surface layer in the Arctic Ocean extremely rapidly (within
days) further limiting the feasibility of direct comparisons with average satellite images.

(b) Bio-optical model development
Our observations suggest that the optical properties of the Barents Sea are largely driven by
phytoplankton and related detrital materials and CDOM. We propose a bio-optical model which
relates all particle properties to Chl as a proxy for phytoplankton biomass, and absorption by
CDOM is related to salinity, Sal, reflecting the assumption that freshwater inflow is the dominant
source. Total absorption, a, scattering, b, and backscattering, bb, coefficients can be expressed as the
sum of all partial IOPs, i.e. the IOPs associated with each relevant optically significant component

a(λ) = aw(λ) + aCDOM(λ, Sal) + aph(λ, Chl) + anap(λ, Chl)(m−1), (2.1)

b(λ) = bw(λ) + bp(λ, Chl)(m−1) (2.2)

and bb(λ) = bbw(λ) + bbp(λ, Chl)(m−1), (2.3)

where the subscripts w, ph, nap, CDOM and p refer to water, phytoplankton, non-algal particles,
coloured dissolved organic material and particles, respectively. Absorption, scattering and
backscattering coefficients of seawater are well described in the literature [42–45].

In the following sections, we attempt to derive appropriate models for each of the partial
IOPs mentioned in equations (2.1)–(2.3). As shall be seen, the quantity of data we were able to
generate for some of the parameters was limited, constrained by difficult sampling conditions
and limited time available at sea. In many respects, this is representative of modern sampling
strategies where sensors on autonomous platforms are expected to carry an increasing share of the
sampling burden. In what follows, we outline the necessary pragmatic steps required to provide
suitable bio-optical relationships that can be used to convert in situ glider observations to bulk
optical properties, with only limited local in situ data available.

(i) Partial inherent optical properties: absorption

Figure 4a,b shows aph and anap plotted against Chl for Barents Sea data collected for this study.
To provide wider context, associated results from the global NOMAD dataset [46] have also
been plotted in these figures. The volume of data available from our Barents Sea dataset alone
would limit confidence in production of robust local bio-optical relationships. However, our
observations were found to be consistent with the global NOMAD dataset and relationships for
algal and non-algal absorption were well described by existing literature relationships [47,48]
(equations (2.4)–(2.6))

aph(λ, Chl) = Aph(λ)Chl(1+Bph(λ))(m−1), (2.4)

with coefficients Aph and Bph from Bricaud et al. [41].

anap(λ, Chl) = anap(440) exp[−0.011(λ − 440)](m−1) (2.5)

and
anap(440) = 0.0124 Chl0.724(m−1), (2.6)

Previous studies have shown that CDOM absorption does not covary with seasonal changes in
Chl in the Barents Sea [49,50]. In coastal environments and the Arctic shelf, CDOM absorption
exhibits a strong relationship with salinity, decreasing with increasing salinity [51,52]. Matsuoka
et al. [53] derived a relationship between salinity, Sal, and aCDOM(440) for the Arctic waters of
the South Beaufort Sea. However, these relationships are strongly driven by coastal waters with
high CDOM absorption and low salinity and tend to underestimate CDOM for Sal > 28 PSU, as
typically observed in the Barents Sea (33–35 PSU in this study). We, therefore, derived a new
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relationship to link aCDOM(440) to Sal based on our Barents Sea data as well as additional pan-
Arctic data [54] with salinity ranging from 27 to 35 PSU (figure 4c)

aCDOM(440) = [−0.012(±0.003)Sal + 0.464(±0.183)](m−1). (2.7)

The spectral shape was modelled using equation (2.8) and a slope of −0.0168 nm−1, the median
slope of all CDOM absorption spectra we measured in the Barents Sea. It was considerably lower
than the average of −0.0187 which has been observed in other Arctic waters [55]

aCDOM(λ, Sal) = aCDOM(440) exp[−0.0168(λ − 440)](m−1) (2.8)

(ii) Partial inherent optical properties: scattering and backscattering

Little spectral bp data have been published, possibly reflecting concerns about the ability to correct
corresponding attenuation measurements for variable collection angle errors [38,56]. Despite best
efforts, the combination of no optical profiles in summer and winter Chl levels below detection
limits meant that only the four bp spectra collected in the Barents Sea during the spring cruise were
available for model development. Comparison with other scattering data collected across a range
of Arctic waters in summer and autumn [54] showed, as expected, that chlorophyll and scattering
are higher in the Barents Sea in spring, when productivity is at its maximum. Established
relationships by Morel et al. [57] and Huot et al. [58] were compared to the observations. The Morel
et al. relationship which was developed for open waters was found to consistently overestimate
Barents Sea bp (figure 5). The model by Huot et al. [58] matched our data well at blue and green
wavelengths but underestimated bp at red/NIR wavelengths. Therefore, following the approach
presented in [58], wavelength-dependent relationships between Chl and bp were derived by fitting
a power-law to the available Barents Sea data, using a least-square linear regression applied to
the log-transformed dataset with subsequent conversion back into linear space (equation (2.9),
table 2). Normally, we would hesitate to apply such regression to only four data points. The
approach we present here is a pragmatic attempt to maximize exploitation of the limited data
that are available and represents a sensible response to a common problem when working with
autonomous platforms, where in situ validation data are typically only collected at the beginning
and end of a deployment. The resulting relationship takes the form

bp(λ, Chl) = Ab(λ)Chl(Bb (λ))(m−1), (2.9)

with the regression coefficients Ab and Bb given in table 2.
Figure 6 shows particulate backscattering, bbp, plotted against Chl for both the Barents Sea and

the global NOMAD datasets. Barents Sea bbp data appear to be at the low end of the distribution
for the NOMAD dataset. The relationship between bbp and Chl described by Huot et al. [58]
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(dashed line figure 6) and the best-fit to the NOMAD dataset (dashed line figure 6) both tend
to overestimate Barents Sea bbp. Using an approach analogous to that used for bp above, a set of
spectral coefficients Abb and Bbb were derived to describe the relationship between Chl and bbp
(table 3, equation (2.10)). Again, it is necessary to recognize that such a small number of data
points provides a limited basis for deriving such relationships. However, in this case, comparison
with the NOMAD dataset provides a degree of comfort that the overall structure is broadly similar

bbp(λ, Chl) = Abb(λ)[Chl](Bbb(λ))(m−1). (2.10)

(c) Converting glider observations to chlorophyll concentration
The bio-optical model described above uses Chl and Sal as currency parameters, both
routinely measured by standard sensors on gliders and other autonomous platforms. Sal is
straightforwardly derived from the conductivity measurement of a CTD. Chl can be estimated
from the chlorophyll fluorescence measurement of the WET Labs ECO sensor (excitation: 470 nm,
emission: 695 nm). However, the accuracy of Chl estimates based on fluorescence measurements
is known to be limited due to the effects of fluorescence quenching in the surface layer and
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Table 2. Scattering model coefficients (see equation (2.9)), associated 95% confidence intervals and coefficient of
determination.

Ab Bb R2

412 0.133 (± 1.768) 0.785 (± 0.255) 0.9457
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

440 0.126 (± 2.044) 0.844 (± 0.320) 0.9265
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

488 0.169 (± 1.449) 0.849 (± 0.166) 0.9802
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

510 0.165 (± 1.451) 0.851 (± 0.167) 0.9801
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

532 0.203 (± 1.365) 0.834 (± 0.139) 0.9855
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

555 0.219 (± 1.326) 0.829 (± 0.126) 0.9879
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

650 0.210 (± 1.507) 0.903 (± 0.184) 0.9786
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

676 0.152 (± 2.311) 0.886 (± 0.375) 0.9089
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

715 0.213 (± 1.685) 0.925 (± 0.233) 0.9671
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
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Table 3. Backscattering model coefficients (see equation (2.10)), associated 95% confidence intervals and coefficient of
determination.

Abb Bbb R2

440 0.002 (± 1.312) 0.315 (± 0.121) 0.9243
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

488 0.001 (± 1.555) 0.766 (± 0.198) 0.9656
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

510 0.001 (± 1.237) 0.589 (± 0.095) 0.9865
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

532 0.001 (± 1.366) 0.623 (± 0.140) 0.9740
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

555 0.001 (± 1.290) 0.624 (± 0.114) 0.9827
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

650 0.001 (± 1.128) 0.568 (± 0.054) 0.9953
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

676 0.001 (± 1.569) 0.659 (± 0.202) 0.9519
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

700a 0.001 (± 1.313) 0.683 (± 0.122) 0.9835
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

715 0.001 (± 1.178) 0.703 (± 0.073) 0.9835
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
aExtrapolated/interpolated.

other physiological processing impacting fluorescence efficiency [59–61]. Recently published
correction methods [61,62] require either simultaneous PAR measurements and/or dark values.
Unfortunately, logistical constraints meant that PAR sensors were not operational on all of
the gliders. In addition, it is necessary to cross-calibrate fluorescence-based Chl estimates from
manufacturer’s laboratory calibrations against concentration measurements of water samples
collected simultaneously. Unfortunately, again due to logistical constraints, cross-calibration
measurements were only available for the beginning of each glider deployment. Missing
calibration data at the end of each glider deployment means that measurements cannot be
corrected for potential drift or bio-fouling of the sensors.

The challenge, therefore, was twofold: (i) Can we establish a method of validating the
fluorescence-based estimate of Chl from the triplet puck? (ii) Can we estimate Chl from glider
data free from solar quenching issues near the surface during daylight hours? The solution to
these issues is to consider the relationship between backscattering from the triplet sensor and
Chl. It has already been established (above) that particulate IOPs are well correlated with Chl for
these waters. Backscattering measurements, although still susceptible to bio-fouling of the sensor,
are not affected by fluorescence quenching. The glider triplet sensors measured backscattering
at 700 nm (not one of the AC-9/BB9 wavelengths) resulting in the requirement for deriving an
additional relationship, linking bbp (700) to Chl (figure 7a). As NOMAD bbp data are limited to less
than 683 nm, spectra were extrapolated to 700 nm using a power-law relationship. Barents Sea BB9
data were linearly interpolated to 700 nm and were very consistent with NOMAD observations.
For consistency, a power-law was fitted to Barents Sea backscattering data only (see above). This
relationship was subsequently used to convert bbp (700) to Chl (figure 7a and table 3).

Discrepancies between Chl derived from backscattering measurements, Chlbbp, and
fluorescence measurements, Chlfl, increased for very low and very high chlorophyll
concentrations (figure 7b). At high Chl, Chlbbp tended to be higher than Chlfl (area A, figure 7b).
This was attributed to the fact that Chlfl is likely to underestimate true chlorophyll concentration
due to fluorescence quenching. High Chl values are found in surface waters in this region
and at this time of year (see later). At low chlorophyll concentrations, Chlbbp was found to
be higher than Chlfl which could potentially be due to unresolved background particles (not
associated with Chl), a residual offset in the bbp-to-Chl relationship, or limitations in the dynamic
range of the backscattering sensor (area B, figure 7b). Given this limitation, we, therefore,
developed a combined approach for this work, in which Chl was derived from the fluorescence
measurements up to a concentration of 2 mg m−3. For Chlfl > 2 mg m−3, Chl was estimated
based on the backscattering measurement and the relationship obtained from figure 7a. This
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relatively convoluted approach reflects real world bio-optical complexity and potential sensor
performance limitations, but is easy enough to implement and could be transferred to other areas
with minimal local sampling. It should be noted, however, that the relationship is driven by
spring backscattering data and is potentially a poor representation of winter bbp spectra (details
discussed below).

3. Results

(a) Performance test of bio-optical model
A set of in situ IOP profiles was measured in close proximity to each of the glider deployment sites
in January (figure 8) and April (figure 9). To test the performance of the bio-optical model, IOPs
were modelled based on the first triplet/CTD profile obtained during each glider deployment
and subsequently compared to the in situ IOP measurements. Non-water absorption, non-water
attenuation and particulate backscattering coefficient profiles were compared at two wavelengths,
440 and 676 nm. Average deviation of modelled and measured anw and bbp January profiles
for both wavelengths were 0.028 m−1 (greater than 100%) and +0.0004 m−1 (22%), respectively.
Modelled cnw tended to overestimate measured values by on average 0.059 m−1 (68% at 440 nm,
greater than 200% at 676 nm). IOPs in winter were extremely low, resulting in large relative
deviations between modelled and measured data which can be attributed to uncertainties in both
the in situ measurements and model performance.

In April, when Barents Sea waters have become more productive, glider estimates are more
consistent with in situ measurements both relatively and in absolute magnitude, with average
deviations of 0.012 m−1 (22%), −0.083 m−1 (24%, underestimation of in situ data) and 0.0001 m−1

(8%) for anw, cnw and bbp, respectively. In general, modelled IOP profiles exhibited increased noise
compared to in situ measurements as a result of spikes in the glider bbp measurements.

(b) Inherent optical property transects from glider data
Figure 10 shows temperature, salinity, Chlfl and bbp (700) data measured along the first South-to-
North transect of the second glider deployment from 27 April into May. The glider crossed the
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polar front at approximately 75.8° N, transitioning from more Atlantic waters to Arctic waters.
This change can be observed as a drop in water temperature and salinity as well as an increase
in surface chlorophyll fluorescence and bbp, i.e. particle concentration, in the more stratified,
productive Arctic waters.

Based on the glider measurements of salinity, bbp and chlorophyll fluorescence, transects
of absorption, scattering and backscattering coefficients were calculated at nine different
wavelengths. IOPs increased in the top 50–100 m north of 75.8° N, corresponding to the gliders
transition into Arctic waters with high surface biomass (figure 11).

(c) Comparison with remote sensing reflectance spectra
Glider-based estimates of remote sensing reflectance spectra, Rrs_glider, were calculated from the
average of modelled a and bb data within 2 m of sea surface using

Rrs_glider = f
Q

bb

a
1 − rF

ηw2 (m−1), (3.1)
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with f/Q = 0.0922 after Morel & Gentili [63], the approximate Fresnel reflectance of the surface
as seen from the water side, rF = 0.021, and the refractive index of water, ηw = 1.34 [64]. This
simplified model does not include Raman scattering or bidirectional reflectance distribution
function effects, potentially introducing significant bias at low solar zenith angles at high
latitudes.

Modelled spectra (figure 12d) were compared to Rrs spectra obtained from MODIS-A satellite
data (figure 12b), extracted from an 8-day average (inset box, figure 12a). The Arctic region is
notoriously cloudy (IOCCG Report No. 16, 2015 [16]) and the 8-day average was required in order
to present a reasonably complete image of the study region. The glider track shown in figure 12c
represents an even longer period (16 days) and reflects the relatively slow lateral velocity of the
glider. Water mass advection and changes in biological activity over this time period, together
with variations in sampling times between the two platforms, make a pixel-to-transect direct
comparison meaningless. We, therefore, avoid any attempt to perform a pixel-to-transect direct
comparison and instead take a statistical approach.

On average, glider Rrs satellite data has a mean error of 18% across all shared wavebands
(figure 13). At 440/443 nm, satellite Rrs ranged from 0.41 × 10−3 sr−1 to 2.9 × 10−3 sr−1 and glider
Rrs showed significantly less spread with values between 1.1 × 10−3 sr−1 and 1.6 × 10−3 sr−1.
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At red wavebands, satellite-derived Rrs was lower than glider Rrs, with some Rrs_glider spectra
showing peaks likely driven by features in bbp. An increase in Rrs_satellite from 645 to 676 nm
potentially indicated the start of a sun induced chlorophyll fluorescence signal at this wavelength
(not included in the bio-optical model). Overall, modelled Rrs_glider spectra were broadly
comparable with satellite Rrs observations, with the exception of a few outlier spectra with
‘abnormal’ spectral shapes (figure 12d).

4. Discussion
The light environment in surface waters of the Barents Sea, and the Arctic Ocean in general,
undergoes dramatic seasonal changes, from total darkness in winter to 24 h daylight during the
summer months. In situ optical data of the region remain relatively scarce and are generally
limited to light summer months. This has limited our understanding of bio-optical and associated
biogeochemical processes within the marine Arctic ecosystem. Here, we collected a unique
dataset of spectral IOP data on three cruises (winter, spring and summer of a single year)
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providing information on bio-optical relationships across different seasons. The resulting bio-
optical model for the Barents Sea is potentially of interest for a variety of future studies including
radiative transfer simulations of seasonally changing underwater light fields and resulting
impacts on algal photosynthesis and underwater visibility. Here, however, we have focused on
using the bio-optical model to demonstrate our ability to quantitatively link underwater glider
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observations to satellite ocean colour remote sensing signals. The approach enables us to take
data from standard instruments (CTD for Sal and optical data from triplet sensors to derive Chl)
and produce estimates of bulk optical properties that have been shown to be broadly consistent
with results from in situ profiles, and that, in turn, are also broadly consistent with remote sensing
reflectance signals.

The optical triplet instruments used in this study are regularly deployed on gliders and
other autonomous vehicles. We believe that this is a valuable data resource that has been
underexploited to date. One of the limiting factors has been concern over the interpretation
of chlorophyll fluorescence signals due to potential issues in manufacturer’s calibrations and
effects of solar quenching during daylight hours in surface waters. Recent studies have proposed
different correction methods for chlorophyll fluorescence measurements, using day/night
comparisons, dark measurements at great depth for offset correction or simultaneous PAR
measurements for quenching correction, or a combination [54]. Unfortunately, most existing
approaches were not applicable for the glider deployments in this study due to the absence of
these auxiliary data and day/night patterns. The approach we have developed offers a pathway
to mitigate quenching effects using the backscattering data that these sensors simultaneously
generate. Note that the switching threshold between Chlbbp and Chlfl implemented in this study
would need to be adapted for operations elsewhere, but the principle is generally transferrable.
The empirical relationship to calculate Chlbbp is potentially a significant source of uncertainty
in our bio-optical model, highlighting the need for a fluorescence quenching correction for
deployments at high latitudes, in particular on relatively shallow continental shelfs. Inadequate
calibration of optical sensors is, of course, a fundamental problem that can only be mitigated
through direct validation exercises. It is generally considered essential that sampling is performed
at the start and preferably also the end of glider deployments to establish sensor performance
and potentially identify effects of drift or bio-fouling. It is notable, however, that this study was
successful in achieving a reasonable level of optical closure with independent ocean colour remote
sensing data using manufacturer’s calibrations for the triplet data. Monitoring the quality of
match-up between remote sensing and glider-based estimates has potential to offer a new insight
into sensor performance over the duration of a glider deployment.

This Barents Sea bio-optical model is based on a partial set of IOP data spanning the winter
to summer time period, but with significant gaps and other limitations. For example, it was not
possible to collect scattering and backscattering data on the summer cruise and Chl concentrations
in winter were below the detection limit. As a result, the scattering and backscattering models are
biased towards spring conditions, while the particulate absorption models are driven by spring
and summer data. This potentially limits the applicability of the model and further work is
needed to assess performance across different seasons and years. Only CDOM absorption was
consistently measured across all three seasons and this was found to be relatively invariant. It
should be noted that the relationship used to calculate aCDOM(440) from salinity (equation (2.7))
is limited to salinity greater than 27 PSU. This constraint did not impact our study because the
gliders did not measure any values outside this range; however, there might be potential issues in
areas with large freshwater influx due to melting ice or close to land. We suggest that a constant
value of aCDOM(440) = 0.04 m−1 could be used in these water but, unfortunately, we did not
have the data to test this approach. In addition, chlorophyll a concentration estimates from a
fluorometer, as used for the development of bio-optical relationships in this study, are susceptible
to bias introduced by choice of methodology. Estimates are also potentially affected by the
presence of chlorophyll b in low concentration (data not shown). Nonetheless, the resulting bio-
optical model produced reasonable estimates of absorption and backscattering profiles (figures 8
and 9) for both winter and spring (when optical profiles were available). For reasons that are
not clear, modelling of attenuation profiles was less successful in winter (figure 8b) than in
spring (figure 9b). This could be a consequence of a significant seasonal change in particulate
optical properties, but this would be surprising, given the relative success of absorption and
backscattering modelling across the same period. The optical clarity of the Barents Sea in winter
when biological activity has been suppressed as a result of seasonal darkness is particularly
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challenging. It may be the case that the attenuation data in this case are less robust than elsewhere.
Gaps in the anw and cnw in situ profiles represent measurements where the iterative scattering
correction [33] failed to converge. The disparity of modelled cnw compared to in situ profiles can
potentially be attributed to limited performance of the scattering correction in these clear waters,
as well as a potential overestimation of bp by the bio-optical model when Chl concentration is
low. Our findings show that the Barents Sea is a challenging environment optically and more
work is needed to constrain bio-optical relationships, especially at times of low signal levels
and constituent concentrations. While the bio-optical model presented here is unlikely to be
an accurate description of relationships in other water bodies, the approach of developing the
model and exploiting data collected by autonomous vehicles will be transferrable to other regions.
The approach can almost certainly be applied to other types of autonomous platforms, such as
bio-Argo floats. It should be noted, however, that some of these platforms are not suitable for
deployments in shallow seas like the Barents Sea.

The development of the bio-optical model and subsequent validation was hindered by limited
data availability, largely as a result of logistical constraints affecting participation in cruises
and the amount of data that could be collected on busy multidisciplinary cruises with limited
access to wire time. Difficult operating conditions, e.g. in the Arctic winter, also had an impact
on the volume of data that could be collected. Most of these are common difficulties that
regularly affect data collection at sea, with the challenge of operating in Arctic conditions
exacerbating these problems. The approach we have taken has therefore necessarily involved
making pragmatic decisions about how to best exploit the limited data available. Where possible,
we have used existing datasets to inform our analysis and to provide broader context for the
fitting of relationships. While the limited quantity of data available means that resulting bio-
optical relationships must be viewed with an extra degree of caution (e.g. compared to extensive
datasets used in other studies), the quality of the resulting match-up with ocean colour remote
sensing data suggests that the bio-optical model provides a tolerable representation of the system
and might be regarded as fit for purpose. Moreover, it is quite likely that operations involving
glider deployments would involve generation of limited in situ data for calibration and validation,
since part of the attraction of glider operations is to reduce time spent at sea. This study shows
that careful exploitation of even quite limited datasets can provide useful outcomes.

5. Conclusion
The Arctic Ocean remains a systematically under-sampled ecosystem because its limited
accessibility due to sea ice cover, prolonged periods of darkness and generally harsh operating
conditions. Ocean colour remote sensing provides valuable synoptic views of the region, but all
too frequently views are obscured by prevailing cloud and fog conditions that characterize the
region. Low sun zenith angles and total darkness in winter months preclude data collection for a
significant part of the year. Autonomous sampling platforms offer great potential to significantly
expand observations in the region. The gliders used in this study were deployed from January
to July, with a single turnover in spring, generating a unique seasonally resolved dataset that
will offer new insight into the timing and development of algal production and relationships
with physical oceanographic properties. Limited payload capacity and power consumption
restrict the range of sensors that can be deployed on long duration missions such as this, and
frequent recycling of gliders would defeat one of their key operational strengths. It is, therefore,
imperative that we develop means to maximize exploitation of data generated by instruments
such as the WET Labs optical triplet sensors that are regularly deployed on these platforms.
Here, we have shown that even with quite limited sets of additional bio-optical observations,
it is possible to construct bio-optical models that enable quantitative comparisons with satellite
observations. The combination of in situ autonomous platforms and satellite remote sensing
observations represents the popular perception of modern oceanographic sampling strategies.
In reality, despite significant advances in both, there is relatively little material in the literature
directly linking the two in this manner. The approach presented in this work is, we believe,
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both a useful demonstration of operational capability in itself, and has potential to be adapted to
suit different operating conditions for other study sites. Future integration of glider and satellite
observations will continue to require associated in situ sampling effort for general calibration
/validation activities. Generation of regional and seasonal bio-optical models, along the lines
presented here, is key to establishing a direct, quantitative link between autonomous in situ and
satellite-based sampling technologies.

Data accessibility. The article’s supporting data can be accessed through BODC, the British Oceanographic Data
Centre. In situ optical data: absorption and attenuation coefficients (winter http://dx.doi.org/10/dj87, spring
http://dx.doi.org/10/dj89), backscattering coefficients (winter http://dx.doi.org/10/df6f, spring http://dx.
doi.org/10/dgqd). Sample absorption (total, CDOM, particulate) data: CDOM (winter http://dx.doi.org/
10/dj9h, spring http://dx.doi.org/10/dj9j, summer http://dx.doi.org/10/df6c), particulate (winter http://
dx.doi.org/10/dkbz, spring http://dx.doi.org/10/dkb2, summer http://dx.doi.org/10/dkbq), total non-
water (winter http://dx.doi.org/10/dkb4, spring http://dx.doi.org/10/dkb5, summer http://dx.doi.org/
10/dkb3). Chlorophyll concentration data: spring (http://dx.doi.org/10/dg4m), summer (http://dx.doi.
org/10/dg4b). Glider data: winter/spring (http://dx.doi.org/10/dmgm), spring/summer (http://dx.doi.
org/10/dmkj).
Authors’ contributions. I.K. collected optical data, performed data analysis and drafted manuscript. D.M. collected
optical data and contributed to data interpretation and manuscript revision. R.R. collected optical data. A.O.
and H.A.B. collected chlorophyll data. M.P. collected and processed glider data. F.C. and J.B. contributed to
all data collection. All authors read and approved the manuscript.
Competing interests. We declare we have no competing interests.
Funding. I.K., D.M., R.R., A.O., H.A.B., M.P. and F.C. are funded by the NERC Changing Arctic Ocean program
(Arctic PrIZE)—grants NE/P006302/1 and NE/P006507/1 which includes an NERC studentship to A.O. J.B.
is funded by Arctic ABC (project no.: 244319) and the Centre of Excellence AMOS (223254), both funded by
the Norwegian Research Council.

References
1. IPCC. 2014. Climate change 2013—the physical science basis: Working Group I Contribution

to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change.
Cambridge, UK, and New York, NY, USA.

2. Serreze MC, Holland MM, Stroeve J. 2007 Perspectives on the Arctic’s shrinking sea-ice cover.
Science 315, 1533–1536. (doi:10.1126/science.1139426)

3. Barnhart KR, Miller CR, Overeem I, Kay JE. 2016 Mapping the future expansion of Arctic open
water. Nat. Clim. Change 6, 280–285. (doi:10.1038/nclimate2848)

4. Rabe B, Karcher M, Kauker F, Schauer U, Toole JM, Krishfield RA, Pisarev S, Kikuchi T, Su
J. 2014 Arctic Ocean basin liquid freshwater storage trend 1992–2012. Geophys. Res. Lett. 41,
961–968. (doi:10.1002/2013GL058121)

5. Fichot CG, Kaiser K, Hooker SB, Amon RMW, Babin M, Belanger S, Walker SA, Benner
R. 2013 Pan-Arctic distributions of continental runoff in the Arctic Ocean. Sci. Rep. 3, 1053.
(doi:10.1038/srep01053)

6. Schuur EAG et al. 2013 Expert assessment of vulnerability of permafrost carbon to climate
change. Clim. Change 119, 359–374. (doi:10.1007/s10584-013-0730-7)

7. Nicolaus M, Katlein C, Maslanik J, Hendricks S. 2012 Changes in Arctic sea ice result in
increasing light transmittance and absorption. Geophys. Res. Lett. 39, L24501. (doi:10.1029/
2012GL053738)

8. Pabi S, van Dijken GL, Arrigo KR. 2008 Primary production in the Arctic Ocean, 1998–2006.
J. Geophys. Res.Oceans 113, C08005. (doi:10.1029/2007JC004578)

9. Ardyna M, Babin M, Gosselin M, Devred E, Rainville L, Tremblay JE. 2014 Recent Arctic
Ocean sea ice loss triggers novel fall phytoplankton blooms. Geophys. Res. Lett. 41, 6207–6212.
(doi:10.1002/2014GL061047)

10. Arrigo KR, van Dijken GL. 2011 Secular trends in Arctic Ocean net primary production.
J. Geophys. Res. Oceans 116, C09011.

11. Randelhoff A, Fer I, Sundfjord A, Tremblay JE, Reigstad M. 2009 Vertical fluxes of nitrate in
the seasonal nitracline of the Atlantic sector of the Arctic Ocean. J. Geophys. Res. Oceans 121,
5282–5295. (doi:10.1002/2016JC011779)

http://dx.doi.org/10/dj87
http://dx.doi.org/10/dj89
http://dx.doi.org/10/df6f
http://dx.doi.org/10/dgqd
http://dx.doi.org/10/dgqd
http://dx.doi.org/10/dj9h
http://dx.doi.org/10/dj9h
http://dx.doi.org/10/dj9j
http://dx.doi.org/10/df6c
http://dx.doi.org/10/dkbz
http://dx.doi.org/10/dkbz
http://dx.doi.org/10/dkb2
http://dx.doi.org/10/dkbq
http://dx.doi.org/10/dkb4
http://dx.doi.org/10/dkb5
http://dx.doi.org/10/dkb3
http://dx.doi.org/10/dkb3
http://dx.doi.org/10/dg4m
http://dx.doi.org/10/dg4b
http://dx.doi.org/10/dg4b
http://dx.doi.org/10/dmgm
http://dx.doi.org/10/dmkj
http://dx.doi.org/10/dmkj
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1139426
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2848
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013GL058121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep01053
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10584-013-0730-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2012GL053738
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2012GL053738
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007JC004578
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014GL061047
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2016JC011779


20

royalsocietypublishing.org/journal/rsta
Phil.Trans.R.Soc.A378:20190367

...............................................................

12. Li WKW, McLaughlin FA, Lovejoy C, Carmack EC. 2009 Smallest algae thrive as the Arctic
Ocean freshens. Science 326, 539.

13. Le Moigne FAC et al. 2015 Carbon export efficiency and phytoplankton community
composition in the Atlantic sector of the Arctic Ocean. J. Geophys. Res. Oceans 120, 3896–3912.
(doi:10.1002/2015JC010700)

14. Cota GF, Harrison WG, Platt T, Sathyendranath S, Stuart V. 2003 Bio-optical properties of the
Labrador Sea. J. Geophys. Res. Oceans 108, C7, 3228.

15. Qu B, Gabric AJ, Matrai PA. 2006 The satellite-derived distribution of chlorophyll-a and its
relation to ice cover, radiation and sea surface temperature in the Barents Sea. Polar Biol. 29,
196–210. (doi:10.1007/s00300-005-0040-2)

16. IOCCG. 2015 Ocean colour remote sensing in polar seas (eds M Babin, K Arrigo, S Bélanger,
M-H Forget), IOCCG Report Series, No. 16. Dartmouth, Canada: International Ocean Colour
Coordinating Group.

17. Wang M. 2003 Light scattering from spherical-shell atmosphere: earth curvature effects
measured by SeaWiFS. Eos Trans. AGU 84, 529. (doi:10.1029/2003eo480003)

18. Ding KY, Gordon HR. 1994 Atmospheric correction of ocean-color sensors: effects of the
Earth’s curvature. Appl. Opt. 33, 7096–7106. (doi:10.1364/AO.33.007096)

19. Zheng G, Stramski D, Reynolds RA. 2014 Evaluation of the Quasi-Analytical Algorithm for
estimating the inherent optical properties of seawater from ocean color: comparison of Arctic
and lower-latitude waters. Remote Sens. Environ. 155, 194–209. (doi:10.1016/j.rse.2014.08.020)

20. Liu YY, Rottgers R, Ramirez-Perez M, Dinter T, Steinmetz F, Nothig EM, Hellmann S,
Wiegmann S, Bracher A. 2018 Underway spectrophotometry in the Fram Strait (European
Arctic Ocean): a highly resolved chlorophyll a data source for complementing satellite ocean
color. Opt. Expr. 26, A678–AA96. (doi:10.1364/OE.26.00A678)

21. Matsuoka A, Hill V, Huot Y, Babin M, Bricaud A. 2011 Seasonal variability in the
light absorption properties of western Arctic waters: parameterization of the individual
components of absorption for ocean color applications. J. Geophys. Res. Oceans 116, C02007.
(doi:10.1029/2009JC005594)

22. Laney SR, Krishfield RA, Toole JM, Hammar TR, Ashjian CJ, Timmermans ML. 2014 Assessing
algal biomass and bio-optical distributions in perennially ice-covered polar ocean ecosystems.
Polar Sci. 8, 73–85. (doi:10.1016/j.polar.2013.12.003)

23. Wulff T, Bauerfeind E, von Appen WJ. 2016 Physical and ecological processes at a moving ice
edge in the Fram Strait as observed with an AUV. Deep-Sea Res. Pt I-Oceanogr. Res. Pap. 115,
253–264. (doi:10.1016/j.dsr.2016.07.001)

24. Webb DC, Simonetti PJ, Jones CP. 2001 SLOCUM: an underwater glider propelled by
environmental energy. IEEE J Ocean. Eng. 26, 447–452. (doi:10.1109/48.972077)

25. Mignot A, Ferrari R, Claustre H. 2018 Floats with bio-optical sensors reveal what processes
trigger the North Atlantic bloom. Nat. Commun. 9, 190. (doi:10.1038/s41467-017-02143-6)

26. Mayot N, Matrai P, Ellingsen IH, Steele M, Johnson K, Riser SC, Swift D. 2018 Assessing
phytoplankton activities in the seasonal ice zone of the Greenland Sea over an annual cycle.
J. Geophys. Res.-Oceans 123, 8004–8025. (doi:10.1029/2018JC014271)

27. Smith GC et al.. 2019 Polar ocean observations: a critical gap in the observing system
and its effect on environmental predictions from hours to a season. Front. Mar. Sci. 6, 10.
(doi:10.3389/fmars.2019.00429)

28. Bisson KM, Boss E, Westberry TK, Behrenfeld MJ. 2019 Evaluating satellite estimates of
particulate backscatter in the global open ocean using autonomous profiling floats. Opt. Expr.
27, 30 191–30 203. (doi:10.1364/OE.27.030191)

29. Grenier M, Della Penna A, Trull TW. 2015 Autonomous profiling float observations of
the high-biomass plume downstream of the Kerguelen Plateau in the Southern Ocean.
Biogeoscience 12, 2707–2735. (doi:10.5194/bg-12-2707-2015,)

30. Boss E, Swift D, Taylor L, Brickley P, Zaneveld R, Riser S, Perry M, Strutton P.
2008 Observations of pigment and particle distributions in the western North Atlantic
from an autonomous float and ocean color satellite. Limnol. Oceanogr. 53, 2112–2122.
(doi:10.4319/lo.2008.53.5_part_2.2112)

31. Mitchell C, Gordon HR, Bowler B, Drapeau D, Balch WM. 2018 Optical inversions
of the water column based on glider measurements. Opt. Expr. 26, 32 824–32 838.
(doi:10.1364/OE.26.032824)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015JC010700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00300-005-0040-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2003eo480003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.33.007096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2014.08.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.26.00A678
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009JC005594
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.polar.2013.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.dsr.2016.07.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/48.972077
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-02143-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2018JC014271
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmars.2019.00429
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.27.030191
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/bg-12-2707-2015,
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lo.2008.53.5_part_2.2112
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.26.032824


21

royalsocietypublishing.org/journal/rsta
Phil.Trans.R.Soc.A378:20190367

...............................................................

32. Holm-Hansen O, Lorenzen CJ, Holmes RW, Strickland JDH. 1965 Fluorometric determination
of chlorophyll. ICES J. Mar. Sci. 30, 3–15. (doi:10.1093/icesjms/30.1.3)

33. Lefering I, Rottgers R, Utschig C, McKee D. 2017 Uncertainty budgets for liquid waveguide
CDOM absorption measurements. Appl. Opt. 56, 6357–6366. (doi:10.1364/AO.56.006357)

34. Lefering I, Röttgers R, Weeks R, Connor D, Utschig C, Heymann K, Mckee D. 2016
Improved determination of particulate absorption from combined filter pad and PSICAM
measurements. Opt. Expr. 24, 24 805–24 823. (doi:10.1364/OE.24.024805)

35. Ferrari GM, Tassan S. 1999 A method using chemical oxidation to remove light absorption by
phytoplankton pigments. J. Phycol. 35, 1090–1098. (doi:10.1046/j.1529-8817.1999.3551090.x)

36. Röttgers R, Haese C, Doerffer R. 2007 Determination of the particulate absorption of
microalgae using a point-source integrating-cavity absorption meter: verification with a
photometric technique, improvements for pigment bleaching, and correction for chlorophyll
fluorescence. Limnol. Oceanogr.-Methods 5, 1–12. (doi:10.4319/lom.2007.5.1)

37. Lefering I, Rottgers R, Utschig C, Twardowski MS, McKee D. 2018 Measurement
uncertainties in PSICAM and reflective tube absorption meters. Opt. Expr. 26, 24 384–24 402.
(doi:10.1364/OE.26.024384)

38. McKee D, Piskozub J, Röttgers R, Reynolds RA. 2013 Evaluation and improvement of an
iterative scattering correction scheme for in situ absorption and attenuation measurements.
J. Atmos. Oceanic Technol. 30, 1527–1541. (doi:10.1175/JTECH-D-12-00150.1)

39. WET Labs Inc. 2013 Scattering meter, ECO BB-9, User’s Guide, Revision L. p. 9–10.
40. Sullivan JM, Twardowski MS. 2009 Angular shape of the oceanic particulate volume

scattering function in the backward direction. Appl. Opt. 48, 6811–6819. (doi:10.1364/AO.48.
006811)

41. Barnes SL. 1994 Applications of the Barnes objective analysis scheme. Part II: Improving
derivative estimates. J. Atmos. Oceanic Technol. 11, 1449–1458. (doi:10.1175/1520-0426(1994)
011<1449:AOTBOA>2.0.CO;2)

42. Pope RM, Fry ES. 1997 Absorption spectrum (380–700 nm) of pure water. II. Integrating cavity
measurements. Appl. Opt. 36, 8710–8723. (doi:10.1364/AO.36.008710)

43. Sullivan JM, Twardowski MS, Zaneveld JRV, Moore CM, Barnard AH, Donaghay PL,
Rhoades B. 2006 Hyperspectral temperature and salt dependencies of absorption by
water and heavy water in the 400–750 nm spectral range. Appl. Opt. 45, 5294–5309.
(doi:10.1364/AO.45.005294)

44. Zhang XD, Hu LB, He MX. 2009 Scattering by pure seawater: effect of salinity. Opt. Expr. 17,
5698–5710. (doi:10.1364/OE.17.005698)

45. Morel A. 1974 Optical properties of pure water and pure seawater. In: Optical aspects of
oceanography (eds NG Jerlov, ES Nielsen). New York, NY: Academic Press.

46. Werdell PJ, Bailey SW. 2005 An improved in-situ bio-optical data set for ocean color
algorithm development and satellite data product validation. Remote. Sens. Environ. 98,
122–140. (doi:10.1016/j.rse.2005.07.001)

47. Bricaud A, Babin M, Morel A, Claustre H. 1995 Variability in the chlorophyll-specific
absorption-coefficients of natural phytoplankton—analysis and parameterization. J. Geophys.
Res.-Oceans 100, 13 321–13 332. (doi:10.1029/95JC00463)

48. Bricaud A, Morel A, Babin M, Allali K, Claustre H. 1998 Variations of light absorption
by suspended particles with chlorophyll a concentration in oceanic (case 1) waters:
analysis and implications for bio-optical models. J. Geophys. Res. Oceans 103, 31 033–31 044.
(doi:10.1029/98JC02712)

49. Hancke K, Hovland EK, Volent Z, Pettersen R, Johnsen G, Moline M, Sakshaug E. 2014
Optical properties of CDOM across the Polar Front in the Barents Sea: origin, distribution
and significance. J. Mar. Syst. 130, 219–227. (doi:10.1016/j.jmarsys.2012.06.006)

50. Kowalczuk P, Meler J, Kauko HM, Pavlov AK, Zablocka M, Peeken I, Dybwad C,
Castellani G, Granskog MA. 2017 Bio-optical properties of Arctic drift ice and surface
waters north of Svalbard from winter to spring. J. Geophys. Res. Oceans 122, 4634–4660.
(doi:10.1002/2016JC012589)

51. Kowalczuk P, Cooper WJ, Whitehead RF, Durako MJ, Sheldon W. 2003 Characterization of
CDOM in an organic-rich river and surrounding coastal ocean in the South Atlantic Bight.
Aquatic. Sci. 65, 384–401. (doi:10.1007/s00027-003-0678-1)

52. Bowers DG, Brett HL. 2008 The relationship between CDOM and salinity in estuaries: an
analytical and graphical solution. J. Mar. Syst. 73, 1–7. (doi:10.1016/j.jmarsys.2007.07.001)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/icesjms/30.1.3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.56.006357
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.24.024805
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1529-8817.1999.3551090.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.4319/lom.2007.5.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.26.024384
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-12-00150.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.48.006811
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0426(1994)011%3C1449:AOTBOA%3E2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0426(1994)011%3C1449:AOTBOA%3E2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.36.008710
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.45.005294
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.17.005698
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2005.07.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/95JC00463
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/98JC02712
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmarsys.2012.06.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2016JC012589
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00027-003-0678-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmarsys.2007.07.001


22

royalsocietypublishing.org/journal/rsta
Phil.Trans.R.Soc.A378:20190367

...............................................................

53. Matsuoka A, Bricaud A, Benner R, Para J, Sempéré R, Prieur L, Bélanger S, Babin M.
2012 Tracing the transport of colored dissolved organic matter in water masses of the
Southern Beaufort Sea: relationship with hydrographic characteristics. Biogeosciences 9,
925–940. (doi:10.5194/bg-9-925-2012,)

54. Casey KA et al. 2019 In situ high spectral resolution inherent and apparent optical property
data from diverse aquatic environments. PANGAEA. (doi:10.1594/PANGAEA.902230)
(dataset in review).

55. Matsuoka A, Boss E, Babin M, Karp-Boss L, Hafez M, Chekalyuk A, Proctor CW, Werdell PJ,
Bricaud A. 2017 Pan-Arctic optical characteristics of colored dissolved organic matter: Tracing
dissolved organic carbon in changing Arctic waters using satellite ocean color data. Remote
Sens. Environ. 200, 89–101. (doi:10.1016/j.rse.2017.08.009)

56. Boss E et al. 2019 Beam transmission and attenuation coefficients: instruments,
characterization, field measurements and data analysis protocols. In IOCCG ocean optics
and biogeochemistry protocols for satellite ocean colour sensor validation, vol. 2.0 (eds A Neeley, I
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