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Abstract: An Earth Observing System global snow cover extent data products record at moderate
spatial resolution (375–500 m) began in February 2000 with the Moderate-resolution Imaging
Spectroradiometer (MODIS) instrument onboard the Terra satellite. The record continued with the
Aqua MODIS in July 2002, the Suomi-National Polar Platform (S-NPP) Visible Infrared Imaging
Radiometer Suite (VIIRS) in January 2012 and continues with the Joint Polar Satellite System-1 (JPSS-1)
VIIRS, launched in November of 2017. The objective of this work is to develop a snow cover extent
Earth Science Data Record (ESDR) using different satellites, sensors and algorithms. There are many
issues to understand when data from different algorithms and sensors are used over a decade-scale
time period to create a continuous dataset. Issues may also arise with sensor degradation and even
differences in sensor band locations. In this paper we describe development of an ESDR derived
from existing MODIS and VIIRS data products and demonstrate continuity among the products.
The MODIS and VIIRS snow cover detection algorithms produce very similar daily snow cover
maps, with 90–97% agreement in snow cover extent (SCE) in different landscapes. Differences in SCE
between products ranged from 2–15% and are attributable to convolved factors of viewing geometry,
pixel spread across a scan and time of observation. Compared at a common grid size of 1 km, there is
a mean of 95% agreement in SCE and a difference range of 1–10% between the MODIS and VIIRS
SCE maps. Mapping sensor observations to a coarser resolution grid reduces the effect of the factors
convolved in the 500 m tile to tile comparisons. We conclude that the MODIS and VIIRS SCE data
products are reliable constituents of a moderate-resolution ESDR.
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1. Introduction

Snow cover extent (SCE) has been cited as an Essential Climate Variable in the Global Climate
Observing System because of its tremendous importance in the Earth’s energy balance and as a source of
freshwater for more than 1 billion people worldwide [1]. Snow is also important globally for recreation
and for municipal water-supply needs. Snow can cover up to 50% of the Northern Hemisphere land
surface in winter, covering 1.9 to 45 million km2 [2]. SCE is thus an important variable needed to address
science questions and Earth science applications objectives, including those concerning societal needs [2].

In the Northern Hemisphere SCE is highly variable from year to year, thus decade-scale trends may
be difficult to identify until a sufficient length of record is available. Knowledge of onset, duration and
melt date of snow cover is critical to understand interannual and longer-term changes at regional
to hemisphere scales. Changes in regional SCE are both an indicator and a result of climate change.
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Continuity of the daily gridded snow cover extent products from the Moderate-resolution Imaging
Spectroradiometer (MODIS) and Visible Infrared Imaging Radiometer Suite (VIIRS) is presented here
from the perspective of the products being used to investigate snow cover parameters of seasonal snow
cover onset, duration and melt.

A 54-year climate-data record (CDR) of SCE in the Northern Hemisphere has been developed by
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) and Rutgers University [3]. This 25 km
resolution CDR has been used to determine that spring snow cover is melting earlier, and that in many
areas, the duration of the snow season is decreasing [4]. For example, Arctic spring snow cover extent
is declining by approximately 18% per decade [5]. While global trends in SCE have been captured in
the NOAA/Rutgers SCE CDR, the requirements for an SCE Essential Climate Variables product are
that it be at a daily frequency and approximately 1-km resolution [1].

The capability now exists to develop a multi-decade, daily, moderate resolution data record of
SCE using multiple spacecraft platforms and sensors. Data from the MODIS instruments on the Terra
and Aqua satellites, combined with data from the VIIRS Suomi-National Polar Platform (S-NPP) and
the Joint Polar Satellite System (JPSS) satellites may be used to create an Earth Science Data Record
(ESDR) that will become a CDR when a sufficient number of years of data become available. The record
begins in February 2000 and continues to the present and will be extended into the foreseeable future.
The Terra and Aqua MODIS sensors are expected to continue nominal operations into 2022 when
planned end of life operations will begin. However, depending on sensor and platform status and
budget resources, data collection may continue through 2024. JPSS-1, now operational and designated
as NOAA-20, will be followed by JPSS-2, JPSS-3 and JPSS-4, providing continuous coverage through
2038. These instruments will potentially provide a 40-year record of satellite snow cover observations.

A characteristic of a satellite-based CDR is that the record can be reprocessed as needed to take
advantage of improvements in algorithms, software “fixes” to compensate for sensor degradation,
orbit changes, differences between sensors and other factors. Each reprocessing, which creates a new
data collection, must include provenance to document the changes.

The NASA VIIRS Land Science Team has worked to ensure that the VIIRS land and cryosphere
data products have continuity with the corresponding MODIS land and cryosphere data products,
because the MODIS products have been validated and used extensively by both the science and
applications communities [6–8]. Numerous investigators have used the standard MODIS products to
investigate snow cover parameters (e.g., [9–16]).

The objective of this work is to develop an ESDR using the Terra, Aqua and S-NPP daily SCE
products, extending from 2000 to the present (and ultimately beyond). Development of an ESDR
involves documentation of issues relating to use of different satellites, sensors and algorithms, to
develop a continuous and well documented data record. Cross comparison methods were used to
compare SCE among the MODIS and VIIRS daily SCE products. In this paper, we provide examples
from the western United States of product continuity along with uncertainty information, both at
native product resolution and with the products re-projected to a 1 km resolution grid. Documentation
of data product continuity on the global scale, though the ultimate goal, is beyond the scope of the
present paper.

2. Materials

2.1. MODIS and VIIRS Instruments and Satellites

The Terra, Aqua, S-NPP and NOAA-20 satellites are in near polar orbits, with Terra in a descending
orbit with a morning equator crossing time and Aqua, S-NPP and NOAA-20 in ascending orbits
with afternoon equator crossing times (Table 1). Characteristics of the sensors relevant to the snow
cover detection algorithm based on the normalized-difference snow index (NDSI) are listed in Table 1.
The NOAA-20 characteristics are included in Table 1 because of their relevance to continuing the SCE
data product record beyond S-NPP.
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MODIS and VIIRS have similar visible and near infrared spectral bands but have different spatial
resolutions. Both are whiskbroom instruments so the pixel spatial resolution grows larger away from
nadir. The growth in pixel size is not controlled in MODIS but for VIIRS a unique on board processing
technique is employed to limit the growth in pixel size so that pixels at the edges of scans are similar
in size to those near nadir [17,18] while MODIS allows for scan overlap. That difference in sampling
strategy is apparent in the Level 1B (L1B) products where MODIS retains the overlap pixels; the same
features appear in successive lines at far edges of a swath where-as in VIIRS those overlap regions are
trimmed on board and the L1B swath product has lines of bow tie trim data in the overlap regions.
In L2G processing a gridding algorithm removes the overlap regions in MODIS products and the bow
tie trim data in the VIIRS data products.

Table 1. Satellite and sensor characteristics relevant for calculation of the NDSI.

MODIS Terra MODIS Aqua VIIRS S-NPP VIIRS-NOAA-20

Orbit Near-polar,
sun-synchronous

Near-polar,
sun-synchronous

Near-polar,
sun-synchronous

Near-polar,
sun-synchronous

Altitude 705 km 705 km 824 km 824 km
Equator crossing

time
10:30 am

(descending)
1:30 pm

(ascending)
1:30 pm

(ascending)
1:30 pm

(ascending)
Coverage * daily daily daily daily

Swath width 2330 km
(±55◦ scan angle)

2330 km
(±55◦ scan angle)

3060 km
(±56◦ scan angle)

3060 km
(±56◦ scan angle)

Spatial resolution VIS and NIR, 500 m
at nadir

VIS and NIR, 500 m
at nadir

VIS and NIR 375 m
at nadir

VIS and NIR 375 m
at nadir

Spectral bands
(µm)

VIS B4, 0.555
NIR B6, 1.640

VIS B4, 0.555
NIR B6, 1.640

VIS I1, 0.640
NIR I3 1.610

VIS I1, 0.640
NIR I3 1.610

* Excludes daily orbital swath gaps over equatorial regions.

2.2. MODIS and VIIRS Snow Cover Products

The MODIS and VIIRS snow cover products are generated as a series from the instrument swath
Level-2 (L2) to daily gridded and projected products at Level-3 (L3). The snow cover detection algorithm
is applied at L2, then the L2 products are gridded to tiles of the sinusoidal projection and observations are
composited to produce the L3 products. The L3 daily gridded snow cover products of Terra MOD10A1,
Aqua MYD10A1 [19] and VIIRS S-NPP VNP10A1 [20] are used in this study. The MODIS products are
provided at 500 m resolution in HDF-EOS2 format, and the VIIRS product is provided at 375 m resolution
in HDF-EO5 format, and includes netCDF CF-1.6 conventions for attributes and mapping data to a
projection. The snow cover extent data products are available to download from the National Snow and
Ice Data Center (NSIDC) Distributed Active Archive Center (DAAC).

The data products are named using the Earth Science Data Type (ESDT) convention of
ESDT.AYYYYDDD.HnnVnn.CCC.YYYYDDDHHMMSS.ext. The ESDT is MOD10A1, MYD10A1 or
VNP10A1, and the date of acquisition is year (AYYYY) and day (DDD). Location of the tile on the
sinusoidal projection is given by .Hnn the horizontal tile index and .Vnn the vertical tile index with
the origin of the grid, (0, 0) at −180◦ and 90◦; the Collection denoting reprocessing is given as CCC.
When referring to a Collection the convention of Cn, e.g. C6 is used. Product production date is
YYYYDDDHHMMSS and product format is given by the .ext. The MODIS and S-NPP data products
and user guides are available from the NSIDC DAAC:

• MOD10A1 https://doi.org/10.5067/MODIS/MOD10A1.006,
• MYD10A1 https://doi.org/10.5067/MODIS/MYD10A1.006
• VNP10A1 https://doi.org/10.5067/VIIRS/VNP10A1.001

The snow cover data products are validated based on the Committee on Earth Observation Satellites
validation stages 0–4 [21]. The MODIS snow cover products have been validated to Stage 2 [22] and

https://doi.org/10.5067/MODIS/MOD10A1.006
https://doi.org/10.5067/MODIS/MYD10A1.006
https://doi.org/10.5067/VIIRS/VNP10A1.001
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the VIIRS snow cover product has been validated to Stage 1 [23]. Validation case studies summarized
on the VIIRS Land website [23] report 97% agreement between MODIS and VIIRS SCE, while MODIS
Aqua and VIIRS S-NPP products are found to have an average agreement of ±0.05–0.10 between NDSI
values of collocated pixels.

The NOAA-20 snow cover product VJ110A1 is currently in science production/testing and planned
for release in Collection 2, possibly in late 2020. Evaluation of the VJ110A1 snow cover data product is
not included in this study because the product is currently not publicly available.

In addition to the L3 data products, new cloud-gap-filled MODIS and VIIRS data products are to
be released in MODIS Collectin 6.1 (C6.1) and VIIRS Collection 2 (C2) data collections respectively.
An evaluation of these products is presented in [24]. The daily L3 snow cover products are input
to the cloud-gap-filled product algorithm so the continuity evaluation here is also relevant to the
cloud-gap-filled products.

2.3. Snow Cover Detection Algorithm

A ratio or normalized difference ratio of bands in the visible (VIS) and the near-infrared (NIR)
parts of the spectrum to detect snow has been used extensively to detect snow from aircraft and satellite
instruments [25]. The NDSI is effective because snow has a high reflectance in the VIS and a low
reflectance in the NIR. The NDSI is calculated from the difference in VIS and NIR top-of-atmosphere
(TOA) reflectance data:

NDSI = (ρVIS − ρNIR)/(ρVIS + ρNIR) (1)

where: ρ = top-of-atmosphere reflectance.
The NDSI is a robust parameter for detection of snow cover which has been used with many

VIS and NIR sensors, e.g. Landsat, MODIS and VIIRS, and implemented in different ways [26–29]
with consistently good results. Snow cover is present when the NDSI is 0.0 ≤ NDSI ≤ 1.00. The snow
cover algorithm limits NDSI to the 0.10 to 1.0 range due to uncertainty associated with low NDSI
values [19,20]. For the snow cover data products the NDSI is scaled by 100 and stored in the 0–100 range.

The MODIS and VIIRS instruments have similar spectral bands that can be used to calculate the
NDSI. For MODIS the NDSI is calculated using band B4 centered at 0.55 µm and band B6 centered at
1.66 µm. For VIIRS the NDSI is calculated using band I1 centered at 0.64 µm and band I3 centered at
1.61 µm. Though the VIS bands used for NDSI from the MODIS and VIIRS are different they are both
in the VIS region where snow has characteristically-high reflectance as shown in Figure 1. The MODIS
and VIIRS NIR bands have a similar central location and bandwidth. The relative spectral response
functions for MODIS B4 and B6 [30] and VIIRS I1 and I3 [31] are shown in Figure 1. The snow reflectance
curve in Figure 1 was created using a field spectral reflectance dataset collected with a mast mounted
FieldSpec Pro JR spectroradiometer by ASD (Boulder, CO, USA) available from [32] and discussed
in [33]. It is derived from an average of three dry snow samples collected at the same site on 17, 18 and
22 March 2010 when environmental conditions were similar [32].

Snow cover is highly reflective across all the visible wavelengths (Figure 1). Thus the detection of
snow in the visible part of the spectrum is relatively insensitive to which visible band is used, though
it is preferable to use red and green wavelengths because of lesser atmospheric effects than in the
blue wavelengths.

The snow cover detection algorithm is applied at the swath level (L2). The cloud mask product
(described in Section 4.3) is used as input to the snow cover detection algorithm to mask clouds. The L2
snow cover products are then processed through a series of L2G gridding algorithms and intermediate
products where the observations from the L2 swath products are gridded and projected on to the
sinusoidal projection. In regions where swaths overlap, all of the observations covering a grid cell are
stacked, and then an observation for the day is selected based on criteria related to solar zenith angle,
location relative to nadir and spatial coverage in a grid cell. The observation of the day is stored in the
L3 products. The algorithms and products are described in the MODIS [34] and VIIRS [20] user guides.
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Figure 1. MODIS and VIIRS band locations compared to a spectral reflectance curve for fresh snow.
The plots of relative spectral response for MODIS and VIIRS bands were created using data from [30,31]
respectively. The spectral reflectance curve for snow was derived from an average of field spectral
reflectance data collected at the same site with similar environmental conditions on 17, 18 and 22 March
2010 as described in the text and available from [32].

Observation data on sensor scan angle and viewing geometry are not passed to the L3 product,
however time of the acquisition of the observation (the time of the swath acquisition) is passed to the
L3 product. The L2G and L3 algorithms are the same for processing/selection of MODIS and VIIRS
observations; the algorithms differ in gridding between the 500 m and 375 m resolution versions of the
sinusoidal projection.

2.4. Study Region

Our study region is the western United States. Two tiles, outlined in black in Figure 2, of the
MODIS and VIIRS daily products that include mountains and plains were used for the tile to tile
comparisons. The region used for the 1 km gridded SCE comparisons is covered by six tiles of the
products outlined by the orange rectangle in Figure 2.

Figure 2. Map of tiles covering most of North America on the sinusoidal projection. Tiles h08v05 and
h10v04, used for tile to tile comparisons are outlined in black, The SCE 1 km grid region used data from
these six tiles h08v04, h09v04, h10v04, h08v05, h09v05, and h10v05 outlined in orange.

The MODIS to S-NPP VIIRS comparisons were done for 16 and 17 February 2012. In 2012 snow
cover extent in western North American was below average in February [35]. The study region as
seen on 16 February 2012 in Worldview Terra MODIS true color imagery is shown in Figure 3 with
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states and geographic features identified. Snow covers mountain ranges and some areas of the plains.
These two dates were chosen because cloud cover was minimal and snow cover was near seasonal
maximum. This image (Figure 3) provides a geographic frame of reference for the results and discussion.
Mountains are the focus of discussion regarding tile h08v05 covering parts of California, Nevada and
Arizona and plains are the focus of discussion regarding tile h10v04 covering parts of eastern Montana,
Wyoming, South Dakota and Nebraska.

Figure 3. NASA Worldview Terra true color image of the western United States on 16 February 2012.
States and geographic features are named.

3. Methodology

Cross comparison methods have been used to investigate continuity between MODIS and VIIRS
land data products. The use of cross comparison methods on land data products generated from ratio
based algorithms was reviewed to assess whether it is reasonable to apply similar methods to the snow
cover products from MODIS and VIIRS. The Normalized Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI) and
other ratio based vegetation indices are similar to the NDSI. Products derived from the NDVI and
other indices were cross compared at a climate modeling grid (CMG) scale of ~5 km spatial resolution
to minimize effects that factors such as sensor characteristics and viewing geometry can have on cross
comparisons of observations at sensor pixel resolution. Notable results from cross comparison studies
of MODIS and VIIRS NDVI [36,37], enhanced vegetation products [38], vegetation indices [39] and
the bidirectional reflectance distribution function and albedo products [40] studies show that despite
convolved factors there is strong continuity between the products and that an ESDR created from
MODIS and VIIRS can be used to monitor vegetation changes such as seasonal greenness.

For the present study, two cross-comparison analyses were conducted; the first compared two
tiles of the products and the second compared a 1 km SCE grid covering the western USA constructed
from six tiles of the products (Figure 2). The 1 km grid was created to compare SCE at a CMG scale.
Both comparisons were done for 16 and 17 February 2012. Both Terra and Aqua are compared with the
S-NPP though Terra is in a different orbit, and convolves several factors in the comparison.

To enable visual comparison of the SCE among the products the NDSI_Snow_Cover data layers
were converted into un-projected colorized images to show the snow cover extent and other features
such as clouds and lakes that are reported as flag_values in a data layer. To facilitate cross comparisons
of cell-to-cell observations in the tiled products, the VNP10A1 product at 375 m resolution was
resampled to the 500 m grid resolution of MOD10A1 and MYD10A1 using Geospatial Data Abstraction
library (GDAL) functions. Additionally, the product file formats were converted to GeoTIFF in this
processing step. In these cross comparisons the NDSI_Snow_Cover data layer from the products is
used. Data layers were compared based on data array dimensions.
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To enable comparisons of the products at a resolution that reduces the effects of sensor and orbit
differences, we created a 1 km grid SCE product for the western United States. Products from the six
daily tiles (Figure 2), were re-projected from the sinusoidal projection onto the SCE CMG 1 km grid in
geographic projection using GDAL functions. Cell-to-cell comparisons of SCE were made for three
pairs—Terra to Aqua, Aqua to S-NPP and Terra to S-NPP—using only cloud free observations in both
products of a pair to map SCE.

For results presented in Table 2 and Table 3 the difference in SCE in paired comparisons is
expressed as a percentage of SCE cell counts. A cell is considered snow covered if the NDSI value is in
the 10–100 range and not snow covered if the NDSI = 0. The count of cells that are snow covered in both
products is considered agreement and is used as the base to calculate the percentages of differences
between the pair of products. The percent of difference is calculated as the count of SCE cells in only
one product of the pair divided by the count of cells of SCE in both products. Cloud observations and
flag_values were excluded from comparison.

NDSI relationships among the products are investigated with two-dimensional histograms
(density plots) of paired observations and paired mean NDSI differences and standard deviations. The 2D
density plots (Figure 8, Figure 9, Figure 10 and Figure 11) reveal relationships in the data that may not
be apparent in a scatter plot of the variables. For the 2D density plots the frequency of occurrence
is given as a relative scale, from low to high to enable use of the same scale for all comparisons.
Paired mean NDSI differences were calculated as the mean difference of pairs of observations for
NDSI values of the sensor on the x-axis, with the difference on the y-axis being the mean sensor
difference of (x sensor-y sensor), the solid line and +/− one standard deviation plotted as the dashed
lines. The differences were binned using a bin size interval of two NDSI values, i.e., 10–11, 12–13,
and so forth then the mean and standard deviation were calculated as shown in Figure 8, Figure 9,
Figure 10 and Figure 11.

We used the NASA EOSDIS Worldview app (https://worldview.earthdata.nasa.gov/) for interactive
browsing of MODIS and VIIRS imagery to assist in selecting mostly cloud free dates and comparing
orbit tracks of satellites.

4. Results and Discussion

4.1. MODIS to VIIRS Comparison

To assess the continuity of SCE between products, cross comparisons of the products at native
resolution and common 500 m resolution were made. Images of the NDSI_Snow_Cover data layer
for MOD10A1, MYD10A1 and VNP10A1 for two days, 16 and 17 February 2012, two tiles covering
different geographic regions were compared to assess data continuity among the products as shown in
Figures 4 and 5. The NDSI_Snow_Cover is shown at the native resolutions of MODIS at 500 m and
VIIRS at 375 m and in array dimensions, not projected to a map image, in Figures 4 and 5. The cloud
cover is also shown in Figures 4 and 5 to assist comparison of SCE among the products.

Location of snow cover is very similar in all three products (Figures 4 and 5) but the extent of
snow cover varies around the peripheries of snow covered regions because of convolved factors such
as acquisition time, viewing geometry, pixel size change across a scan, and projecting and gridding the
observations. Large areas of cloud cover are similar among the three products on a given day but small
areas of cloud and cloud cover at the periphery of SCE areas differ due to differences in the cloud mask
algorithms for MODIS and VIIRS, time of acquisition and other convolved factors. The SCE for NDSI
in the 10–100 range, is in reasonably good agreement among the images based on visual interpretation.
The viewable SCE is consistent from day to day.

Cell-to-cell comparison of the MODIS and VIIRS NDSI_Snow_Cover using the S-NPP (VNP10A1)
products resampled to 500 m resolution, projected onto the geographic grid and converted to GeoTIF
format are shown in Figures 6 and 7. These comparisons were made for the h08v05 and h10v04 tiles
as described above (Figures 4 and 5). In these paired comparisons NDSI_Snow_Cover values in the

https://worldview.earthdata.nasa.gov/
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10-100 range were interpreted as snow cover, so that if both products were mapped as snow cover they
agree, and if not they disagree. The purpose of these SCE maps (Figures 6 and 7) is to clearly show
where products agree and disagree on SCE under cloud free viewing conditions.

Figure 4. Snow cover products of Terra and Aqua from Collection 6 and S-NPP from Collection 1.
The NDSI_Snow_Cover data layer for tile h08v05 MOD10A1 and MYD10A1 at 500 m resolution,
and VNP10A1 at 375 m resolution, on 16 February 2012 and 17 February 2012, are displayed in array
format. Images are not projected.

Figure 5. Snow cover products of Terra and Aqua from Collection 6 and S-NPP from Collection 1.
The NDSI_Snow_Cover data layer for tile h10v04 MOD10A1 and MYD10A1 at 500 m resolution,
and VNP10A1 at 375 m resolution, on 16 February 2012 and on 17 February 2012, are displayed in array
format. Images are not projected.
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Figure 6. Cell-to-cell SCE comparisons. SCE comparisons for tile h08v05 for 16 February 2012 (top row)
and for 17 February 2012 (bottom row). Comparisons are MOD10A1 to MYD10A1 at the left, MYD10A1
to VNP10A1 in the center and MOD10A1 to VNP10A1 at the right.

Figure 7. Cell-to-cell SCE comparisons. SCE comparisons for tile h10v04 for 16 February 2012 (top row)
and for 17 February 2012 (bottom row). Comparisons are MOD10A1 to MYD10A1 at the left, MYD10A1
to VNP10A1 in the center and MOD10A1 to VNP10A1 at the right.

Results of cross comparisons of the SCE maps in Figures 6 and 7 quantifying differences in SCE
between products are presented in Table 2.
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Table 2. Cross comparisons statistics. The percentage of SCE in only one product as compared to the
other based on the SCE common to both products is given.

Paired Comparisons
Tile h08v05

16 February 2012 17 February 2012

Terra to Aqua
Terra only SCE 14.6 % 15.5 %

Aqua only SCE 6.2 % 4.8 %

Aqua to S-NPP
Aqua only SCE 14.3 % 12.5 %

SNPP only SCE 9.7 % 8.5 %

Terra to S-NPP
Terra only SCE 14.3 % 16.9 %

S-NPP only SCE 2.4 % 2.7 %

Paired Comparisons
Tile h10v04

16 February 2012 17 February 2012

Terra to Aqua
Terra only SCE 2.6 % 4.3 %

Aqua only SCE 1.9 % 2.1 %

Aqua to S-NPP
Aqua only SCE 1.0 % 3.1 %

S-NPP only SCE 7.9 % 5.5 %

Terra to S-NPP
Terra only SCE 1.5 % 4.2 %

S-NPP only SCE 2.4 % 2.3 %

Cross-comparisons of the products as array images at native resolution (Figures 4 and 5) and as gridded
products in which the sensor pixels observations have been projected and gridded (Figures 6 and 7),
do not reveal the many factors that can affect pixel-to-pixel comparisons (e.g., [7,41,42]). The MODIS and
VIIRS instruments each have different pixel resolutions at nadir and at the edges of a scan. For both
sensors the area of a pixel increases towards the edges of a scan, i.e., the bow tie effect, which is processed
with different scan sampling strategies as described in Section 2.1. The VIIRS pixel spread across a scan
is about half of that which occurs in MODIS. The location of an observation within an instrument scan
influences where the observation will be mapped in a grid cell. This can influence cell-to-cell comparisons.
The sensors and platforms have many differences (Table 1) that affect observations such as: time of day,
viewing geometry, and whether the orbit is ascending or descending. The snow cover detection algorithm
uses TOA reflectance so atmospheric effects are convolved with other factors.

Snow cover extent is very similar in all the products, with most of the differences appearing
at the periphery of regions of common SCE (Figures 4–7) (Table 2). Terra shows about 15% greater
SCE compared to Aqua or S-NPP, and Aqua shows about 14% greater SCE compared to S-NPP in
the mountainous regions on both days. These differences are expected due to differences in orbits,
nadir tracks, viewing geometry, solar illumination, and pixel size growth across the terrain.

There is much less difference in SCE among the products over the plains landscape versus
mountainous terrain on both days (Figure 5) and in the calculated differences of the gridded products
in Figure 7 and Figure 9 where differences can range from 1–8% (Table 2). This is due to the generally
flat topography of the plains. Convolved factors appear to be less important over the plains than
over the mountainous landscape. In the comparison maps of tile h10v04 (Figure 7) the majority of
the observed snow cover is seen as common in all three comparisons with differences in snow cover
scattered around the periphery of the common snow. In all of the paired comparisons (Figure 7)
differences in the location of snow cover, outside the common snow cover extent, are scattered over
the landscape. In the mountainous regions the differences in snow cover are concentrated around the
periphery of snow covered regions as seen in Figure 6. Such differences in SCE may be associated with
changes in cloud cover or snow cover, or both, between data acquisition times.
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In some situations, differences in SCE between products can be attributable to rapidly changing
snow cover conditions. In the comparison on 16 February in Figures 5 and 7, there are differences in
SCE in the plains in northeastern Montana. Those differences were investigated using the Worldview
app for Terra and Aqua imagery and data products. (The S-NPP imagery and snow cover data product
were not available in Worldview to assist in the investigation.) In that region on 16 February there is
considerable difference in appearance and extent of snow cover and cloud cover between the morning
overpass of Terra and the afternoon overpass of Aqua because some of the snow cover observed in
the Terra imagery had melted by the afternoon. However, there is more snow cover in S-NPP which
is more similar to Terra vs the Aqua SCE; this suggests that there may be other factors affecting the
comparison with Aqua that need to be considered.

Comparisons of SCE between products within a day and between days are affected by location
of a region in the swaths of the satellite. For example, the snow cover observed in the mountains
of northwestern Arizona is in a different location in the Terra and Aqua swaths (Figure 6). In Terra,
the region is near nadir of the orbit track and in Aqua the region is on the far western edge of the orbit
track on 16 February then on 17 February the region is on the far west of the Terra orbit swath and
in the east of the Aqua swath thus confounding paired comparisons. (The S-NPP imagery and orbit
tracks were not available in Worldview to help with this comparison.) Satellite orbit tracks vary from
day to day with a near repeat cycle of every eight days, so a ground location may be found in different
positions in a swath, i.e. east, center or west in the swath, from day to day.

Some of the differences in snow cover detection between sensors are likely caused by cloud/snow
confusion because the three cloud mask products for Terra, Aqua and VIIRS are different for each
sensor as described earlier. The primary concern is that clouds not detected as certain cloud could
then be detected as snow in the L2 snow algorithm because the snow cover algorithms all mask cloud
based on the certain cloud flag from a cloud mask product. Cloud/snow confusion that occurs in L2 is
propagated into the L3 snow cover data products.

The SCE products are consistent for the observed common regions of snow cover; no large
unexpected or unexplained differences in SCE are observed in any of the comparisons. The SCE maps
are also consistent with visual interpretation of imagery on a regional scale.

To explore NDSI relationships between products, 2D histograms of paired NDSI observations
and paired mean NDSI differences were calculated and are shown in Figures 8–11 for the tile to
tile comparisons.

Figure 8. Cross-comparisons of 16 February 2012 for tile h08v05. MOD10A1 to MYD10A1 (left),
MYD10A1 to VNP10A1 (center) and MOD10A1 to VNP10A1 (right). 2D histograms of cell-to-cell
NDSI_Snow_Cover comparisons in the top row. NDSI_Snow_Cover mean differences in the bottom
row; mean is solid line and standard deviation is dashed line.
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Figure 9. Cross-comparisons of 16 February 2012 for tile h10v04. MOD10A1 to MYD10A1 (left),
MYD10A1 to VNP10A1 (center) and MOD10A1 to VNP10A1 (right). 2D histograms of cell-to-cell
NDSI_Snow_Cover comparisons in the top row. NDSI_Snow_Cover mean differences in the bottom
row; mean is solid line and standard deviation is dashed line.

Figure 10. Cross-comparisons of 17 February 2012 for tile h08v05. MOD10A1 to MYD10A1 (left),
MYD10A1 to VNP10A1 (center) and MOD10A1 to VNP10A1 (right). 2D histograms of cell-to-cell
NDSI_Snow_Cover comparisons in the top row. NDSI_Snow_Cover mean differences in the bottom
row; mean is solid line and standard deviation is dashed line.

The 2D histograms and mean differences of NDSI in Figures 8–11 reveal relationships between
products. The mean difference in NDSI values between paired product comparisons was determined
by calculating the mean difference of pairs of observations for NDSI values of the sensor on the x-axis,
with the difference on the y-axis being the mean sensor difference (x sensor-y sensor); the solid line and
+/− one standard deviation line are plotted as dashed lines.

In general, for all the sensor comparisons there is good agreement between NDSI values over the
range of 40–80 where the 2D histograms have the densest concentrations of data surrounding the 1:1 line in
the paired cell-to-cell comparisons across both mountain (tile ho8v05) and plains (tile h10v04) landscapes
on both dates (Figures 8–11). The NDSI histograms (not shown) also show the peak of distribution in the
NDSI range of 40–80, with a tail of low counts in the 10–40 range and a sharp drop of NDSI values ≥ 90
reflecting the distribution of points in the scatter plots. There is more scatter in the NDSI relationships
over the 10–40 range, which is the middle range of frequency of occurrence density of points in all the
comparisons. The greatest differences between NDSI values occur far from the 1:1 line and occur in the
lowest range of frequency of occurrence (Figures 8–11). The NDSI mean and difference plots (Figures 8–11)
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show relatively consistent differences in all the comparisons, across the full range of NDSI values though
in some comparisons there is a spike in differences at NDSI values ≥ 90.

Figure 11. Cross-comparisons of 17 February 2012 for tile h10v04. Cross comparisons MOD10A1 to
MYD10A1 (left), MYD10A1 to VNP10A1 (center) and MOD10A1 to VNP10A1 (right). 2D histograms
of cell-to-cell NDSI_Snow_Cover comparisons in the top row. NDSI_Snow_Cover mean differences in
the bottom row; mean is solid line and standard deviation is dashed line.

Terra to Aqua NDSI comparison results are similar for both dates and landscapes. The 2D
histograms (Figures 8–11) show a dense concentration of data in the 40–80 range. Scatter increases at
NDSI < 40, and the amount of scatter seems related to the landscape with lesser amount of scatter
on the plains (Figures 9 and 11) compared to the mountain landscape of tile h08v05 on both dates
(Figures 8 and 10). The pattern of middle to low frequency of occurrence is similar in all the NDSI
comparisons, indicating consistency among the sensors. In the NDSI comparisons the density pattern
of highest frequency is generally elongated along and near the 1:1 line with slight variation in the
pattern. The density pattern on 16 February for the mountain dominated tile h08v05 (Figure 8) has less
elongation of the highest density region. In this mountain landscape the mean Terra—Aqua NDSI
difference ranged from −10 at low NDSI values to +10 at high NDSI values with a spike at the highest
values. Those results suggest that factors convolved in the product comparisons had a relatively
consistent effect among the products.

The convolved factors in comparing Terra and Aqua NDSI values did not appear to have a significant
effect on the observations in these comparisons albeit they may be a factor on 16 February. The MYD10A1
(Aqua) tile h08v05 on 16 February is composed of two swaths of L2 data mapped into the tile, with each
swath covering about half the tile in a diagonal line north to south thus contributing to greater differences
in acquisition time and viewing geometry convolved in the comparisons. On 17 February the tile was
mostly covered by a single Terra orbit track and Aqua and S-NPP single orbit coverage and orbit tracks
close together and near nadir coverage. The location of an orbit track over a region has an effect not only
on the pixel size, as discussed earlier, but also on the geolocation for mapping a pixel observation to the
surface and projection to the grid. A pixel may thus be larger in mountainous terrain. The spikes in mean
NDSI differences at about NDSI = 90 on 16 and 17 February for tile h08v05 in Figures 8 and 10 respectively,
for all three comparisons have a very low population of observations. Thus, further investigation of them
was not pursued for this paired comparison.

Aqua to S-NPP NDSI comparisons show high frequency of occurrence in the NDSI 40 to 90 range
(Figures 8–11) on both dates and tiles with S-NPP NDSI values being greater than MYD10A1 in the
NDSI mean difference. The NDSI mean differences were in the −10 to 0 range with the difference
trending from −10 at low NDSI values to 0 at about NDSI = 30 then steady to about NDSI = 90 where
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there was a spike in differences with MYD10A1 values being much greater than S-NPP. The greatest
differences were found for tile h08v05 (primarily mountainous landscape (c.f. Figure 3)) on 16 February
where the NDSI differences ranged from −20 to 0 across the range of NDSI 10–90 (Figure 8). On that
date Aqua has two swaths from different orbits mapped into the tile, with each swath covering about
half the tile in a diagonal line from north to south thus greater differences in acquisition time and
viewing geometry from east to west convolved in the comparisons to the single orbit acquisition of
S-NPP. In all of the comparisons there was a spike in the differences at Aqua values of NDSI ≥ 90
(Figures 8–11) where Aqua was greater than S-NPP. There are very few observations in that NDSI
range. There were approximately 1700 Aqua cells with an NDSI value ≥ 85 which is about 0.6 % of the
total of SCE cells in the tile, which we consider inconsequential.

Terra to S-NPP comparisons show a similar spread in NDSI in the 2D histograms (Figures 8–11)
however, the mean differences are in the range of NDSI −10 to 0 with S-NPP tending to have slightly
greater values. The greatest spread in NDSI differences is seen on 16 February for tile h08v05 covering a
mostly mountain landscape. Over the plains as seen in tile h10v04, the NDSI comparisons have a lesser
amount of spread on 17 February compared to 16 February, suggesting that day to day differences in
NDSI values may be influenced by differing viewing conditions and changes in snow cover.

The spike in mean NDSI difference at Terra NDSI ≥ 85 in tile h08v05 on both days is the result of
a small number of NDSI observations that are ≥85 in the valid range of NDSI values, consisting of
about 0.4% on 16 February and 0.02% on 17 February. This is reasonable considering the many factors
convolved in the comparison.

The important result of these cross comparisons done at the 500 m tile level resolution is that Terra,
Aqua and S-NPP snow cover products all detected very similar SCE across the landscape. Differences in
NDSI values in cross comparison of cells have similar patterns of frequency of occurrence as seen in
Figures 8–11. The amount of difference, tends to be small and constant or to have a gradual trend
across the range of NDSI values. Exceptions may occur at NDSI values ≥ 90. The NDSI values are
expected to vary between sensors, within a day and day to day due to the many convolved factors that
affect the NDSI. The similarity of results for all the gridded SCE comparisons (Figures 6 and 7) and the
lack of any observed abrupt changes or unexpected discontinuities indicate excellent continuity of SCE
between the products.

4.2. Comparison of 1 km Gridded SCE

The convolved factors in satellite cross comparison studies can be minimized by resampling
or compositing the data to a coarser spatial resolution when comparing data products (c.f. [37,39]).
To enable comparisons of the products at a resolution that reduces the effects of sensor and orbit
differences, we created a 1 km grid SCE product for the western US. Six tiles of the data products
(Figure 2) were re-projected from their native sinusoidal projection to the geographic projection at
1 km resolution. The 1 km resolution SCE region is bounded by 35◦–50◦N, 105◦–125◦W (Figure 12).
The study area is 2,487,610 km2 in area. The six tiles cover a slightly larger area (bounded by 30◦–50◦N,
90◦–130◦W) than the 1 km SCE study region (c.f. Figure 3).

Cell-to-cell comparisons of SCE were made for three pairs—Terra to Aqua, Aqua to S-NPP and
Terra to S-NPP using only cloud free observations in both products of a pair. The SCE maps of the
western U.S. for 16 and 17 February 2012 are shown in Figure 12 and the statistics of the comparisons
are reported in Table 3.



Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 3781 15 of 20

Figure 12. Comparison of SCE products at 1 km grid resolution for the western United States on
16 February and 17 February 2012. Paired comparisons—Terra to Aqua top row, Aqua to S-NPP center
row, and Terra to S-NPP bottom row.

Table 3. Paired SCE CMG comparison statistics for the western United States. Clear only observations
in both products were compared. The percentages are based on the count of SCE cells in one product
and snow free land (SCE = 0), and in the other as a percentage of snow cover common to both products.

Paired Comparisons
CMG (1 km)

16 February 2012 17 February 2012

Terra to Aqua
Terra only SCE 5.2 % 9.9 %

Aqua only SCE 1.9 % 2.3 %

Aqua to S-NPP
Aqua only SCE 5.9 % 5.3 %

S-NPP only SCE 6.1 % 5.5 %

Terra to S-NPP
Terra only SCE 5.1 % 9.3 %

S-NPP only SCE 1.5 % 2.2 %

The SCE regions are consistent among these three paired 1 km gridded SCE comparisons with the
common SCE shown in white in Figure 12. The differences in SCE between the sensors are presented
as a percentage of SCE as shown in Table 3. Differences in SCE between days are due primarily to
changes in cloud cover from day to day. Same day differences in SCE can be caused by melting snow
cover, or by differing cloud conditions or viewing geometry of swath acquisitions. The Terra SCE
tends to be 5–10% greater than either Aqua or S-NPP in some regions as depicted in blue in the Terra
comparisons in Figure 12. The causes of those differences are differences in orbit tracks, viewing of a
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region near nadir or near the edge of a swath, and cloud masking. As an example, the region where
more Terra snow cover (blue) is seen on 16 February in northwestern California (Figure 12), is the result
of a combination of the fact that the region was imaged at the far eastern edge of a swath and some
thin cloud resulting in confusion with snow in the morning. When imaged by Aqua in the afternoon
the sky was clear and the same region was in the central part of the swath. Much of the thin cloud in
that region was not flagged as certain cloud in Terra and that cloud was erroneously detected as snow
in the L2 algorithm and product which then appears in the L3 SCE product. The differences between
Terra and S-NPP can be attributed to similar factors.

The Aqua to S-NPP paired comparisons (Figure 12) are very similar in extent of snow cover with
only ~5–6% difference (Table 3). The snow cover mapped by Aqua only (blue) occurs at the periphery
of common snow regions and is attributable to the large spread in pixel size as compared to the limited
growth of VIIRS pixels across a scan. The SCE mapped by S-NPP only (red) also occurs at the periphery
of common snow cover, but the cells are more scattered on the landscape and are fewer in number.

Results at the 1 km grid scale show greater similarities in SCE and lesser amounts of single sensor
snow cover outside of the common SCE regions than were observed in the 500 m tile comparisons.
This is demonstrated by the lower amounts of SCE only for a product in Table 3 versus Table 2. In the
tile to tile comparisons the SCE only differences ranged from 1–16% and in the 1 km grid comparisons
the SCE only differences ranged from 2–10%. This supports the assertion that mapping the sensor
observations to a coarser resolution grid reduces the effect of the factors convolved in the 500 m tile to
tile comparisons.

4.3. Cloud Masking

Though the topic of snow/cloud confusion is not specifically addressed in this paper, we present a
brief discussion to highlight potential cloud/snow confusion problems, plans for the cloud mask sensor
specific products and the cloud continuity product.

The snow cover detection algorithm uses the MODIS Terra or Aqua cloud mask [43–47] or the
VIIRS cloud mask [48] product to mask clouds in a scene. We have found these cloud mask products
to have generally good MODIS to VIIRS data continuity for the purpose of cloud masking in the snow
cover algorithms. However a special concern exists with MODIS Aqua in which a majority of band
6 (1.6 µm) detectors are non-functional. Band 6 is the NIR band used in the Terra cloud mask and
snow-cover algorithms. The Aqua cloud mask algorithm was modified to use NIR band 7 (2.13 µm) in
place of Aqua’s non-functional band 6 and this renders cloud detection in the Terra and Aqua cloud
masking products somewhat different. See [49] for more details on cloud masking of the MODIS and
VIIRS SCE products. As a result we observe increased amounts of cloud cover in some situations in
Aqua as compared to Terra. The Aqua snow cover algorithm uses the Quantitative Image Restoration
(QIR) algorithm [50] to restore band 6 data for use in the Aqua MODIS algorithm.

The cloud mask algorithm developers use a continuity algorithm that is the same for both MODIS
and VIIRS to generate a new MODIS-VIIRS cloud mask (MVCM) product which is based on the MODIS
cloud mask algorithm and uses only the bands that are common to both sensors [48]. To adapt the
algorithm to use fewer bands (there are fewer VIIRS bands than MODIS bands) the MVCM algorithm
includes some new spectral tests and different test thresholds that are not used in the MODIS algorithm.
Validation of the MVCM has demonstrated cloud detection agreement at the pixel scale to be in
the range of ±2% as compared to the MODIS Aqua cloud detection and Cloud-Aerosol Lidar with
Orthogonal Polarization instrument cloud detection [48]. Based on that limited validation research
the MVCM appears to provide consistent cloud masking between MODIS and VIIRS, though more
extensive validation studies are needed to firmly establish confidence in the MVCM.

While evaluation of the MVCM is continuing, the cloud mask products generated in the MODIS
Adaptive Processing System and Land Science Investigator-led Processing System are used in the snow
cover algorithm to produce products in the MODIS C6.1 and VIIRS C2 data collections, respectively.
In the snow products we have observed overall consistency in cloud masking albeit with minor



Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 3781 17 of 20

differences. If it is decided that the MVCM should be used in the future, then a reprocessing of MODIS
and VIIRS data collections would be indicated.

5. Conclusions

In this paper we show data product continuity among the NASA Terra MODIS, Aqua MODIS
and S-NPP VIIRS SCE standard data products. Continuity is essential to develop an ESDR of SCE at
moderate spatial resolution.

The MODIS and VIIRS snow cover detection algorithms are very similar in performance, producing
very similar daily snow cover maps with 90–97% agreement in SCE when compared across different
landscapes at a grid cell resolution of 500 m. Differences in SCE between the products ranged from
2–15% and are attributable to convolved factors of viewing geometry, pixel spread across a scan and
time of observation. When compared at the SCE CMG resolution of 1 km, to mitigate the effect of
convolved factors, there was a mean of 95% agreement in SCE and a difference range of 1–10% between
the MODIS and VIIRS SCE maps. No significant random or systematic differences in SCE among the
products were observed. This supports the assertion that mapping sensor observations to a coarser
resolution CMG reduces the effect of the factors convolved in comparing higher resolution products
from different sensors.

Cell to cell comparisons of NDSI values were generally close to the 1:1 line, though in some
situations the concentration of data was large and spread out. NDSI values from the different sensors
were most similar in the NDSI range of 40–80, which is also the range where the distributions
of observations are greatest. Differences in NDSI values at <20 and >90, at the tails of the NDSI
distributions, increased in some situations but represented a relatively small number of observations.
The mean NDSI differences between observations (Figures 8–11) tended to be near zero except near the
tails of the NDSI range where some scenes had upward or downward swings. No significant random
or systematic differences in NDSI values among sensors were observed.

This analysis demonstrates that there is very good continuity among the MODIS Terra, MODIS
Aqua and VIIRS S-NPP SCE data products both within a day and from day to day, making the products
suitable for use in development of an ESDR covering the MODIS and VIIRS eras. When at least three
decades of the data record become available the data product record can be reevaluated for suitability
as a climate data record.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, methodology, formal analysis, writing—original draft, G.R.
Writing—review & editing, conceptualization, D.H. Bouth authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by NASA, grant number 80NSSC18K1690 for proposal number 17-TASNPP17-0122.

Acknowledgments: Analysis and graphics support was provided by Nicolo DiGirolamo (SSAI). The standard and
research versions of MODIS and VIIRS data products were generated by the NASA Land Science Investigator-led
Processing System. The MODIS and VIIRS data products are archived and publicly distributed by the National
Snow and Ice Data Center NASA Distributed Active Archive Center.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design of the
study, in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data, or in the writing of the manuscript, and the decision to
publish the results.

References

1. GCOS. The Global Climate Observing System. Available online: https://gcos.wmo.int/en/essential-climate-
variables/snow/ecv-requirements (accessed on 16 June 2020).

2. National Academies of Sciences, E. Thriving on Our Changing Planet: A Decadal Strategy for Earth Observation
from Space; The National Academies Press: Washington, DC, USA, 2018; ISBN 9780309467575.

3. Rutgers University Global Snow Lab. Available online: https://climate.rutgers.edu/snowcover/ (accessed on
20 August 2020).

4. Hammond, J.C.; Saavedra, F.A.; Kampf, S.K. Global snow zone maps and trends in snow persistence
2001-2016. Int. J. Clim. 2018, 38, 4369–4383. [CrossRef]

https://gcos.wmo.int/en/essential-climate-variables/snow/ecv-requirements
https://gcos.wmo.int/en/essential-climate-variables/snow/ecv-requirements
https://climate.rutgers.edu/snowcover/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/joc.5674


Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 3781 18 of 20

5. Derksen, C.; Brown, R.D. Spring snow cover extent reductions in the 2008–2012 period exceeding climate
model projections: Spring snow cover extent reductions. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2012, 39, L19504. [CrossRef]

6. Román, M.O.; Justice, C.; Csiszar, I.; Key, J.R.; Devadiga, S.; Davidson, C.; Wolfe, R.; Privette, J. Pre-launch
evaluation of the NPP VIIRS Land and Cryosphere EDRs to meet NASA’s science requirements. In Proceedings
of the 2011 IEEE International Geoscience and Remote Sensing Symposium, Vancouver, BC, Canada,
24–29 July 2011; pp. 154–157. [CrossRef]

7. Pahlevan, N.; Sarkar, S.; Devadiga, S.; Wolfe, R.E.; Roman, M.; Vermote, E.; Lin, G.; Xiong, X. Impact of
spatial sampling on continuity of MODIS–VIIRS land surface reflectance products: A simulation approach.
IEEE Trans. Geosci. Remote. Sens. 2016, 55, 183–196. [CrossRef]

8. Justice, C.; Román, M.O.; Csiszar, I.; Vermote, E.F.; Wolfe, R.E.; Hook, S.J.; Friedl, M.; Wang, Z.; Schaaf, C.B.;
Miura, T.; et al. Land and cryosphere products from Suomi NPP VIIRS: Overview and status: Status of
S-NPP VIIRS land/cryo products. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 2013, 118, 9753–9765. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Saavedra, F.; Kampf, S.K.; Fassnacht, S.R.; Sibold, J.S. A snow climatology of the Andes Mountains from
MODIS snow cover data: A snow climatology of the Andes Mountains. Int. J. Clim. 2016, 37, 1526–1539.
[CrossRef]

10. Dietz, A.J.; Wohner, C.; Kuenzer, C. European snow cover characteristics between 2000 and 2011 derived
from improved MODIS daily snow cover products. Remote. Sens. 2012, 4, 2432–2454. [CrossRef]

11. Bevington, A.R.; Gleason, H.E.; Foord, V.N.; Floyd, W.C.; Griesbauer, H.P. Regional influence of
ocean–atmosphere teleconnections on the timing and duration of MODIS-derived snow cover in British
Columbia, Canada. Cryosphere 2019, 13, 2693–2712. [CrossRef]

12. Gascoin, S.; Hagolle, O.; Huc, M.; Jarlan, L.; Dejoux, J.; Szczypta, C.; Marti, R.; Sánchez, R. A snow cover
climatology for the Pyrenees from MODIS snow products. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci. 2015, 19, 2337–2351.
[CrossRef]

13. Gunnarsson, A.; Garðarsson, S.M.; Sveinsson, Ó.G.B. Icelandic snow cover characteristics derived from a
gap-filled MODIS daily snow cover product. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci. 2019, 23, 3021–3036. [CrossRef]

14. Tomaszewska, M.A.; Henebry, G.M. Changing snow seasonality in the highlands of Kyrgyzstan. Environ. Res. Lett.
2018, 13, 065006. [CrossRef]

15. Malmros, J.K.; Mernild, S.H.; Wilson, R.; Tagesson, T.; Fensholt, R. Snow cover and snow albedo changes in the
central Andes of Chile and Argentina from daily MODIS observations (2000–2016). Remote. Sens. Environ. 2018,
209, 240–252. [CrossRef]

16. Dariane, A.B.; Khoramian, A.; Santi, E. Investigating spatiotemporal snow cover variability via cloud-free
MODIS snow cover product in Central Alborz Region. Remote. Sens. Environ. 2017, 202, 152–165. [CrossRef]

17. NOAA STAR Calibration Center. VIIRS SDR User’s Guide. Available online: https://ncc.nesdis.noaa.gov/

documents/documentation/viirs-users-guide-tech-report-142a-v1.3.pdf. (accessed on 21 August 2020).
18. Wolfe, R.E.; Lin, G.; Nishihama, M.; Tewari, K.P.; Montano, E. NPP VIIRS Early On-Orbit Geometric

Performance. In Proceedings of the SPIE Volume 8510, Earth Observing Systems XVII, San Diego, CA, USA,
15 October 2012. [CrossRef]

19. Hall, D.K.; Riggs, G.A. MODIS/Terra Snow Cover Daily L3 Global 500m SIN Grid; National Snow and Ice Data
Center: Boulder, CO, USA, 2015; Available online: http://nsidc.org/the-drift/data-update/modis-swath-500-
m-gridded-snow-cover-data-now-available-in-version-6/ (accessed on 16 November 2020).

20. Riggs, G.A.; Hall, D.K.; Román, M.O. NASA S-NPP VIIRS Snow Cover Products Collection 1 (C1) User
Guide. Available online: https://nsidc.org/sites/nsidc.org/files/technical-references/VIIRS_snow_products_
user_guide_version_8.pdf (accessed on 17 June 2020).

21. Suomi NPP VIIRS Land Validation. Available online: https://viirsland.gsfc.nasa.gov/Val_overview.html
(accessed on 21 August 2020).

22. MODIS Land Validation. Status for: Snow Cover/Sea Ice (MOD10/29). Available online: https://modis-land.
gsfc.nasa.gov/ValStatus.php?ProductID=MOD10/29 (accessed on 21 August 2020).

23. Suomi NPP VIIRS Land. VIIRS NASA Snow Cover Product Validation. Available online: https://viirsland.
gsfc.nasa.gov/Val/Snow_Val.html (accessed on 21 August 2020).

24. Hall, D.K.; Riggs, G.A.; DiGirolamo, N.E.; Román, M.O. Evaluation of MODIS and VIIRS cloud-gap-filled
snow-cover products for production of an Earth science data record. Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci. 2019, 23,
5227–5241. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2012GL053387
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/igarss.2011.6048921
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2016.2604214
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50771
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25821661
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/joc.4795
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs4082432
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/tc-13-2693-2019
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/hess-19-2337-2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/hess-23-3021-2019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aabd6f
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2018.02.072
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2017.05.042
https://ncc.nesdis.noaa.gov/documents/documentation/viirs-users-guide-tech-report-142a-v1.3.pdf.
https://ncc.nesdis.noaa.gov/documents/documentation/viirs-users-guide-tech-report-142a-v1.3.pdf.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/12.929925
http://nsidc.org/the-drift/data-update/modis-swath-500-m-gridded-snow-cover-data-now-available-in-version-6/
http://nsidc.org/the-drift/data-update/modis-swath-500-m-gridded-snow-cover-data-now-available-in-version-6/
https://nsidc.org/sites/nsidc.org/files/technical-references/VIIRS_snow_products_user_guide_version_8.pdf
https://nsidc.org/sites/nsidc.org/files/technical-references/VIIRS_snow_products_user_guide_version_8.pdf
https://viirsland.gsfc.nasa.gov/Val_overview.html
https://modis-land.gsfc.nasa.gov/ValStatus.php?ProductID=MOD10/29
https://modis-land.gsfc.nasa.gov/ValStatus.php?ProductID=MOD10/29
https://viirsland.gsfc.nasa.gov/Val/Snow_Val.html
https://viirsland.gsfc.nasa.gov/Val/Snow_Val.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/hess-23-5227-2019


Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 3781 19 of 20

25. Hall, D.K.; Riggs, G.A. Normalized-difference snow index (NDSI). In Encyclopedia of Snow, Ice and Glaciers;
Singh, V.P., Singh, P., Haritashya, U.K., Eds.; Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2011; pp. 779–780.
ISBN 9789048126415.

26. Yin, D.; Cao, X.; Chen, X.; Shao, Y.; Chen, J. Comparison of automatic thresholding methods for snow-cover
mapping using Landsat TM imagery. Int. J. Remote. Sens. 2013, 34, 6529–6538. [CrossRef]

27. Mishra, V.D.; Negi, H.S.; Rawat, A.K.; Chaturvedi, A.; Singh, R.P. Retrieval of sub-pixel snow cover information
in the Himalayan region using medium and coarse resolution remote sensing data. Int. J. Remote. Sens. 2009, 30,
4707–4731. [CrossRef]

28. Kolberg, S.; Gottschalk, L. Interannual stability of grid cell snow depletion curves as estimated from MODIS
images: Stability of distributed snow depletion. Water Resour. Res. 2010, 46, 7617. [CrossRef]

29. Jain, S.K.; Goswami, A.; Saraf, A.K. Accuracy assessment of MODIS, NOAA and IRS data in snow cover
mapping under Himalayan conditions. Int. J. Remote. Sens. 2008, 29, 5863–5878. [CrossRef]

30. MCST MODIS Characterization Support Team, Calibration, Parameters, MODIS Terra (PFM) Merged
Relative Spectral Response (RSR) Tables—IB & OOB. Available online: https://mcst.gsfc.nasa.gov/calibration/

parameters[Dataset] (accessed on 2 September 2020).
31. STAR JPSS. STAR Joint Polar Satellite System Website, VIIRS Documentation, NG Band-Averaged RSRs.

Available online: https://www.star.nesdis.noaa.gov/jpss/VIIRS.php[Dataset]NG_VIIRS_NPP_RSR_filtered_
Oct2011_BA.zip (accessed on 2 September 2020).

32. Heinilä, K.; Böttcher, K.; Mattila, O.P.; Spectrometer Measurements of Snow and Bare Ground Targets and
Simultaneous Measurements of Snow Conditions (Version 1.0.0) [Data Set]. Zenodo. Available online:
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3580825 (accessed on 2 September 2020).

33. Hannula, H.R.; Heinilä, K.; Böttcher, K.; Mattila, O.-P.; Salminen, M.; Pulliainen, J. Laboratory, field,
mast-borne and airborne spectral reflectance measurements of boreal landscape during spring. Earth Syst.
Sci. Data 2020, 12, 719–740. [CrossRef]

34. Riggs, G.A.; Hall, D.K. MODIS Snow Products Collection 6 User Guide. Available online: https://nsidc.org/

sites/nsidc.org/files/files/MODIS-snow-user-guide-C6.pdf. (accessed on 17 June 2020).
35. NOAA. National Centers for Environmental Information, State of the Climate: Global Snow and Ice.

Available online: https://www.ncdc.noaa.gov/sotc/global-snow/201202 (accessed on 30 January 2020).
36. Skakun, S.; Justice, C.O.; Vermote, E.; Roger, J.C. Transitioning from MODIS to VIIRS: An analysis of

inter-consistency of NDVI data sets for agricultural monitoring. Int. J. Remote. Sens. 2018, 39, 971–992.
[CrossRef]

37. Vargas, M.; Miura, T.; Shabanov, N.; Kato, A. An initial assessment of Suomi NPP VIIRS vegetation index
EDR: Suomi NPP VIIRS vegetation index EDR. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 2013, 118, 301–312, 316. [CrossRef]

38. Moon, M.; Zhang, X.; Henebry, G.M.; Liu, L.; Gray, J.M.; Melaas, E.K.; Friedl, M.A. Long-term continuity in
land surface phenology measurements: A comparative assessment of the MODIS land cover dynamics and
VIIRS land surface phenology products. Remote. Sens. Environ. 2019, 226, 74–92. [CrossRef]

39. Miura, T.; Muratsuchi, J.; Vargas, M. Assessment of cross-sensor vegetation index compatibility between
VIIRS and MODIS using near-coincident observations. J. Appl. Remote. Sens. 2018, 12, 045004-1. [CrossRef]

40. Liu, Y.; Wang, Z.; Sun, Q.; Erb, A.M.; Li, Z.; Schaaf, C.B.; Zhang, X.; Román, M.O.; Scott, R.L.; Zhang, Q.; et al.
Evaluation of the VIIRS BRDF, Albedo and NBAR products suite and an assessment of continuity with the
long term MODIS record. Remote. Sens. Environ. 2017, 201, 256–274. [CrossRef]

41. Townshend, J.R.G.; Huang, C.; Kalluri, S.N.V.; DeFries, R.S.; Liang, S.; Yang, K. Beware of per-pixel
characterization of land cover. Int. J. Remote. Sens. 2000, 21, 839–843. [CrossRef]

42. Huang, C.; Townshend, J.R.; Liang, S.; Kalluri, S.N.; DeFries, R.S. Impact of sensor’s point spread function
on land cover characterization: Assessment and deconvolution. Remote. Sens. Environ. 2002, 80, 203–212.
[CrossRef]

43. Strabala, K. MODIS Cloud Mask User’s Guide. Available online: https://atmosphere-imager.gsfc.nasa.gov/

sites/default/files/ModAtmo/CMUSERSGUIDE_0.pdf (accessed on 17 June 2020).
44. Frey, R.A.; Ackerman, S.A.; Liu, Y.; Strabala, K.I.; Zhang, H.; Key, J.; Wang, X. Cloud Detection with MODIS.

Part I: Improvements in the MODIS Cloud Mask for Collection 5. J. Atmospheric Ocean. Technol. 2008, 25,
1057–1072. [CrossRef]

45. Ackerman, S.A.; Holz, R.E.; Frey, R.; Eloranta, E.W.; Maddux, B.C.; McGill, M. Cloud Detection with MODIS.
Part II: Validation. J. Atmospheric Ocean. Technol. 2008, 25, 1073–1086. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01431161.2013.803631
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01431160802651959
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008WR007617
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01431160801908129
https://mcst.gsfc.nasa.gov/calibration/parameters[Dataset]
https://mcst.gsfc.nasa.gov/calibration/parameters[Dataset]
https://www.star.nesdis.noaa.gov/jpss/VIIRS.php[Dataset]NG_VIIRS_NPP_RSR_filtered_Oct2011_BA.zip
https://www.star.nesdis.noaa.gov/jpss/VIIRS.php[Dataset]NG_VIIRS_NPP_RSR_filtered_Oct2011_BA.zip
http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3580825
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/essd-12-719-2020
https://nsidc.org/sites/nsidc.org/files/files/MODIS-snow-user-guide-C6.pdf.
https://nsidc.org/sites/nsidc.org/files/files/MODIS-snow-user-guide-C6.pdf.
https://www.ncdc.noaa.gov/sotc/global-snow/201202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01431161.2017.1395970
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013JD020439
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2019.03.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1117/1.JRS.12.045004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2017.09.020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/014311600210641
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0034-4257(01)00298-X
https://atmosphere-imager.gsfc.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/ModAtmo/CMUSERSGUIDE_0.pdf
https://atmosphere-imager.gsfc.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/ModAtmo/CMUSERSGUIDE_0.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2008JTECHA1052.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2007JTECHA1053.1


Remote Sens. 2020, 12, 3781 20 of 20

46. Ackerman, S.A.; Frey, R.; Strabala, K.; Liu, Y.; Gumley, L.; Baum, B.; Menzel, P. Discrimination clear-sky from
cloud with MODIS Algorithm Theoretical Basis Document (MOD35). Available online: https://atmosphere-
imager.gsfc.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/ModAtmo/MOD35_ATBD_Collection6_0.pdf (accessed on 17 June 2020).

47. Atmosphere Discipline Team Imager Products, Cloud Mask. Available online: https://atmosphere-imager.
gsfc.nasa.gov/products/cloud-mask (accessed on 24 August 2020).

48. Frey, R.; Ackerman, S.; Holz, R.; Dutcher. The Continuity MODIS-VIIRS Cloud Mask (MVCM) User’s Guide.
2019. Available online: https://atmosphere-imager.gsfc.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/ModAtmo/MODIS_VIIRS_
Cloud-Mask_UG_Feb_2019.pdf (accessed on 17 June 2020).

49. Riggs, G.A.; Hall, D.K.; Román, M.O. Overview of NASA’s MODIS and Visible Infrared Imaging Radiometer
Suite (VIIRS) snow-cover Earth System Data Records. Earth Syst. Sci. Data 2017, 9, 765–777. [CrossRef]

50. Gladkova, I.; Grossberg, M.; Bonev, G.; Romanov, P.; Shahriar, F. Increasing the accuracy of MODIS/aqua snow
product using quantitative image restoration technique. IEEE Geosci. Remote. Sens. Lett. 2012, 9, 740–743.
[CrossRef]

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional
affiliations.

© 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

https://atmosphere-imager.gsfc.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/ModAtmo/MOD35_ATBD_Collection6_0.pdf
https://atmosphere-imager.gsfc.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/ModAtmo/MOD35_ATBD_Collection6_0.pdf
https://atmosphere-imager.gsfc.nasa.gov/products/cloud-mask
https://atmosphere-imager.gsfc.nasa.gov/products/cloud-mask
https://atmosphere-imager.gsfc.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/ModAtmo/MODIS_VIIRS_Cloud-Mask_UG_Feb_2019.pdf
https://atmosphere-imager.gsfc.nasa.gov/sites/default/files/ModAtmo/MODIS_VIIRS_Cloud-Mask_UG_Feb_2019.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/essd-9-765-2017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LGRS.2011.2180505
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials 
	MODIS and VIIRS Instruments and Satellites 
	MODIS and VIIRS Snow Cover Products 
	Snow Cover Detection Algorithm 
	Study Region 

	Methodology 
	Results and Discussion 
	MODIS to VIIRS Comparison 
	Comparison of 1 km Gridded SCE 
	Cloud Masking 

	Conclusions 
	References

