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A challenge for satellites measuring air quality is to
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*Determine the contribution of low level pollution to the AOD - Corrections are applied to Lidar[ LIDAR } [ Photometer }

* Examine the AOD contribution of the loadings versus the relative humidity measurements (Overlap, After-Pulse, etc...)
* Comparison of the ground based and integrated column measurements - Range Corrected signals = input into “BASIC” K'ei't °
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» Data interpolation to the same frequency (1s Merge Files) Validation of the in-situ measurements
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. . . . . . Future Work :
DAQ is a unique oportunity to test and validate the algorithm retrievals (Data are free of use) uture Wo
BASIC is doing a great job to retrieve the extinction coefficient not so well for the PM Applying this code to satellite measurements
\ Need to isolate parameters that causes BASIC discrepancies Y, Test other algorithms (GARLIC, LIRIC, GRASP ...
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