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(Terra and Aqua) . GOES cloud fraction adjustment provided by U. of Alabama at Huntsville MODIS AOD (Terra and Aqua) yielded significantly better results than the base case, especially
* RAQMS lateral boundary condition every 6 hours. on reducing mean biases, and the Ol technique is sensitive to its uncertainty setting.
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Cases of Studies Settings of Uncertainties « The assimilation relies on the temporally and spatially available measurement data, which is
always limited.
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e Some of our assumptions, such as the aerosol speciation ratios and vertical distribution, need
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