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be useful for evaluating the Environmental Data Records (EDRs) developed from The NOAA Products Validation System (NPROVS, http://www.star.nesdis.noaa.gov/smcd/opdb/poes/NPROVS.php) denote IASI retrieval relative humidity, and dotted curves radiosonde relative humidity.

operated by NESDIS/STAR provides a centralized, integrated real-time monitoring and validation function for inter-

the Cross-track Infrared and Microwave Sounder Suite (CrIMSS) on board Suomi comparing derived satellite weather products against collocated radiosonde, dropsonde and numerical weather

NPP launched in 2011. prediction (NWP) forecast data.
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Courtesy of Divakarla et al. (2011) “Validation of temperature and water vapor retrievals using global radiosonde Change of IASI-minus-raob RMS difference with cloud fraction at different height layers for atmospheric In the future, IASI ab'l'ty to detect clouds and the thermo-dynamic

” . : ] temperature, water vapor mixing ratio, and relative humidity. characteristics of clouds in the retrievals will be evaluated under different
measurements and model forecasts” at HIRS topical meeting, July 10-14, Toronto, Canada. P p g y climate regimes by using independent cloud retrievals and in situ data.
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