SDA / SDA+/ UCA : overview / update ) '
recent science results ;

N. T. O’Neill!, T. F. Eck?, I. Slutsker?, A. Siniuk>

! Département de géomatique appliquée, Université de Sherbro‘
2 AERONET group, GSFC/NASA, Greenbelt MD =



SDA, SDA+ and UCA

(SDA = Spectral Deconvolution Algorithm, UCA = Universal Curvature Algorithm)
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SDA / UCA an:;
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SDA vs Carbon Monoxide (SDA verification / validation)
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SDA versus AERONET o ff
(t,/ t.verification / validation)
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Impact of random errors in AOD (SDA u243 error simulations)
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T VS o (SDA/UC vs AERONET inversion )

A word about the Van de Hulst parameter:
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r ..VS r";ff ; (SDA/UCA vs AERONET inversion validate / verification)
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Need for rapid r_... measurements? (SDA/UCA application)
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SMF vs FM

(Submicron fraction vs fine mode



Sub-micron fraction (SMF) vs fine mode fraction (FMF)
(SDA versus AERONET-inversion analysis)
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Sub-micron fraction (SMF) vs fine mode fraction (FMF)
(SDA versus AERONET inversion analysis)
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1640 nm channel br
(application of SDA+/UCA)
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Correlation between effective radius of SDA+/UCA APS surface measurement'
(verification / validation of SDA+/UCA)
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reff.f (nc) vs reff,f [[m]
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Fine mode retrievals vs particle volume concentration (SDA / UCA an,eilysi;s_jlf g
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