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Fig. 1. NCVweb interactive data plotting tool found at dg.arm.gov.

analysts to access an archive of | - ! ,
e e L. b é i ¢ Oklahoma ARM Sites vs E27

plots. Up to 30 days of multiple | "“ii“ N » p and RMSD were plotted against I i ngansasAHMSItessttl
instrument plots can be viewed 5 s |l || the distance between stations for : | 3 ? | ?
at once. Users can select theirr ) | 0 - 0 0 the sparser Kansas domain and

fkbweeil2Sk

preferred  viewing  method, s e | S two dense Oklahoma domains.
including thumbnails, and also === ~ |* = Figs. 5 and 6 show plots of p

p (unitless)

(O List & Thumb

7 % |days atatime

can apply filters to narrow down e | | versus distance for the dense
the amount of viewing . | PO [N Oklahoma domain centered at E27 R

InfOrmathn deSIred. Fiq 9 Plot Browser displav of multiole davs of radiometer blots (reSUItS fr()m the Sparse Kansas Fig. 6. p, calculated from relative humidity observations at ARM and
9. <. piay P y plots. OKM sites, versus those at E27 during 2004-2006, plotted as a function

domain are overlaid for reference). of distance from E27.
S =

2. Creation and Use of Long Time-Series 4. Assessment Guidance Database
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Fig. 7. DQ Wiki guidance excerpt for the SGP SMOS.

Data Quality Problem Report (DQPR): 1918
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indicating possible hardware

QA Code: Questionable Data

the Wiki page, enhancing its value o

Problem Description:
Beginning on 224, instrument shows extreme vanability in radiation readings, despite ; conditions. This is typically an mdication of a shading 1ssue. The MFRSR does not compare well with the C1 MFRSR
or the Lamont, OK NIMFR. Interestingly this issue is not a daily reoccunng theme and looks better by 2/29. See the following plot for an example of the data of interest:
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ease also see following plot for comparison with co-located MFRSR. and NIMFR.
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