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1. MOTIVATION ’rUAH Huntsville. AL 4.2 Temperature and Moisture Forecast Verification
* The Joint Center for Satellite Data Assimilation (JCSDA) has shown that the global ! ! * WRF forecasts made for 60h from 0600 UTC 20 November 2005
assimilation of AIRS radiances has yielded forecast improvements (in terms of 500 hPa * Verify temperature and mixing ratio against 17 east coast RAOBs (Fig. 6)
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* AIRS profiles at 700hPa have an overall cool and dry impact over a large region (Fig. 3) * These features are not well defined In the background field profiles 6. ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
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