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Aims FAAM VERIFY Flight 401

We evaluate EarthCARE’s synergy product, ACM-CAP (ATLID-CPR-MSI Cloud Aerosol and Precipitation) using in-
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[Figure 1: EarthCARE’s ACM-CAP retrievals of (a) CPR Reflectivity factor, (b) C-CD Best Estimate Sedimentation Velocity, (c) Ice

Riming Factor and (d) LWC. Each with Flight track for Run 3 for VERIFY campaign flight 401 (purple dashed).] [Figure 3: Flight Track for VERIFY 401
(green), EarthCARE Track (purple)]
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* To analyse ACM-CAP with increased riming to match observations, we CPR Measured Reflectivity [db] CPR MDV [ms-1]
set the prior for riming factor to r=0.3 within the retrieval algorithm. We
also run the retrieval fixing the riming factor at r=0.3.
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