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How can we use airborne broadband irradiance observations for EarthCare’s BBR validation?

« HALO (High Altitude and Long Range) research aircraft operated during PERCUSION in high altifude ~14.5 km .
- Upward broadband irradiance at flight level - requires atmospheric correction for TOA fluxes Tee\ S

> Parameterization of FT(T0OA) based on radiative transfer simulations
« Case studies lllustrate the different field of view for BBR and HALO observations
 Statistical analysis: Bias in thermal-IR FT(T0A) - detailled analysis required to identify reasons
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