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Key elements of comparison:

e Large diverge set of retrieval codes: pure optimal esti-
mation (OE), OE with first guess from regression analy-
sis, pure regression methods (linear and non-lineair),
retrieval in pc domain. In total 10 different retrieval
results are available.

e Test area is Udine, It. No ground truth. So only rel-
ative comparison.

e More information, interested to participate: email to
stephen.tjemkes@eumetsat.int

Pressure [hPa]

(o]
o

Second Eigen Value
(@)
o

120 140 160 180 200
First Eigen Value







