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Operational Assimilation Assimilation experiments
 MetOp-B IASI observations have been operationally * Observing system experiments have been run for two » The observations used in this comparison are
assimilated at the Met Office since 19 February 2013. time periods: radiosondes, AMDAR measurements and satellite winds.
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Locally received observations have the lowest priority in the (R-M.S.) difference between forecast and observations for
data thinning the forecast fields used in the calculation of the NWP index.
Changes to the data thinning
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