EVALUATING THE EFFICACY OF AIRBORNE RADIO OCCULTATION

OBSERVATIONS ON IMPROVING WEST COAST PRECIPITATION FORECASTS
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FUTURE: Look at neighborhood
verification methods and over
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al. (2023)

ARO bending angles from 1st 2 data assimilation experiments: 24hr Accumulated Precipitation Differences
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AROQO data collection was made possible through
Atmospheric Rivers Reconnaissance (AR Recon)
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