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Hail Size Discrimination Algorithm Data and Results Differential Reflectivity Considerations
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Poor Z calibration was responsible for
most misses for giant hail reports. An
analysis revealed that 119 of 204 giant
halil reports had no HSDA designations of
‘giant hail’ within 2 km. The distribution of
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 Fuzzy logic scheme running on » 3 hall size classes
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Described in Ryzhkov et al. (2013, JAMC) Polarimetric characteristics of melting hail. Part Il: Practical implications
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