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Introduction ________ Resuts

Clouds are currently observed by both
ground-based and satellite remote
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Conclusions _M

® Methods to retrieve cloud top height from FY-2 satellites and a ground-based cloud ® Follow-up studies should further analyze the contribution of the spatiotemporal
radar were proposed.

® The cloud detection concordance rate between the two datasets was 78.1%, and the
average difference was 1.46 km.

matching error to the difference in the height of the cloud top.
® The joint use of Lidar and Cloud radar can get more comprehensive cirrus information,

, and can better characterize the macro-physical properties of cirrus.
® The thicker clouds with a larger echo intensity and more continuous clouds gave a Py PTOp

better consistency for the CTH. ® The filtering method in this study needs to be further improved to better distinguish

® The satellite CTH can be used to compensate for attenuation errors in the cloud radar low-cloud from non-cloud echoes, and the satellite observation could be used as an
data. effective validation for echo filtering.

® The consistencies of the time and space matching and the calibration of the two ® The radar reflectivity data could therefore be further applied to the calculation of the
satellites are acceptable. optical thickness of clouds to make the corresponding radiation correction to the CTH

® The retrieved cloud top heights for high cirrus from FY-2 need to be improved. from satellite observations



