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Introduction Huntsville, Al. USA: 6/19/2013 - 11/4/2013 Feature classification and development of a HSRL level 2 product

The HSRL technique relies on spectral discrimination between particle and
molecular backscatter in the receiver using optical filters, this enables
independent retrievals of backscatter and extinction without reliance on
uncertain assumptions about the particle microphysics. By design the HSRL

http://hsrl.ssec.wisc.edu
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aerosol backscatter there is indeed very little ‘clear air’. Overlay contours are temperature from 0z and 12z soundings in Birmingham, AL.
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