COLORADO STATE Combining Advanced DWR and Surface Observations and Bin Microphysical Modeling to Enhance Frozen Phase Precipitation Process Understanding
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Next Steps

* Initial development of SR(Z,DWR) algorithm || * Add cases from other field campaigns,
using GCPEx data (2DVD, D3R, Pluvio) e.g. ICE-POP
* HB method 1s least biased for DWR * Use the improved SR and accumulation

simulation and subsequent accumulation data 1n model-observation Comparis()ns
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