Warm clouds over the tropical Atlantic

Insights on liguid water path from synergistic airborne measurements
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Fig. 3: Example of LWP and RWP retrieval output on December 20, 2013.

Accuracy assessment
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(BT) occurrences in ICON/radiative transfer simu- assessed for cloudy sky.
lations (a, ¢) and HAMP measurements (b, d).
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