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Time [Local] Mean O3 vertical profile results for 5 clusters: & Ref
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+ Perform sensitivity tests to evaluate model performance

> Altitude 2 sectors: . *  Chan-Miller, et al., 2018: “Generation of Synthetic TEMPO L2 products”. Presentation.
* 0-2000 m (low-level); 2000 — 4000 m (mid-level) Model set up: TEMPO Science Team Meeting. June 5, 2018.
= Time 4 sectors: + GEOS-Chem (MERRA2 meteorology) nested 0.5°x0.625° horizontal * Knowland, K.E., Keller, C.A., Lucchesi, R., 2019. ‘File specification for GEOS-CF products’,
« 6:00 — 8:00; 8:00 — 12:00; 12:00 — 16:00: 16:00 — 21:00 resolution ~ using 2°x2.5° global boundary conditions. f:gggoc\’f/f")ﬁ’s‘/"c}%g‘eonge(;’iﬁ;f“sg0) available from: https://gmao.gsfc.
* GEOS Composition Forecasting (GEOS-CF) system data -
Calculated average features into K-Means Clustering (https://gmao.gsfc.nasa.gov) Acknowledgements: This research is supported by NASA MUREP 3-year Graduate Fellowship
algorithm. « Data only available for 2018 ~ analysis adjusted for this comparison (Grant No. 000178662). The findings, opinions and conclusions are the work of the author(s) and
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