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For the statistical comparisons here, each of the three-dimensional wind fields. The GMI
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(1) MLS v4.2 has reduced though not (4) MLS v4.2 and ECC are well, even P B oy
relv SN d th 1] , , Fig. 6: Scattergrams as in Figs. 3 and 4, but for
entirely eliminated the oscillatory tightly, correlated in the lower MERRA-2 (left) and GMI (right).

behavior in MLS v3 in lower stratosphere. stratosphere despite oscillation of the

(2) MLS increases downward in the mean MLS with height.
troposphere. Not observed in the (5) MILS cannot follow ECC at 215 hPa, (7) Despite very different factors
soundings. but clearly does better at 146 hPa. affecting ozone, both the CTM and

(3) Throughout the lower stratosphere, (6) GMI CTM does better than the the reanalysis are biased high in the
MLS and ECC variablity are comparable. reanalysis in the upper troposhere. lower stratosphere.

This work was supported by the GMAO, NASA Goddard Space Flight Center and the NASA UACO and ACMAP programs.



