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algorithm very challenging. Here, we first convert liquid reflectivity to LWC using
Frisch et al. (1995) and compare the resulting LWP to that measured by the MWR.

LWP (g/m?)

N
o
o

300

-
o
o

Convert Z, to LWC:

— WWR _
- = Retrieved |

liq
Logarithmic distribution
assumption:

LWC = a xZ°°>

I
2

- =0

6 2 )

N is the total number of drops per unit
volume and o isthe logarithmic
width of the droplet size distribution.
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Summary

In mixed-phase clouds,
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ice particles grow at the expense of liquid droplets. The




