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What can we learn from polarised MAX-DOAS measurements?
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. Measurements were performed on several clear days in October 2017
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vAg
QDCVDQD vAg |
T Polarised MAX-DOAS
| - Standard MAX-DOAS observations were also _ _ zenith-sky NO, Bremen, October 10, 2017
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- As a check, SCIATRAN calculations were compared to the results published in Emde et al., Time [UT]

2010 for the Monte Carlo RTM MYSTIC
- As In previous comparisons, excellent agreement was found
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