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Figure 1. Example of a quality controlled radial file. Real-time automated QC cannot easily handle all quality ¢

problems. For example, changes in measured pattern
radial distribution plots (Fig. 8) could indicate that a
pattern calibration 1n use at a site 1s no longer valid.
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MARACOOS radar operators use a web interface to
remove a site’s radials from the regional total vector
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However, the gradient test is failing each radial grid cell
more radials at southern sites where the
Gulf Stream current enters the data
coverage area. A look at the timing (Fig.
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locations (Fig. 4) can provide insight (;
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Figure 4. LISL measured pattern radial cells most often flagged for

*For this analysis, only vectors with valid locations are the STCK (left panel) and GRAD (right panel) tests. Black dots are Further information 1s available at these websites:
considered. Vectors placed over land or in areas where the locations that received at least one flag, red dots indicate a flag . . .
radar s view is obstructed by land are not included. occurrence above the 0.8 level of the flag count cumulative http/ / WWW-CCPO-Odu-edU/ Curreﬂtmaﬁplng httPS/ / mal‘aCOOS-OTgZ
distribution. http://cordc.ucsd.edu/projects/mapping
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