Quality Assurance of the Global Ozonesonde Network: o
A Continuous Process of Reporting and Assessing the Sondes Measurement Quality
on their Consistency and Uncertainty Budget
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The Three Pillars Of Quality Assurance
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WMO/GAW-WCCOS & JOSIE: Characterization & Calibration

0O3S-DQA:Homogenisation of O3S Records

ASOPQOS 2.0: Evaluation Best Practices (2016-2021)
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ECC-Current: Resolving Fast & Slow Component

Uncertainty Budget QA/QC Is An On-Going Process
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In the stratosphere are the dominant uncertainty sources
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