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Form Overview. 

The GSICS Procedure for Product Acceptance (GPPA) is the 

· GSICS product developers’ pathway to obtain a “Stamp of Approval” for a potential product; 

· GSICS data users’ window to GSICS product quality and “fitness for purpose”;

· GSICS governing body’s reference for judging GSICS product value and operational readiness.

The GPPA was inspired by the need to find a mechanism to assess GSICS product quality, and by the Quality Assurance Framework for Earth Observations (QA4EO) spearheaded by the Committee on Earth Observation Satellites (CEOS) Working Group on Cal/Val (WGCV).  To aid in understanding of the GPPA, the most recent version of the procedure can be found at the GSICS Coordination Center web site at http://www.star.nesdis.noaa.gov/smcd/GCC/qa-gppa.php.  

This GSICS Product External Review Form (GPERF) is designed to provide reviewers independent of the GSICS membership a structure from which to review candidate inter-calibration products that are going through the GPPA process.  The form is broken into four evaluation components regarding the product: 1) clarity, utility, and reproducibility of methodology; 2) accessibility, availability, and ease of use of data; 3) suitability and reliability in application; and 4) impacts to data user products.  These four components are broken down into two sections in this GPERF.  The first section covers the review of the draft product algorithm theoretical basis document, while the second section focuses on the results of practical testing of the potential GSICS product. 

The feedback that you, the potential user of this inter-calibration product under review, give in this GPERF is of great value to the GPPA.  It helps the GSICS Product Acceptance Team, as well as the GSICS Executive Panel, evaluate the potential practicality and merit of a given GSICS product to the community of users of operational weather satellite data.  Thank you very much for your time and consideration during this review.       
Directions.  

Answer the questions in this form as completely as possible, then send it electronically to the GSICS Coordination Center at the e-mail address given on the cover page of this document.

SECTION I.  Product Reviewer Information 

	I.1. Name of Proposed Product being Reviewed
	COMS- IASI Cross Calibration Product

	I.2. Point of Contact of Product Reviewer
	

	I.2.A. Name 
	Manik Bali


	I.2.B. E-Mail Address  
	Manik.bali@noaa.gov

	I.2.C. Organization
	NOAA

	I.2.D. Physical Address 
	NCWCP, College Park, USA

	I.2.E. Phone
	+1-301-683-3550


SECTION II. Review of Methodology in Draft Algorithm Theoretical Basis Document 

II.1.  Method Clarity - Is the method relatively easy to understand, e.g. did it have a relatively logical flow, was there sufficient detail or references to supporting work, were the conclusion well founded, was the text free of grammatical/spelling errors, etc?
The ATBD was relatively easy to understand. Corrections suggested were remediated
II.2. Method Utility – To what degree does the method fulfill its intended purpose?
The method fulfills its intended purpose. Bias on standard scene plotted and standard bias correction coefficients used effectively
II.3. Method Reproducibility – Would the conclusions drawn or results obtained from the method be relatively easy to reproduce?
Yes they are easy to reproduce
SECTION III.  Testing of the Potential GSICS Inter-Calibration Product
III.1.  Data Accessibility, Availability, and Ease of Use -  This sub-section allows you to share your thoughts about your experience regarding the logistics of identifying and obtaining data from GSICS servers, as well as understanding and reading data from individual files.
III.1.A.  Data Accessibility -  How easy was it to find the product and its documentation (ATBD, readme guide, etc)? For example, were the GSICS Collaboration Servers relatively easy to connect to, could data of relevance be found intuitively, and were you able to download data within a time you would consider reasonable?
Product available on collaboration server
III.1.B.  Data Availability - Were the data obtainable from the servers when needed and were the terms of use regarding the data clear? 

http://gsics.eumetsat.int/thredds/catalog/coms-mi-metopa-iasi-demo-nrtc/catalog.html
III.1.C.  Data Ease of Use – Were the metadata in the files adequate to understand the contents of, and the limits to, the data?  Could the data be read quickly, and applied to your product processing stream with relative ease? 

It was easy to download, read, plot and apply correction coefficients
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Fig above shows the bias  at STD  Scene temperature  ( top) and an instance of application of correction coefficients that are in the COMS product.

III.2. Data Product Application Suitability and Reliability - This sub-section allows you to expound upon your efforts to implement the potential GSICS inter-calibration product to your product processing stream. 
N/A. Product used in KMA data processing chain for SST creation.

III.2.A.  Product Suitability - Did you find it apparent that the product could be applied within your data processing stream as specified in the draft algorithm theoretical basis document?

No such plans to implement KMA GSICS COMS corrections at NOAA
III.2.B.  Product Reliability - Did you find the potential inter-calibration product performed with relative stability for the time period designated in the data file metadata?  

III.3.  Product Impact to Data Users’ Product during Testing – This sub-section allows you to share the conclusion of the testing phase of the potential GSICS inter-calibration product.
III.3.A. Were there statistically-significant changes to your products after implementing the potential inter-calibration product?  Were these changes a function of time, or global location?  Can you show these results in plots or tables?

III.3.B. Other comments?
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