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Introduction *  We used 5 truth proxies for the OCO-3 Filtering & Bias Correction: IR e ) ° Used Methods of [2].
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* The latest operational version of OCO-3 XCO?2 data 1s V10.4, which ¢« 0OCO2 Colocations £ 100, “isopenoyags L] Psopeanpsoots L
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Version 11 Updates: 2— """"""""""""""""""""""""" — _ llllllllllllllllllllllllllllllllll _ * Parametrlc Blas COHeCtlon (5 VaI'S)
17+ ; * Fixed Footprint Bias Correction

* Improved Calibration, including substantially improved pointing «  Abias linear in zero-level-offset, only
knowledge (Fig 2). H affects data before Jan 12, 2021.
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* Improved Algorithm: spectroscopy update to ABSCO 5.2, digital * e+ Global Scaling Factor tied to TCCON
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Summary

Coastal Crossings, Matched (N=241)
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