Characterisation of Sentinel-5p TROPOMI in Support of its Addition
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Objective : characterise TROPOMI data quality to optimise its inclusion in the GOME-type tropospheric ozone CDR @< TOAR
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*  TROPOMI clearly offers added value w.r.t. heritage missions. Hubert et al., AMT (https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-2020-123)
* It has better precision, resolution and coverage than other satellites.

*  Clear imprints of major geophysical patterns in the data record.
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