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* Budget Request

In-guide: $30.6 M for FY12, $31.3 M for FY13.
Over-guide: $0.2 M for FY12, $0.2 M for FY13.



NgA\%ﬂ What Does the MODIS Team Get from the Senior Review Funding?
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“Please present your optimal proposal budget; describe the additional work which
will be funded by the optimal budget, the benefits of the added work, and justify
the additional budget requested.

Senior Review Panel Question 1 for Aqua

1la. Who would lead the development of the AIRS CO, algorithm?

1b. Can you justify why the Science Team should be funded to do the AIRS CO, rather
than proposing this through a competitive proposal call such as ROSES?

1c. Can you demonstrate the need for the AIRS CO, product? What are the science
outcomes of this product?

1d. If the optimal budget is not funded, is this a lost opportunity, or is the necessary
raw data still being collected, so that a future submission to ROSES could still fund the

product development?

le. How does the potential cost of validation of the AIRS CO, product compare to the
cost of algorithm development?

1f. What stage is the AIRS CO, algorithm development at?”




(animation from Mous Chahine and the GSFC SVS)

The scientific value of the AIRS CO, product has been demonstrated in various papers
on the general circulation (Feng et al. 2011), the El Nino Southern Oscillation (ENSO)
(Jiang et al. 2008 and 2010), and the Madden-Julian Oscillation (Li et al. 2010).



AIRS CO, Status

AIRS CO2 Weighting
Functions

Stratosphere ! -] Preliminary

(A
US Sraandard Almosphere
CO2 180 soen S .

— (O Mot U igin g
— COF s wewtsce ﬂ

H Mid-Troposphere

" i
“ AAAAAAAAA . .
3 02 04 te T 1 "2
Average Weighting Fuaction, Au'\in(p)
Sensitivity of AIRS Channels to CO2 Lower Trop Preliminary



Naza

Question 2 for Aqua:

“As a flagship mission using a significant portion of the total MO & DA budget available,
can the budget be reduced at all and still allow the core datasets to be delivered?”




N@%ﬁ Question 3 for Aqua:
“Could you please clarify how shared costs between Aqua, Terra, and Aura are
allocated, and the criteria for this allocation?”

FY2012 |FY2013 |FY2014 |FY2015
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Question 4 for Aqua:

“What is the current and expected funding status for JAXA to continue
to operate and maintain AMSR-E?”




Questions 5 and 6 for Aqua, Background
Question 5: “How critical is Aqua to the products derived from
combinations of data collected from A-Train missions?”
Question 6: “How critical are the other A-Train missions to
combined products that use Aqua data?”




N&\\%q NEWS Example in Which Both Aqua and non-Aqua Data are
-’ Integral in Obtaining New Results
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N%\sﬁ Studies in Which Both Aqua and non-Aqua Data are Integral in

Obtaining New Results (addressing Questions 5 and 6), cont.
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NQB“ Studies in Which Both Aqua and non-Aqua Data are Integral in
Obtaining New Results (addressing Questions 5 and 6), cont.
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”gA\%“ Example of Operational Synergistic Use of
Aqua and non-Aqua A-Train Data
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Additional Examples Related to MODIS




”g’*\%“ Question 7 for Aqua:
“Is there any way to improve the data latency from 3 hours?”

«—-‘3 - NRT PDS:8 Min
94.5 Min RBD:10.5 Min
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Senior Review Panel Questions 1-4 for Terra

“1. Please present your optimal proposal budget; describe the additional
work which will be funded by the optimal budget, the benefits of the
added work, and justify the additional budget requested.

2. Can new methane product be more completely described? ... Please
justify why this development should be done by the science team rather
than under ROSES.

3. As a flagship mission using a significant portion of the total MO & DA
budget available, can the budget be reduced at all and still allow the core
datasets to be delivered?

4. Could you please clarify how shared mission operations costs between
Aqua, Terra, and Aura are allocated, and the criteria for this allocation?”



Ng‘a\%“ Senior Review Panel Question 5 for Terra:

“Provide more details on the process for selecting Terra products and
criteria for deletion from list. What are the criteria for selection when
some products have zero product maturity?”
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Senior Review Panel Question 6 for Terra:

“Provide statistics/data on product use: What is the use of each
product (quantitative comparison) and what is the use of products
from each instrument?”

Terra

Loy 130y L2 0ceen
1,202,1703,868,695 / '3 Ocean

L3 Atmos 330,384

196,460 L2 Land

L1 Rad/Geo 7.170,225
L2 Atmos 13,301,331

26,186,556

FY01 FY02 FY03 FY04 FY05 FY06 FY07 FY08 FY09 FY10
Fiscal Year

L3 Land
70,522,744

L1 Rad/Geo
108,811 7



NA: . . .
% Senior Review Panel Question 7 for Terra:

“ASTER has lots of data products but it is not clear why some are
ortho-rectified and others are not. Is there a reason?”




NA. . . .
%\Sf‘ Senior Review Panel Question 8 for Terra:

“What issues prevent reducing data latency? The operational
community would like to see data more quickly.”
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MODIS Response on Data Latency (Question 8 for Terra)
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