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Figure 1. The satellite image of sandstorm monitoring On March 9, 2004 by NOAA-16
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Figure 2. Comparison of frequency distribution over the pure cloud region(CLD) and cloud over

dust region(COD) for ice diameter (De)
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Figure 3. Comparison of frequency distribution over the pure cloud region(CLD) and
cloud over dust region(COD) for optical depth(ICE OPD)
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Figure 4. Comparison of frequency distribution over the pure cloud region(CLD) and cloud over
dust region(COD) for ice water path(IWP)
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Figure 5. Comparison of frequency distribution over the pure cloud region(CLD) and
cloud over dust region(COD) for effective radius(Re)
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Figure 6. Comparison of frequency distribution over the pure cloud region(CLD) and cloud over
dust region(COD) for effective cloud top temperature (Te)
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