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Review of the manuscript number AMT-2019-46 submitted to Atmospheric Measure-
ment Techniques and entitled “Validation, comparison, and integration of GOCI, AHI,
MODIS, MISR, and VIIRS aerosol optical depth over East Asia during the 2016
KORUS-AQ campaign” by Myungje Choi et al.

The paper describes the aerosol results and analysis from several different polar-
orbiting and geostationary satellites. The author give a meaningful topic and we could
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get a positive comparison response. It will be better that the authors could give more
detailed outside validation using several ground-based instruments. Moreover, there
should be a detailed description of data filter and validation method. | recommend
publication after minor corrections.

Major comments: 1, The authors should have a detailed description for data filter of
all the polar-orbiting and geostationary satellites. It will be meaningful if the authors
could give the validation results of all the satellite analyzed in the manuscript calculated
using a same algorithm. 2, In the manuscript, the authors also used AERONET data
to validate the satellite results. It will be better that the authors could use other more
ground-based instrument in different stations to validate and have a comparison with
the satellites results. 3, From Figure2, we could find there are difference for the amount
of data of different satellite. The authors should give detailed reasons (Due to errors
or cloud?) 4, Why the authors only use the GOCI measurements in the case analysis
(Section 4.2) Minor comments: Figure2 need to be improved. The font is too small that
the readers can’t see it clearly.
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