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Figure 1. Scattering geometry of an oblate particle with a specmc orientation direction (N ) w1thm a Cartesian coordinate
(X,Y,and 2). N xy is the projection of N’ on the X-Y plane. N"and Z are the projections of N and the Z axis on the
o o o polarization plane. V and H are the linear polarization base vectors. Adapted from Vivekanandan et al. (1991).

Matsui et al., 2019
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FIG. 4. (a) Schematic diagram of a small and a large spheroidal particle shadowing the 1-mm-thick
PARSIVEL beam. (b) Schematic measuring example for a snowflake.

Battaglia et al. 2010
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Pruppacher & Beard 1970



FiG. 7. Computed shapes ford = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 mm with
origin at center of mass. Shown for comparison are dashed circles of
diameter 4 divided into 45 degree sectors.
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derived using Table 4 of their paper.

Thurai & Huang & Bringi et al. 2007
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