
GID
3, C217–C218, 2013

Interactive
Comment

Full Screen / Esc

Printer-friendly Version

Interactive Discussion

Discussion Paper

Geosci. Instrum. Method. Data Syst. Discuss., 3, C217–C218, 2013
www.geosci-instrum-method-data-syst-discuss.net/3/C217/2013/
© Author(s) 2013. This work is distributed under
the Creative Commons Attribute 3.0 License.

EGU Journal Logos (RGB)

Advances in 
Geosciences

O
pen A

ccess

Natural Hazards 
and Earth System 

Sciences

O
pen A

ccess

Annales  
Geophysicae

O
pen A

ccess

Nonlinear Processes 
in Geophysics

O
pen A

ccess

Atmospheric 
Chemistry

and Physics

O
pen A

ccess

Atmospheric 
Chemistry

and Physics

O
pen A

ccess

Discussions

Atmospheric 
Measurement

Techniques

O
pen A

ccess

Atmospheric 
Measurement

Techniques

O
pen A

ccess

Discussions

Biogeosciences

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

Biogeosciences
Discussions

Climate 
of the Past

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

Climate 
of the Past

Discussions

Earth System 
Dynamics

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

Earth System 
Dynamics

Discussions

Geoscientific
Instrumentation 

Methods and
Data Systems

O
pen A

ccess

Geoscientific
Instrumentation 

Methods and
Data Systems

O
pen A

ccess

Discussions

Geoscientific
Model Development

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

Geoscientific
Model Development

Discussions

Hydrology and 
Earth System

Sciences

O
pen A

ccess

Hydrology and 
Earth System

Sciences

O
pen A

ccess

Discussions

Ocean Science

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess
Ocean Science

Discussions

Solid Earth

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

Solid Earth
Discussions

The Cryosphere

O
pen A

ccess

O
pen A

ccess

The Cryosphere
Discussions

Natural Hazards 
and Earth System 

Sciences

O
pen A

ccess

Discussions

Interactive comment on “Inter-instrument
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Gate Magnetometer (FGM) and Electron Drift
Instrument (EDI) onboard Cluster” by R. Nakamura
et al.
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Received and published: 11 December 2013

This paper presents a clear description of the Cluster spacecraft magnetometer cali-
bration using the electron drift instrument to refine the spin-axis offsets for the mag-
netometer data. I have only two minor comments. First, in Figure 2b, what happens
if the medians are used rather than the mean? I consider the median a much more
robust measure, less affected by outliers. Second, in Figure 4, panel b should perhaps
be separated into two sub-panels as the grey points overlap and obscure many of the
red points. This has the effect of making the mean (black line) look incorrect. Again, I
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would also suggest using the median.
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