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1. Background 3. Key Findings from ALIVE Comparisons

Upgrades and modifications significantly improved the accuracy of the CARL aerosol measurements
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4. CARL High Temporal Resolution Aerosol and Water Vapor Measurements

»Algorithm modifications The higher temporal and spatial resolution measurements from the upgraded CARL system permit more detailed investigations of
» significantly affected Instantaneous aerosol & water vapor aerosol hygroscopicity and the behavior of aerosols and water vapor near clouds.
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