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Detection Algorithm
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Detection Maps for LYRA and EPT
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Differences between LYRA and EPT detections

Channel 3 EPT channel & (2.4-8 MeV) May '13 - Dec 15
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Open questions

* Why LYRA and EPT data are similar in geographic coordinates but so
different in MILT-A space?

* Why the ap index effects the likelihood of a detection but not the
electron fluxes?

* Are the detected e- due to wave-particle interaction or microbursts?



