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Data-Model Comparisons of Photoelectron Spectra
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Data-Model Comparisons of Photoelectron Spectra
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Observations and Modeling of Plasma Den5|t|es

200 200
« CO,*4RZ (Fig. 3a) e N <b>§
- KBREIC £ BEREOC—BEN | \ |
Postpeak flare T LR % o Et‘éﬁ'k:ﬂ % ! peal arepre-peak.
. XS - BTREEPrepeak &% vof Rt rroo 2 ol
Peak flare CHE UfE%Z {EFE 1203— 120}
» Postpeak flare CHRIERTDNER | _----= . ™
BN £ BEMEDE— I BERBE O hedmet ' s renio
ICBET - SETAERER Peak vs. Postpeak to Prepeak (Fig. 3b)

« XiRDEBABEICKEF  Peak flare : h > 120 km 40% 1
« TESTIHINEBRELIDEE h< 120 km 1500% 1
(postpeak)  Postpeak : h < 200 km 200% 1
N < 105 kKmTIEIBRIE/NE LY
« FHERKDERIC K D XD E = E TN

[T




Observations and Modeling of Plasma Densities
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