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=Correlation is stronger for monthly foF2 than for daily
"Best correlation with HI (Lyman-a) with an 81-day
running mean.

"|G is the best non-EUV index out-performing the often

used PF10.7 index.
sSwitching to an EUV-based daily index lowers the data-
model RMS by 5-10%. But nearly the same reduction can




