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Figure 3: CAPPI’s of Reflectivity, ZDR, KDP, and HCA output with aircraft track overlaid at the times and altitudes indicated. The only HCA-identified species here are ice crystals (red) and dry snow (yellow).
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Figure 4: Number of particles per cubic centimeters per micron of particle diameter for images shown in Fig. 5. Figure 5: 2DC images from the 21 November 2010 aircraft flight.
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