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Primary Science/Backup # I: degradation in MEGS A2 only
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Backup #2/Backup # |: both channels are flat
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Degradation is wavelength dependent < i

Worse for longer wavelengths : i
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EOOKING AT THE OVERIEENS
REGION BETVVEEN AlRSE

MEGS—A1 vs. MEGS—A2 for 17.11 nm

MEGS—A1 vs. MEGS—A2 for 18.04 nm
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This degradation is only with the Al folil filters.
It is quantifiable so we can correct for it (V2).




