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e Large features produce most of the change in Ex-, and by extension
S, from solar maximum to solar minimum.

e Computations show roughly 80% of the solar cycle change in S is due
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dN/dA (regions image_l phem_l)

Area Distribution of PSPT K Faculae
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Extreme Contrast

Red regions corresponding to K faculae
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Binned average contrast

Red regions corresponding to K faculae
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2. We suggest, following Steinegger et al. among others, that (at mini-




