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e Airmass distributions are reasonable and as expected * Examination of how instrument component availability

affects QC decisions
e Observation splitting
 When and how frequently were observation split?
* Long term data analysis
* Trends in season, site differences
* Include telescope and instrument calendar in visfrac
calculation
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e Data used to inform the Scheduler algorithm

* Operating with the principle the QC plans are the ideal plan
* A tool exists to be used for further analysis

* These are initial results

* More analysis will be required for different sites, larger | ] _ _
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