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SUMMARY Scan for more information: E

-We have deVvised a methodology that enables one to obtain a month-by-month averaged
atmospheric profiles for any geographic location.

-These results SUQQeSt the importance of continuing to study these effects in greater detail. Questions or suggestions: i

-Through this work we update the sequence of simulations for the LAGO collaboration, to jennifer.grisales@saber.uis.edu.co E
study the modulation of the solar wind on the flux of secondaries detected.
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SUMMARY Scan for more information: E

-We have deVvised a methodology that enables one to obtain a month-by-month averaged
atmospheric profiles for any geographic location.

-These results SUQQeSt the importance of continuing to study these effects in greater detail. Questions or suggestions: i

-Through this work we update the sequence of simulations for the LAGO collaboration, to jennifer.grisales@saber.uis.edu.co E
study the modulation of the solar wind on the flux of secondaries detected.
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-We have devised a methodology that enables one to obtain a month-by-month averaged
atmospheric profiles for any geographic location.

-These results suggest the importance of continuing to study these effects In greater detail.

-Through this work we update the sequence of simulations for the LAGO collaboration, to
study the modulation of the solar wind on the flux of secondaries detected.
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