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1. Introduction 2. Data and corrections 3. Results

Table 1. List of recommended data sources for Neutron monitor (NM) measurements are A simple visualisation of the raw data is shown in the top panel of Figure 1. We can Figure 2 shows the result for the different rigidity bins. Although the overall level is
each station. 1=Station homepage, 2=IZ.MIR.AN, used to study the variations of galactic see that station count rates are at different levels, but the curve shapes follow each roughly the same, we can see that higher rigidity cutoffs means relatively less variability
3=WDCCR, 4=NMDB1h, 5=NMDBrevori. Prime  cosmic ray (GCR) fluxes. other. There is still a lot of outliers and errors though. during solar maximum times. The MAD curves show that low and medium rigidity
stations are in bold. stations vary only very slightly during 1965-2000, after which the deviations seems to
Sources for NM datasets include the In order to better visualise and analyse the data, we remove outliers with a hampel increase. This could be due to chanaes in stations. temporal distance from the scalin
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O . ,  lonosphere and Radiowave Propagation 1975-76 or 1995-96. After scaling, we removed all datapoints +30 % off from the to behave different in the most recent cycles, with deviations being lower than before.
Apatity 1 Irkutsk 2 2 Oulu 1 (IZMIRAN) repositories and individual overall average or £10 % off from the local median.
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ens dang b0Ogo IC AU Idl .
) € resuit of this-process-is— ..~~~ = Rewdsta (both raw and corrected+scaled data). We can see that the was about 30 stations before
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http://www.nmdb.eu/
https://www01.nmdb.eu/
http://cidas.isee.nagoya-u.ac.jp/WDCCR/
http://cr0.izmiran.ru/common/links.htm
http://pgia.ru/data/nm
http://neutronm.bartol.udel.edu/~pyle/bri_table.html
http://cosray.unibe.ch/
http://neutronmonitor.ta3.sk/
http://www.cosmicrays.unam.mx/
http://cosmicrays.oulu.fi/
http://natural-sciences.nwu.ac.za/neutron-monitor-data
https://www.ysn.ru/ipm/

