Looking above the cloud deck of GJ 3470b
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INTRODUCTION RESULTS and DISCUSSION
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‘Goodness’ of a night is determined by whether

choice of selection to a strip of degenerate
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METHODOLOGY

Data from each night is usually in form of a data cuboid as shown in Panel (a).
Data processing is done per order and hence one of those orders showing flux
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same as previous studies and a more accurate grid of models with possible l0g10(H20) VMR

 While CCF matches with line positions and depth, a better measure to fit for
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Flux differences across Prominent molecular line shapes and wings is the log(Likelihood) or logL [3]. logL values can inclu.sion of two othgr queFuIes (CH, 3“0! N"_'s) can be a potential solution
spectra (rows) tellurics (columns) be converted into confidence intervals for better statistical analysis. to this non-conformity. This is currently being investigated.
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