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Fig 1  SIRGAS vTEC for day 205  2005  0 UT  creating a realistic but controlled ionospheric scenario, Fig.1. SIRGAS vTEC for day 205, 2005, 0 UT. 
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where L  is the dual-frequency GNSS ionospheric observable and v  is the associated observational error  where IL  is the dual-frequency GNSS ionospheric observable and Iv  is the associated observational error. 
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Fig  8  Left: ( )h  (points) and ( )h   (bars) estimated from the Eq  (6 d) for h = 350  400  Fig. 8. Left: ( )Lh  (points) and ( )Lh   (bars) estimated from the Eq. (6.d) for Lh = 350, 400, 
450 and 500 km, for high solar activity and March; right: variation with the solar activity and month of  , g y ; g y

 h   (TECu)   ,0Lh   (TECu). 
 
It should be noted that: i) the ionospheric layer height  h  that cancels the systematic bias in the It should be noted that: i) the ionospheric layer height, ,0Lh , that cancels the systematic bias in the 
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