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* Gyroresonant wave-particle interactions between chorus :
and 100s of keV seed electrons can lead to radiation belt Development Du"ng CMEs and CIRs

enhancements. * Gary et al. [2003] developed a linear theory proxy inferring
chorus growth from plasma parameters.
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* Temperature anisotropy of 10s of keV source electrons

10s of keV provides the free energy for chorus waves.
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