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This article [J. Appl. Remote Sens. 12(2), 026030 (2018)] contained a typographical error
when it was published June 22, 2018. Two numbers in the following sentence in the abstract
were transposed:

“The noise floors of the 1.65- and 3.3-μm instruments simulated in this particular analysis are
∼0.1 and ∼1.4 ppmm, respectively.”

The corrected sentence reads:
“The noise floors of the 1.65- and 3.3-μm instruments simulated in this particular analysis are

∼1.4 and ∼0.1 ppmm, respectively.”
All online versions of the article were corrected on 3 June 2018.
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