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« Emission lines are the foundation of the research
being undertaken
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* When light hits a cloud of gas or dust, it absorbs
some of the light and then lets light in the
wavelengths of the elements it is comprised of
known as the emission spectrum.

* The light let off only comes out in these colors and
wavelengths depending on the cloud composition

* The emission line spectrum tells us about density,
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* The research we are doing compares two different mixing
W methods called self consistent and empirical and informing

the community of the differences between each method.

Method and Data Results
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