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The small dots define the derived median deep profile. The red curve is a model with the parameter values indicated and B2 = 1.500. Pixel sampling is included in the model. The data exhibit a very slight ‘hump’ above the fit around r = 40”, possibly a trace of the diffuse annulus. The parameters of the fit are given below. F2 = 0.28 is one of the smallest values obtained with LMTs. Note that no aureole is required to fit the data
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Comparison of EED curves: medians of all NODO 1K and 2K PSFs and of all LZT PSFs for the 2004-early 2005 season; deep PSF for the night of 051004. At first sight this indicates that the recent LZT PSF is nearly identical to the median of the previous ones. This is misleading because the seeing for the recent PSF was 2.14” whereas the median seeing was 1.61” for the older PSFs.
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Comparison of EED curves relative to Kolmogorov seeing disks of same FWHMs. This shows that the core of the LZT-051004 PSF is much cleaner than that of other LMT PSFs.
