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Original three point B, sensor feedback gain scan taken was
Invalid — due to radiated power excursions ( Ii Increases)
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RWM BB sensor feedback reduces n= 1 radial error
fleld significantly

® New B, sensor
feedback gain scan
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RWM By sensor n= 1 feedback phase variation shows
clear settings for positive/negative feedback
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pIHase_ scan shows
o superior settings
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Use of combined RWM sensor n= 1 feedback yields

best reduction of n = 1 fields / improved stability
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® Varied levels of n
> ] field correction

n =3 DC error
field correction
alone more
subject to RWM
instability

n=1 B sensor
fast feedback
sustains plasma

Additionofn =1
Bk sensor FB
prevents
disruptions
when amplitude
reaches ~ 9G,
better sustains
rotation
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