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Solov’ev 3 equilibrium 
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Precession drift frequency 

Dq Dμ 

DB 
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MARS and MISK find ∇(|∇Ψ|2) differently 

MARS: 

MISK: 
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ωB1θ is different 
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q terms should be the same, but they are not 

Very different! 

Slightly different 
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