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Figure F-1: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam J11, North Half, Strand 4 
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Figure F-2: M3 Adjusted Graph for Beam J11, North Half, Strand 4 
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Figure F-3: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam J11, South Half, Strand 4 
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Figure F-4: M3 Adjusted Graph for Beam J11, South Half, Strand 4 
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Figure F-5: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam J11, North Half, Strand 6 
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Figure F-6: M3 Adjusted Graph for Beam J11, North Half, Strand 6 
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Figure F-7: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam J11, South Half, Strand 6 
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 Figure F-8: M3 Adjusted Graph for Beam J11, South Half, Strand 6 

‐80

‐60

‐40

‐20

0

20

40

60

‐20 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160

Si
gn
al
 A
m
p
lit
u
d
e 
(m

V
)

Distance (inches)

Beam J11, South Half, Strand 6, M3 Adjusted

Run 1

Run 2

Run 3

Run 9
B

A

 



 

290 
 

 

Figure F-9: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam H6, North Half, Strand 1 
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Figure F-10: M3 Adjusted Graph for Beam J11, North Half, Strand 6 
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Figure F-11: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam H6, South Half, Strand 1 
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Figure F-12: M3 Adjusted Graph for Beam H6, South Half, Strand 1 
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Figure F-13: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam H6, North Half, Strand 8 
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Figure F-14: M3 Adjusted Graph for Beam H6, North Half, Strand 8 
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Figure F-15: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam H6, South Half, Strand 8 
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Figure F-16: M3 Adjusted Graph for Beam H6, South Half, Strand 8 
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Figure F-17: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam A1, North Half, Strand 4 
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Figure F-18: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam A1, South Half, Strand 4 
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Figure F-19: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam A1, North Half, Strand 8 
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Figure F-20: M3 Consolidated Graph for Beam A1, South Half, Strand 8
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