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THEORY NUISANCE "PARAMETERS
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THEORY NUTSANCE "PARAMETERS
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NONPERTURBATIVE MODELS
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RESULTS <INDIVLDUAL TNPS
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RESULTS <INDIVLDUAL TNPS
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FITTING ors: ASIMOV FLT SETUP
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RESULTS: SCANNING TNPS
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RESULTS: PROFILING TNPS
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RESULTS: PROFILING TNPS
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EXPERIM&NTAL
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SUMMARY & OUTLOOK

* TNPs ace introduced to he back - to-back EEC

for the anom. dims. and each -Facl-orgaﬁ'on component
o individual and overall effects on the cross sechon
are examined
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RESULTS: PROFILING TNPS
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RESULTS: PROFLLING TNPS
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RESULTS: PROFILING TNPS
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RESULTS: PROFLLING TNPS
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RESULTS: PROFLLING TNPS
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RESULTS: PROFILING TNPS
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