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SUMMARY

* MITIGAT\ON OF C(ORERENT ERRORS BY ROTATING A" PONN WITH A UN(TARY
* ANMMTICAL MSTHOD OF OFMMIzATION OF Ot (UMUY) )Ovl“""‘CUMU*)

« TESTS ON DAtA- FeoM TOMDGRAPHy ON 2 DEVILES



