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Statistical method

Method improved in 2013 during the master’s thesis of L. Marion:
(Mennesson, Hanot, et al.)
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+ Intuitive
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Move from PFN to LBTI data is not easy because: 0 Oovega' 0.0000
. . : Na =0.00145 + 0. 5
[ All the statistical information is used! ] * Higher thermal background X2 =2.23+0.09

* No single mode fibers =» good histogram fits?

Beta Leo:
Na =0.016 + 0.002
X2=1.95+0.35

/ Preliminary results
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* Error bars are twice smaller for the statistical method!
* BUT: very preliminary results because:

> Still need to remove open-loop frames

» Still need to improve fringe tracking
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Fig.8 Comparison between the classical and the statistical methods in terms of
K measured nulls for Beta Leo /
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B rram: Well tested and improved method
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