TESS Data vs RIT Observation

A Study of Al Canum Venaticorum A
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At our worst points, we have an error of about +/-2.5%, and for
our best about +/-2%. In contrast, the MAST data has an error
e |omb-Scargle Method
. of merely +/-0.5%.
e Period of 4.71 Hours
e Power Rating = 287, next highest was 9.3
V-Magnitudes vs Time
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