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Figure 6 Summary of clip and linearity testing; spectral amplitude ratio method if not otherwise stated. The dashed horizontal lines
show the expected ratio (unity)1%of that ratio (linear scale), the maximum span expected by the ANSS in Class-A and Class-B sensors.
Here we have shifted to unity, the amplitude ratio of each sensor at the rmigadine 6:9 n¥s?, exceptGCD@orrected at rms ofg),
effectively correcting them for individual sensitivity errors at that amplitude. The vertical solid lines show expected clipping amplitudes
vertical scaling differs between models. Model and axes are indicated by text and line type.
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