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OVERVIEW Control volume analysis yields definitions for efficiency
This analysis yields an equation for work done in region of interest, over a single cycle.
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We estimated the work terms used in computing efficiency.
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We used the measured acoustic pressures to estimate the following work
terms, which are in the form of variances and covariances:
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RESULTS: Efficiencies
o /" SUMMARY

Defined efficiencies in terms of cycle-averaged
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