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Fig 4 The intensty (solid curve) and the phase ( dot curve)
of the femtosecond pulses measured by FROG technique
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Diagnosis of Intensity and Phase of Femtosecond Pulses
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Abstract: The intensity and phase of femtosecond pulses generated from a home made KIM Ti: sapphire laser is diag-

nosed by using the frequency resolved optical gate technique. A sech’ intensity and approximative cubic phase of the

pulse are measured.
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