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The ball timing errors cause er-
rors in predicting both the time
and place the ball leaves the track.
Even if the spiral path of the ball
down the stator into the rotor is
always the same in time and dis-
tance, this still yields errors in pre-
dicting when and where on the ro-
tor the ball enters.

In our example, the equation
for tJT) is tJTI=0203Nog N3/ 10)
(expi3T/20) — IN=(203Nog (3x STV
10 + 1). The error is approximately
N fT)=—( ATlexpl3T 20 expl3T/
20) — 1). Thus again, if T=0.8 sec.
and/\T=0.012 sec. L T)=—0.106
sec. With a rotor speed of 0.33
r.p.s., this causes a rotor prediction
error of 0.036 rev. or 1.3 pockets.
In our example then, we measured
T too large by 0.012 sec. This led us
to believe the ball would leave the
track at a point about 4.2 pockets
before where it did. Therefore, we
forecast impact on the rotor 4.2
pockets early. It also led us to be-
lieve the ball would leave the track
sooner in time. Thus, we thought
the rotor wouldn't revolve as far as
it did. This made us forecast im-
pact another 1.3 pockets early, for
a total error of 5.5 pockets early.
There are other important sources
of error. so our final predictions
were not this good. But they were
good enough.

In summary, note that an error
where/\T is positive, i.e., we think
T is bigger than it really is because
we hit the switch early the first
time or late the second time, leads
us to think the ball is slower than it
is. That makes us think xJ T) is
shorter. Thus, we expect the ball at
the rotor too soon and forecast im-
pact on the rotor ahead of where it

88 GAMBLING TIMES

tends to occur. Conversely, i\l is
negative (last on the first switch or
early on the second), we think T is
smaller, the ball is faster, and mis-
takenly forecast x,(T) and t4T) as
too big. Then we predict impact
behind where it tends to occur.
The rotor angular velocity fol-
lowed a law close to rit/=Aexp
f—btl. A typical value for A was
0.33 rev./sec. The “‘decay™ or
“slowing down’™™ constant b was
very small. The rotor is massive
and spins on a2 well-oiled bearing
{on our casino wheel, it was the
pointed end of a sturdy steel shaft).
In the course of a minute or two,

the slowing was hardly percepti- -

ble. (Note: Stroboscopic “beat fre-
quency’ techniques, plus an accur-
ate clock, can quickly and easily
give a very precise measurement of
b and the slowing down.)

Let’'s take 5=—log /IOVI11}120 or
0.000794/sec.. which corresponds
to a slowing down from 0.33 rev./
sec. to 0.30 rev.sec. in two min-
utes, This seems like the right or-
der gf magnitude. To put the rotor
position into the tiny computer we
were going to build, we planned
to hit a rotor timing switch once
when the zero passed a reference
mark on the wheel, and then hit the
switch again when the zero passed
the reference mark a second time.
Since the rotor velocity was small
and nearly constant, this was a less
“sensitive” measurement. There-
fore, we planned to do it first,
shortly before the ball was spun.

How much error in the ball’s fi-
nal position {pocket) comes from
rotor timing errors? Assume for
simplicity that the rotor makes one
revolution in about three seconds

(.33 rev.sec.) and that we can
neglect the slowing down of the
rotor. Then, as in the ball timing,
we might expect a typical (root
mean square} size of about 11.2/
1,000 seconds for the combined ef-
fect of the two errors. If the ro-
tor really makes one revolution
in 3.000 seconds, and we think it
takes 3.0112 seconds, then in 30
seconds we think the wheel will
travel 9.9628 revolutions whereas
it really travels 10.0000 revolu-
tions. Thus, the rotor goes .0372
rev. or 1.4 pockets farther than ex-
pected. Similarly, if we think the
rotor takes 2.9888 seconds for one
revolution, then in 30 seconds the
rotor goes .0375 rev. or 1.4 pockets
less than we expected.

Error Analysis

We now have a long list of soure-
es for errors in the prediction of the
ball’s final position. They are:

EI Rotor timing—use 1.4 pockets
to illustrate.

E2Ball timing—use 5.5 pockets to
illustrate.

E3Variations in ball “paths™ on
rotor [see Fig. 1. May issue). Er-
ror size is unknown, eall it X.

E4 Ball path down stator: error due
primarily to “deflectors” and
varies with the type and place-
ment. Use seven pockets to il-
lustrate.

E5Variation in distance ball trav-
els on rotor: error due primarily’
to frets between pockets “spat-
tering’”” ball, plus occasional
very long paths along the rim of
the rotor “outside™ the pockets.
Use six pockets to illustrate.

E6Tilted wheel. (We didn't know
about this yet.) :

For illustrative purposes, as-
sume the errors approximately
obey the normal probability dis-
tribution. Then the standard devia-
tion (typical size} of the sum of sev-
eral errors in the square root of the
sum of all the squared errors. For
instance, using “pockets™ as our
unit, combined errors E4 + ES
have typical size\6" + 7°=VE5=9.2
pockets. Now add on the timing er-

rors: E, + E. + E, + E_have typi-
cal size\7.4" + 5.5° + 6 + ;]=
VI17.21=10.8 pockets. Thus the
timing errors in this example cause







