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Figure 2: Light curve of the SGR 1900+14 period

of intense activity on 29 March 2006. Horizontal
zero of the plot is 2006-03-29 02:38:10 UT.
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indicates that a SGR event took place
while none of the LIGO detectors were

collecting science quality data.
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Figure 3: Detail of the SGR 1900+14 burst “storm” on a millisecond integration scale.
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