Subject: pi's and tubes, why different than sand?
Posted by Sam P. on Tue, 12 Nov 2002 16:21:09 GMT
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Finally, put my MC240 back in working order, and decided to run it awhile with the quasi-4 Pi
Pros. The midrange subjectively is smoother and less forward than with the previous sand amps
in use. Oh NO, not the dreaded sand vs. tube debate AGAIN. Wayne, how about a few words
about the essential DIFFERENCES in how a sand amp's output voltage (does NOT change with
load variations) might be expected to INTERACT with the reactive xover components. Is a tube
amp LESS ABLE to deliver extra power into the reactive part of the load, perhaps ENHANCING
the electrical effects of the Zobel for instance, in some manner depriving the drivers themselves of
power at some freqs, particularly the xover region? PWK touched on this in one of his patents,
where he implied that his xover design EXPLOITED sand amp characteristics specifically.
Samthis is a "voltage source vs. current source” situation I think...wouldn't Spice simulations give
different response plots for the overall freq. response of xover filters if one (Vs), rather than the
other (Is) was specified?
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