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Observed and Expected Frequencies

Dose Mort. probit Total Killed Killed CHI2

(mg/M corr (%) treated expected  contribution
25.0000 33 3.165676 30 1 0.51* 0.4910
30.0000 6.7 3.498615 30 2 2.24* 0.0268
35.0000 13.3 3.889172 30 4 5.79 0.6834
400000 400  4.747067 30 12 10.69 0.2613
45.0000 533 5:0&3'5446 30 16 15.85 0.0030

Mortality in the control : 0 %
Number of iterations : 4
CHI2 = 1.455633 df=3
Prob = 0.3074522

Confidence Limits for Effective CONC

LC Level of Confidence Range
1 = 2367663 ~ . 95 17.14643 < LC < 27.36442
2 = 25.46976 95 1932711 < LC < 28.88615
3 = 2667741 95 20.84455 < LC < 29.90674
4 = 2762355 95 22.05809 < LC < 3070683
5 = 28.41791 95 23.09189 < LC < 31.38073
10 = 31.32338 95 2695701 < LC < 33.89384
20 = 3524328 95 32.13654 < LC < 37.64699
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LC Level of Confidence Range
30 = 38.37069 .95 35.80052 < LC < 41.37721
40 = 41.25980 95 38.60311 < LC < 45.61445
50 = 44.15146 95 41.01131 < LC < 50.45118
60 = 47.24579 95 4335082 < LC < 56,08269
70 = 50.80326 95 4587412 < LC < 62.99899
80 = 55.31131 95 4891914 < LC < 7233416
90 = 62.23313 .95 53.38156 < LC < 87.77442
95 = 68.59588 95 57.32118 < LC < 103.06520
96 = 70.56848 95 5861681 < LC < 108.01060
97 = 73.07126 95 60.01808 < LC < 114.42110
98 = 76.53593 .95 62.06948 < LC < 123.54270
99 = 8233233 95 65643746 < LC < 139.43290

Regressionline; ¥ = A+ Slope *( X-M )

A = 4416187 +/- 1254965
Slope = 8.597811. +/- 1.752687
M = 11.57704

Heterogeneity = 1

4.29069 < A < 4541683
6.845124 < B < 10.3505
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Observed and Expected Frequencies
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Dose Mort.  probit Total Killed Killed CHI2

{ppm) corr (%) treated expected  contribution
25.0000 6.7 3.498615 30 2 0.88* 1.4883
30.0000 133 3.889172 30 4 4,10* 0.0026
35.0000  20.0 4.158544 30 6 10.09 2.5027
40.0000  60.0 5.252934 30 18 16.93 0.1563
45,0000 800 5.841457 30 24 22,52 0.3905

Mortality in the control ; 0 %
Number of iterations : 4

CHI2 = 454343 df=3 Prob = 0.791278

Confidence Limits for Effective CONC

LC Level of Confidence Range
1 = 2263877 95 17.98879 < LC < 25.63512
2 = 24.09535 .95 19.67673 < LC < 26.91519
3 = 25.06793 95 20.82502 < LC. < 27.76598
4 = 25.82536 95 21.72892 < LC < 28.42747
5 = 26.45840 \ 95 2249264 < LC < 28.98024
10 = 2875236 95 2529631 < LC < 30.99265
20 = 31.79881 95 29.04918 < LC 33.74835
30 = 34.19392 95 3191746 < LC < 36.08814
40 = 36.38127 .95 34.35453 < LC < 38.47582
50 = 38.54830 95 36.53145 < LC 41.14166
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Confidence Limits for Effective CONC
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LC Level of Confidence Range
60 = 40.84441 95 38.60877 < LC < 44.26301
70 = 43.45718 95 40.78006 < LC < 48.09008
80 = 46.73029 95 43.33064 < LC < 53.17565
90 = 51.68172 95 46.98868 < LC < 61.32070
95 = 56.16254 95 50.17067 < LC < 69.07274
96 = 57.53922 95 51.13006 < LC < 71.51982
97 = 59.27790 95 5233106 < LC < 74.65194
98 = 61.67033 95 5396626 < LC < 79.03569
99 = 6563835 95 56.63739 < LC < 86.48792
Re_gression line; Y = A4+ Slope *({ X-M )

A = 4773812 +- 1196788 4654133 < A < 4893491

Siope = 10.06603 +/ 1.61377 8.452259 < B < 11.6798

Variance of the LCH0

Heterogeneity = 1

M

11.56354

1.543347E-04
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Observed and Expected Frequencies

Dose Mort. probit Total Killed Killed CHi2
(ppm) corr (%) treated expected  contribution
25,0000 - 133  3.889172 30 4 238"  1.1955
30.0000 20.0 4.158544 30 8 6.53 0.0551
35.0000 | 26.7 4377413 30 8 12.06 2.2872
40.0000  60.0 5.252934 30 18 17.53 0.0306
45.0000 80.0 5.841457 30 24 21.96 0.7047

Mortality in the control : 0 %
Number of iterations : 3
CHI2 = 4273139 df=3
Prob = ,7665584

Confidence Limits for Effective CONC

LC Level of Confidence Range
1 = 19.16403 95 13.72750 < LC < 22.66637
2 = 20.73909 95 15.46239 < LC < 24.07065
3 = 21.80501 95 1667189 < LC < 25.01168
4 = 2264289 95 1764134 < LC < 25.74739
5 = 23.34822 95 18.46944 < LC < 26.36473
10 = 25.94143 95 2159662 < LC < 28.62994
20 = 29.47112 ' 95 2598972 < LC < 31.77222
30 = 32.31054 95 2949779 < LC < 3448681

40 = 34.95056 95 3254724 < LC < 37.34941
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Confidence Limits for Effective CONC
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LC Level of Confidence Range
50 = 37.60824 .95 3526410 < LC < 40.70500
60 = 40.46793 95 37.82282 < LC < 4481324
70 = 43.77489 95 4048712 < LC 50.02656
80 = 47.99207 95 43.63897 < LC 57.17912
90 = 54.52194 95 48.22946 < LC < 69.09400
95 = 60.57752 .95 52.29431 < LC < 80.91507
96 = 62.46451 95 53.63251 < LC < 84.73810
97 = 64.86476 95 55.09059 < LC < 89.69228
98 = 68.19860 95 57.22596 < LC < 96.73896
99 = 73.80373 .95 60.74881 < LC < 109.00580
Regressionline; Y = A+ Slope*{ X-M ) |

A = 4809651 +/- .1130265 4696624 < A < 4922677
Slope = 7.946781 +/ 1.391357 6555424 < B < 9.338138

M = 1155133

Heterogeheity =1
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Observed and Expected Frequencies
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Dose Mort. probit Total Killed Killed CHI2
(ppm} coir (%) treated expected  contribution
25,0000  20.0 4,158544 30 6 3.88* 1.3311
30.0000  20.0 4.158544 30 6 8.41 0.9611
35.0000  40.0 4747067 30 12 13.59 0.3380
40.0000  60.0 5.252934 30 18 17.53 0.0162
45.0000  80.0 5.841457 30 24 21.96 0.5992
Mortality in the control : 0 %
Number of iterations : 4
CHIZ = 3.246643 df =3
Prob =.6447168
Confidence Limits for E.;fé:ﬁiive CONC

LC Level of Confidence Range
1 = 16.78632 .95 10.79435 < LC < 20.66694
2 = 18.38006 95 12.45078 < LC < 22.10930
3 = 19.46897 95 13.62871 < LC < 23.08069
4 = 20.33047 .95 1458595 < LC < 23.84260
5 = 21.05942 95 15.41253 < LC 24.48353
10 = 23.76681 95 18.60491 < LC < 26.84459
20 = 27.51645 95 23.27630 < LC < 30.13199
30 = 30.58201 95 2717376 < LC < 32.96970
40 = 33.46850 95 30.68439 < LC < 35.98581
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ANINTE P (#8)
Confidence Limits for Effective CONC

LC Level of Confidence Range
50 = 36.40708 95 33.84773 < LC < 39.64900
60 = 39.60376 95 36.77605 < LC < 44.35184
70 = 43.34177 95 39.77283 < LC < 50.54466
80 = 48.17040 95 43.30286 < LC < 59.30175
90 = 5577015 ' 95 4847313 < LC < 74.39437
95 = 6293993 95 53.09617 < LC < 89.89102
96 = 65.19650 .95 54.51307 < LC < 95.00241
97 = 68.08159 95 60.30209 < LC < 101.69450
98 = 72.11500 95 58.76404 < LC < 111.33820

99 = 78.96180 95 62.85029 < LC < 128.45400

Regression line ; Y = A+ Slope *( X-M )

A = 4882591 +- .1099518 4772639 < A < 4541683
Slope =  6.920204 +/- 1.305407 5614797 < B < 8.225611
M = 11.54422

Heterogeneity = 1



MAKUIN A
- | -, oy 1 J .
AT 1 NsATEiRIUANsinanealiATeAILaf L8 %Relative
L4 L4
liver weight a83tinwminALAiTwinga 1ealantiazeuinanguaiAi (C)

) 4 1 -
uazngunaan M lumaun 1 Audalia test

t-test for independent samples of Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
cases

Ratio

CM1 8 3.0375 809 286

T™1 24 4,3750 1.412 288

Mean Ditference = -1.3375

Levene ‘ s Test for Enuality of Variances : F =2.876 P = .100

-t-test for Equality of Means

Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff 95% Cl for Diff

Equal -2.53 - 30 017 529 (-2.419, - .256 )
Unequal -3.29 2165  .003 406 (-2.180 , - .495)




151

J - 3 - L J + .
AP NN 42 NMITTATISHANMHUANA NN NATATDIALRA LRI % Relative liver

v %’ L L ] 1 ]
weight 183uminduaimings aelattiarewinngurILAu (€ uar

] J 1 -y
ngunaasd (T Widioun 2 AAYARTA ttest
9

t-test for independent samples of Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
| cases
Ratio |
CM2 . 8 3.2625 437 .165
T™2 24 2,0000 496 101

Mean Difference = 1.2625

Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F = 257 P = 616

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances  twvalue “df  2-Taill Sig  SE of Diff

95% ClI for Diff

Equal 6.40 30 000 197
Unegqual 6.83 13.53 | ~.000 .185

{.860 , 1.665 )
(.866 ,1.659 )
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-l - 1 - - y -l . .
AT NN 33 AFUANETANUANANN NET ATeIAaR e %Relative liver
> [ 4
weight 1amtinsuAiwing relalasendNnguAcLAN (C) uaY

1 J 1 aly, ab,
ngunmaed M Wifeuil 3 AauAahia ttest

t-test for independent samples of Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
cases
Ratio -
CM3 8 2.1125 479 168
™3 24 1.5042 266 054

Mean Difference = .6083

Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F = 4.138 P = .051

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances t-valus df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff 95% Cl for Diff

Equal 4.54 30 .000 134 (.334, .882)
Unequal 3.42 8.49  .008 178 {.198,1.019)
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-l - . » ) - - ) -l . ,
AR -4 NIATIESTANHLANF NN AT ATEIARARLYBY %Relative liver
> »
weight aadimminsiupiiminga saalantiasznintnguaduAy € uay

' J 1 -
nqunaaed M lwAeuh 4 AoAGhA ttest

t-test for independent samples of Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
cases

Ratio

M4 Y - 2.4375 616 218

T™4 24 1.6917 475 097

Mean Difference = .8458

Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F = 1581 P = 218

1-test for Equality of Means

Variances t-vaiue df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff 96% C) for Diff

Equal - 405 . 30 .000 209 (.419, 1.273)
Unequal 3.65 993 005 239 (.314,1.377)
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-l ay ] - - | “a - . .
AT -5 AISAUAIITTANNUANG NN NATALDIAILBRLLDY %Relative fiver
14 L4
weight aaaiwmindupdiminds seslallsseninainguacnau €) uay

t -l [] - -
ngunanas N Wideuin 5 FouA gt ttest

t-test for independent samples of Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
| cases

Ratio

CM5 . _8 2.2250 198 070

TM5 - 24‘ - 1.7083 339 069

Mean Difference = .5167
Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F = 3.673 P = .065

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff 95% ClI for Diff

Equal 4,06 30 .000 J27 (.257, 777)
Unequal 5257 72116 000 .098 {312, 721)
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J L) 1 - 1 J . -
AT 6 NFIATIEVAMHUANRNNNATRUBNARRLUDN % Relative liver
weight 280 minsuAiwinda sesdantiarsuiteangunnaes M W

I T T | e
ABUY 1 NUARALN 2 AILIANANR t-test

t-test for independent samples of Treatment Group

Variable * Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
cases
Ratio
TM1 24 4.3750 1.412 288
™2 R 2.0000 496 101

Mean Diffelrence = 2.3750
Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F = 18989 P = .000

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff 95% ClI for Diff

Equal 7.77 46 .000 306 (1.760 , 2.990 )
Unequal 777 2859 - .000 306 (1.750 , 3.000 )
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- - ] - - ] - ' .
AR @7 mrlansdannuuanminaeatifresaaues %Relative liver
14 L4
weight 189 mInsuAiwmdnga 1estanitiazsndnangunaass 1)

-J [ -J 1 - -
WauR 1 AURauN 3 AeANanR ttest

t-test for independent samples of Treatment Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
cases

Ratio

™1 24 4.3750 1412 288

™3 24 15042 266 054

Mean Difference = 2.8708
Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F = 32.241 P = .000

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances  t-value ~  df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff -~ 95% ClI for Diff

Equal 9.79 46 000 293 (2280, 3.461)
Unequal - 9.79 24.63 000 293 (2.267 , 3.475)
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-l - | - - ' -l .
A9 3-8 NIIIATITMAMNUANANY AT ATDARAHTDS % Relative
» v
liver weight saavaudnsiuAinminga aeulantiasewinngunanses M

i J [ 74 J ] L. X
WiRaun 1 fumeun 4 AouAadR ttest

t-test for independent samples of Treatment Group

Variable Number of Mean - SD SE of Mean
cases

Ratio

™ 2% 43750 1.412 288

TM4 24 1.6917 475 097

Mean Difference = 2.7833
Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F = 21.323 P = .000

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff 95% CI for Diff

Equal 9.15 46 .000 304 (2171, 3.396 )
Unequal 9.15 28.15 .000 304 (2.160 , 3.406 )
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- .« ) - - 1 J . .
AT 9 MIIAMEHANINWANAIIM AT ATEIALR LIS %Relative liver
weight gaadwminsuaiwminga selarfiaszudnngunaass M lu

4 J [v) =l -‘ § -
WU 1 ALAAUN 5 ANUATATA t-test

t-test for independent samples of Treatment Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
Cases
Ratio
TM1 24 4.3750 1.412 .288
TMb5 24 1.7083 339 .069

Mean Difference = 2.6667
- Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F= 26589 P = .000

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff 95% CI for Diff

Equal 9.00 46 .000 296 {2.070, 3.263 )
Unequal 9,00 25.64 .000 296 {2.057 ,3.276 )
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o - ‘ : ma ol L
MR 10 MsRlaMsEANUANATIMRATIATEANGRETEY %Relative liver

' W v
weight gaaiwingiuaiwing sanlsliarsuinengunaass M u

-l -‘ ar | -‘ ¥ 1 - -
AAUN 2 NUIAAUN 3 AMANRNM t-test

t-test for independent samples of Treatment Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
cases
Ratio
T™2 24 2.0000 496 101
™3 - 24 1.5042 266 064

Mean Difference = .4958
Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F = 6775 P = .012

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff 95% CI for Diff

Equal 4.31 46 000 115 (264, .727)
Unequal 431~ o 8523~ - 000 115 (262, .729)

‘e
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-J - - ¢ - - ] -J . .
MIFNT 411 MAMETRNLANeINaMaTiA1eAeRea8e %Relative liver
[ 1] [ 1]
weight 20 wiInsuAIWING? 1esailiaseudnngunansss (M

4. J . am
WMAUR 2 AUPOUR 4 AuATADRA ttest

t-test for independent samples of Treatment Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
cases
Ratio
T™M2 24 2.0000 496 101
TM4 24 1.5917 475 097

Mean Difference = .4083
Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F = .383 P = 539

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances ~ tvalue  df 2-Tail Sig St of Diff ~ 95% CI for Diff

Equal 2.91 48 .006 140 (126, .691)
Unequal 291 45,92 .006 140 (126, .691)
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-l - s | - ' - . .
ANTNA 12 MIAATIUAMNUANANNNATAVRIANRRLTD SoRelative liver
weight Teawinsuaiwingds seularfiassuineangunaans M lu

4. 4  mm
BUN 2 UADUN 5 AIUAANA ttest

t-test for independent samples of Treatment Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
cases
Rati(_)
T™2 : 24 2.0000 496 101
TM5 24 1.7083 339 069

Mean Difference = .2870

Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F = 1610 P= 211

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances  t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff ~ 95% Cl for Diff

Equal 229 45 027 125 (035, 539)
Unequal 2.31 41.15 026 124 {.036, 538)
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J - ] - - 3 J . .
AIE9R +13  MAAAIERANNUANANNNATIAT2ALRLTEY %Relative liver
‘ v v
weight 18awinduAiwings gewlantlarswiningunaane M lu

J L J 1 oy oy
ABUN 3 TUAAUN 4 AuAaTiA ttest

t-test for independent samples of Treatment Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
cases
Ratio_‘ , .
T™M3 24 1.6042 266 054
™4 24 1.5917 A75 097

Mean Difference = - .0875

Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F= 2733 P = .106

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff 95% Cl for Diff

Equal .79 46 435 11 -.311, .136)
Unequal -.79 36.13 A37 A1 {-.313, .138)
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4 - . 1 - -, 1 J . .
AN 214 NIFIAPISATHUANAINTIN NATAIBIAIBRLTEY %Relative liver

| 7 14
weight 1auWINALAIWINGR Tavlartiaseudnngunases (M

4 [ J 1 - -
{maun 3 Tumeu 5 AuAala ttest

t-test for independent samples of Treatment Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
cases
Ratio
T™3 24 1.5042 .266 .054
™5 24 1.7083 339 069

Mean Difference = - .2042

Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F = 2924 P = .094

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances  t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff  95% Cl for Diff
Equal -2.32 46 025 .088 (-.381,-.027)
Unequal -2.32 43.57 0256 088 {-.381,-.027)
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- | - - ' - . .
M?’Nﬁ 15 MIARMNSANNUANANNNATAL29ANBRLTEY %Relative liver
L4 14
weight aaatwindualwninga seslaiazeninangunaase M

-J P -J ' -
\Aeuf 4 Auieud 5 Aaernald test

t-test for independent samples of Treatment Group

Variable Number of Mean SD SE of Mean
Cases
Ratio -
T™M4 24 1.5817 475 097
T™Mb5 24 1.7083 339 .069

Mean Difference = - .1167

Levene * s Test for Equality of Variances : F= .294 P = .590

t-test for Equality of Means

Variances t-value df 2-Tail Sig SE of Diff 95% CI for Diff

Equal - .98 46 333 119 {(-.357, .123)
Unequal - .98 41,56~ -.333 19 (-.357, .124)




NMARUIN [

msan a1 uammadeysiwingu dwind  wefisuiiwindudeuwnind a9

- J L 1 ' 1 : 1 4 4 i
varRanldannisguinetinduudazifausoudiiiaun 1 DaAeun 5 aannguatugu  uee

NRNNAAEY
NENAILAY NRNNAREY
WU UL %UWALANED WA WUAL %uMAUALL
Feaud 1
3.47 0.11 3.2 0.76 0.04 - 53
2.25 0.10 44 160 0.10 6.3
1.50 0.04 2.7 2,02 0.10 5.0
2.49 0.05 2.0 1.26 0.04 3.2
2.33 0.08 3.4 1.30 0.04 3.1
3.22 0.09 28 0.94 0.04 4.3
2.87 0.06 2.1 1.25 0.06 4.8
- - - 1.24 0.05 4.0
- - - 1.73 0.07 4,0
- - - 1.20 0.08 6.7
- ! ) 1.62 0.03 19
- - - 1.08 0.03 28
- ) h 1.32 0.03 2.3
- - - 0.84 0.02 24
- - - 0.76 0.02 2.6
- - - 1.67 0.07 42
- - - 1.85 0.12 6.5
- - - 1.21 0.08 6.6
- _ - 1.28 0.07 5.5

- - - 1.50 0.06 4,0
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M990 ]-1 (MB)
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NEuALAN NYUNAREY
uddih uddiu %uu v UUAN UWAL %W AL
Foud 1 (e}
_ _ - 1.28 0.08 47
- - - 1.07 0.05 47
. _ — 1.35 0.07 5.2
Reufl 2

4.47 0.13 29 1.72 0.04 23
6.86 0.22 3.2 1.53 0.05 33
6.60 0.23 3.5 2,19 0.06 2.7
5.73 0.22 3.8 2.09 | 0.04 1.9
4.29 0.14 33 1.81 0.04 1.2
259 0.09 3.5 1.98 0.0 25
3.17 0.1 35 1.55 0.03 1.9
2.48 0.06 2.4 1.53 0.04 2.6
- - = 1.83 0.04 2.2
- - - 1.65 0.03 1.8
- - _ 2,07 0.03 1.4
- - - 2.10 0.03 1.4
- L. - 1.7 0.02 1.2
- L - 1,69 0.04 2.4
- - | 2.06 0.03 1.5
- - _ 1.41 0.03 2.1
- - - 2.35 0.04 17
- - - 2.15 0.04 1.9
- - - 2,86 0.05 1.7
- - - 1.84 0.03 1.5
- - - 213 0.03 14
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o .
M9 /-1 (D)

N{UAILIAN NYUNARDY

UL UUAY %UMALAMLAY MUAT WUAL %N ATLAN. A

- '
\eud 2 (sin)

_ ) i 455 0.09 2.0
L ) 4.45 0.09 2.0

_ } G 2.13 0.05 23

Feud 3

10.92 0.22 2.0 457 0.08 18
13.11 0.23 18 5.29 0.08 15
13.64 0.41 3.0 5.29 0.07 13
09.47 0.18 1.9 7.98 0.10 13
0965 021 22 7.70 0.12 16
19.25 037 -—19 6.33 0.10 16
1540 040 26 393 0.05 13
14.93 0.23 15 4,00 0.06 15
B} B} B 4.29 0.06 14

B} 3 . 7.37 0.12 16

_ N ) 6.61 0.11 1.7

- ) . 5.29 0.09 1.7

_ | 3 3.60 0.08 22

B} . . 3.06 0.04 1.3

i} - _ 2.80 0.04 14

- ) o 2.05 0.03 15

B} . ) 3.23 0.04 12

- . 3 4.09 0.06 15

i} . ) 5.18 0.08 15
4.83 0.06 1.2

4.05 - 0.04 1.0
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AT 3-1 (P4D)
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NNAIIAN NYUNARE
Wi wliu %uu AU WWAT MW UM AL
iReud 3
- _ - 6.08 0.08 1.3
- - - 8.46 0.17 2.0
- - e 3.58 0.06 1.7
Feuil 4
27.52 0.49 1.8 9.58 0.15 1.6
24,98 0.39 1.6 14.36 0.28 1.9
20.60 0,57 2.8 10.73 0.17 1.6
3085 071 23 10.72 0.14 13
20.52 0.45 2.2 15.88 0.38 2.4
38.11 1.22 3.2 12.60 0.29 2.3
38.15 1.24 3.3 10.83 0.17 1.6
15.06 0.35 2.3 08.28 0.14 1.7
- - - 17.99 0.16 0.9
- - - 14.03 0.29 2.1
- - - 11.00 0.18 16
- - - 16.81 0.26 15
- L | 09.26 0.13 14
- s - 10.93 0,19 1.7
- - i 1061 0.17 16
- - - 08.98 0.14 1.8
- - - 10,22 0.13 1.3
- - - 14.37 0.22 1.5
- - - 16.53 0.14 08
- - _ 18.58 0.19 1.0
- - - 12,26 0.16 1.3
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NENAILAN NRNNAREY
UWAT  UWAL S%uuALAUAR wusn uuAY %uuAuALeD
Foud 4
- - - 08.54 019 29
- - - 12.29 0.15 1.2
- - = 12,31 0.17 1.4
iweui 5

56.70 118 2.1 28.02 0.45 1.6
56.31 1.20 2.1 30.76 0.59 1.9
55.14 1.11 2.0 36.43 0.50 1.4
55.14 117 2.1 32.47 0,56 1.7
68.83 1.83 2.4 45,95 1.08 2.4
46.04 1.06 2.3 27.01 0.54 2.0
31.36 0.69 2.2 34.4 0.66 1.9
40.66 1.06 28 39.19 0.74 19
- - — 37.88 0.72 1.9
- - - 27.05 0.32 1.2
- - - 30.02 0.36 1.2
- - - 07.67 0.09 1.2
- 0 _ 34.92 0.55 1.6
- o . 43.67 0.89 2.0
- - - 50.44 0.73 1.4

- - - 31.63 0.40 13
- - - 18.74 0.41 2.2
- - - 13.41 0.22 1.6
- - - 16.18 0.22 1.4
- - - 13.63 0.30 2.2
14,52 0.22 15
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A9 R-1 (D)

170

A
R

N{NAILAN NYNNARDY
dufa UUAL %uNALAUGN uuAD WU %UNALAMGN
\Foud 5
_ - - 11.39 0.21 1.8
- - - 16.27 0.29 1.8

22.10 0.43 18
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