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Re: Revised data
Dear Mike,

An discunned yesterday on the phone 1 am sending you today by FAX aa wall
an by expreas mall oup revised data sheets,

When we submitted our first set of data sheets to you on July 20, we were
awire that there might be a systematic difference between the mean values
of run 1 and 2. Of course, we carefully checked every detall of our sample
preparation procedure, the (nternal consintence of our standards, (For run
1 we used two independently prepared NBS and two independently prepared ANY
and for run 2 we used another two NBS and one ANU standard, again separate-
ly prepared, but from the same banic miaterial). We also checked the repro-
ducibility of the Reasurements of each subsample as well as the evaluation

procedure but at this time could not find any reasonable explapation for
i,

inbetween we had enough time to go all over it again und finally discovered
that (to our shame) the agea obtuined during run 2 have not been corrected
for the so called current dependent effect. This effact 19 Known to us for
many years and we try to minimize it by preparing standards and unknown
samplea in exactly the same wiay, 80 that they should deliver about the same
current. These conditions were nicely fulfilled for all aamples of run 1
but not for those of run 2 where the unknown samples delivered about 10%
higher chcurrents that the atandards. Our ‘3C/‘2C ratic measurements
aliow us to deterpine the amount of this current dependency and to evaluate
the corresponding correction factor,

The revised results from run 2 given in the enclosed data aheets include
fiow this correction. As can be aeen the agreegent between run 1 and 2 is
much better now. But more important is the fact that it does not matter now
which way around the errors of the mean are beirg calculated.




