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SUBSET OF INTENSITY DATA WITH SIGNAL/NOISE >= -3.8 AS FUNCTION OF RESOLUTION

RESOLUTION NUMBER OF REFLECTIONS COMPLETENESS R—FACTOR R-FACTOR COMPARED I/SIGMA R-meas CC(1/2) Anomal SigAno Nano
LIMIT OBSERVED UNIQUE POSSIBLE OF DATA observed expected Corr
9.42 1382 283 326 86.8% 9.9% 9.5% 1354 13.43 11.1% 99.6% 4 0.901 136
6.73 2755 510 511 99.8% 26.9% 26.9% 2746 6.68 29.7% 96. 1% -3 0.767 319
5.51 3958 628 628 100.0% 51.7% 53.7% 3956 4.01 56.3% 87.6% -2 8.761 471
4.78 4767 724 725 99.9% 44.0% 46.8% 4766 4.86 47.7% 91.5% -1 0.787 567
4,28 5489 820 820 100.0% 42.0% 39.3% 5488 5.57 45.6% 88.7% -1 0.841 669
3.91 6105 892 895 99.7% 81.8% 79.1% 6102 3.13 88.5% 75.8% -4 0.729 738
3.62 5736 916 970 94, 4% 77.3% 72.7% 5707 2.98 84.3% 65. 4% -9 0.767 705
3.39 5573 992 1012 98.0% 118.4% 117.4% 5530 1.87 130.7% 41.2% ] 0.692 696
3.20 6627 1085 1096 99.0% 179.5% 192.4% 6613 1.32 196.2% 41, 2% -2 0.663 869
total 42392 6850 6983 98.1% 66.7% 66.4% 42262 3.89 72.8% 83.5% -3 8.749 5170
NUMBER OF REFLECTIONS IN SELECTED SUBSET OF IMAGES 42758
NUMBER OF REJECTED MISFITS 346
NUMBER OF SYSTEMATIC ABSENT REFLECTIONS Q
NUMBER OF ACCEPTED OBSERVATIONS 42412
NUMBER OF UNIQUE ACCEPTED REFLECTIONS 6853
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