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From C70 of VC: % Difference between Col 2 and mean VC.: 9% Accept? YES
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log 1C20 : 1.725 paimL log IC50 : 1.605 pg/mL log IC80 : 1.484 ug/mL
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TEST RESULTS: MANAG

Foit Chamd Bl a5 [ Converts ICx to mM from pg/ml and formula weight above |

0.18407921 mM ICs0: 0.139638 mM

IC20: IC80: 0.105683 mM

Excel™ spreadsheet for data collection and analysis for Phase Ill. Balloons highlight changes from Phase I. The major changes in Phase Il were (a) the addition of a test for outliers within the
six replicates at each concentration, and (b) the addition of test chemical to the blank cells on either end of each column of test chemical, which necessitated a change in the calculation of corrected
absorbance. The major change for Phase Ill was the addition of linear interpolation, the standard method for ICs0 calculation, for comparison with the Hill function results.




