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Year First Second Third
1900 1.07 1.05 1.12
1610 0.67 0.98 1.08
1920 (.66 0.81 1.15
1930 0.77 (.89 1.02
1940 0.79 0.89 1.08
1950 0.84 0.94 1.02
1960 1.00 0.94 1.01

Source of data: Computation from field data gathered by

author.
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