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FIG.6. B(u — e+v)/B(r — p+7) vs my3. The solid line correspond to the Majorana
alternative case and the dashed line corresponds to the Dirac alternative.
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FIG.7. B(p = e+ v)/B(r = p+7) vs my;;. The solid line correspond to the Majorana
alternative case and the dashed line corresponds to the Dirac alternative.
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