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Conclusions

« GSN (HS98) Is consistent with Schwabe-
based GSN with k~1.13 (k=1.2 in HS98);

« WSN(ISN) has a jump in 1848 with respect to
WSN s - something wrong with calibration of
Schwabe to Wolf.

« WSN/GSN (Schwabe) Is more homogeneous
than WSN/GSN.



