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Comparison of kernel densities of log (V) — Fig. 2
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Frequency density

Comparison of frequency densities of log(V,) - Fig. 3
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Comparison of probability densities — Fig. 4
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Linear fits of log (p) — Fig. 5
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Comparison of frequency densities — Fig. 6
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Linear fits of log (f) — Fig. 7

—— Umbria—Marche
Balza Tagliata




Log (f)

Fit of log (f) — Fig. 8.1
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Fit of log (f) — Fig. 8.2
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