" e =6+ | dIm —‘::}f,.“--é/_ =173

4 1 SubuiT = Q#-Sﬁ\
2 3% 145 = 354A
ﬂ‘ 16
2
b
G4
¢ -» b ‘-
I a\g' o pe IRy
| T

~14n43bm => €=-1F, U=BC
1 sublgw € '-—’lj“SP\
. 3¢ x 295 = QEON

we-d -0 |1

- \il*i\x\\‘-
2| A R S \

=% =0-01F1A <-—T\ ;

a e o
¥ BURRS SR B SIS A SRS DR R ‘7"'}
2 1o 12 14 I 1€ 20 20




C’JV‘\'{‘/%M

L | h K h z

[ l O 2 O -O01FE
9 9 @ 4 o-00 556
3 2 O 6 O .00 34
o) -1 1 -3 001G !

A O 1 -1 O 0169

1 ) 4 O0-019+
l‘:’rin +36m

/ h K h 7

J \ ) 7 O-00207
b 7, @ 4 000 4O
G 3 O 6 O 0L 0L
|5 -1 1 - 6- OIS

[ 4 O i =l O-O1+\

JYMM?;J &36/% n ~190" Far 13 /6
W
SO =13

= 2769
L5613 ® =6 =

— bk e




n,Z Plot for Actin

0.025

0.020

0.015 +

2[4
16[13

0.010

0.005

O'Q(}{}Il‘ll"l |1 |
~7-6-54-3-2-10123 4587

Interpretation: Although the fractional indexing produces widely different
indices, the expected diffraction spots and layer lines have moved only little,

as can be expected from the similar geometry.
So we learn from this that the indexing and applied Fourier-Bessel reconstruction

of helices is not stable under small perturbations of geometry, but the 2D diffraction
pattern (and also the obtained 3D reconstruction after applying FB theory) is!





