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1 Introduction

1 Introduction depends on how the work is measured, and on who does the measuring. In this
section we describe the setting, the people and the equipment, and we explain why we chose
the methods we did instead of the more common alternatives.

Every figure was checked twice by two different people, and any disagreement was settled by
repeating the measurement on another day. Where a number could not be repeated, it is marked
as such in the tables and left out of the summary statistics.

We found that small differences in set-up produced larger differences in the result than the
guantity we were trying to study. That is not a reason to give up. It is a reason to report
the set-up in more detail than is usual, and to publish the raw data so that others can look
for what we missed.

The most surprising result came from the simplest comparison. When we put the two approaches
side by side on the same day, in the same place, the gap between them was about half the

size we expected from earlier work. We discuss possible reasons below, and we are careful

not to claim more than the data support.

1 Introduction depends on how the work is measured, and on who does the measuring. In this
section we describe the setting, the people and the equipment, and we explain why we chose
the methods we did instead of the more common alternatives.

Every figure was checked twice by two different people, and any disagreement was settled by
repeating the measurement on another day. Where a number could not be repeated, it is marked
as such in the tables and left out of the summary statistics.

We found that small differences in set-up produced larger differences in the result than the
guantity we were trying to study. That is not a reason to give up. It is a reason to report
the set-up in more detail than is usual, and to publish the raw data so that others can look
for what we missed.

2 Design

2 Design depends on how the work is measured, and on who does the measuring. In this section
we describe the setting, the people and the equipment, and we explain why we chose the
methods we did instead of the more common alternatives.
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section we describe the setting, the people and the equipment, and we explain why we chose
the methods we did instead of the more common alternatives.
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