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The difference between the calculated and experimental curve in Fig. 5 can
be ascribed to deviations from Matthiessen’s rule. The limited accuracy to
which the various pressure derivatives can be determined does not allow a very
enlightening comparison of the deviations between the different alloys. The
significant deviation observed does indicate the importance of considering
deviations from Matthiessen’s rule in pressure studies of the resistivity of alloys.
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