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STRUCTURES OF DOMINANCE RELATIONS
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draws) gives nae to a dominence relntion: this example drives Bome $Ne
pot that the relation sy, or muy not, be tmnsitive. The “Method Aol
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the other hand, W %xed ynder thie zroup (L, (128),0032) | and 0 belongs
to a 40-clement orbit, (Fhus My 38 more S0 M etrie than the others in that
all the “inicledle mien’ in 4, phaly sinar rolo- ) That Ay and ddeare Sur
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