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So let's say I have a stock that has had a profit margin of 32% for the entire history of the graph. IOW it has not changed for the entire time period.

In the PERT-A graph in Toolkit, this would have been a flat line at 32% whereas in the TK4 spreadsheet it would be a flat line at 0%?

This new addition also makes the 40% to 32% vs. 4.0% to 3.2% appear the same?

Correct.  The new "Margin % Change" line now shows you how much margins are changing.  The numerical values for % PTP on Sales are still there (to the left of the graph) if you want to see the level of margins.  It also makes the same percentage change look the same, regardless of the level of margins (a change in margins from 40% to 32% will look the same as a change from 4% to 3.2%).
I think what's important about PTP Margin on PERT-A is how much they have (or haven't) improved, not what level they're at.  My version of PERT-A graph shows explicitly whether or not margins are improving.

I don't like the fact that the traditional graph is showing rate of change for Sales, PTP, and EPS but not for Margins.  The rules for understanding the first three lines are different than the rules for understanding the Margins line.  My version is showing rate of change for all four, so all four lines are interpreted using the same rules.

What interests me is that margins for Lincare have been consistently improving since March '01 from 26.7 to 27.1 to 27.4 to 28.1 to 29.5 to 30.2 to 31.4 to 31.8 to 31.8 to 31.9 to 32.1 to 32.4 to 32.6 to 33.2.  That's pretty impressive.  The TK5 graph shows that very clearly.  
It is impressive.  I believe increasing from 2.7% to 3.3% (in another industry) would be equally impressive.  The purpose of my version of PERT-A Graph is to make the improvement look equally impressive in both cases.
I agree that for LNCR it's pretty clear on the TK5 PERT-A Graph that margins improved more in the past than more recently.  I don't think you can readily tell from that graph that the historical improvement was three times faster than more recently.  And, once you've understood what the Margins line is telling you, you need to shift your thinking to understand the Sales, PTP, or EPS lines.
>>The Diversification sheet has a suggested minimum sales growth rate column (based on the size of company sales). <<

Hmmm.  That's pretty cool.  So if NAIC suggests 7-15% for a medium sized company, it looks as if you graduated those ranges proportionately to the trailing sales of our companies.  Is that correct?  So Kimco is a medium sized company with trailing sales of 646.3 million, as is BBBY with 4685 million.  According to your spreadsheet, Kimco would require sales growth of 14.7% whereas BBBY, a much larger medium-sized company, would require only 7.9%.  Makes sense to me.  You just never stop thinking out of the box, Jim.  This is great.

On the info sheet, Cols L-N come from www.better-investing.org/articles/web/4626.  Cols H-K come from Value Line and you need to enter them by hand (that's why they're shaded light-blue). 

