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RS Bk i SHI WEE BirRE
FMEER ) o »
Wi /s AR Xio7®
FOA (2.154 7,1.764 1) 3.32 14 1. 145

SIE ~ PSO  (85.069 7,0.1) 99. 26 16 1.198
GA (0.628 9,0.2985) 44.89 31 1.231
FOA (0.559 8,0.113 1) 3.96 15 1. 908
PE PSO (1.975 2,8.906 8) 112.37 18 2. 541
GA (0.5385,8.1574) 61.32 24 2.633
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Comparison parameters
X LA bR
HXR HrpE gary mRmeE
/% X107F REX107° X107°

Tab. 4

L% KR

FOASVR  99.473 1. 149 1.078 2.746
SIE  PSOSVR  99. 269 1. 208 1.120 2.982
GASVR  99.057 1. 241 1.163 4. 369
FOASVR 99.210  2.193 1.875 4,311
PE  PSOSVR 98.957  2.746 2. 540 5. 742
GASVR  98.622  2.801 2.571 6. 859
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