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W% BEMNE/ mm
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1 120.6 332.3 185 8
2 243.3 445.0 3710
3 359.9 252. 4 855 0
4 786.9 353.3 455 8
5 927.6 252. 4 855 0

176.9 4.453 0.011 0.211
353.9 7.693 0.188 3.573
170. 4 5.028 0.185 3.514
121.9 11. 160 0. 240 4.559
170. 4 4.776 0.168 3. 206
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