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Rl B XXM CS2HATERKETSAHR(mm)

IR RS A'-Ptm’ Co-Go Go-Gn Co-Gn
Ps 37.60 40. 24 60. 44 90. 59
Py 38. 40 43.42 62.76 94. 56
Pis 40. 80 45.92 64.20 97. 60
Py, 42.40 48. 88 66. 80 100. 16
P 44. 00 54.00 68. 40 104. 00
Py, 45.33 57.18 71. 68 108. 78
Pys 46.91 58. 62 74. 88 109. 14

K2 BHEIXZMCIHATERKETSAHR(mm)

IR R4 A’-Ptm’ Co-Go Go-Gn Co-Gn
Ps 38.07 45.65 61.07 94. 64
Py 39.38 46. 68 63. 81 95. 66
Ps 41. 06 48. 00 66. 56 98. 00
Py, 42. 88 51.76 68. 64 103. 12
P 44. 64 54.72 70. 16 105. 90
Py, 45.52 57.90 75.52 112.70
Pys 46.91 59.22 76. 09 114. 84

R3 BHEIXZMECIBATERKETSAHR(mm)

SRR A’-Ptm’ Co-Go Go-Gn Co-Gn
Ps 39.53 46.70 62. 40 96. 54
P 40. 06 48.12 64. 62 98.24
Ps 41.38 49. 68 67.24 101. 34
Py, 43. 60 52.93 69. 10 104. 44
Pis 44. 88 55.34 72.42 107. 36
Py, 47. 41 58.27 78. 04 113. 04
Pys 47.99 60. 56 80. 21 116. 30

x4 BHEIEE S BHABTERKKERMER(mm)

HAOE A’-Ptm’ Co-Go Go-Gn Co-Gn
Ps 39.55 47.59 63.01 97.82
Py 40. 94 48.75 64.74 99.53
Ps 41. 48 49. 60 67.48 102. 40
Psy 43.84 54.04 69. 62 105. 50
Py 45.32 56. 80 73. 64 109. 20
Py, 48. 08 60. 98 77.39 114. 34
Pys 49. 62 63. 11 81. 46 120. 35

x5 BHEIERLMECO6HMBERKET I HR(mm)

SRR DA A'-Ptm’ Co-Go Go-Gn Co-Gn
Py 39.98 48.37 64. 41 98. 88
Py 41. 00 49.01 67.02 101.24
Ps 41. 60 51. 64 68. 24 105. 94
Py 43. 64 53.44 69. 96 107.28
P 45. 64 58.72 74. 16 113.20
Py, 48.54 61.65 80. 32 122. 11
Pos 49.73 63.37 82.10 124. 04

Fo6 BHIELMCS2HABERKETSMIHR(mm)

FERARDR S A’-Ptm’ Co-Go Go-Gn Co-Gn
Py 36.26 40. 12 58.36 89. 44
Py 38.34 43.28 61.12 90. 00
Pys 39.64 45.28 62. 88 92.52
Py, 41.76 48. 00 64.24 96. 40
P 42.86 52.12 67. 64 103. 60
Py, 44.48 55.40 70. 24 105. 12
Pys 45.40 56. 68 73.08 106. 80

x7 BHEIERLMECS3HPHABERKETSHR(mn)

AR RS A’-Ptm’ Co-Go Go-Gn Co-Gn
Py 37.06 45.51 59. 02 94.28
Py 38.74 46. 10 61.69 95.12
Py 40. 64 47.22 65.98 97. 04
Py, 42.16 51.12 67. 80 102. 24
P 43.10 54. 64 71.50 105. 66
Py, 45.57 57.56 72.23 109. 42
Pys 46. 88 58.90 73. 84 110. 12

x8 BHNELMCS4HMBERKETSIHR(mm)

FERAR RS A’-Ptm’ Co-Go Go-Gn Co-Gn
Py 37.34 46. 68 60. 02 95.28
Py 39.55 47.77 63. 00 96. 40
P 40. 86 49.33 66. 04 100. 66
Py, 43.24 52.72 69. 06 102.28
P 44. 86 55.24 72.39 106. 76
Py 46.77 57.82 74.78 110. 09
Pys 47.73 59.73 75.92 110. 37

®9 BHNELMCSS PMBERKETSHR(mm)

BB A’-Ptm’ Co-Go Go-Gn Co-Gn
Py 38.54 47.49 62.38 96.75
P 40. 14 48.50 64. 16 97.54
P 42.20 49.48 66. 36 101. 20
Py, 43.48 53.04 69. 60 103. 44
Ps 44.98 55.48 73.24 108. 08
Py, 47.08 59.22 75. 14 110. 84
Pys 48.74 60. 73 76.42 111.62

R10 BMHEIELMECS6 PMBERKKETHMHR(mm)

SRR A8 A’-Ptm’ Co-Go Go-Gn Co-Gn
Py 38.98 48.07 63.51 98. 85
Py 41.00 48.92 66. 40 100. 02
Ps 42.51 51.00 67. 80 102. 44
Py, 43. 64 53.44 69. 92 105. 76
Py 45.32 55.00 73.52 107. 08
Py, 47.54 61.32 75. 80 112.70

Pys 49.13 62.26 77.44 113.36
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Fz11 AEFTHERZMEESHE] IXBETHAEEHKENEE (mm)

015 Co-Go Go-Gn Co-Gn

i Class | Class [T P14 Class | Class I P1H Class | Class [T P1H

CS2 49. 06 48. 88 0. 644 66. 69 65. 40 0. 170 100. 01 97.49 0.037 "

CS3 51.53 51.29 0. 446 68.24 67. 84 0.230 103. 33 101. 86 0. 300

C4 52.63 52.09 0. 607 69.52 69. 31 0.297 104. 58 103. 48 0. 445

CS5 53.46 52.83 0. 255 70. 06 69. 56 0. 642 105. 10 104. 09 0. 265

CS6 54.53 53.28 0. 646 70. 43 70. 20 0. 867 107. 67 106. 17 0. 189

. FER P<0.05,
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