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Abstract — In this paper, multilinear regression with 15 wave parameters from Draupner wave data including
rogue waves is used to model Abnormality index of rougue waves. The correlation coefficients between predicted
and actual abnormality index is 0.984. For data resampling, LOOCV(Leave One Out Cross Validation) and 4-fold
Cross Validations are used. Errors in prediction of eight cases depending on the inclusion of rogue waves are exam-
ined. A model with training data group with certain rogue waves yields the lowest error in prediction of the abnor-
mality index in rogue wave cases. The data set including the New Year Wave generally yields less prediction errors.

Keywords: Ocean waves(3ll %¥3}), Abnormality index(©]”d*]4*), Multilinear regression(Th
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< 1% 2] ), Data

o] FrhKalif et al.[2009]).

71X He= TRale|al H, 58 rejutare]h, o 3] ke BE
2~3 Afol 9] k& 7, 7HE 2 %42 North SeaclA] #54 3.91
2 & A lok(Divinsky et al.[2004]).

Rogue wavell &3t 7= 159 -2 Aol oJsj|A] x13y
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Table 1. Description of variables in Draupner wave data

No. Symbol Description of Variables

1 G,  RMS of wave elevation

2 Y Skewness of wave elevation

3 k Kurtosis of wave elevation

4 H,  Average wave height

5 T,  Average zero up-crossing period (time domain)
6 H,; Significant wave height (time domain)

7 H,. RMS of wave height

8 H,,. Maximum wave height

9 Ty,  Wave period of maximum wave height

10 H,  Significant wave height (frequency domain)

11 T. Average zero up-crossing period (frequency domain)
12 T, Peak period of wave spectrum

13 v Bandwidth of wave spectrum

14 S, Significant steepness

15 Y, Peak enhancement factor (JONSWAP spectrum)
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Table 2. Coefficients of least square fitting with 15 variables

Coefficient Variable Value
Bo Intercept -0.55530
B, G, 2.58880
B, Y -0.02972
B; k 0.03551
By H, 0.32960
Bs T, 0.06693
Be H,; -0.06276
B, H,,, -0.54246
Bs H,. 0.12894
By Ty, 0.02731
Bio H, -0.76839
By T. 0.19151
Bis T, -0.02647
Bis v -0.39979
Bis S, 18.20003
Bis Yy -0.02612
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] oA oS 1IN, oPRISTL 157] ] A
Fokr2 715kl #HAaAlEH (least square method)yS ARES]O O]
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Al Prediction with 15 variables Table 3. Errors of least square fitting of abnormality index with 15
24 variables (MSE=1.28E-03, SSE=6.16E-02)

ID Al Al prediction SE SE rank  SE % error

,t 4 221 231 1.07E-02 1 17.3%
C 17 2.02 1.94 6.80E-03 2 11.0%
S 38 137 1.43 4.03E-03 3 6.5%
S 11 1.50 1.56 355E-03 4 5.8%
5 25 153 1.59 3.42E-03 5 5.6%
< 34 1.88 1.82 3.083E-03 6 5.00%
15- 20 1.63 1.57 3.044E-03 7 4.94%
28 1.60 1.65 3.025E-03 8 4.91%
6 142 1.37 2.995E-03 9 4.86%
129 s s 21 04 12 134 1.39 2.525E-03 10 4.10%
Al 40  1.49 1.45 1.732E-03 11 2.81%
Fig. 1. Least square fitting of 48 data with 15 variables. Shaded zone 14 1.83 1.79 1.721E-03 12 2.79%
represents 95% confidence interval of the fitting. (MSE=0.001284, 48  1.50 1.54 1.356E-03 13 2.20%
r=0.984). 39 175 1.72 1.164E-03 14 1.89%
15 160 1.57 1.146E-03 15 1.86%
24 172 1.69 1.138E-03 16 1.85%
- X0i- P Suuar = M an’, 31 153 1.56 1.112E-03 17 1.81%
_ — 30 1.48 1.51 1.080E-03 18 1.75%
Syar = RO Al =4l @ 1.46 8.148E-04 19 1.32%
oPAIS) B8] A 8 09842 FOTEH ALl 41 136 1.39 8.008E-04 20 1.30%
o - AT = 37 1.54 1.51 6.790E-04 21 1.10%
2 dAshs As & 5 vk A At 19l Be-E AL 21 1.59 1.57 6.178E-04 22 1.00%
2 ZAEIL oo mAE HE 370 959, AlFT 44 136 1.38 5.903E-04 23 0.96%
7He UpERAT] 9  1.65 1.63 5.594E-04 24 0.91%
Table 301] EﬂOlEi D owx]T 23k, AT AHSE)SH 2 3152 1.50 5362E-04 25 0.872/0
I e i
7l Hlole & 7 Alwext 7 & SATE 2 AR o) 5 1.68 1.66 3.292E-04 29 0.53%
B2 ZAESI) o] & ID-4, 17, 46 WolElol: rogue waver} 5 43 1.56 1.58 2.696E-04 30 0.44%
3o} 931 Fig. 1914 7K 9220 9lx= 37]19] Hojx] sHoldt 23 1.33 1.35 2.599E-04 31 0.42%
0,
Stk Rogue wavh Bat D4 A5k kg oo 00 00 THER S
wopw, ID-170] 7 WA 2 AP AR Kela glek ofef wkall ;) g 139 2050E-04 34 0.33%
ID-46 HloJE= ml-¢- 22 7 @25 BRIt} ID-4¢} ID-17714) 33 147 1.46 2.033E-04 35 0.33%
@2} 28%2 AA|BkAL Y= AL H 4 9ok 16 1.40 1.39 1.427E-04 36 0.23%
9219 Aake AR D404 AA| o)RG= 22120 27 1.51 1.52 1.128E-04 37 0.18%
25 0|50 FHE 231, QA7 Y 2 AoeE Ao 2 135 1.34 7.478E-05 38 0.122/0
L0102 e Ak el A Tl SRR
O] A= 2.0201d] SlSFE A2 1.940]37, ID-460014= A A o] 35 1.51 1.50 4.827E-05 41 0.08%
ARG 22791 o= ke 2270t} 91714 D47} B}l 7} 18 148 1.49 3.787E-05 42 0.06%
7V AL}, o] A2 gho] 1 2 22791 ID-462) A=A w7} 46 227 2.27 2.445E-05 43 0.04%
932 3AAA Auje} =+ o1x]5]r~ AL B 2= o)t} o] AR 8 1.58 1.58 2.414E-05 44 0.04%
0,
B S R - S
e oI5k TVQ“"W ’\}‘%L S& 0% ke 45 1.56 156 6.509E-07 47 0.00%
1 167 1.67 1.886E-08 48 0.00%

2.3 WXAS
tlo]E] &) ANF=EH (resampling methody> A SAEA ] (James er al.[2015])). FH2] A5 &l AA) HolHE skEAE
olEle] AT F7HARI ARE A=t AREE= 24T (training set)?d 7 FAIE (test set)? LFFO] WAFAZ(cross validation,
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LOOCV(Leave One Out Cross Validation), -
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A w9 Hiole] & n-170E ShrtlelE = ARSskaL, vA] 171
o] HloJE S F7hell AREtTE. o] IE A w7l dlelElel A}l

A WAHS (k-fold Cross Validation)] Bo] AL} LOOCVE & 28-S 3t} LOOCVE Hdk(bias)o] 22 o] Q1o 1A
Table 4. Result of LOOCV with 15 variables
ID Training error (SE) Training error rank Al Prediction Actual Al Test error (SE) Test error rank
4 0.0003 48 2.65 221 0.1929 1
6 0.0011 46 1.27 1.42 0.0223 2
17 0.0011 47 1.90 2.02 0.0151 3
38 0.0012 45 1.48 1.37 0.0119 4
28 0.0012 42 1.68 1.6 0.0062 5
12 0.0012 40 1.34 1.42 0.0061 6
25 0.0012 44 1.53 1.61 0.0060 7
5 0.0013 31 1.68 1.61 0.0056 8
11 0.0012 43 1.5 1.57 0.0053 9
20 0.0012 41 1.63 1.56 0.0053 10
34 0.0012 39 1.88 1.81 0.0047 11
15 0.0013 35 1.6 1.54 0.0034 12
14 0.0013 38 1.83 1.77 0.0032 13
30 0.0013 34 1.48 1.53 0.0030 14
48 0.0013 36 1.5 1.55 0.0030 15
46 0.0013 12 2.27 2.32 0.0028 16
31 0.0013 33 1.53 1.58 0.0026 17
40 0.0013 37 1.49 1.44 0.0024 18
3 0.0013 29 1.52 1.47 0.0023 19
39 0.0013 32 1.75 1.70 0.0023 20
21 0.0013 27 1.59 1.55 0.0017 21
24 0.0013 30 1.72 1.68 0.0016 22
7 0.0013 15 1.7 1.66 0.0013 23
47 0.0013 22 1.38 1.42 0.0013 24
36 0.0013 28 1.49 1.45 0.0013 25
41 0.0013 26 1.36 1.40 0.0013 26
37 0.0013 25 1.54 1.51 0.0012 27
44 0.0013 24 1.36 1.39 0.0010 28
9 0.0013 23 1.65 1.62 0.0009 29
29 0.0013 21 1.39 1.42 0.0006 30
10 0.0013 20 1.39 1.42 0.0006 31
13 0.0013 19 1.49 1.51 0.0006 32
23 0.0013 18 1.33 1.35 0.0006 33
2 0.0013 16 1.79 1.77 0.0005 34
43 0.0013 17 1.56 1.58 0.0005 35
33 0.0013 13 1.47 1.45 0.0004 36
42 0.0013 14 1.47 1.45 0.0003 37
27 0.0013 10 1.51 1.52 0.0002 38
16 0.0013 11 1.4 1.39 0.0002 39
22 0.0013 9 1.35 1.34 0.0001 40
32 0.0013 8 1.6 1.59 0.0001 41
35 0.0013 7 1.51 1.50 0.0001 42
8 0.0013 5 1.58 1.57 0.0001 43
19 0.0013 4 1.73 1.72 0.0001 44
18 0.0013 6 1.48 1.49 0.0001 45
26 0.0013 3 1.42 1.42 0.0000 46
45 0.0013 2 1.56 1.56 0.0000 47
1 0.0013 1 1.67 1.67 0.0000 48
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glo]E] g=o dIsl= ARES $=3l5)7] wFo] Aalefo] Wrl=tk  Table 6. (a) 3-fold CV: Case 1 (Training)

o) o} k-4 ﬂ]].74z_% A "o E vt 9712 7}; ID Al Al prediction S.€. error rank
el TgOm P, o)F 1 IS Sl vhel 2w Rk T 2 o s ;
Sh= PRS- 2=3) S s} oJukA 0 2 flolE| Q] I ’ ’ e
R e e e 17]7} 46 227 227 2.31E-05 29
T Al kw5 e 108 gol ARSIt o] =telAl= ) MSE 1.51E-03
olg|e] 7|7} AA] GkobA k FHOE 3& ARESISITE (b) 3-fold CV: Case | (Test)
Table 49 LOOCVE] A3}S H7}2 2 (test error)’} 7F4 2 7 ID Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
_?"l?‘Ei ]_8 /\}\31:—5__1 _L/\] = _-]_oﬂ]jr 75]’¢£X]-(trammg EITOI‘)-J Jé 5 1.68 1.55 1.67E-02 1
12 1.34 1.41 4.89E-03 2
AT L A= 1.26E-03, 712 2 (test B A H A=
I 22 R A et erron)©] Bt A #.2 A 29 139 1.44 2.26E-03 3
6.73E-030|t}. ol= Ft Al BA7E 242} 0.0359) 0.08200] 3l MSE 2 10E-03
St} A1 0% F7Ee At ShE ety A4 eIt Rogue (c) 3-fold CV: Case 2 (Training)
wave’} 8 3709 F9-E A Hy, [D-47} H7le ) 7 1D Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
A3, ID-178 287, ID-462 16HAZ B7Fe7} 2 A8 B 5 17202 1.95 4.83E-03 !
SIt}. Rogue waveZ} E3HER] 2 ID-6°] 7+ RIAZ 7ol 7k 28 1.60 1.67 4.61E-03 2
. - 4 2.21 2.27 3.39E-03 4
A el it o] A% rogue wave’t E3HE AlSAE MSE L 13E-03
5 ID-47137belle)7t 7Hg Am, A o gl ghel 2.32% 7} (d) 3-fold CV: Case 2 (Test)
T oIATE 7H= ID-462 7|7} e Absel] vlsiA ID Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
97] ore AL B 2= oIt} 5 1.68 1.45 5.10E-02 I
Table 5°lli= 3-fold CVeIIA] rogue wave”} &5 B 7o) 1 1.50 1.61 1.25E-02 2
46 2.27 2.29 3.84E-04 11
Eof| 33k = 9l Y] A= RIS Case 12> K= rogue MSE S 9RE.04

waveZt Bl H|elE] ol 331 0] S1a1, 7HlolE ez Gl el (e) 3-fold CV: Case 3 (Training)

th. Case 2~4= 2719] rogue wave’} S5 HloE 7} 323 a1, v ID Al Al prediction s.€. error rank
A 1709] rogue waver EH7HHo|E]ol] ¥ 7H9-o]t}. Case 5~7 36 1.49 1.43 3.64E-03 1
& 1789] rogue waver} sElo|Ele]l 23k a1, VR] 2709 rogue 4 2.21 2.27 3.25E-03 3
wavel= H7FHo|Elo] E3E A9olt). Case 8 SgElolEe 0 227 227 8.05E-06 28
- MSE 8.53E-04
rogue wave’} E3HE 0] QK] okar, H7FHolE]oll 3709 rogue wave () 3-Told CV: Case 3 (Test)
7t % o]tk Case 02 = OB S SHHOJE R AR ID Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
g 7395w wlashy] fleliA Esigict 38 1.37 1.46 7.75E-03 1
Table 614 A2 55 W B7ho AT} oA7) 2 Akgl 38 21 159 151 7.07E-03 2
Aol talol, ogAE, oS ASA, Ao ul oab g 1T 202 193 R :
& HitAlE-2 A9} o] EAISHATE. Table 60l 9] rogue v sLiat
(g) 3-fold CV: Case 4 (Training)
waveZb KU Sl Eel] 23] glom ID-468] B b = ID Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
217} 29991 Z1& & 5= U}, Table 6¢9} Table 9dollA = ID-17 17 2.02 1.97 2.68E-03 1
9] rogue wavei= %] 391 <tell Q1A TRE 9= A 39 Qe 41 1.36 1.40 1.42E-03 2
s85]o] Q4] Sk, Eell Eakele] TASIITH Rogue wave’t 46 227 2.27 1.53E-05 26
FHE 30 AE F D49} ID-172 tfFE A4S @A} A4 MSE 3.55E-04
b, ID-460) F9t oAV} BaeAl oAt 2 9 PR
e = ID Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
Aok Als = 7 olek 4 221 2.66 2.03E-01 1
Rogue waveZ} A 73-9- oA o&AE TEA R 30 1.48 1.43 2.29E-03 2
#41817] 91814, Table 79+ Table 691 EAIE F 9714 750l A 40 1.49 1.45 1.84E-03 3
rogue wave’} X3 ID-4, 17, 462] 3711]¢] 9] 549 ol MSE 1.32E-02
Table 5. Cases of Rogue waves in 3-fold CV
Data Case 1 Case 2 Case 3 Case 4 Case 5 Case 6 Case 7 Case 8 Case 0
Train 4,17, 46 4,17 4,46 17, 46 4 17 46 4,17, 46

Test - 46 17 4 17, 46 4,46 4,17 4,17,46 Tl




Table 6. continued
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(i) 3-fold CV: Case 5 (Training)

ID Al Al prediction s.e. s.e. rank
4 2.21 227 3.81E-03 1
29 1.39 1.44 2.70E-03 2
28 1.6 1.65 2.56E-03 3
MSE 9.21E-04
(j) 3-fold CV: Case 5 (Test)
ID Al Al prediction s.e. s.e. rank
38 1.37 1.51 1.9EE-02 1
17 2.02 1.92 1.01E-02 4
46 2.27 2.36 8.23E-03 5
MSE 5.90-03
(k) 3-fold CV: Case 6 (Training)
ID Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
17 2.02 1.98 1.63E-03 1
1 1.67 1.70 8.28E-04 2
31 1.53 1.56 8.01E-04 3
MSE 2.48E-04
(1) 3-fold CV: Case 6 (Test)
ID Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
4 2.21 2.70 2.37E-01 1
30 1.48 1.42 4.15E-03 2
46 2.27 222 2.56E-03 3
MSE 1.58E-02
(m) 3-fold CV: Case 7 (Training)
ID Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
34 1.88 1.85 7.86E-04 1
9 1.65 1.63 6.08E-04 2
46 2.27 2.27 2.17E-05 27
MSE 2.03E-04
(n) 3-fold CV: Case 7 (Test)
ID Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
4 2.21 2.63 1.77E-01 1
17 2.02 1.93 7.31E-03 2
6 1.42 1.36 3.87E-03 3
MSE 1.20E-02
(o) 3-fold CV: Case 8 (Training)
ID Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
14 1.83 1.80 8.25E-04 1
41 1.36 1.39 7.34E-04 2
26 1.42 1.44 5.42E-04 3
MSE 1.99E-04
(p) 3-fold CV: Case 8 (Test)
ID Al Al prediction s.e. error rank
4 2.21 2.58 1.37E-01 1
17 2.02 1.90 1.40-02 2
46 2.27 2.19 6.19-03 3
MSE 1.04E-02

Ao Al eabs FABI AL, vpAut oll= 7F @ 4ke ok
AlBISAEE. ©] TablelA rogue waveZ| E5Ho[E] o) 323k 749+
go= FAISISITE. Table 8°lli= Table 78] A¥bE Fd4 0= 4
1Y) Qe 2z} IDE 9A19] 1719 case £YE L EXKEO R
FAIE SISITE Table 89X @A7F &F w07 915 BAY
o whebA A2 AF @A) A Z1E vl

Table 72} 8914, 22}2] §Ho] 7)== 22 =M E case 3, case 2
TI8]3L case 1°]t}. 18|31l @2F0) 3] 277t AR K case
6°] 7F¢ A3 52 case 4, case 7] A& & F U} 4871 |
OJE]E FF AR Case 0°] 7P 22 @Af= Hol#] ¢kor, 3
Tt GRS @AFE Hol= s & 4 9lrh Case 19] A9+ BE
rogue wave’} S5 HoElol]l So] glon} o Ao oS e}
359191 & & 5 SAHk Rogue wave} ShssH|ofEf ol As] 23
wo] QA & case 8] AA|S o dAFTE 6911 A B 9l
t} Case 32 7l D B2 HU2ks 1D-49} ID-462] 227} 7}
& Aom] ID-1791M %= F3F olae] exbE 7= Ale & o 3l
Tk 3714 & 714] T3 A2 case 6°2F ID-1745F slrH|o]E o]l
=01 Sl A-gelth. o] A7t 7k £ @AFE KolW, rogue wave
7} hsdlelelel] M E3E o] QA 92 case 8WTFH & @A
HRIth WS Ak 017 tloE] T D47} 1A oS5 g
7Hg F ek vlolElRl 218 RojFErh 18]l ID-17¢] dlldehe
rogue waver= rogue wave SISE o] QA1 FA| & 7ksAdo] Sl

Ao 7 Pekert,

X oo R

338 B

B =Rof| 4= rogue waveZ} S 48719 e} AlSAFE A
AL 15709] BA FAFE o]g3le] oA FE S5k v
3|7 Rl 5t ATE T oA AS5A] e}l g
AT 0.984% o7} sl AT & IXeh= Z1e & 4 U9t

tlo]E19] A5 (resampling)S 1814 LOOCVS} k-fold CVE
AMg-810] WA (Cross ValidationyS <3313t LOOCV 23}
oAM= ID-49} ID-170] & A4 faisl o, o347t 7
T ID-46& A2 oaks feke A B 4 Uitk 33 makzd
% AYE rogue wave’} Sls5HlolE] H= FrtlolE ol &3 4%
o W g7 4R EF3A oA A5 eakE A5
th R o 2= volH7}F WeTs QAP SoluE As e
T Ao, rogue waveZt 2E3HE Hlo|Ele) disiA] E<F et}
7texaks: FEA HAFS o), BE diojElE SrulolE R AR
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Table 7. Comparison of square errors in 3-fold CV on freak wave occurrence

ID Case 1 Case 2 Case 3 Case 4 Case 5 Case 6 Case 7 Case 8 Case 0
4 4.99E-03 3.39E-03 3.25E-03 2.03E-01 3.81E-03 2.37E-01 1.77E-01 1.37E-01 1.07E-02
17 9.19E-03 4.83E-03 5.03E-03 2.68E-03 1.01E-02 1.63E-03 7.31E-03 1.40E-02 6.80E-03
46 2.31E-05 3.84E-04 8.05E-06 1.53E-05 8.23E-03 2.56E-03 2.17E-05 6.19E-03 2.45E-05
SUM 1.42E-02 8.60E-03 8.29E-03 2.06E-01 2.21E-02 2.41E-01 1.84E-01 1.37E-01 1.75E-02
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Table 8. Error rank of 3-fold CV in ascending order (Small rank less error)

ID Case 1 Case 2 Case 3 Case 4 Case 5 Case 6 Case 7 Case 8 Case 0
4 4 2 1 8 3 9 7 6 5
17 7 3 4 2 8 1 6 9 5
46 4 6 1 2 9 7 3 8 5
SUM 3 2 1 8 5 9 7 6 4
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Table 1. Draupner wave data statistics (Kim [2019])
ID c Y k H, T, H,; H,. H, .. Tu,, H, T, T, Y S, Y, Al
01 1922 0.102 2.884 480 959 739 5.33 1237  10.84 7.69 9.10 11.76 0.404 0.060 2.40 1.67
02 1943 0.196 3.553 4.65 920 7.64 5.34 13.63 11.75 7.76 8.81 13.33 0.434 0.064 128 1.79
03 2790 0.253 3.132 7.10 11.88 10.85 7.85 16.49 15.05 11.14 10.81 1538 0.450 0.061 157 1.52
04 2983 0413 4.062 7.12 11.28 11.58 8.20 2558 1250 11.92 10.81 1538 0475 0.065 1.88 2.21
05 3.020 0.217 3.293 7.57 12.58 1220 8.55 2046 1429 12.04 11.53 18.18 0.461 0.058 0.76 1.68
06 2.849 0.134 2929 6.79 11.20 11.10 7.70 1574 17.80 11.37 1090 1538 0.488 0.061 1.66 1.42
07 2991 0233 2976 7.83 12.70 11.86 8.70 20.18 1552 1196 11.18 1538 0.481 0.061 1.89 1.70
08 1.730 0.162 2912 433 943 6.64 4381 10.52 9.03 6.88 883 11.76 0414 0.057 1.81 1.58
09 1.546 0.226 2999 370 791 5095 4.20 9.82 10.17 6.15 7.82 10.53 0.393 0.064 2.39 1.65
10 1.666 0.136 2.568 434 8.88 6.33 4.71 8.80 8.74 6.62 827 11.76 0.384 0.062 1.64 1.39
11 1.554 0.087 2.820 3.83 831 589 427 8.85 1127  6.19 7.83 10.53 0.428 0.065 243 1.50
12 1.522 0.177 3.067 3.69 824 6.08 4.21 8.17 9.45 6.06 797 1053 0.383 0.061 231 1.34
13 1.783 0.197 2.829 447 875 691 4.94 1030 1036 7.12 840 11.76 0.403 0.065 198 1.49
14 1788 0.138 3.056 4.51 894 6.79 4098 1241 10.15 7.14 8.06 11.76 0.480 0.070 199 1.83
15 1965 0.147 2.863 492 951 7.60 5.48 12.16 9.08 7.82 846 11.76 0490 0.070 2.50 1.60
16 1832 0.119 2.892 443 9.00 7.15 5.01 9.99 10.05 7.31 8.62 11.76 0.428 0.063 2.11 1.40
17 1.512 0.144 3.122 3.68 855 573 4.13 11.59 1144 6.01 8.15 11.76 0.435 0.058 127 2.02
18 1.586 0.085 2.797 3.89 875 6.21 4.36 9.17 10.01 632 849 11.76 0.424 0.056 1.45 148
19 1.576 0.050 3.160 3.96 8.57 6.17 4.41 10.66 9.79 628 7.87 9.52 0399 0.065 398 1.73
20 1.571 0.079 2945 376 822 6.09 427 9.94 8.62 624 809 10.53 0421 0.061 248 1.63
21 1.738 0.226 3.702 4.08 837 691 4.74 11.02 1040 6.95 834 10.53 0420 0.064 320 1.59
22 1982 0.180 2.706 5.04 9.13 7.57 5.54 1026 10.09 791 841 11.76 0.451 0.072 2.56 1.35
23 2.000 0.073 2.645 493 941 774 5.50 10.28 11.92 799 8.84 10.53 0.417 0.066 435 1.33
24 1.865 0.163 2981 479 947 7.09 5.26 12.21 9.49 743 847 11.76 0452 0.066 220 1.72
25 1.696 0.120 2.872 4.15 9.04 6.53 4.62 10.02 11.32  6.76 8.75 11.76 0.414 0.057 1.73 1.53
26 1.539 0.136 2.753 3.75 870 579 4.17 8.24 9.22 6.13 820 11.76 0.441 0.058 133 1.42
27 1.552 0.047 2984 359 817 594 4.11 8.97 1086 6.18 829 11.76 0.438 0.058 136 1.51
28 1.694 0.137 3.049 422 893 6.71 4.72 10.74  11.53 6.75 837 10.53 0.435 0.062 299 1.60
29 1.854 0.145 2.801 4.64 920 7.04 5.14 9.79 11.07 738 8.66 11.76 0.438 0.063 2.17 1.39
30 1.884 0.111 2902 4.81 1020 7.36 5.32 1087 11.65 7.52 890 13.33 0.504 0.061 1.18 1.48
31 1.566 0.112 2772 394 897 590 430 9.04 10.53 6.23 8.12 11.76 0.480 0.060 1.40 1.53
32 1.554 0.017 2.841 3.77 835 588 4.24 9.41 10.05 6.17 8.12 10.53 0.403 0.060 2.41 1.60
33 1.539 0.185 3.193 3.68 833 597 4.8 8.78 8.88 6.15 803 1053 0413 0.061 239 1.47
34 1.552 0.214 3365 3.76 8.06 5091 4.23 11.10 1026 6.17 7.87 10.53 0.413 0.064 241 1.88
35 1.641 0.123 3.015 4.02 8.13 6.38 4.52 9.63 9.66 6.56 7.84 10.53 0.406 0.068 2.79 1.51
36 1.565 0237 2846 3.85 816 597 428 8.92 8.30 624 783 1053 0422 0.065 247 1.49
37 1514 0.143 2989 3.66 826 596 4.13 9.21 9.12 6.04 809 11.76 0427 0.059 128 1.54
38 1.557 -0.103 2.613 3.86 842 596 4.27 8.14 1024 6.18 8.08 11.76 0.436 0.061 1.37 137
39 1.791 0.221 3.085 433 859 6.85 4.90 12.01 9.78 7.13 811 10.53 0403 0.069 339 1.75
40 1.947 0.117 2761 492 9.50 7.61 5.46 11.31 9.71 7.78 888 11.76 0416 0.063 246 1.49
41 1.692 0.134 2884 4.01 8.07 6.41 4.52 8.75 10.19 6.74 8.04 11.76 0.433 0.067 1.72 1.36
42 1.777 0.142 2928 430 853 6.87 4.86 10.09 10.03 7.09 825 10.53 0.428 0.067 3.34 147
43 1.587 0316 3.210 3.88 836 6.14 436 9.60 1033 633 7.92 11.76 0.439 0.065 1.46 1.56
44 1.593 0.122 2685 4.10 872 624 450 8.51 8.10 635 800 11.76 0412 0.064 147 1.36
45 1.523 0.110 2.826 3.82 8.68 593 4.27 9.23 9.39 6.06 819 10.53 0376 0.058 231 1.56
46 1.527 0.617 5286 3.69 7.19 6.10 4.27 13.87 7.98 6.08 643 952 0546 0.094 371 227
47 1811 0.154 2778 4.59 8.68 6.96 5.06 9.60 9.18 7.19 818 9.52 0.351 0.069 531 1.38
48 1907 0241 2995 464 8.65 737 522 11.06 11.87 7.59 823 10.53 0.456 0.072 3.89 1.50
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