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Abstract (optimal solution) & 7|3 B7hssich wetd U A
A mixed [P formulation is presented which concur- Yo #©I A5 L L Fge] Aol ciar AsE o}
rently routes and sequences the tasks on the MRS, ref- 2, 7okt deje] iyl THAEE 2aE 247
lecting the flexible characteristics. As a preliminary ol cjEBolw, AYAHA AL o] &3t Wy, Azt
work for the performance evaluation of the MRS, a two Aelo] 2HS F= U (71 § = A8 (suboptimal
robot system working on independent tasks is studied. solution) & wh2 A zte] T8l Balo= TAlo] Roln
Models for three types of the system capable of simple o 9lth.
error recovery function are established using queueing $H47 TS 8 BRE ‘3—._]’371]3!—\—_— Syt 7
model, and performances are evaluated and analysed. 5 AAEA (pure routing) U, &5 &4 AY =
(pure sequencing) W& CF$<>1 AREAA 4 dHAY
LoAE b el thedt @e 2ejsfor g,
HAEAQ YHAY (scheduling) & FE2 o|F A=2E AT S gcﬁs} ﬂ olmE, AT AF w 24 7
A sts A (routing) &} o]ES Aelsts &AME 23 d TAE A 3%3H°F Lid=
e F4 (sequencing) & A& F AR vhyo 1 < o] 7l Aol Ay o, FE ZAE 2dsl
2lal stk (1], oleh 2 HT whE shie 7IAY 5 oF Ftr},
gol @ AxE AUHE AEY AASE Yo st S BT (tool) RE Aol chyt Eajo] Wasith
Geme, REs) Boolt 7 BHYU T (versatil- Zy Aol AYE N A4} A S OlEE o
ityl 2F Tl (flexibility) & W& ;sta] ok Azt el JIAIE 2o EAY "wert odch
E 42 sk & w=EolME MRS(Multiple Robot System) - F RREY ?1‘&3}?;! o AR T A B8 ¢ 2
of A &stsl i3t AAAY FA FFE doth, o & JEEIRE o F AlZbol AR Z olF AH o Heljo}
whejste] Hedt £ wiAle] AP & FAlol nysts dFA st
Y BA2]E EYAs+AYY (nixed Integer Programming) 2.2 MRS P29 £33 9 He HWiE 93 71
o8 A3 g} MRSY: T 2AA 7} mjeE] A" }cd a1y o g st
R MRS A% BIHE 8 MRSE U F 2] MPS(Multiple 7) Wi ol 713 AUAMRSE sl e W nst ¢
Processor System) 2. & & 4 ¢lr}, Mpsof= o7tz 22 o ZHEV 2] Q&7 M= ;-;E 2Hst7 $18)M
7b elont AA FAANEZ s 5 ook e =83 ZF T HEY 44E 7td Rd g Agysjop wrl
3t" (loosely coupled)MPSoll ClERS 21w AyH BRE7 #=33E 2A¢(task) 2 vt ZRE} A
(tightly coupled)MPSO|T}. Hxals= M4 e delelg 7|8 ol & £ gle 54 A 2 4L F& o] qrt.
© 2 (message based) EBA3IH s B A= F4 Adels thy] cofE ZREQ Al = 5 g
(Performance Index)E+ TR MM 7Ee] o Ael. TEM A (coordinate task)Z} 2] Al zbe] w=xjof TAQdE &} 2t
zre]l #BF Al TaMAde] AR U Fol d& F+ dth Y (time sequential task), T} RHE2| Aefo] BAg=
Fabz FE3te wRe B ] Mg FA3 o) {} Z}C;J (constraint task) &2 1% < glt}.
ol = &% i s(comon bus)yAls], Aty a¥ T U%G AU WSS HHT] A RSB Lol
(crossbar  switch)WM 4], % ®HA/TiE  #Rz éﬁ!ﬂ MPSE ZHESID Bl Fo mug gyt oy
(multibus/multiport memory)%2][5] Sol el 2219 A o ZEREy £3lsjol ¥ WaEo] Fo wWE A} (cutsomer)
B "ol A REE AaE (throughput), BHE Al ZH(response 7b =l sl Al (server)E EREJL Hrl o7 18y
time) AM&-E(utilization) Sol ATHs]. iy Wyl AEE AA AY B8 03 A Ay ¥5,
4% FUHE S8 Y 5 ole 2L ot} 9 A8 Asfstel & wal 4ol J)oigt Soluh. e
ow E¥ w3t cpgsiawt £2 o9 Rd. HEe o Fe 53 AYeR sla Foo THEJ ALY HLE
(Petri Net), u}323 2 Ql(Markov Chain) Fo} wo] A1.&% Ao st w3 AJAH 3]]»L~|E s e S B
=8 t}. 1) 2HE A8 Azte] X (distribution)s 2| %
2. A3 wpA &3 (exponential dxstrlbutlon)‘)]t} 2) HE & H43=
2.1 BRE AAAYe] =3 EFdle 2RI dAskA) derh 3) EXEC {7 W
AAAY B 2N 7L JZEE NP hard BHOE 3} Y& Y Atk FEHE 3 ZEREE 2SR Eabch
dwrdel 2 Fmel Ealojzi &Y 4+ As A % 0% BT A olfelAA gl
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3. MRS9] ‘Q’g?ﬂg
3.1 B 43

BEHE JdFAY EAE 53 3 242F oy 72
E o+ 2tk RA EF o) iy A wel dAAY
EAE 2 A2 wyel 2A wepAch. Yo REo =
ot Ao HYsE T YA AY (dynanic scheduling)
A7 g, 2E BFo] A o]y How A
A A AFAY (static scheduling) EHF ZA Sc}
of ez 2REQ £ 7t 2REL %, 2o ey,
g Azl A, 27 AME A5-So met AR AY B
2 E=rt wtelAled (8], B =Rz g ge

EF I8 Ak A3t ufe duidd AL S vpEch
- BA d3AY

c ERES 4 : K 7]

- ZRES 7% NE oE

L RTE

- Rk (RRE k qlo] A2l 753 &)
- RloR2 (R BEREJ 22 59 2= ztq)
- RloR2p (2E EHEJ} Helyg 4 glor} 2R e}
Ae s8] i 3Yy)
- RiaR2 (F EREQ 3% 2¢])
3.2 BEAYYS o] &3 AHAY
N7 el 2 d-g Krfe] LR Eo] Eujdle] Aelsts =M
ol BAE AeAY Yoz F¥3 ). WAy
< okt 2 onlE Adr},
ii=1.2,..., N & vehde A

k=12..., K ERES A3 H=zt
E,otice 8% DS k U BEEM ANY ojy &
£ AZe vehdn, Adsjol & HW4ES o Zrh

AAAEE Y AS M4 (0 EE 1) Xik, Yij ol Qi
zh 2t 9] A1} Al s 7 AR

Xik = 1 05 e 2HE L Adste 29
=0 2w A
Yis = 1 pas Aol Be 2REA sl Mg nc)
WA +UHE 39

=0 3wy Ae

si PR Bl Az A2

olF WAES o83 FUHY YAAY BA= vhen
2},

Minimize

Sn+r ¢ Q( X Si ) (3.1)
Subject to
2 Xik = 1 i7} non-RlaR2 2}ejel uj (3.2)
Kk
I Xik = 2 i7} Rl1aR2 &4 uwf (3.3)
K
Xik = 1 iFge] 2RE ko] YA AL (3.4)
Si 20 i=12,..., N (3.5)
Sw+s - Si 2 J Xixtik i7} non-R1aR2 2teJel wj (3.6)
K

SN+1 - Si 2 tik i7F R1aR2 2o uf (3.7)
Sj - Si 2 2 Xiktik (3.8)

K
non-RiaR2 2}¢} i7} jRT} HA AWEolof & uff
- Si 2 (3.9)
RiaR2 3¢ i7} jRTE WA Asigojol & uj
S;-Si + H(i-Yij) + H(1-Xiw) + H(1-Xjx) 2 tix (3.10)
Si-Sj + HYsj + H(I-Xik) + H(1-Xjx) 2 tjxk (3.11)

Sj tik
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izl,  JeN,  P<keK,
i.§ Ztel M3 BAT A XA G

AL (3.1) o BAH EA35oh Aok (3.6),
RE Bt} sol dEE oo} st st N+l
S Fol of &del Az Ag HxEFtozy
A g #Hagste 2HEE 9 ¥E Bk BEHy
o] FHxiygt A FEAZtele FASAT FaFH
left shift & gol7] 918} =719 ez, o 4 2y =
Mol 28 %= A] 74 chelol wia) FAY 5 ol ZHE 3L
22 3kch. 2] (3.2) £ non-RlaR2 Z#¢jo] 3}L}e] THE
of #rtElojol Frhi= Aot 2AE, 4] (3.3) & RlaR2 2
ol Tl EREC sgsofol S ilebdch. 2o
B4 23 2REd ¥PY AgL 4 3.4 2 iy
o, A (3.5) = & AL A3 A el uigt stargkE A
T 4 (3.8) 2 (3.9) & AYENY BF BAA o
3t AHobg omsti=ol, RloR2p 2 ge] A% oW TREo]
gt x|y} njHolmE 7t 2HE AN AQA] tol] ad

25

(3.7) 2
) 2t
A TR

W Xie & F3e] 1 dH Ade AeAdE FPch
A (3.10), (3.11) & T8 o] L 2R EAM 3
o Z% olEXY £A4E 3y 9T HetAolvt, M H

T tik Bot vl T ZolBE ol & A2 2y i, § 7t
22 2EREA ¥YdH Z¢ guiE sixn], 23 e
A5 Y A3l FoAuid Aokaof Mo} aleba 9
At M Yiy G F oY #Hgle] I ERECAM £
BE gt el Heojy oul g MY 4 gt
g zre]l AFEAdA iyt Heolo] A g, 5 2R
Eol Uy 9ol ¢& . 219 LAY ol ==
Hagzo] A== AWM Nel 7 (Si), 0/1 ¥4 NeKenCz 7§
(Xik, Yij) oo, AHokre] 3= 3:.N+v2:K-nC2 7} oJT}. 2
i 27 g ZE ofEy A FEAgHE HYL
Atole] AF BAZE FEsiA FojAsdl, shute AF
7} AHEH wjuic AeA 2.k , W5 1 AfTE gaskA A
th E¥, BRES Jl5o] tIE F$¢ £33 R Enlo] A
2l = e Aol EasA Hed, 53 249 shito
EREo IFAA Uy wjuich HofA 2.N-(x-1)7), ¥
T KNE ZaAdle &xst oloh
ole} o] A BEAS wtyste] Aok 4w W
Z o e ol FFAEEE o B2

an 4

o =& &
A& Zecl
+ Rl1aR2 2¢]e] =ojo] Mzl W} Aekry g 273}
deth

« BRES 71 3y FIhe o),
gt gk

- BEREZY JFol Aozt de ARE
Hl3tel B tg 7} Forsba] oberh

3.3 AlBdold Az

3.2 Aol EY HAs-AYYoE Y3 EAE s
ZUztYgel F &3] By, AlBaolde WEe AnE
Aol E 2gsta] ¢k, IBM PCE A=A myi= LINDO
& ol &3tgrt.

el Ae

3ejel

At el 28 AY (assembly plan) & 2= g
Eh® 23] 3.1 2 Pk e $= svfolm, wlgA w
EE RlaR2 2S, 3 Ho|] EAYH 5% TRE | of &

P AdE, S A2 RRE 20 ¥9d g, HAIL

e ==+ RloR2p 3 thetdcl, ERESL X 2
TE & HI, X 3.1 of 2 REEV AYS £y
doll 8% AlS ZA A

HA ZRE R, R2UE ZAdo] el A7 H2, 7 zy

o AjE AlZE VEhE 9ie) Hgeele AR HE Sl



071 e 19 747h olgH o, AefH2 46 7t HRE
drt. "™ 2AHESE 2y 3.2 of Bl 22 zq e
gdoes ZRHE £2 3riE AAZY A= 0/1 H4T)
26 SN, A akdel 7t 57 AR st Adxs
3.3 of &ql nie} gl

ole} & AXNE AJ7tx] 2 e £33 A7+ (BM
PC/AT ofl A 3R % AgEo], vzl A2 pre s
3.2 Holld B HeAY Yo s A A AAEL
T = AdSE Barh U 2o £ 1Yol w}
2} Al (3.10), (3.11) & He 2 veldAls S48 (se-
quencing) Wl Aejijo] FAF FsiA HER, B
°f w2 & Ave IF+AEY 2R EAE 175

#1% H=e] Fol Ucle] ntdFojo} & U £ Adrt.

E 3.1 EREE Y A A7
Table 3.1 Processing Time for Each Robot
[
{ 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
R1 2.5 3.4 2.0 i1 3.0 4.0 - 1.5
R2 2.1 - 2.0 1.2 3.0 3.5 2.8 -
R3 2.6 - 2.0 1.5 2.7 4.2 - -
2% 3.1 Zg AY s
Fig. 3.1 Assemble Plan
R1 I 2 T4 I 3 ‘ 3 l 8 |
0o 21 55 68 86 s w11 ¢
R2 1 [ 6 [ 1[ 3 ! 7 I
0.0 21 56 66 3.6 1.4 *
18l 3.2 8 #Yd 2 BREQ oo iyt dAAY
Fig. 3.2 Schedule for 8 Task 2 Robot Example
R1 z 4 l 8
0.0 21 55 66 93 108 °
R2 1 l 3 , 7 l
0.0 21 42 62 9.0 ¢
w15 ][5 ]
00 42 6166 5.3 '
T8 03.3 8 %Y 3 2RES oof iyt dA¥AY
Fig. 3.3 Schedule for 8 Task 3 Robot Example
4. 7Y 2 F HES 1T MRS o H% Ht

4.1 A" moa
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A7l dFstaA ste AAYE 37kx Ay aHEL
Zhzh Al awla, A AEB, AlAEC 2 Y3t O Al A o)
3 2Yg Rmda, 2o, 2uic g ok 3 418 A&
=A. B.Co} LtEl T},

1>

b) A A%

e J e
TEE

EF

a) Al AL

l |
A ARIC

2% 4.1 A2 A B CY Tz
Fig 4.1 Architecture of System A,B,C

4,171 A AwA 2ol

Al AEIAE SRS(Single Robot System)o]t}. o] 2.2 MRS
oF wji2sty] eiEl AHgtch AlA® Af] Ho mue 1y
4.2 of Liepr} glch

-7

N
a8 a2 A2RAY 7Y Y
Fig 4.2 Queueing Model of System A

4.1.2 A]2"lg 2dy

AAEIBE shute] T2 M Rl ZRES 253
= AlaFejrh Z2AA SR BEHE S 217
WlelE A FrHER e gl & T2 s
REHEOE FAd 53t 23 e gy T EI=
HRio]l 2lg £ gk BE ol Fofy 53 Alvl= A
o] Fout A HW RRE S & A8
(trajectory execution)& AA|7to] & 4 Qg w3 g
AlA el dEo] Fisliol gt FAlE 2ol slgd ASels
ztzte] 2 REJ £33l e X (server) B 2AE 3t o)
ohijet F7i7F 713 Eo Ay, 2HES AL &
ZHE R FAE A W Hasted A7 sk A7 e
Aare] Wy st zei ol AlAw] Bl Rl rYE
3 4.3 of LiElL Qlch T

23 4.3 AJ2EIBe HY 2
Fig 4.3 Queueing Model of System B



4.1.3 A|2EIC 2]
N2ElcE Z7te] BREZ AN ZRANE AT
gojd BHES SMew Fa A7m 27 TIMNE

Aot TR TR M AT} Qe o218 AEA FLzo|t)
ole}8t F 2= Alford and Belyeu[9], Luh and Zheng[10]%

of LiERLl Qe wieb o] MRSelAM 2] 7p wlo] AlgE =
TZolth ZEAAMRY FAL FEZNMI BUsic) 3
TR MM FEZEMNE FHG oldY Ao o]l44
& Rt ol A2 UxisE THEY 4 o)
S oldd FHe] Ao vty JEHoF Holg) A
of "ot Aol dFHoR HIH) ZE ZREY
2f7t B ASole FZRMAMAA FRZEHME ook}
olgo]l WAt o] 2K npHIIAE Ui Y42 i)
wh TEEHMQ} —‘?—E HAM7E M2 F18 Bods sl
stz B3} cp2 "EEHW—E
= alrh A1) 3} 44.2)q
AAE o 7o By o

A A0l B Alo] 2o
W 4.4 of UelL} gich.
oA Ag el

qiE=d
2% 44 Aa"c 79 2y
Fig 4.4 Queueing Model of System C

f(n) =kl n+ k2 (kl.k2¥ 3L As) (4.1)
g(n) = k3 n + k4 (k3, k4= JAL Ars) (4.2)
4.2, A Ao

WA of7lolN TEoE
o Uetjeict.

N Fold W A4
2]

AEHE B4 Y g0l g

ty 2 BRE 18] 3 A7 8] &(service rate)

uz @ BHE 28] £330 A1zt v & (service rate)

a - WHE U BHE|0R Ady:= ¥F

y : HEL IH £ TRE|) 287 Ny BE

5 HES I suYn ERE] oHT A BE

teon ¢ AA MY AT AT

Per 1 A% MAuiz doid &

Pab : ERE] 2 ZF 7 wl glo] A¥URTY HE

Par1 @ EHEL 27} %Aloﬂ L2F URY ¥E

Pip : ZREN @77} dgloy R Ev0A L
A Agasy ¥

PR+ REE201M 277} dANY RRE oA L
2 ARugy ¥5

Pit 1 EEE0N WA 277} WSt UnjA] HHS
TRE2Z A 2BUY A TRE2A 287}
WAsts #E

Piz @ ERE200M WA 77 Ut UojA] HHE
EHEIZ &7 £9%d iy TRE oA 257}

wAdste ¥E
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Cen : A3 Myf7} YAStd Ay Aasix] X3 dyd A
2] 7]chgk

Cab © BE Pin7 A7E F %ol AN B3k T 3
2 el Jigt

Cva : HE PF 7} MNe Aol AW GEshx] TE

A8 Avl(service failure)t Folzl HEZ AP A¥Y
fwata] EBite ASE Uity IHMES Y A #E
ole} gtr}, A|A®IA ZHFol= ERET} ey o gloeng
L F(error)7t A7ld o2 AW Azt g Al a"Bv
AlA®IcE el RREC /7 Ardels ofE ERE
oA deEsm AlAd 4 gt

Hyg A3 UFE A ZH(average completion time)S A3
Aufzl g 2S¢ FoAR BFE& AR +¥sted AHele
Al zke] A chx]eltt.
4.2.1 2HAe] By

229 teom, Psr, Cond THE A1(4.3) oA A (4.5)
of iiett 9lch
1
tecom = N —— (4.3)
yis
N-1
Psf:_iio y(l-7r) =1 - (1-7)¥ (4.4)
N-1
Crn = go (1-7)iy(N-1) (4.5)
4.2.2 B2dBe] &4
RHBolM AFEE = EA ol thg3 e RS0 ar}
Pui : BEEC] BEHEIS B3 U H2Y HYE
Puz : WHEo] 2RE2E T3 AY U5y ¥E
P AW AN 9E 3 BREIS Sl 49 @
Y #E
g AR Aurt Qs ¢ TRE2S E3 A o
23 35

2gplA ZREL2 BE oF gl ¥3 48 A

SuY HEL PLHIE VERE

P(i) ~(a(l~714(1--a)(l<8))‘ (4.6)
8B & Pap = P(N) o] St}

Pab = {a (1-7)+(l-a)(1-5)}N (4.7)
toon T8t71 913 Pibn, PRa. Pur, Puz. p, 5& 739
ofefel 2]z} )

N-1

b = ar X (1-F)IN-ip(i) (4.8)

1=0

Pta = (1~} & Z (1 FINTIP(i) (4.9)

=0

Puy = a(l-r )P(N 1) + Pga (4.10)

Puz = (1- a)(l &IP(N-1) + Pzp (4.11)

Pi1
p = - (4.12)
Pui « Puz
Puz
q = - (4.13)
o mae 2k Ha am o Ilel )

il - -5 -stage paratie server
oes 33 o8 33 4 el suvey
T

qels * peliz
tavg = (4.14)
Hiepl2
Pba Pab
tecom = Ntavg + + (4.15)
(Puy +Puz stz (Pus+Puz) 121 .
P?f&} Crna 73H7] Y84 P33, PE3. Cab. Chae & 3%
N- N-i-1 _

Pas = ar & X% [P(i) z [(-5)4]] (4.16)

i=0 Jj=0



_ N-1 N-i-1
PBZ = (~e) 8y 2 [PU) X [(1-9)i)]  (4.17)
i=0 J=0
Pst = PiF + PE: (4.18)
N-1 N-i-1 )
Cab = a7 d }:O[P(i) Z [(-8YWN-i-9)1) (4.19)
1= J=
N-1
Cha = (I-@) &y Z [P(i) ¥ [(1-7)i(N-i-§)]1] (4.20)
i=0 i=0
Cem = Cab + Cba (4.21,

4.2.3 29 ce] £4
“‘éCCﬂM Abgste EAE A e|shy ofzfe} ok

nl: FZEAMN ERElY ZZHNE ol$¥
BHe As
n2 @ FLZH Mo ZTRHE22] ZZAMME o|4H

By A%

aeB2 ni3h n2¢] e No| Hch.

Par1 1 BEREL 27} 520 2771 wddls B#E
s(i) ¢ Halo = 4] 33
nes (1) f]iiig]_;ﬂ;iﬂ;;ﬂjﬂ% a‘q‘yuﬁ?;]ﬂ%ﬂf
nbs (i) = min { INT( i ), n2} (4.22)

ERE20]4 15{'110 mao] 98 go] AlMyY
o EREzolA AyY WA yn»«,; PG ES:

L
nas(i) = min { INTC § 2 ) . nl) (4.23)

B B g ﬁ—“—i*“**i

nas{(i) ¢

Datb °

Natb = 7 Z (nl D1-7r)i(1- 8)

iiEl"ﬂ ”AJ ’%%

L%Z"HC‘F
n2- nas(l +1}

5 }; (n2 D1-8)i(1-7) (4.25)
: ilyizxoﬂxi AA 2 {7t BAAA] A A7

(4.24)

Nbta : FLEMAE

Nbta =
tae

nl - natp
tae = ———— (4.26)

2REA B Rt AAYAA A A
7 ehzt

-~ Nhta
tbe = —

z#‘ Pavdl A A A 714 A
S8 P 2% AA AN 749 Ao
L wE PR AT AN AR e 7oA
5 ©] 83l tconsab, teon /Fa s T3P

tbho :

(4.27)

toomsab
tcoms3b °

tcon/Fa

91 EAE
2 gt
Pab = (1-9 )01

tcoardb,
th
(1-5)n2

= kIeN + k2 + max{ nl/ 1 , n2/ 02 }

(4.28)
(4.29)

toomsab

ni-1
Pip = o (1-6)n2 3 (1-9)i(1-§)eti (4.30)
i=0

Vel ZHE AN 257 AN YYUEY 2RE22} F
2] xef(idle state) oltd A3l 7 Al Zbof AL x| 3to]

Syxjojof glrh Y ITE tae + k3enats + kd7} n2/ 2

Hrel a4
teomssb = KI*N+k2+tae+k3 natb+kd+kl-natbr+k2+natv/ 02
(4.31)
a8 4g& Afede
nZ + natb
tecoms¥b = kl°N+k2+ + klsnatb+k2
2
(4.32)
-1
PEa = & (1-p )™ Z (1-&)i(L~y)n2-i (4.33)
i=0
E i BRE2N {7 WA ARG ZREZT
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Fral4del(idle state) o]H AW KB A o] JHE A

o] X¥tx]ojol Flr}. THEZ the+ k3-nbta + k47} nl/ e

B a9

tecomsBa = K1-N+tk2+tbe+k3 nbtatkd+klenbra+tk2+nbta/ 12y
(4.34)

agA UdE Ayl

nl + nbta

tecomsFa = k1eN+k2+ + klenbtatk2
M
(4.35)
Pab tcomnsab  Pab tcamsab Pba tconsFa
tecom = + +

Pab+Pab+PFa Pab+Pibn+PFa Pnb*P‘:MPB‘a( )
4.36
Zpa o] otel A (4.37)0l A A (4.44)0)

. nbs (i)
(1-7r)i(1-4)

Psf-ﬁ- Crmﬁ 5l

nl-1
ré X

(4.37)

0

I - npsl(i*l) N-i-nbs(i+1)-1
[(1-7)i(1-8) Z 1-43)4]]
0 =0

Pa11 =

=

Pab = 7 &

(4.38)
-1 nas{i+1) N-i-nas(i+1)-1
[(1-6)‘(1“7’) 2 [-y)9]]

Jj=

Pba =

..M:’

or

Pa11 + Piv + F53 () (4.4
sl
(N-nbs(i)-i)]

Pst =
nl-1 np

Cail = 7 & ZU[(F?’)‘(l*ﬁ)
i=

(4.41)
5 1
Reefyel) S

" al-l
Cab= 7‘628(1 r)i(1-4)

N-i
b
3=0

nbe(i+1)-1
(1- )3 (N-nbs (i)

(4.42)
n2-1 nas(i+1) N-i-nas(i+l)-1
Cba= 6‘7*2[(1 Fri(1-7) LO[(I-))J(N nasli)-i-j)1]
=0 =

(4.43)

Crm = Calt *+ Cab + Coa (4.44)

4.2.4 Ag A9

A2 T AL Zholl chiste] Axs) R 27438
A3 B}l of7[ A AFRY S =0.001. §=0.001, N
1000, wmi1=pz=1, @=0.5 o} Rwcoll A niz} n29] u|:=
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