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Yty 0 Pattern Search 7|2 & & 7 response space Yol HA3j=xlHA 011]—‘5_- %7]
kel whel B 4 H( 10061 Optlma)oﬂ Wiz} 7] 4o o rje 27|35t *47’“"10] Ay ol
F2 Optimad ©HM3I UFS 4 + och o] Mol 409 AFE Y A PC386,
Mz 71FS A1R3121& wl Pattern Searchi= ¢F 553, SCEZ|H& o 48 20x71 245 o]
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Mor*

month condi. Pattern Search SCE
phit ph2 thetal theta2 phit ph2 thetat theta2
1 w/ init. 0.6243 0.1907 -0.0001 -0.0001 0.6240 0.1909 0.0001 -0.0001
wj/o init. 0.6240 0.1910 0.0000 0.6240 0.6241 0.1908 0.0001 -0.0000
2 w/ init, 0.5078 0.2430 -0.0660 0.0001 0.5076 0.2433 -0.0658 0.5076
w/o init. 0.5077 0.2430 -0.0660 0.0000 0.5071 0.2437 -0.0683 -0.0001
3 w/ init. 0.2629 0.2472 -0.0879 0.0581 0.2621 0.2476 -0.0880 0.0583
w/o init. 0.2618 0.2485 -0.0883 0.0590 0.2618 0.2499 -0.0888 0.0557
4 w/ init. 0.2233 -0.0121 0.0695 0.0133 0.2288 -0.0131 0.0676 0.0111
w/o init. 0.2250 -0.0099 0.0750 0.0000 0.2287 -0.013t 0.0605 0.0153
5 w/ init. 0.6045 0.1057 0.0281 0.0144 0.6047 0.1057 0.0280 0.0143
wjo init. 0.6048 0.1055 0.0283 0.0145 0.6052 0.1059 0.0284 0.0113
6 w/ init. 01777 -0.0057 0.1470 -0.1464 0.1856 -0.0086 0.1418 0.1856
w/o init. 0.1750 -0.0055 0.1500 -0.1500 0.1854 -0.0086 0.1425 0.1854
7 w/ init. 0.1274 0.0110 -0.0130 -0.0083 0.1278 0.0111 -0.0132 0.1278
w/o init. 0.1275 0.0110 -0.0130 -0.0085 0.1278 0.0111 -0.0134 -0.0087
8 w/ init. -0.0381 0.0001 0.0162 0.1054 -0.0344 -0.0003 0.1393 0.0885
w/o init. -0.0500 -0.0001 0.1250 -0.0500 -0.0453 -0.0005 0.1250 0.0785
9 w/ init. 0.3453 -0.0120 0.1160 0.0051 0.3416 -0.0113 0.1125 0.3416
w0 init. 0.3408 -0.0115 0.1133 0.3408 0.3404 | -0.0112 0.1141 0.3404
10 w/ init. 0.4915 0.2161 -0.0843 -0.0506 0.4951 0.2132 -0.0992 -0.0392
w/o init. 0.4883 0.2198 -0.0850 -0.0385 0.4915 0.2187 -0.0882 0.4915
11 w/ init. 0.6879 0.0893 -0.1048 -0.1258 0.6768 0.1045 -0.1039 -0.1328
wj/o init. 0.6875 0.0899 -0.1048 -0.1253 0.6837 0.0998 -0.1080 0.6837
12 w/ init. 0.7760 -0.0155 -0.0507 -0.0483 0.7726 -0.0114 -0.0462 -0.0585
wj/o init, 0.7750 -0.0143 -0.0503 -0.0510 0.7740 -0.0133 -0.0467 -0.0556
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2. AAME «E SR
1

month 2 3 4 5 6

condi. P.S. SCE P. S. SCE P. S. SCE P. S. SCE P. S. SCE P.S. SCE
w/ init. 17.354 17.354 | 22683 | 22683 | 3B.045| 38.045| 45969 45969 | 30.163| 30.162 | 44.720 | 44.729
w/o init. 17.354 17.354 | 22.683 | 22.671 38.045| 38.042( 45969 | 45969 30.160 | 30.165 | 44.731 44.696
diff.(%) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.053 0.000 0.008 0.000 0.000 0.010 -0.010 -0.004 0.074

month 7 8 9 10 1 12
condi. P.S. SCE P S. SCE P. 8. SCE P.S. SCE P.S. SCE P.S. SCE
w/ init. 49.032 | 49.029 | 48.361 47.421 43.539 | 43639 | 32865 32865 | 20.396| 20.158 18.116 18.076
w/o init. 49.031 49.031 47649 | 47.773 | 43.610 | 43593 | 32.865| 32.865] 20.405| 20.311 18.102 18.091

diff(%) | 0002] ©000a| 1472| 0742 -0.163| 0105| 0000] 0.000] -0.044] -0759| 0077 -0.083
&) diff.+= Pattern Search A& 7|Z8U& o Ariex}
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PARMAR o] w4 At o] HRY 4 glvt, Exl, Ty #3] vt BEL ojspHs
& WAt e AdA A AHo] gl Pattern Search 7Ho] Y% 3ol oz
ok Alal, FM Aol HiE= ulel o] XIS AMET F HAME Joju dojyer o
& 2R & F HASls Aolul HFA}= vlx3l 2R Pattern Search 7] -& A}&3id e}
E 2713k A8 ©AE Ay 4= glo] FapAolct.  uUlxl, PARMA(Z,2)MM & o, ¢, 6, 6; BF
uizie] oiaidast 21y @My e g A Ay gleong ujsfH4r) olRrl A PARMA(L, 1),
PARMA(1,2), PARMA(2,1) Rl 2 HY7YE& AH&3e £ A}E 7|ciy 5 Qch
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