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TSR Overflow Ingress/In Egress/Out Dela_x_
EQ 0 103809 12426 0.000275 -
El 0 50416 19827 0000274 -
E2 0 39537 31895 - 0.000272 .
E3 0 33675 25376 0 0.000264
E4 0 14185 152098 . 0.000315 .
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TSR Overflow Ingress/In Egress/Out Delay
EO 0 103809 12426 0.000478
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