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n=100, m=10, p=10, q=30

step Mean ratios time(sec.)
0.05 1.000 13.12
0.10 1.000 6.27
0.20 1.000 3.74
0.40 0.993 2.38
0.60 0.954 1.69
0.80 0964 . 170
1.00 0.744 0.80
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n=50 m=10| Mean approximation ratios
p(% | q% ILS RLS
10 0916 1.000
8 40 0.954 0.951
70 1.000 1.000
10 1.000 1.000
15 40 0.882 0921
70 0.997 0.997
10 1.000 1.000
68 40 1.000 1.000
70 0.934 0.990
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