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Table 2 Complexity factors of program structure.

¥ E | TR |AmE REMK | Fit [Resiersn g5
V(G) 0. 0005 2| 0.00023 | 0.62 0. 0000 0.0
8 3% |0.0458 124 | 0.00037 0.0463 | 100.0
4 M | 0.0463 126 0.0463 | 100.0

E 0. 0006 2 0.00032 | 0.87 0. 0000 0.0
1 % [0.0456| 124 | 0.00037 0.0463 | 100.0
é | 0.0462 126 0.0463 | 100.0
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