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Fig. 1 Method to derive the relation between
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Table 2 Result of the analysis on complexity factors.
FA-PAPN G 13 AWMz oo H ENR HE5R(%) RO MK ()
VIR AN * 4.1
i :-{2 * 3.7
F -4 @A . By MIXER 0.0 o)
XL - * 3.7 o)
» BASED X 0.0
-8R - EMER 0.0
« ADDR #LAB¥ * 5.3
n = « UNSPEC AR * %k 6.5
« SUBSTR AR 0.2
« fRAX 0.0
<IF X 1.7 ©)
W A om & «GOTO X 6.0 o)
cAHBET a—ATEHL * 5k 11.9 e}
S ESNws CAMEY a—NEHL 4.6 @)
1v2572ay . PROCEDURE X047 3 ¥ ok 6.2
(G¥) OREREHMIN TV MK S BERLRT. % : BSUFR
*k: PREE

RERE e 75 s RO THESERMORNEE
ku: (F12R).

(b) BIEMRR

R2icRkT LK, ESa— VT EOEFTXHEE
Ua—nCEOERBEAMKE & O THEENRNT
RS HTH Bh, EFIE T EORICHND

X

300
X
~ 2501
=
= g XX x
& 200fF x
b( X
X
w x «
= 150
X X
X
X X
100 g XX X
XX XK XKX X
X X
X maK X X
0K X X
50 - o X
FRONX
XK
K X
XREH X
L‘.‘-‘ ! 1 1
0 0.5 1.0 1.5

x 7 X W (ks)
2 #¥IBEREETIROBRE

Fig. 2 Example of a relation between complexity
factor and steps.
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Appendix Anova lists of complexity factors. (1/2)

E Ryt ] BBy KR F f&f BREMRE | #¥HR FH5R
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" » 0.0135 124 | 0.00011 3.68 * 0.0137 95.9
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