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Abstract: By using the filter diagonalization method, we solve approximate pairs of a generalized eigenprob-
lem whose eigenvalues are in a specified interval. The filter is constructed by using resolvents. An action
of a resolvent is given by solving a simultaneous linear equations. If we are to use some direct method for
the solution of the simultaneous linear equations, then both the amount of arithmetic operations for matrix
decompositions and especially the amount of storage requirements to hold the matrix factors tend to be
the bottle-necks in solving eigenproblem of a large size. If we use a polynomial of a single resolvent for
the filter, then the number of resolvents required is only one, which is an advantage. However, with such
a construction, it is unable to make the property of the transfer function so good. Therefore magnitudes
of residuals of approximate pairs obtained are not made so small, which is a disadvantage. In this report
of our experiments, we iterate the following two steps only a few times: 1) an orthogonalization of a set
of vectors, 2) an application of a filter to a set of vectors. By this iteration procedure, which is a kind of
orthogonal iteration method, we can successfully obtain improved approximate eigenpairs whose residuals
are sufficiently small, even by using a filter whose property of transfer is not so good and also started from
a set of random vectors. We show several examples of experiments.
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Ak (SCRk [4], 5], 6], [9]) ZHWTROZLET 5.
T AN ORERIZIZL Y VRS FR(p) = (A—pB)"'B

WL, FRICEDTOMEL S 5.

(1) ¥ 7 FFEHED L VIZIERO L VR Y+ ORI
HOELTHLH OO (1) (OCHk (8], [9], [12], [14], [15],
[17], [19]).

n

F=cool+Re chR(pj). (1)
j=1
(2) Y7 b FEE p THLHE—DL VIR FOELIH
PTH5bD(2) (CHk[21], [22], [23], [25], [33]).

F=P(R(p)) . (2)

(3) Y7 bR p THEHE—DL VLR FDEEO
ELHA P TH D0 (3) (Hk [18], [20], [21], [22],
(23], [25], [29], [33]).

F=P(ImR(p)) . (3)

(4) BREMT [LYVARY FO#BIEGDOFER] DFES
HAPTHAHLD (4) (3THK [24], [26], [27], [28], [30],
[31], [32]).

k
F=P (Re ZCj R(p])> . (4)

Jj=1

LY WRYE R(p) D7 PV x ICHT52EHy
Rp)x &, ¥ 7 MiHIC(p) = A—pB m kL 35587 1
KR C(p)y=Bx %y IZOVWTHWTERT S,
%L 74 AALEOFH RIS 1 KR % i MR
BEEEIZR D, WEZFOMN 1 RGN EEE T <
LIz s L, RAMEMEDITHINRKEE THILES 7+
1151 C(p) DATH 5 ff % 47 ) H = & SR % RS %
FEEVEIEZERT S ) 2 CORBERICR )AL R0
T, BELBZLYNMRY FOFKETEDLZTA% L.
LYNARY OB DD 1D127% 57 4 )V O
LT, [V7 MPEBOE—-DL VRV s DFELIE
K] HHVE V7 PPEBEOHE—DL VR hOELL
DEZER] D 2D, TNHEL AN DY T R
SZHADO LN Hx il L CHIFELZHEOL DIZEDIT 5
CENWEETH L. 7ok ZADERREE Z DO TABICT
528 (LYMARY FESEHVLOTRIFIIL) K
Thb. Z02H, B—DL Xy M TR SN 71
W ZFIHA L THES N EROKEE /IS TET,
T 2 B WK TR 2 HINIZIZE S W2 &% o 7-.

TAFLIYAMRY FOFE 1D2TERLTOH 22
PH4ORE) HOTHERLZZREEMO 7 1 Ly Tl
BHEPLRY)YEEBETELIEETTICRVWE L (X
wik [26], [27], [28], [30], [31], [32]). L2 La#ir 1 kA2
FHEBEETHELOTH L 0ED I, fTH5HoEERE L %
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DFEREZRIFT L7200 ERIIL VARV N OKIZILHG)
ThH., ZOLDARTHNITHNSE LY LRy hO#HIT1
ONDFFT, EUNOBELLRLIVWEERS.

ZITARRMLTHE, FMHArHF VR VTV %1
\Cid 7 < CTEEF2 \IA S 4 BIFEEE#M L Ol 2 gL
THIELERADL., LA L TIEEHO 72O 1N FE L
TANIZRBELTHWAS., $5L LU N FERT
% 72O\ G 1 KGR OREATINE A RIE U7 5
DT, V1 RFGER 2 BT DIZLERATH R
DFEIFAAT L 2T T2IE L.

L2l 740y O EMICEY KT L, & [FEaX
7 NV AT BEERIE T 4V & O H O EN A
DENTEVIIERT D, §HEE7 MLVIZEERTY
B [INSWEERDEANZ MV, ALARZ MvicgF
NTWd [REWLEROEAFXRZ MV] OREVEKHEIZ
BONTTNOWOBEEZR -7 DHZTCLEHI»ZLICE
b, FZT, 74NYEHEHATHADONT PIVORITH L
T (EH) EX-LoRBEEEET 2 L1254, FRICE
D ARZ VOO % S 5 2 & T, M
PARL7z [REVLERORBANRZ PV IZE) [z
EROBEAHNZ MV BBEDLIT, HODOFEIZ LY EH
DFEFE %) I ZIIHIS 2 2 L 2H) . SHUEE L, S
REFE AT O 435 TRV & T & 72 7F Sl o [ A5 il o [ A5 )
% AR KR < 7200, W AE I E b2 A G b
AET U CH S [ AEE:] (Simultancous Inverse
Tteration Method) (SCHik [2], [3], [10], [11], [16]), & %\
ZOFEMTH B [EHZENAETP] (Orthogonal Iteration) [7)
DEPTHDLENZ S,

TANE % L RZFERT AT TOETIE, Ko
ZZVEFNZ RO WTHRFATOERZ D b1, %)
Rz P VOMEERE2SMED, T it B-IEBERILL
TRZ VO X %#1E), ZO X 1T LTI 4V 5 &5#
HLUTAEZEAXY PV e GUElEZmS LizXs b
DY Z1EL. ZHLTEDY Z00H LTREEK 24T
WeblFTHD., TNi oI, X2 Vo EEES
SIEABDOTIERLLTY IZLT, #hE B-IERERLL
o7 VO X BEY, TOX W74V 2L
TABELZEENT PV EELEIGEZ S5O LRy k
VOMY' #EUE, ZOY 502 X 0S5
FHIL VIR EINZEDIIHETHHAH) EEZLNS,

K LTI EDE 2 12HESWT, SLHMERHCTAERL
7R MIVOMP SIS T, [B-IEHESAL L 7215127 4
Vo RBERATA] L) EEZE 2 B ~4 BIKET S &T
TR R 5 %R ER L THRFIIOWTIRET 5.

1.1 B-EHREXEICDONT

mEONZ MVOMY 1Y B B-ERBERICE, &
w B OFRRES % (B-SVD) % M7z, 4hl0FEERTH
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W7o DBARNGEREEEDTOLDTH 5.

FERZ MVOMY OFHE B2 X AP (Gram 4751)
Th b m ROIEEMSFATHI G .= YTBY 218D, RIZZ
DEAMESH G = UDUT % Rutishauser @ Jacobi #: [1]
ZHWTIT, m RO AATY] D L EZATHI U 2 KO %
(D O AEFZIGHPIRICT 200 THL). TOU
FHWCTY :=YU £452LTiE BICEHL TERLS
nrey #1gs.

L LTEDY DEEMETH o720, HHWIEIHEL Y
Mo GEIED L EDAOBRAEOER/ L LI L ) BEFIET
Bon/zY O B- a5 TEhnwZ ehd b, =0
$I)BGEICIEEREOMBEE 7207202, 3ENTEHRED K
FTIELWEYDY O B-EREEM LI EERMH.
DR LDEFT G AoV EHESNTS, Y O
B-EXMIEITATHLET A,

Y O B-EREDS BT ho b &, REIIKRD 72
G 3 AITHITH 575, ZOESAEZOFIHER (H 5\
XY O&FIOFE BICLB VL) OEFEERTH
BHNEKZEL, BEENTIIE S 285 BT 5 /v
LD EFR LD LT B-ERHERNZ MVOMY & F
5. B-TFHEFZLEO Y R0, TTO m » 5 HHEIC
L BHECTHEEINTFNOBRER /=D DI S,

BHONXZ FIVOMIIH LT 4V y 2 #H$ 50T
X, TOMEMEEICTE L TENRENIS LTE 72 (M
AT ANVE BT A L&) B IABLO 5
LA TE B, EREZIEOMIIZRZ MVOMATH - T
MHETHEWEIRD SN VWDT, F— ¥ ORPLEL 4
D EEEFAEICH L TRAFNC R 5. F 2B B bIE AN
7 MVISHT BHIEOMEREZETIE R WO T, WEOEHIC
FHEZZDASLE, 7407 3HBIETHEERE LTHIE
ERZETR G A2 EbEELTBL.

2. 71 23AEEORES

WEATH] A & B YENFHRT, BIXIEEE TS 5 —klH
AERE (5) OFEA A (A, v) TZOREAME X DX [a, b]
WZHDLLDERDDL ET A,

Av =ABv (5)

FD70IZ, FANED [a,b] 12 BEHNZ MLk il
EEBHS, EAMED [a,b) D OEENEENY VIdR D
NCHIES 28 EMFE T ) <L T7 102 L LT
HWb., 20597574 V7 ZEEMED [a,b] EEEIZH 5
X7 NV DR B AL 22 IO G E I Dl
%%, £ LTT74ANY & +5% L OMIML <27 by
AER S THONIRY PLVOMEREGE ) $ELZ
& TARER M OO IEE & B S 5 (OCHik [13] B &
OSCHk [17) © 5 %), #4572 2EEI2H L T Rayleigh-Ritz
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AT 52 L CULEREAN ORISR,
3. SEOEBRICHW T 1ILE

AV T AV FIZE—D L VN Y N DLIEART
H5. BHALD 72012 %HAUZ L Chebyshev ZHA % H
WTWh, T5ELYANRY MOKIZ1DIZHREDS, T4
VY OIEFEEHF YV RCTAHIENTE RV (lEIE
BT BEERORKERADI /g, ZH TV /AELT
HIEDNTERW),

EAEOXR [a,b] 2EA SO FHTd bHEI121E,
I pERFERELT, X6)OBDOT VY ETRATS
ZENTED.

F=g:Tu(2vR(p) —1). (6)

I A5 O [X. [ S A i 53 A A2k L C— ey 2 (L8 2 2 B 35
B, BEOY 7 b p T, ()OO T 15
THRMT 5.

F =g, T (27 IR(p) ~ 1) . @

22T Th(x) i d z D n RO 1 HE Chebyshev ZIHA % 3
L, TIFESERE, In (3HEHERZ DV L T2 ORE
ALDEIIEHZETH L. v Ry BEBOERTHY, g
&7 4V OREIEIEIC B B{EBBOKRE SO ERET
H5.

3.1 SED7 1 ILE2DHEE

KL TIET ANV DIEEINT A D3O (n, p,
gs) FHWTT) (IOREDHELIETHL). 22
T n 13 Chebyshev ZHA DX TH V), p (ZBARACEELE ¢
2 & 2 BRI L RSO & £ TR, g (EBHIRRICE
574N OIREZEBMBOKEEDOLRMETHS. B
7 4V F ODIEEMBOMBIRIC B A RAMEIX 1 TH Y
MBI g, £ T 5. DTIC7 1 V5 oK ERT.

3.2 LYINL MDY T MIEHERWZBE

X1H [a, b] DALEXEAHEDA O Tilldh > T, aldi/h
B Apin &0 b/hSVET 5,

HzonhiznNg 250328 (n, u, g) WXL T, 3
&)Ly, EHDOIT b p b LAY POREKTH S
FHO v (BLWg,) %itHET 5.

o <« p/sinh (i cosh™! gis),

p «— a—(b—a)o,

7« (b—a)(o+p),

gp — gs cosh {2n sinh ™' \/(u — 1)/(1 + o) }

(8)

FTHETANY FIIX (9) THALNS.
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F=gT.(2yR(p) —1I). (9)

WEDOHE, MY S IEBMLER ¢ 1E X € [a,0] 5
te 0,1 DML t=(N—a)/(b—a) LD EHRSH
b, TOtEGRET ST 4V OIEEREL g(t) 1338 (10)
TRIND. DI N EFIEET HEEME (V) X
(11) 127 5.

Mﬂ:gﬂ%cgfgfly (10)
f()‘) :gsTn(QV%_p—l)~ (].].)

3.3 LYINRLIMDYT MIERERAVWDIHE
7 MIREERVLGEE, XH [a,b] OEZ HH
ICEETE 5.
TANEDINTXID IO (n, pu, g) 52N
5, N2k, BEOTT o L LAY DO
BHTHrERY (BLXVyg,) %tHET 5.

«— p/sinh (2 cosh™ g%),
AR e LAa
v (e
gp < gscosh {Znsinh_1 V2 =1)/(1+02)}.
(12)
THE7408 FidX (13) TH 2615,
F=gsTn (2 ImR(p) - 1) . (13)

COLEED N DEBACER ¢t 13X X € [a,b] 25 t € [-1,1]
NOMIEE t =2\ —a—Db)/(b—a) 2L DV EHREN L.
ZDt 25 BE T HIEMB g(t) 13X (14) TESIND. B
B\ 35 H N OIRERE (V) I EPL T oK (15) TERENS.

2 2
w+o
o0 =01, (25555 1) (1)
1
fN) =g:T, (2 ~' Im P — 1) . (15)

4. T4 2 EERERLRE THEERT %
FEDBERE

D70, 74 VFIXFEALS D% 1T H (1~4 1) K
BLTHWLZEIZT S, BBRYZ MUVOMIIH L TN
DT A NYEHOBER LT B-IERERLZIT) 2 i
5.

B-IEHESALE BB X 2 Wi & O B4Rl 5
f# (B-SVD) # w72, ZoEII~y 4 7o ro
100 F5ICREE L7224, SHUTEEMEOHIRZRETH > T
X TiE v, 29 LCTRBESBIEL T ORFR~ 7 T
VeI (%) L7,

74NV Y % B-EHBERAUAT & TS T AR Ak
OEE (1) IR
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(1) 748 FaxEl, Heb LRy FofEHZS 2
B 1 KRR OREATHNE 2 ThH o2 Lo L
TZOMEERFFLTB L.

(2) mEADT v T LBy MVOMEERLTY &3 5.

(3) ROWMHEE i =1,2,...,IT L#YET.

[Y # B-IEBEs L L2 0% X ICEEL,

FOXWZTANIRBHALTY « FX %215,
DL L DT B-IEBIE AL OB IZBIfE 12260 < bIT
THYBHDMET L7225, 0T LAWK EH72% m
(X RY OFIOFK=~"20 bVOR) ZHELEBLT
SR AT 5

%3, (X LY 2REDO74VIMEABOLDELT),

(4) X &Y BIOEMBORMEEZEE LT, Y OFIOHIE
WA CAEE S22 M ([a,b]) EEOBEAMEETIZNTS)
DEPZEM O E ) T M 5 (O5I3sCHk [13]) 5
XU 17 @ 5 ®). ZDEEIZ Rayleigh-Ritz #: % i ]
L T 5 N7z Ritz & % JC 0 — % E A il R E O o &
T5.

1 718 % B-ERBEZA & TRAG#E S 5 kot
Fig. 1 Outline of present method which repeats the applica-

tion of the filter with B-orthonormalization.

5. 74 EZOBERICLZIEENYT NLDOER
LNHER

WERGIZL T —REFEREO TR TOEA %
(i, vi), i=1,2,....N &T 5. [EEOXRZ M xIZ7 4V
Y FREHTALE, ZORAXRT PVEROE i FHHO
BEANXT PV v, ORFITIE T 1 V8 OIRESE f(N) D3
CoNnd. 40D 7 1)y DIER#BOEETIE, EaHE
A DS IUE g, < F(N) < 1THY, BEAME N A
IEICH I [f(N)] < gs (K gp) THZ. LoTRZ PV
X DEAFNRYZ MVERIZ 74 VY 2T A2 &T, @il
W2 5 EAME N, (ST BEA N MV v, [T 5
BREIEZ D f(\p) BEICZD Y, BEA ARSI % [H
BT MVATHT B RFBEORE SIZENEN g DT
DENFLONTZDDIZED D,

T5L (D) BELEVEANY MVOBE] ©
[ S 72w p FHOBAXRZ MVOGRE] (253 2 H
i, 74y o@HIcE) (End) EHTTD g/ f(Ap)
EUTFICR A, ZOROMHEITT LD /NS, 21U (B
BEWT) [FFE0E5 p OMEICKHT S/ 4 XDOED
] P74V OBAICL VKR EZITLEETH 5.
CORERDPNEVITE, 74 VY ORI XY EA A
I H BB L2 WEAENRZ Lo [0 nea=
WA . Bl S WEENRT MVOERPREVWITE
CORRIINEL LY, TANFOFEMIZLBHELBED
MAFILTEZ /2L EDOBENEH V.

I NZ B B AREFD g, L EDOEANZ PV DOFTRT
TRODLYEITIE, LREOHOMED ERIZ g5/g, 122 5.
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2 VRO FEM BERoH OME. 5548 (N1, Na, N3) =
(3,5,6)
Fig. 2 Concept of finite element subdivision of a cube. For the
case of (N1, N2, N3) = (3,5,6).

20 RIS BB S 5 A EICHT 5 EEE0 [H/ME
B gy KE LV AICZTER SN bDTH L5,
[ME] A2 E D bk X IUEENET, ERICEL R
YA FEASTHESNLbDL ) b EL 4D,

6. FEXFFEE—AREHERBDOHIE

Bl & L CTH W72 30 B i — R A fER R (16) &, 1
BOEE 7 OV EFEIBIC BV TE Dirichlet #5141 %
MLZZ3RILD T 7727 YEAMERE (17), ZDOHRE
F: (FEM) 12X AHEHALEPIC L D IRoNb 0D TH A,

Av = ABv (16)
—AVU(z,y,2) = A\V(z,y, 2) (17)

FEM O ZESENE, HRFIR DB ) 3 DD KA
BENZFIN, +1, No+1, Ny+1D/RNXEIZE55E L
TEOLNEEHNO/NOEROETETHL (K 2).
FEM ZHENOBEB O ERHMEKIZIE KB 10O 3 BRI
Bx i,

TH A & B DOXREIE N = N\NoN; Th b, £9 LT
(N} <Ny < N3 THbELT) HIENRDLRNEL R
5 &) CHEIKBEBICES EEYICHT S L, GHfaE &
F W) EHE (PR X wp =14+ Ny + N Ny 1% 5

D &9 % FEM ML T & L7z — Rk A i R
LT, BEAMEITRESNZIXE [a,b] 12D 5 FEA OB
BT ANTALEEHCTRDLZ LI2T 5.

C OBEOE A HEO R =X 6.1 BioHFEICL Y, fi
WAL SHETROLZEDNTEL., EEOXBAD
FAEORD, MEHEEE-o TEORMANDS D2 5
ZETRDODLND.

6.1 GIEOEEEOEZEESZ 35
VHEOEND 3 F5H % Ny +1, Na+1, Ng+112%
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FEIL7ET B, 2D L EBIED 3 RITHEDE A HIXR
TOM (1, ko, ka) THH ST, £HIAT LD 1 RICH
BOBEAHEOMOEE LTRK (18) ICL RSN,

Egram il = g g g k=1,2,. N
(18)

73 LTHHINO 1 ATHEOEAMHEIER (19) TH2 5
N%. 7270 0 = kn/(N +1) Thb.

N _ 62 (sin O /0r)?
k (1 + cosO)(2+ cosby) ’

k=1,2,...,N.

(19)

6.2 WG OFHMIC BV 2 B EE

P (A, v) OV % FHili 9 2 HiE & LT, X (20) TE
FTEINDLHIEE O ZH VD, ZOMEI/INSWIT E BT
DEITRWEFEHT 5 2 L1127 5.
_|lAv=2Bv||

= BV
CORDMEIEFNRT PV v OFRLIZIE I SR, 175 A
EBIHEBOEREELTCOELLLWHELAFD. %
BAENIRZ VO VA ||| L LT2-/ VA ik Hwe,

O DEEOELEERIL, X7 P v I LTIH AL B
P L HITHINT MVEETH DD, O MVvETE
WTHHIV & LT, 175fE AV & BV 2 FNFNilHE %
T, 79 A L BORBIIWHTABRE K 1EIZTE
b, FIATHIA L BB THNIZNTZTEERESIC
12%.

N7 MVD I VLT 227 VA EAGCTEED, Mk
O OH|MAN L BEREZ D TIIRT. WE NKILL—21 v
FZEMIZB VT, 3 TRENBEE O DHD 22D
BERXZ MVAV EABvOFRGAZ O LT 5H, ZNH 2D
DNY DVDENTEENZ Ml r THY, 07 VLD
o (N KIG) BROFETHL. 9 LTH.L ABY TF
% ||r|| DERIE 125X PV Av SERICBEL TVa k&
I 0 IR KIS D OT, LUFOARSER (21) ASHLY 7o,

(20)

. |[r]]
sinf < =
| ABv ||

A TLIRTOSCHE [33] O Tl 25in(0/2) = © Lk
TV, ZIUE2D0DXRT MV Av & ABv DZNENILD
2-/ VLR HELLTDENICNZROIGETH-T, A
7% Rayleigh # (VI Av)/(vIBv) IZHE L Wb D& bk 4
DOEGFIWIFELLL Zdrotz. ZITEET D EEBIIEH
CHL L5,

7. 742 EELME TRIEY 2 EKEROH

7.1 SEOFERICAWAET 4 ILZIZDONT
T AN I FDEEREZ ST X5 D3O (n, u, gs)

(21)
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3 ATRE © DRATARY % Bk

Fig. 3 Geometrical meaning of the relative residual ©.

®1 (TWEATH7 A VY) X n TG T 2 gy & gs/gp DIE
Table 1 Values of g, and gs/gp for degree n (filter for lower

exterior eigenpairs).

n 9p 9s/9p

8 8.79884E-9 1.13651E-4
10 4.20592E-8 2.37760E-5
15 4.17183E-7 2.39703E-6
20 1.21554E-6 8.22680E-7

£2 (PEEARET VY) KEn ST 5 gy & gs/gp O
Table 2 Values of g, and gs/gp for degree n (filter for interior

eigenvalues).
n 9o gs/9p
8 5.90737E-7 1.69280E-6
10 4.20226E-6 2.37967E-7
15 5.55703E-5 1.79952E-8
20 1.63167E-4 6.12869E-9

THE L7z, SN EROFLBROEEALD 7201k n 72
JAZEZTEY, BOD 22077 X7 |220WTEpu=15
L g =102 ICHEZELTWS., Z9LT12ODEDH
TIE2RICFALE 74 V7 2D ELHWTW S,
7.1.1 THREBAMAT 142
THREANHO 7 4 V571, X (9) TEIN L HE L
BDbDTHY, V7 MPFERTHLHE—DL VX |
? n K Chebyshev ZIHX Th 5. (mEMBKOBIRE &
T5H3DDINTAYTHAD 11, g, gp@5 L, D20
oW TlEp=15& g =10"2 IZEEL TS, D
12TH 5714y O TOIEERDR/ME g, 137 4
W OREn HRFENIK 8) 1 OEMHETE S, wWEREK
n %8, 10, 15, 20 £ LZZTNZENDLEIINT 5 g, &
gs/gp PEAEZ R 1 12T 5. @SN CTOLER DR
KiEE 1 CTH Y f/MEld g, THE0H, COFED T «
WV F MBI H CH B A%, (REROMBIIZ BT 5 —Hk
WO RL BV W55, €9 LTa/gp & 71005
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LOGy, | G(T)|

-12

14 l

-16 :
0 05 1 15

X 4 ToiEAxTH 7 1V 5 OIEEBBORE S |g(t))
Fig. 4 Transfer function magnitude |g(¢)| of the filter to solve

lower exterior eigenpairs.

n=20 ——
0 o n=15 ------- B
S n=10 ---eee-
" N= 8 e
2+ 4
4 i
E sk 4
9]
e
o 8r 1
o]
-
10 4
-12 2 Vi
y .-:g;’: ‘.l
-14 | :l B
ol
ook
16 1 1 i
0 0.5 2 25 3

X5 HFHEASHT 1V OEERBORE S |g(t)| FH15)
Fig. 5 Transfer function magnitude |g(¢)| of the filter to solve

interior eigenpairs.

DRI BT B R0 BRIl g ] & @IS RERD
/ME g, ] DDETH 205, AT LITEBRICEEN
AABEGEH X VOGRS LR ERE 20
EICE D RELLZEDTE LY. 2F ) ZOEI/NS W
3L, RAEIC X B HTRE DR KED A 158 & HIRET
&5.

TANT DR n % 8, 10, 15, 20 & LKA IZOW
T, R (10) TR NZZIEBULER ¢ 2515 L ¥ % Tl A
7 4 V5 DILERBOKRE S |git)| s T r 77
278y ML DOEE 4 IIRT,

7.1.2 HEBEEMAT 1L H

HEANHO 7 1 V713, X (13) TREINL ML
TDbDTHY, 7 MNPERTHLE—DL IR T
DIEFBD n K Chebyshev ZIHKTH 5. {REMBOIIR
ARET L3001 25 4, go, g, DI B, WD 2O
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p=15%& g =10"2 ICEE L. VYD 1DOTHEL 71
W F ORI BT BIREROR/AME gp 137 4 V5 DR
Bon oS F I (12) 2 65THTE . K¥En % 8, 10,
15, 20 & L7eEHEITHNT 5 g, & gs/gp DEMERTR 2 12
5. @B B W TREMBORKMEI 1 T/MEZ
gp THY, F UK n TETMEAFHO 7 4 V& IZHAR
B L g, DIEH 2 HIRBERE VDT, PHEEESFHO 7 1
W OWED TN THEARTOL DLV IZRWD, Zh
TH R BB BT DIERO—HENH T ) B &
WZEWGDD. F9 LT g/gp DIEAVNEVITE, KIE
2 & 2 FERZE DI ARMED A SN EHIFRFTE 5.

TANI DR n % 8, 10, 15, 20 & T 5 KA ITxf
LT, X (14) TERSNLEBLEREt 2515 2 HH
B A7 4 V5 ODIRERE, £DORE S |g(t)] DHF47
t>0) ATy 7Ic7ay FLEbDOERE 5 IS
ZNEM

DLWy M EHWEBHEOT 1 Vs

&, FUEANHO b O X b hEEATHO )

IMEEEVEIZ R WA, Z2O0bDIZL )by k

OVER % EB T 5 1 KGR OREATHI

IERMHEESHTIE R C THENRICR L L, £

7o RO ERBAA D EEROEHFE I %5

&, BFEROT—5 2 R¥FFT 5720 ORLEREITE

BOBED 2 b EORFRELH 5.

7.2 BIERL: THREEMEBVEGZO1
ZoOFE RL X FEM O % %554 (N1, Ny, N3) =
(20,30,40) 5 E N5 —#EAMHEMETSH 5. ZOHREK
75 A & B R N 1$ 24,000 T Faili wy, (X 621 TH
D, THINRELRMETH L. 29 LT TFmEAL %K
WHBIEE LT, BEAMAXE [a,b] = [0,30] 12d 5 A
RO THSL., DL ) HEAIEIT 54 b 5.
TANTIIETHMEETHOLDEH WS, 9 LT
RETIEFAE 740y 20 R LAV, B4
We o p =151 T2ERBOMT % & bd 72X H
[a, 0] = [0,45] 12 % AL 4T 106 HH 5. ZD7:
O, 7A4NTTEBTINZ PLOHEmIZ106 L) H%
T BHIEDLT LW,
IR R1 R OB EEDRAE
TANVTDREn x 8, 10, 15, 20 & L7=&HEI1TxF L
TRZ MV m % 80205 140 T2 HATED, K
B IT % 1205 4 FTEZTRb N, FAMEIEE
XEIZH 2 IR O TR DR AKME T F N ENRITRT
(23, &4, &5, k6).
TANTDOREn %8, 10, 15, 20 & L7z2&HEICDO0W
T, BEENCRERMIT 2 1064 T, Hitwicise
L 72 X B A % R o oG oM R ZE O R REx & -
T, X7 MO m % 80, 100, 120, 140 & 4380 2%
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F 3 FUERL OIS T 2 M EEORKNE (n=8)
Table 3 Example R1: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8).

IT m = 80 m = 100 m = 120 m = 140
1 3.5E-02 2.9E-02 2.1E-02 1.7E-02
2 2.8E-04 5.3E-06 2.3E-06 2.2E-06
3 2.6E-06 9.0E-10 2.1E-10 1.6E-10
4 5.8E-08 3.0E-13 1.2E-13 1.2E-13

x4 HIERL  RAEOEISES 2R EORKE (n = 10)
Table 4 Example R1: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10).

IT m = 80 m = 100 m = 120 m = 140
1 1.1E-02 7.3E-03 4.8E-03 3.3E-03
2 1.0E-04 2.1E-07 9.6E-08 7.6E-08
3 4 .5E-07 1.6E-11 2.3E-12 1.3E-12
4 1.3E-08 1.3E-13 1.3E-13 1.3E-13

x5 Gl R1 : FAEOEIE S 2 MR EORKME (n = 15)
Table 5 Example R1: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15).

IT m = 80 m = 100 m = 120 m = 140
1 4.8E-03 1.1E-03 8.5E-04 4.3E-04
2 3.4E-05 3.3E-09 8.8E-10 6.8E-10
3 6.2E-08 1.6E-13 1.6E-13 1.6E-13
4 3.5E-10 1.6E-13 1.6E-13 1.6E-13

F 6 PUERL ENEBIOST 2 HEREORKME (n = 20)
Table 6 Example R1: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20).

IT m = 80 m = 100 m = 120 m = 140
1 2.6E-03 5.5E-04 2.4E-04 1.4E-04
2 9.3E-06 5.0E-10 1.3E-10 1.1E-10
3 5.9E-08 2.0E-13 1.9E-13 2.0E-13
4 8.0E-11 1.9E-13 2.0E-13 1.9E-13

ZTHWBTTay VL2 7R FENEFIURT (X 6,
7, X8, X9). %77 7HOD “expected slope” & TN
WV ENTZBME, MEREDORKMED AL Z L gs/gp 1
WA T ERE LG ED T I TOEEZ/RLIZLDT
HbH., INEDADODTTTNE, N7 MLVOK m AT 100
K OEE L 100 L EOWGA L TIEERE 1T O
ED L) MRERED R RMEOBA OR300 7% ) e 5T
WHZE, FHLTARZ MVOEm »5100 & 120 D4
DFEVIZ/NE L, mAT120 & 140 DEFEIFZITIT—FH LT
b NN A.

FINSDTTINE, TANVIDRBE D15 D&
ElZm AT 100 L ETHE, TPt o BIKAE 3 0 H
TRETLTWT, MEAEORAMEZH 10713 ThHs 2 L
V5.

COBIER]L TiTo 2T RTOEBROMET (7101 %
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Fig. 6 Example R1: The maximum of relative residuals for

-16

iterations (case n = 8) (m > 106 is desirable).

0 T T
m=80 -+
m=100 ------

2 ¢ m=120 ---%--- 4

m=140 —&—
expected slope

-10

LOG,( (MAX OF THETA)
&

-12

14

1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS

7 BIEE R RE RSN A AN EEO R KM (n = 10)
(m>106 H"EF L)

Fig. 7 Example R1: The maximum of relative residuals for

-16

iterations (case n = 10) (m > 106 is desirable).

DOFAREEL IT, 74 V5 OXREn, X7 MVOHm) 122
W, [BHNEPRO S b TRIAMEAEE S 72X I
H5HLODOFIIEDORB AR OR 54 L —FH L Tz,
ffifE R1-Q AR OBEMERENRKE (HESHEESTE)
C ZTUEFRNCET RISV 2 38/ N s o B fis L s E %
TRCHlEFEE D IEEE-754 HA& D 2 i 64 bit fEFEE 5
FHFAE D 2 #E 128 bit PIREAEEL I HATICE S 2 C, RE
O NI R BB RL L UREE R THR6 %
R (TNEFIERL-Q LIERZ EIZT5).
TANVEDOREn A8, 10, 15, 20 DELEHEITDONWT
Bl KRR ITZ 1 5 8 FTE Y, HEEcigE L
X B [ A % 3o D O MR R ZE O R K% & > T,
N7 VO m % 80,5 140 T T2 HATEY, HX)
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Fig. 8 Example R1: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15) (m > 106 is desirable).
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Fig. 9 Example R1: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20) (m > 106 is desirable).

¥cervuy b7 RENREIURT (K 10, B 11,
12, 13). %77 7H D “expected slope” & T N\)L
SNEHUL, MRFREDRKMEI AT £ 12 g5/gp I
BT BERELTZHED T T TOEEERLIELDTH
L., WTNOWAIZLRZ MVOE m AT 120 o4&
2, ML AL U ELZ &), HEREORK
LA DMER T 2 Fai F TEBE T L I12IER go/g, 51
o TP LTWDL I LG5,

7.3 BIER2: THEEX B\ FZ0 2

Z OB R2 T ) —fkEAMEREIX, FEM O¥EFE55E
(N1, N3, N3) = (50,60, 70) 2053801726 DT, ZDIRE
15 A & B OR¥ N 1% 210,000 T T8 wy, 13 3,061 T
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Fig. 10 Example R1-Q: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8) (m > 106 is desirable).

LOG;( (MAX OF THETA)

.35 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
11 B R1-Q | BRI A AFRAEO R KM (n = 10)
(m>106 7" F L)
Fig. 11 Example R1-Q: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10) (m > 106 is desirable).

HY, TNIPRELZMETH L. 29 L TEAMED Fin
DX [a,b] = [0, 100] I2H HEAE 2RO THAL. ZD &
9 7o BRI AR T 402 i 5.

TANG I THEAESHOD D& FAVL. FAMHED
WML p= 1.5 123 2 BBBOM G % &b 72X [
[a,b'] = [0, 150] \2& % A X HIEET 764 b 5. 22
TIANTHEHATANPOT VT L %X7 VOB m
2764 XD HLCTHIEDET L.
fISE R2 R OEFEREDRAME

TANT DR n % 8, 10, 15, 20 & LKA IZOW
T, X7 MBI m & FEREIT 222 THS Lz
$FD ) BIXH [a,b] [ZEHEA D B b DIZDOWT DT
DR KMEZ TN ENLITRT (R7, &®8, &9, & 10).
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LOG o (MAX OF THETA)

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
12 B R1-Q @ KRR 2 A2 DRKME (n = 15)
(m>106 H"E F L)
Fig. 12 Example R1-Q: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15) (m > 106 is desirable).

LOG (MAX OF THETA)

35 i I I I I I
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
13 B R1-Q | AR AT 2 HFRAE DR KM (n = 20)
(m>106 HEF L)
Fig. 13 Example R1-Q: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20) (m > 106 is desirable).

TANTDREn %8, 10, 15, 20 & L72&HEICOW
T, MEC KRR IT 2 1254 FTE Y, MR EX
W [a, b] \ZEAEZ FFo Wt O EREDO R KMEL & -
T, 7ANY Z@MAT A7 M LD m % 500, 600, 700,
800 & 4N ICEZTHMEKETTay b LI 7% Eh
ZiuRd (X 14, ® 15, K16, K 17). &7 5 7HhD
“expected slope” & 7 ~N)U SN 7- B, FxFEEDORK
AR L1 go/gp FEVZBA S 2 EARE L 726D 7 T
TOMEEERLIZBDTHL. NS4S, N7
FIVOE m A5 700 T TOBE L 800 DA L TlI SAH 1]
BIT OB & b % ) A F A O R KIE O A OFEF-12
HENDDHDHZ EDGND.

FLINLDTT TG, X7 NV m A 800 D
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m=500 -+
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-14 m=700 ---*---

expected slope
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NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
14 B R2 : RAEB AT 2 EREORKME (n = 8)
(m>764 HEF L)

Fig. 14 Example R2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8) (m>764 is desirable).

LOG,( (MAX OF THETA)

m=600 ------
-14 m=700 ---%---
m=800 —&—
expected slope ——
-16 L L
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NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
15 B R2 . AR EKIC A T 2 xR E O R KfE (n = 10)
(m>764 HEF L)

Fig. 15 Example R2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10) (m>764 is desirable).

AU, EX O EIZ T 4 IV ORED 0 =8 TIEFAE
AOHF THEWTWAED, n=10 TEE 3 EHTTTIZ
BIFETLTWTRIEARBETRETL, n=15& n=20
TREFEIOETETLTWAZE, #H)LTETLEE
EOMMEEDORKMEHLH 10712 TH D Z L0550 5.
FoN/E B ) b CHEAMHEDHEE S 72X [0, 100]
WZHAH b0, AR IT 252 DL EOEAITITHER
EAT 0729 XRTD n & m OGOV TEDEAX D
402 L—FHLTWwA, LA LEREKIT 251 B
WE—F L TR wEErdH 5 (F11, —FHLTwiny
DI THEDITTVWDS)., THIFEAHEOEMAE TR
EXMICEEFN L EUEAEORLEDL L7200 TH S ([H
A AT O T i DX BN EAEA D 5 B A 2 KD TV D
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LOG o (MAX OF THETA)

expected slope
-16 . L
1 2 3 4

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
16 B R2 . AR B T 2 MK EORAME (n = 15)
(m>764 HEF L)

Fig. 16 Example R2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15) (m>764 is desirable).

LOG,, (MAX OF THETA)

16 expected slope X )

1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
17 B R2 1 AR 5 B xR = O RRE (n = 20)
(m>764 L F L)
Fig. 17 Example R2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20) (m>764 is desirable).

® 7 BIER2 RIS AR DO RKME (n = 8)
Table 7 Example R2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8).

IT m = 500 m = 600 m = 700 m = 800
1 4.6E-02 3.8E-02 3.4E-02 2.9E-02
2 3.7E-03 1.8E-04 1.1E-05 4.7E-06
3 8.7E-04 3.0E-06 8.3E-09 6.4E-10
4 9.8E-05 1.1E-07 2.3E-11 9.2E-13

WaZlE, 74 v Z A b X A x i Rayleigh-Ritz
FECTRDLZEICHRLZOT, EUEAMEIZORICEOEA
fELLEE 2 2505, FimKENIZH 5 EMEAHEO KT
FTEOBEAEOKUT & %5 DT, FTBAET I A HE
MiZdhb).
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F 8 I R2 1 MBI 2 FRADRKIE (n = 10)
Table 8 Example R2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10).

x 12 I R3 : KEREIE S RO RKE (n=8)
Table 12 Example R3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8).

IT m = 500 m = 600 m = 700 m = 800 IT | m=80 m=90 m=100 m =110 m =120
1 2.2E-02 1.3E-02 9.5E-03 7.3E-03 1 1.1E-01 1.5E-01 1.8E-01 1.6E-01 1.7E-01
2 3.1E-03 7.0E-05 7.4E-07 2.3E-07 2 5.1E-04 1.9E-04 6.6E-05 7.1E-05 4.7E-05
3 3.8E-04 9.6E-07 6.0E-10 5.3E-12 3 3.7E-06 2.9E-08 2.3E-08 4 .6E-09 3.2E-09
4 7.1E-05 1.2E-08 9.7E-13 9.5E-13 4 1.1E-07 1.1E-10 5.0E-12 3.3E-12 3.3E-12

F 9 HIER2 1 AENEIS T 2 HFERADORKIE (n = 15)
Table 9 Example R2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15).

=® 13 B R3 | ERBIIST 2 FRAEDRKE (n = 10)
Table 13 Example R3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10).

IT m = 500 m = 600 m = 700 m = 800
1 1.4E-02 4.1E-03 1.9E-03 1.1E-03
2 1.6E-03 1.5E-05 3.5E-08 2.4E-09
3 2.2E-04 1.1E-07 1.3E-11 1.2E-12
4 1.8E-05 6.6E-10 1.2E-12 1.2E-12

+ 10 BIE R2 | AERIFU TS 2R EORKME (n = 20)
Table 10 Example R2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20).

IT m = 500 m = 600 m = 700 m = 800
1 1.2E-02 2.5E-03 9.0E-04 4.2E-04
2 1.3E-03 9.0E-06 1.3E-08 2.8E-10
3 1.7E-04 4.1E-08 2.8E-12 1.3E-12
4 6.4E-06 2.7E-10 1.3E-12 1.3E-12

F 11 HlE R2 | KMWNICEH MDD GG 0% (AR IT 251
DL E)
Table 11 Example R2: Number of approximate pairs whose

eigenvalues are in the interval for the case IT=1.

n m = 500 m = 600 m = 700 m = 800
8 392 398 400 401
10 394 401 402 402
15 400 402 402 402
20 401 402 402 402

7.4 fIER3: THEEXNE/BENGZD 3

COBI#E R3 Tl FEM O % H5%H % (N1, Nay N3) =
(90,100,110) & L7z, ZFh5HErn 5 — R EAMERED
BREBATH A & B OX¥ N 1E 990,000 T FHIE wy, 1 9,001
ThY), CNIKHELRMETH L. FimEATZRD S
Bl L LT, EAMEDXME [a,b] = [0,30] I2d % b DE R
OTHD. TDL) HEAFIEILT 4D 5.

TA NI TFmEASHO S D%V, BAMEDSE
I & BRI A G0F L 72X [a,b] = [0,45] IZEA T4
T 108 BB DT, 74 NF Z#HUT AT bVDEm
108 LD LT HIEDLF L,
f5IZE R3 B O FEREDRAME

TANT DR n % 8, 10, 15, 20 & LKA IZOW
T, N7 VO m & AERE 1T I3 LT, BEAHEAE
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IT | m=280 m=90 m=100 m =110 m =120
1 6.1E-02 9.3E-02 8.7E-02 8.3E-02 9.2E-02
2 6.8E-05 6.3E-06 2.6E-06 1.8E-06 1.3E-06
3 1.3E-06 4.3E-09 2.1E-10 7.2E-11 1.8E-11
4 2.9E-08 5.7E-12  3.4E-12 3.4E-12 3.4E-12

® 14 I R3 : KEREIS S M R2EDRKME (n = 15)
Table 14 Example R3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15).

IT | m=80 m=90 m=100 m =110 m =120
1 3.1E-02 2.5E-02 2.0E-02 1.9E-02 1.6E-02
2 2.4E-05 6.0E-07 8.8E-08 4.9E-08 4.3E-08
3 3.9E-07 2.5E-10 5.8E-12 4.4E-12 4.4E-12
4 1.2E-09 4.4E-12 4.4E-12 4.4E-12 4.4E-12

= 15 B R3 | RERBIIST 2 AR KA (n = 20)
Table 15 Example R3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20).

IT | m=80 m=90 m=100 m =110 m =120
1 2.0E-02 1.7E-02 7.8E-03 8.0E-03 6.7E-03
2 1.2E-05 7.2E-08 2.9E-08 7.8E-09 4.6E-09
3 5.1E-08 3.0E-11 5.7E-12 5.7E-12 5.7E-12
4 2.7E-10 5.7E-12 5.7E-12 5.7E-12 5.7E-12

® 16 HIHE R3  XEWNICEA A S 2 3B % (RAEREL IT 2%
1oL x)
Table 16 Example R3: Number of approximate pairs whose

eigenvalues are in the interval for the case IT=1.

n m=80 m=90 m=100 m=110 m =120
8 38 40 41 43 44
10 48 51 52 53 53
15 54 54 54 54 54
20 54 54 54 54 54

EX RN & BRI DWW T OMHMTRED R AEEZ FEIZL
2boEFNFIURT (R 12, R 13, & 14, ¥ 15).
TANTDREn %8, 10, 15, 20 & L72&HEICDOW
T, M KERZITZ 15 4 FTE D, Kl
L 72 X R A % F5 0 Bt O MR = O KB T & >
T, X7 MVOHm % 8075 120 T TI0HATEZ TH
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LOG,( (MAX OF THETA)

16 L L
1 2 3 4

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
18 B R3 : KM x T 2 I EEDORKME (n = 8)
(m > 108 "EE L)

Fig. 18 Example R3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8) (m > 108 is desirable).

LOG,( (MAX OF THETA)

16 L L
1 2 3 4

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
19 BIE R3 . AR EIKICH T 2 xR E O R AfE (n = 10)
(m > 108 "EE L)

Fig. 19 Example R3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10) (m > 108 is desirable).

Mg Tuy MLy 7 EEREIURT (K 18, K 19,
20, 21). %277 7HO “expected slope” & 7N
SNEMUL, MRFRAEDR KB AEZ &1 g5/gp IS
BT BEWMELIZBED T T TOEEERLIZDDTH
L, INHADOREDE, N7 NVOE m A 100 LT O
WAL 110 LLEDOEGA & T EREL IT onic e b 7%
VAR DR KDL DR AR 2> Tnb L, £
9 LT m 25110 & 120 D3 E DA FRE O i KE O 5
WSIZIZA L TH B Z LG5,

BoONTEB D) 6 TERAMEDEE SN/ KIZH 5
bOOBI, KEREIT 252 MU EoBEICIE (EkE
TodT_RTOn & mMETIZONT) BEOREAT DK
54 & —F L72A%, FARNEL IT 25 1 MOWE121En 2515
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LOG o (MAX OF THETA)

1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS

20 P R3 . KAEBKIIR 3 2 M EORAME (n = 15)
(m > 108 "E F L)

Fig. 20 Example R3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15) (m > 108 is desirable).

LOG o (MAX OF THETA)

1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS

21 HIE R3 . KA RBEII R 3 2 M kA O R AME (n = 20)
(m > 108 "€ F L)

Fig. 21 Example R3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20) (m > 108 is desirable).

E20DEETHLTVED, nA8L 10D L & 12—
HLTWaWw (R 16, KL TWAaWbDIZIEFHiED
JTH5)., THIZEUIECIEFEAMESTIT, FA
EDSIX IS A B WA OFAZAL T D@D S 5 225 T
5.

7.5 filFE C1: PEEEMEBN0ZD 1
COBIECLIEHERL EF L FEM O % 54
(N1, No, N3) = (20,30, 40) 2° 5 3E 7z — R E A SR E T
HbH. FORBITHI A L B DR N & 24,000 T il
wr, (2621 TH Y, TIUINHBELRMETH L. 29 LT
A 2 i < BIRE & LT, A EDNXH [a, b] = [300, 310]
12 DA ZRDTHL, FO L) HREAIIZEEET 90
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LOG,( (MAX OF THETA)

16 L L
1 2 3 4

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
22 I C1: AR R xt§ 2O RIE (n = 8)
(m>125 BEF L)

Fig. 22 Example C1l: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8) (m>125 is desirable).

LOG,( (MAX OF THETA)

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
23 I C1: KRR A AR E O R RE (n = 10)
(m>125 »EF L)

Fig. 23 Example Cl: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10) (m>125 is desirable).

i 5.

TANSZFMEASHO L O %5, il
Ep =15 CxInd 2 BRIBOM G % & b7 X H
[a/,b] = [297.5, 312.5] |Z[EHHEAH 5 [E A 1F&H T
125fldr 5. FD720, 74 VY Z@HTLRADT >~ 5 A
BRI MVOEmIZ125 LD DL TATENET L\,
578 C1 : EBx DB TEZE DR AE

T AT DR n % 8, 10, 15, 20 & LKA IZDOW
T, N7 MV m EERK IT I LT, bR
Wt D 5 & TEAHEAREXMH [a,0] 125D b DIZDOWT
DD K% TN ENFKITRT (T 17, & 18,
#z 19, & 20).

ZIHILT, 74ANVIDORKEn A8, 10, 15, 20 DEKGE
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0 T T
m=100 ---+
m=110 ——¢—
2 + m=120 E
m=130 ---&---
m=140 ---m---
4 | T m=150 —e— -

- T expeced slope

LOG o (MAX OF THETA)

1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
24 B C1 1 BUBIRBUIH T A M ERA O R AME (n = 15)
(m>125 B F L)
Fig. 24 Example C1l: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15) (m>125 is desirable).

LOG o (MAX OF THETA)

1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS

25 G C1: RAZ NI § 2 M= O RRME (n = 20)
(m>125 B FE L)
Fig. 25 Example C1l: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20) (m>125 is desirable).

IZDWTC, BEHNCHERIT 2 105 4 FTL Y, Hidh
VAHRE X B 253 B IR DA 7R O e K fil %
EoT, X7 VO m % 100 A5 150 F T 10 GA T
ZTCHxETCTay L7 7xEnEiunt (K 22,
23, X 24, & 25). %77 7H® “expected slope” &
Z OV SN BBUE, AT DR KRMEATAEZ L1 g5/ gp
BICRPT A EMELGAED T T 7OMEZRLIZDD
Thhb. INHADDTT T, X7 MVOE m H5120
KM OBA L DL EOA L T EIE IT o8 & b
%) AR DR KMED L DORET D ) R b 2 L,
%9 L THIW DR KEDIEE VI, m A7 120 LEDK
BAEEH TN ECRRVEET VG0 5.
FIN6DTTT7h0, X7 MVOE m A 120 DLk
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m=110 —-%—
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- — m=130 ---&---
-~ T m=140 ---e---
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< -10 ’ ““expected slope -
i e
LN N w T
w -15F
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= -20 |
e
(O}
S 25
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]
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NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
26 Bl C1-Q @ ARMEUI S § 2 TR DR AM (n = 8)
(m>125 HVEF L)
Fig. 26 Example C1-Q: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8) (m>125 is desirable).

0 T T T T T T
m=100 ---+--
m=110 —-x—
I S m=120 - ]
TR T m=130 ---&@---
- m=140 ---o---
S el m=150 —=&—
< -10 ’ “-+.._expected slope -
¢ .
w -15F
(o]
= -20 |
e
(O}
S 25
230 |
""" "
-35

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
27 BIE C1-Q @ KRS 2 kA DR A (n = 10)
(m>125 B F L)
Fig. 27 Example C1-Q: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10) (m>125 is desirable).

DA, TP OEBIEE T AN DR n A8 & 10D
EXEIAEIMET, K n A 15 £ 20 D& Xk m A%120
DA AR 3 [0 H T, m »¥130 LLEDOBA 12T 2
OHTENZNET LTWT, 20k ZMTEEORAME
MBI U RETHLI LG h 5.

BIE CLIZD W T T 72T RTOEBROMAE (E R
BIT, 74 VI DR n, X7 MVOEm) IZBWT, [H
HEAHRE SNZKICH B MR OB, BoEA O
o0 & L7,

58 C1-Q  EM DOEMZEDHZAE (LEEEE)

Z TN EI IS B RN OBl & S
% % O IEEE-754 BIF& D 2 i 64 bit fAEE A 54X T
D 2 3 128 bit PUREKEEE I HAIE S 2 T LRto
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LOG o (MAX OF THETA)
O
(&)} o (] o

&
S

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
28 Bl C1-Q : BRI 3 2 MK 2= ORKE (n = 15)
(m>125 "EF L)

Fig. 28 Example C1-Q: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15) (m>125 is desirable).

0 T T
m=100 ---+:--
m=110 ——-
m=120 * h
m=130 ---&---
m=140 ---o---

« m=150 —=&—
- expected slope

LOG (MAX OF THETA)

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
29 FIE C1-Q : FAREE IS T A 5EZE O R AME (n = 20)
(m>125 "EF L)

Fig. 29 Example C1-Q: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20) (m>125 is desirable).

W A3 % ff < BIE C1 & [F CREZ RV TR Bl 2 RS
(TNEBIECLI-Q LIERZ LI12T5).
TANTDREn % 8, 10, 15, 20 & LKA IZOW
T, B RER IT % 1205 8 TTE O, Hlmiciddge
KRB MEA D B AR O TRE DR KMEZ & - T,
N7 MVOFm & 100 205 150 T T 10 A A TEZ THXS
¥cersuy MLy 7R ERERLURT (F 26, B 27,
28, 29). %77 7D “expected slope” & TNl
SNEHUL, MRTREDRKMEI AT £12 g5/gp I
WATHERELGED ST TDOEEEZRLILDT
5.
INBADDTTTDENZENIIONWT, N7 NVOE
m A5 130 DL EOG AR AEO R KMEIFIZ L A LR L
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RS 2R

+ 17 B C1 REREIIG S 2 M EREORAME (n =8)
Table 17 Example C1l: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8).

A Ea—714>Y X574 Vol12 No.3 14-33 (July 2019)

& 21 B C2 1 AR S 2 MR DR KME (n = 8)
Table 21 Example C2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8).

IT | m=100 m=110 m=120 m=130 m=140 m=150 IT| m=100 m=110 m=120 m=130 m=140 m=150
1 | 3.2E-03 2.9E-04 3.4E-04 9.6E-05 7.8E-05 4.4E-05 1 |1.9E-03 4.5E-04 1.6E-04 9.4E-05 5.5E-05 4.3E-05
2 |7.7E-05 4.7E-07 1.4E-10 1.3E-10 8.9E-11 5.2E-11 2 | 9.4E-05 2.6E-06 2.2E-07 3.2E-09 5.4E-11 3.7E-11
3 | 3.6E-07 5.4E-11 7.4E-15 7.2E-15 7.6E-15 8.1E-15 3 | 3.0E-05 6.4E-08 1.1E-09 6.2E-12 1.5E-14 1.5E-14
4 | 2.2E-08 7.6E-13 8.0E-15 7.0E-15 7.2E-15 7.1E-15 4 | 2.2E-06 1.2E-09 1.0E-11 1.5E-14 1.6E-14 1.5E-14

18 Bl C1 : JURRILZH§ 2 HIEREO KA (n = 10)
Table 18 Example C1: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10).

*F 22 Bl C2 : RAEHEIIH T 2 EREDRAME (n = 10)
Table 22 Example C2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10).

IT | m=100 m=110 m=120 m=130 m=140 m=150 IT| m=100 m=110 m=120 m=130 m=140 m=150
1 |2.3E-03 1.3E-04 3.0E-05 2.1E-05 1.1E-05 6.8E-06 1 [1.7E-03 2.0E-04 8.0E-05 2.0E-05 1.6E-05 1.3E-05
2 | 2.5E-05 4.3E-07 1.1E-11 3.0E-12 1.5E-12 1.0E-12 2 |1.7E-04 9.6E-07 7.2E-08 1.0E-09 1.6E-12 7.9E-13
3 |7.2E-07 4.5E-11 4.8E-15 4.8E-15 4.7E-15 4.6E-15 3 |1.8E-05 8.3E-09 1.3E-10 2.9E-13 8.9E-15 9.1E-15
4 |3.0E-09 1.1E-13 5.1E-15 4.4E-15 4.7E-15 4.8E-15 4 |1.0E-06 8.6E-10 1.7E-12 9.3E-15 9.4E-15 8.7E-15
= 19 BIE C1: JUERIEIIN 5 2 HxFERAORAME (n = 15) & 23 P C2 | JERREIIN$ 2 W RAO R A (n = 15)

Table 19 Example C1: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15).

Table 23 Example C2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15).

IT| m=100 m=110 m=120 m=130 m=140 m=150 IT | m=100 m=110 m=120 m=130 m=140 m=150
1 |1.9E-03 2.8E-05 4.9E-06 3.6E-06 1.2E-06 5.2E-07 1 [1.1E-03 1.6E-04 4.8E-05 6.7E-06 1.8E-06 1.0E-06
2 |4.5E-05 4.8E-08 1.7E-13 1.3E-14 8.2E-15 8.3E-15 2 |1.1E-04 6.8E-07 3.8E-08 9.6E-11 1.9E-14 8.0E-15
3 |8.3E-08 3.2E-11 3.9E-15 4.0E-15 4.0E-15 4.2E-15 3 | 5.5E-06 4.4E-09 1.9E-10 9.2E-15 5.8E-15 5.6E-15
4 |1.7E-08 1.7E-14 4.4E-15 3.9E-15 4.0E-15 4.0E-15 4 |1.9E-06 1.4E-10 1.3E-13 5.7E-15 5.5E-15 5.8E-15
® 20 BIE C1: BUERIELI S A M FRE DR (n = 20) ® 24 BIE C2 1 RARMEIH§ 2 MK FRAE DR KM (n = 20)

Table 20 Example C1l: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20).

Table 24 Example C2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20).

IT| m=100 m=110 m=120 m=130 m=140 m=150 IT| m=100 m=110 m=120 m=130 m=140 m=150
1 |1.8E-03 7.1E-05 7.2E-06 8.0E-07 3.3E-07 1.7E-07 1 |1.2E-03 2.8E-04 3.7E-05 5.4E-06 6.5E-07 2.3E-07
2 |7.7E-05 1.1E-08 2.2E-13 6.6E-15 6.5E-15 6.1E-15 2 |1.0E-04 7.8E-07 3.8E-08 3.2E-10 6.8E-15 6.9E-15
3 | 2.7TE-07 5.6E-12 4.2E-15 4.6E-15 4.2E-15 4.3E-15 3 | 2.9E-05 9.4E-09 1.2E-10 b5.2E-14 5.4E-15 5.1E-15
4 |1.1E-09 4.8E-14 4.3E-15 4.3E-15 4.3E-15 4.2E-15 4 | 1.0E-06 4.6E-11 7.8E-14 5.1E-15 5.2E-15 b5.4E-15

> TWC, I TDOMIPELR>TWAE, 9 LTHHE
T LTI RO R KAEDNT g5/ gp 1T o THRA LT
WBZENGHND.

7.6 fIFE C2: hREEEXM £BENHZD 2
ZORIEC2 D F/-FIERL, Cl &AL FEM O
53] (N1, Na, N3) = (20,30, 40) 2 5 8 72—k [ 4 fif
MEETH L. TORBATHI A & B DX N 1Z 24,000 T
TR wy, 13621 THY, THIINBBELMETH S.
Z9 LCHhREAR 2RO BB E LT, FEA DX
[a,b] = [1000, 1010] |2& 5 [E A 2RO THDL. £D LX)
A XIIAETT 92 i & 5 .
TANZEHEEASHOL DR VE. A EAE
WL po= 1.5 10T A BRBOW G % & bE 72X H
[a’, V'] = [997.5, 1012.5] (2 & A AT EH T 145 H 5
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DT, 74NV Z#MAT LRI PVOFm 1E 145 &
DLELTHIENET L\,
f5lFE C2 I DB TEED R AE
TANTDREn %8, 10, 15, 20 & L72&HEICDOW
T, X7 MPVOm & AEREL 1T 1233 A A R O
Kz ZNENFKITIRT (T 21, T 22, k¥ 23, T 24).
TANTDREn %8, 10, 15, 20 & L72&HEICDOW
T, B ERRIT 2 12054 T, M IZEA
DR EX B B 55 B OMFRE DR KL & - T,
N7 M VO m % 100 205 150 F T 10 B TLE 2 TH*
¥cruy MLy 7R EREFRURT (K 30, & 31,
X 32, X 33). %7 F 7H® “expected slope” & TN
SNEHUL, MRFREDRKMENI AT £12 g5/gp IS
WYTHERELTZHED T T TOMEEERLIELDTH
b, INHADDT T Tn0, X7 MVOEm HS 140 £

28
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LOG,( (MAX OF THETA)

16 L L
1 2 3 4

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
30 B C2: KAERBIZ T A M EAEORKME (n = 8)
(m>145 PEF L)

Fig. 30 Example C2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8) (m > 145 is desirable).

LOG;( (MAX OF THETA)

16 L L
1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
31 B C2: UBREIIH T 5 M EADRAME (n = 10)
(m>145 B F L)
Fig. 31 Example C2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10) (m > 145 is desirable).

WOYA L 140 L EOY;& L CIE AR R 1T O
b 7% ) TR E DR KMED M DR i) 2 &
Z9 LT m A 140 & 150 DA E VDS i}:/vé:t,cw
ZEDD B

FELICINEDT T TG, X7 MVOE m 25140
DEo L &2, B ORRIET 1 VT DR BnH8 & 10
DEEIEESEHTRETLTWADY, nd150DE &
WIETTICRE 2 METIZIZRET, n2320 D& ZI12H K
FH2RHTRET L TWAZ EXGHh5D

ZOBIFE C2 12DV T » 72 TR TOEROMEY (K
BRI IT, 74NV DOREn, X7 bVOKm) IZBWn»
T, EAMEIEE SN-XKIICH 2 0%iE, BEoH
HROH 92 & —FH L7,
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LOG o (MAX OF THETA)

1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
32 Bl C2 1 BB T 5 Mt EADRAME (n = 15)
(m>145 B F L)
Fig. 32 Example C2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15) (m > 145 is desirable).

0 T T
m=100 ---+
m=110 ——¢—
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m=140 -
m=150 —e— 4

< ‘expected slope
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= R b
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o
-
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1 1
1 2 3 4

NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
33 Bl C2 @ RKAZ I3 3 B MR A D IRRME (n = 20)
(m>145 L FE L)
Fig. 33 Example C2: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20) (m > 145 is desirable).

7.7 fil7E C3 . PREEEM BN HZD 3

COBIEE C3 IZFIE R2 & [A U FEM 0 % 3% 54
(N1, Na, N3) = (50,60, 70) 25 &7z —f A HE T
Hb. FOREATHI A L B OXH N 1 210,000 T FHIE
wr, VX 3,061 THY, FHELMETH L. 9 L THHE
At CPIEE LT, BAAMEDIXH [a,b] = [100, 200] (2
HAHEAE RO THRL, 2D L) REARIZEET 801
T 5.

TANTIEHEEESHO S OEH 5. EA AL E
WIS o= 1.5 12T 2 BBIBOM G % &bt 72X H
[75, 225] IZEAXHI AT 1,192 HH DT, 74V 5 %
FHT 2N MVOBmI31,192 LY b4 TH2 Lk
WEFE LW,
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0 T T
m=1000 -+
m=1100 ---x---

2% e m=1200 ------
B m=1300 —&—
expected slope

-10

LOG,( (MAX OF THETA)
&

-12

14

1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS

34 GBI C3: KAERBIZ T A M FEAEDORKME (n = 8)
(m>1,192 "L F L)

Fig. 34 Example C3: The maximum of relative residuals for

-16

iterations (case n = 8) (m > 1,192 is desirable).

0 T T
m=1000 -+
m=1100 ---x---

2 B m=1200 ---*--- -
. m=1300 —&—
expected slope

-10

LOG,( (MAX OF THETA)
&

-12

14

1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS

35 GIRE C3: AR R 2 HIx 2O R KM (n = 10)
(m>1,192 "€ F L)

Fig. 35 Example C3: The maximum of relative residuals for

-16

iterations (case n = 10) (m > 1,192 is desirable).

{58 C3 1 I DIBMTERED R KA

T AT DR n % 8, 10, 15, 20 & LKA IZOW
T, X7 MVOH m % 1,000 %5 1,300 F T 100 %A T
KRTC, RERBITZ 17254 FTELZbDICHTS
MxEAEORAMER, ThENERITRT (T 25, & 26,
27, & 28).

FT7 4NV DR n % 8, 10, 15, 20 & L72KEAIC
DWW, HECKERKITZ 12054 FTEY, Hidhic
faaE L 72X B A % 3150 Do DA %75 0 i KAl %
EoT, N7 VO m % 1,000 205 1,300 F T 100 %)
ATEZTHWNETTO Yy N LTI 7% FREFIRT
(X 34, B 35, B 36, & 37). %7 7 7HD “expected
slope” & T )L S N7z BRI, AR DR KEAIE S
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0 T T
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expected slope
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1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS
36 Bl C3: EREIIH T 5 It EADRAM (n = 15)
(m>1,192 "L F L)
Fig. 36 Example C3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15) (m > 1,192 is desirable).

0 T T
m=1000 -+
m=1100 ---x---
-2 1T m=1200 -
m=1300 —&—
expected slope

LOG o (MAX OF THETA)

1 2 3 4
NUMBER OF ITERATIONS

37 HIE O3 AR T A HAEAEORKME (n = 20)
(m>1,192 "L F L)

Fig. 37 Example C3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20) (m > 1,192 is desirable).

ENZ gs/gp TEVBAT 2 EARE LI ED 7 7 7D E %
IRLEELDTHL., SN A4DDT7 T 706, X7 MLVD
Bom 1,200 KiOHE & 1,200 D EOWA & ClE SR
BIT O &b 7% ) A FRZE O R KAIE DA OFF- 03
P )ESTVWEZE, £9 L TmA%1,200 & 1,300 D
BORERIITITE A LB R TG0 5.
INSDT T TS, m A 1,200 D EOEEIZIE, L
FOLRIET A VT DR n 58 L 10 D& ZITIEKIE 3
M H TR T LT THEEDRAMEIX 10713 L h/hsw
ZE, n A5 DL F IR 2 [0 H TIRIEE T L TR
BADRKEIZ 107 B BETH L G0 5.
BONTEBPTD ) HLEFMEDEE SN KIZH 5 b
DOOFIL, T TRLABIEC3 TIro 72T RTOEED
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+ 25 Bl C3 1 RAERFUIG S 2 EEDRAME (n=8)
Table 25 Example C3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 8).

IT m=1000 m=1100 m=1200 m=1300
1 6.5E-02 9.0E-03 3.8E-03 2.4E-03
2 6.7E-05 3.3E-07 1.8E-09 1.2E-09
3 5.1E-07 1.3E-10 5.0E-14 5.0E-14
4 4.6E-09 7.4E-14 4.9E-14 4.8E-14

= 26 FIE C3 1 AEREIH T 2 RO R KAME (n = 10)
Table 26 Example C3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 10).

IT m=1000 m=1100 m=1200 m=1300
1 1.8E-02 2.4E-03 7.2E-04 3.1E-04
2 2.4E-05 5.1E-08 4.4E-11 1.9E-11
3 1.4E-07 1.1E-11 4.8E-14 4.8E-14
4 4 .5E-10 4.8E-14 4.7E-14 4.7E-14

® 27 fE C3 1 KA 2HEEDRKE (n = 15)
Table 27 Example C3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 15).

IT m=1000 m=1100 m=1200 m=1300
1 1.1E-02 8.7E-04 1.2E-04 1.8E-05
2 1.4E-05 1.1E-08 2.3E-13 1.2E-13
3 3.2E-08 5.1E-13 5.3E-14 5.3E-14
4 1.5E-10 5.3E-14 5.3E-14 5.3E-14

28 fl# C3 1 KENEIIS S M FRADRKIE (n = 20)
Table 28 Example C3: The maximum of relative residuals for

iterations (case n = 20).

IT m=1000 m=1100 m=1200 m=1300
1 1.0E-02 4.4E-04 3.8E-05 7.0E-06
2 1.7E-05 6.7E-09 1.0E-13 9.9E-14
3 3.8E-08 4.5E-13 6.4E-14 6.4E-14
4 1.3E-10 6.4E-14 6.4E-14 6.4E-14

MATOHHETIE, RERIKITA2T1RITT 4 V¥ DR
n AT TR MIVOFLm 1,000 D & ZNZZTEOFA xS
D801 L b 1272174\ 802 I 7 - 7245, Fn LIyt
DT RTOYEDHMETITOVTIZEDEALT O 801 12
—H L7

8. F&¥

7 AV F AR VT, SRR i — R A R E
DOREA X CHAMEITRE ENZXMIZH 5 D D% EATH
CHBEIZODWTH -7z, 74NV 7 LMY M EFIHL
THRTA5bDEF 5. KX TRV YLy FOER %
FEHT D700 1 RAEBRNXNETEEEZHWTHZ
ExHifEL LTWwa (UL Z W TRECIGEIZOW T
o TWZy). ZOWH, KEB 2 BETIIATHI5RIC
B0 55w & RIS RER e R T A 720 ORLER D
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AR ET 59 2 CORMERIC R )P ETH L., LE
GELEAE L FRUE LICHERT 2 2 L TERWEAIZIE
AR ER M) L D2 5 NAD, ORI EENE
W EORHIC L VU EFHO L LICR D ETHA.
FITEFD L) BIEEICANT T, HWAL VIR Y FOK
TG REAT O OR) 2R THI L eERE LT

BULEMZEHEOIIICT A0, V7 NOBRLIERD
LRy b ORAEEE LTSN T7 1 V5 D4
(20E, V1 RAGRR 2 BT &5 5 LATHI5 R 1
DO EIEMT X B RLESG T AHERR C E UL, —BRIZIEATA
SRR 1 OEED, FNEEBICHGWCET 1 RARE
KA ERIERIT) ZLI2XY), LYAVARY FOfEH
DR ZHEBLTHLZETT A VY DIEHZEBIT
X5 (72 ZIXENTEE OB 7 VYD LI,
BEOL VXY FOMIERHEETHL 74 V7 ThHULE
NPWRETH 5). L LZOEHAEICIE, s L YyN
v b EF LR DR GIR AT ) LB D B . A 1R
HRER OB X A R CRATH SR O = AN A=
DY DHHVITIEEAEDEEGZEOTL T ) WhEN:
MR, B BEAAZ TR 1 KA 2 LT v
TR T ERFHRE LTWBEDT, 44 L d 120475
SIREAT) DT THBED, LIARY bHPER T E 21T
8~12 DA, FNETOBDOITH 24T ) LB
HbH. BEROLIVRY POBBREEICZE D7 1051,
bLL 74 VY ERBELGERT 20 THhIUL, 17515 %
AT 5720 DFERRERD L D0 LR VEEITE, #
B U 724750505 e iV T 1 RGBERE R &2 72672
2B\ Z DR L 72475053 R O FETES I & R OATHI D 45 il
RSB 20T ETLESH L. T 5 EATHRD
FERIIHEAMATET, THSROEED 7 4 VY 2 RS
BEEICHE LT Z 20T, FRIC X ) 5 RICH#E A 51
BREOSHLF/WMILZ LIRS,

DR 2~4FLFE) O L VAR N ORIERE & DL IER;
BT 4 FIZONThH, b LOREAFEORFICLY) LY
VAR MRS 5 ¥ 7 MIFIO 5 RE —REIZIE 1> L
AETE WA, R VITHISREHEFRAATE T,
HL VAR MIHIBT 5 ¥ 7 MIFIOFTH 53R % % T\
DRI E R LIS AT ) LB o B, 2L 21, 74
YN T NDRLDZVEEMOL VN ORI &
(DFEER) D p RkEHERTHHHEIIE, EHOL VR
MZHIRT 5 2 7 MIFI D53 % X CTERLE L ICHEMT
ELr0THNE, O kEOITHE FNEN 1D
FRRETIUE L VA, 72 & 2 X FREIIIATHI 5 AT R 2
125 L2 ALRWEAICE, k@) OY 7 MIFIOAT
5% p 92479 BN D D, [rH5 oM % A5
kp BI720047 ) LED D 5.

Z ZCUBERITH RO B R D LT 4 V5 & LT
H—DL VXY bOLEARDO S DEFIHT 5 L05%
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ZAoNL, FOLXIBRTANVYTIRELINARY MY
527 MIFIOATHI MR 7272 1 24T 218X L, D
SrRAE R R R IR A 2 AT ENE, ENEF)
HLTHE—DL Y ANRY FOSHREEHSE 52 L
T&%. L2LZOXH, 2O L) RERD 7 1 V& TlE
HEYRVEEPERTELRVWOT, ThFETIIEEDT
NS OEBHIE SN h o7z (b5 A AEMRIZZ
MEEBWEENERINZVESHELH L EED
n5).

ZZTAHRN, BRI B DIRERO AR
ELTHEMD B W7 1 vy & BAIERBEZALOMER DA
GEERET LI Z2RAT. T4V 2 RET HEIC
T TIATHIE DR S LTI F N E BRI AT L v
DT, LEBATIREIEERTLRZTIC RS, 74V5
DEENXE L TOXEE p & L, KERKE IT &3,
HV A% 1720047 - 7218102, REATHI Al AN
7 MVH m S Bd 1 RN L (ARERBRAT) fif
L, &FTITxp HIZR D, ZDEN, 745D
AT m AONZ MVOFIZH T 5 B-IEHESS
A Ao

TANY ZHBHTHERZ VO m %, 740LV5 D&
I & BRI AR B b XS E A EA D B [E AR O L
DB TIUE, RIS L D HTEET L WP LT, &
XS DA R DI KAEDTAE T L1127 4 V& DRI F
A5 DM gi/gp % U7AEL TS B IREEV (BIZDOR)
EWEFE L. 2F VWD T 1V & OiEisic BT 5 Ek
BENFIERLHRLTYH, B-EHBERILE 74 vy OEH
AL G DT 2 AR AR T A 2 & THRAED/NE
W R S NEURE RSN S,

TANY @S SR RIS B 0L, TP
ML EORE T T/HS CTETHMICH LT L
FTHLDONPIZL LD, ZOIENIZDHVL@IRZ bV
DB T 5. BRI Y Pv oz —kEElk%E
HOTEoTWAEDT, 7405 % 1a5EH L7-EEToH
IR O FERAEDO K E S ZHAICHED 5 2 Li3—#i
FEELW. L2l 740 E L EREE LR E» S50
T O FRZED D HFERE/N S TS, LB et
DR DR KMES 7 4 VY ORE T &P 5 H
UL, go/gp TEDSHZOND I LG h otz v
TANTEEO BSOS X 505, KHL T 724
L7 4y DYGEIIIRERBESTE CIE K 2~4 AR
D7 4 )5 O TULE R ORI DR E % 1
BNELTEDLZ LR ERTHERL .
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