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Edge insertion paradigm for triangulation
with lexicographical optimization

FumtaiTo OHTAKIT! and Hisao TaMAKIT!

Edge insertion paradigm is one of the polynomial-time algorithms for opti-
mal triangulation, which can be applied when the objective function satisfies
certain conditions. This algorithm, which is primarily for optimizing with the
worst-triangle measure, can be extended to the lexicographic measure, but with
certain restrictions on the input point set. In practice, the lexicographic mea-
sure is preffered to worst-triangle measure, since the quality of all triangles are
relevant. In this note, we experimentarilly evaluate the quality of solutions ob-
tained by the edge insertion paradigm, applied to input point sets violating the
restriction, comparing them with the true lexicographically optimal solutions.
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D= E VD BRI 7 7 LiE, TN EEOTEMATHFEENRKDILD &
YRR T IO ETHD. ZARSENL, MERE LA TERNREMEETHD &
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BRAEZR EVRHO DD Z RN, EHMICITRELI O = AT OFHlfE S BET2 2
LiIrTERv. B, RRKARMEOEETK 1 02 >O=AENEEEZD &, KE
EAE LWDO TEED DNV, ENLNO =AFE LI FREL =A% %
KELNTODHZ LIFHALNTH S,

IO XS = AR ERET 5720, 2FE L TO=ZABSEIOEZ T 50 & DD
L LT, fFEXOKERDL. Zhix, 77 7 FOT X TORMMEIMEZ BNEIZ I~ TRABE~
7 MVEIEY, 2O MV ETREEXOWEE T 555 THD. ZARDEI T IcoWT, T
FOFT_TOZAFOFMEZ BIEICIE~72_2 bv M = {m(1),m(2),...} &, T OFHffE
R MVERES. 2 DO=MAEHEIT, To & ZOFME~2Z MV My = {m1(1),m1(2),...},
Mz = {m2(1),m2(2),.. .} I&2WTC, Tt OFAFHAXIEF THEARWEIE, $D ki
WTmy(i) =ma(d)(1 <i<k) > mi(k) <ma(k) THDLZLEWD.
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Fig.1 Difference between worst-measure optimization and lexicographical optimization.

THEEEIZ DWWl 72 S LO=AaExmEons, LW MEEFIHL TS,

FILITYRL L BIEANRT ZA DX BEEEXREET LT XA

FEEOMIRZ LT 2

Repeat
THRART B A BT Lo TREEIC W Tl 7 = AT B2 R %
SARSEITORE=AEO 3 0% BEEDESITINZD

Until 77 7HOFTXTOAREE I D

FEERILHEIC BT DI b D&M &1%, AN ERDTEHAES S ICRHIEDE LWE=
xRt LR 3THAORBPERFEE LN EThD. Szl SWTESEA IS
LCTNANFYXALZFT LI &L, BOoNLEREDOREDRIIZRDDONIDIE
20N,

T TAMETIE, ZARORKRMAZTHMMEREICHNT, ZOSMENH S n—&T
YA, b blEAES RICFERFHMIEOZSE ZAENEHAIFEL 5 2856455 %, LFD 2
DNZONTIHERS.

£, WIFEANRTEA LE2FA LT, EEOHESESEZ AN E L ThEEAEE IRV Tk
Wi AN EEROONEZT N IY XLERMET D, TATY XA 1 T, Bk
BIZ L > THREO =AFERD, TD 30ENEON L U UEERE bR, =
DEx, WHETDHEZARERDD AT v FIZBNT, RERICEEND 5 =AKET T
AT THE A2 DEHILOWTHHEL 2 LT, LIkiEMzRoond kicds. zovra
URXNE, BEOZAFEOEORD B IZONERT XX REEN Y 2 5 /[ REMEN D 5 720,
B 7 A2 Y X AT > TV 5,

WIZ, WEELET AT XA L > TR LN D RERE AWT, AT Z A LOFEHR
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Fig.2 Example of the instance edge insertion paradigm cannot lexicographically optimize.

EOBRERVONEIMT 2. TATY X5 1 OFNEIRE T EDORERELS D)
AT R - TRARY, IHEREMIC—ET 2HE0, 2% B ICEO A0 ol
LY 40 ELEL RAGA R EHATHD. TNAITY X5 1 OFPERRICIZEORERW
LOWLRDNEMDIZD, ANHOTEAES S NE e FFHIEDZE = AT OEI& 2L S &
RRG, W ONOHEBIZOWTEGEMR L ik d 5 2 LT, EBRIISTHET 5.
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WIEART ZA B i, MBern HIZE > TRENETATY LD T, BRAFME:
EDW OMDOFIFEAEIZ BN T, EED AN U CTREME DN 5o 72 = AT &l & 21K
FE[E]CskD B Z 3RS

Flo, TONRTEA LEGHTHZ LT, HEREETRER=ABIEEZRDDLZLH
TE5. 2L, TOHGICHANOHEAESHUTORMEZMWE L TV LLERDS.

&2 WFHANRT HA DR DEEERRE O FAt

THREA EOEB D2 ZATY abe, zyz (abe # zyz) IOV T u(abe) # u(zyz)
COFMERTZ SRS, WHANT XA ATIREERPIHEONRNENHD. X2
13, R RMEOFEERIEEI SO TR GO WBITH Y, B ZOERERIC
B DI, LR ANRT A DL > TEBIBONTZMTH .

& 2D FHIAEEDIDFANR TG F A DL - TR EZIF DD b ONE S vk, +a5kis
ERDZETHMTE D, FIFITITHERMLEMELED 200D Y, WIFANRT XA Lxn
D&, A E RIS LTI O(n®) OFBEET, WAt 2 R
%L Cik O(n?logn) OFFHER TR = ABSEIZH 2 ENTES.

=AEHEIT OFE w(T) %, pu(T) = plabe) EEDD. abe 13 T IZBIT 5 HE =1
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¥, w(abe) IXEOFHETHD. 2 DO=ZAFEHE T, To lZOWT, pw(Th) > u(Te) £
1 p(Th) = p(To) 20 To OEE=ZATEOEEN Ty ORE=ZATBOERSEETHD L &,
X T OEETHDL LV, Ty =Ty LT
SDIRANT A DDA &\ D FARWBENTFAET 5. W AITRO X9 e e LT
EFREIND. AN=ATHE], qs 1T AIHFELR2NIETHD.
BA% 3 IFHA (A, gs)
ZAE AT gs ZINZD
qs ERFZETDHTXTOLE ANPGRS
qs DEMNZTE 2 2 DO P, R ZHT-IC=ARNET 5
ZoL X, B P, ROESENITESE T LY XaEHND. BElX, SAFERD
BEY B o720 2 REZATRORMAFU L > THELN L ZMAIBOZ L THD. HRET LAY
A5E, FTHHESEEL Y b BWEZIERSARER P »ovEe LT ZeT, £
AT AZ = A EI L Tl
WFFANRT ZA NE, ZABSE T I3 LT, REOMIMEZ > = A AT 5 &
INTHFFAEAT) Z &I T oUET ZEV T, LWV OMBEUENEZ 572D
FCHEDIRT. ZANEIT RZE=MA vyz %y THMT 2 &0%, TICH 22 ERFET D
Wyt IFETHZ &2V,
FILTY X L4 AT H A BT KD EEE
EEOYMR T 2R 2
repeat
for 777 7 T | OFHIE D B D = AT pgr do
while pgr ZfWi3 %0 gs do
i gs \IZOWTIIRFHAZATY, TV 225 %
T-T THIUXT + T & LT for V7 %4kiF 5
D TRUFIITR OB qs 4T

endwhile

BT a) XA

endfor
until T N ETE <D
0 gs VB FHIED, THIEENFRMEZR -T2, BEHEZWHTT NI TRRD,
AR AT L EOFBIRO BVERDBHES -0, 2L LTHERRREL 2 5.
EBIL, ZOTNAIY RNIT T 7HOEEODREBEE LT 7 7ICk L CTh e = £
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TAAY XA 1T, ANOHERESDFFIEOZE A K2 E8HE TSI, ok
BHEAMEIE SR, UL, FEEICANCRH LTI AT XL E2EFT 5L, BN
BoHENDEVIHILESL, RETIIRWVDS, ZHUIGEWRWEREOLND W IHABZ.
ZLTC, FORERVENEONLDOEV) GIZBALTE, 7TV XAZOLOMNGIE
FFL TR,

Z T, AEBDOAINHK L CREROEE TR R A AE 2 oNL 7 VT ) X h%
ML, iRl 703 ) X0 1 OffZ I LT, EORERWVIRAE LD D)% FEBRN
i 5. AREDOAINH T 2FERFE LT VT Y XA, AT Z A LOMWE %
FIALCHESES S,

3.2 FILIYXLDEE

TAIY XA 1T, AJOTHREE D FEREMNE D28 =M1 2 AR08 -5 1RO B
PEAMEZES RV, ZhUE, T3 RADE AT v FITBWTREET 5 RE = AR ME—
WEELRNWIENS LD THD. COREZMAREEET 5MICL-T, ZOEMKT
XD AN ENRRDLOT, REAICELNDMPAED-TLEY. L, Rkl
{EIZ DWW THHEE DO AN U CHREMEREHND Z ENahoTWnDLDT, EETLHE
ZAEOFEIC SOV TR FE ISR DMERES LD . ZOMWEEFIA LT, EEO AT
L CREREZEDLTATY X5 25T 5.

FEARNZAEET T VT XL 1 ERIUTHY, HBEEFmE LT V) X AZ#0 R LFAT
THZ LI Lo TREFHMIED = A0 30 %EEL TV, =EL, BETS AL
U 3T 2 45> 22 = AIENEEAFIET S BAITIE, WThOZAREEET 2 &> T
BPHUET 5. BEAT v FIZBOTRD BV D REEICE U IR N RIES TV DO
T, FHlEO% LW = AT R TORSITE U CTERT 5 2 & TOHTRmMRESD 2 L3
T&E5%.

(© 2012 Information Processing Society of Japan



THBAL BT
IPSJ SIG Technical Report
f:fib, ZOTNTY AN, ZATEO 3 WEEET DN DO RN E T 57
%?®ﬁ%#%§%u%if“< YU DAAFIE, KD T B & 55 Ll 2 FF >
2 *ﬁlﬂif)%ﬁ%ﬂ”ﬁ@‘é LTHDHTD, HAEGDRFMEDZE=ATEE2 L < FATND
, FATHRERI DB FEAICRE SR> TLED.

4. £ E&

4.1 ERORE

WHEANRT F A LOFEEREE LA 2 SV E SR ANTH LT, 73 X555
Z W TE#ME OPT %3k, o7 /L2 X LAOME T 5. FEBRICIT SAC, WAC,
SSH, WAC2 D 4 >OT N3V ALEHETSH. SAC KOWAC IixE bicT7 =Y X
L1 T, WHANRT ZA L2 O(nPlogn) DT ATV RLEFHALESEE O0®) OT v
TV RLERALIEGAETHE. SSH IZ=AEO 3DEBEETHEIC, 77 7HIAL
THREENEMNM LAV E ) RZE=ZABOP CREIBKEO L DOZEINT 22— R
T AT ThDH. HET D ZAHN/NS O RO SEISEIRIC G 2 55BN 0 D700 T
220D, VI TFREELLICZOT AT RAEABELE. SABOKE SERTMEIC
SAROREDEFIA LTS, WAC21E, SAC & WAC OfERITEVHAE U FRR%
HENDBT=DITBILET VT Y XAT, WAC O—Z8ELELDTHS. WAC &
WAC2 DENTHONWTIE 4.3 fiCili 2.

FEMEUELC L, BRI E T TR A o Th DR AMR/MEE VDS, ASDIE
REAX, FFHMEDCZE =M OEGERT/INT A—F P EEE L ETT ¥ NMIERK
T5. P, HEEALOZEZAVOKRKT &, Th bR SFMEOTE M 2T
P=M/T LEHTD. PHINIWIEER—FHEHED =ATENR L < BN DEAESITRD.
TEAES ST 2 T PR AR EE AW T AT RAD 12X - TERT .

TERHE N & PoOEEZELEtE, % N, POEOMTENENS DDOT A N7r—RAZD
WCET NI Y ALEFATL, REMEE T 2. WEEE I ave, worse, u'/p D 3D
WD, ave ld, ZAESETOE=ZABITT 23HMEEOEHETH D, worse 13X, &F
E~ 2 MV ERG ZEICHlR Uiz & &1, RiEfRE D HENEL 2o T DS OEIE %
. ZOMIZ0ND 1 ETOMEE LY, 00L& ZFERY M AR s e 5T
L. w/p ik, FHEEN7 SV OERSICE T D iEEE O ORKEERT. T OMIE1
LDz Ly, ERAREWIEEREREOHEPREWVETINDH D Z & 2RT.
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R1IDOLRSICEREREZ RT. RPICBITHZEM ) X, 7T ) XADFELTHRFH]
IR TET, RIS LIRS L ERL TN,

FT, REMFL AT AT RLAOMO—BRIZONWTELT . SAC IZOVTIE, 1L
IED N, P OMAEDRIZONT, PR EDT A Nr— A Thefif & —F L7=DITxt L
T, WAC & SSHIZoWTIE, N, P OEICI» ST, KilEffe —8+557 2 Mr—=x
DIEEAERD T, UEDOZ E0h, RlfRESIERENRbEWT LY XAN SAC
TholoZ L¥binsd. 2L, NBKREL, PBASWGEAITIIT LI Y XADIATH
BT LW Tr—2R1bolzlo, +aRERME LR T

WIZ, &FHITE H Offl _’Jb\“C% 295, ave, worse ¥ RAH L, \FEFTXTOT A hr—
AWZDNWT SAC, WAC, SSH OIECHREMIITVMEL 72072,y jp ZR5DE, SACIC
DVTETRTOT A M =220 1/ < 1.05 L7 0, FEMENELRRWEAT
b, FHMIEN Y L ORI IR D EIUT EFENL T RN Z E3bnnd. WAC L P
DS VRN REL 22D 2 LR35, SSH IXREMIENRKRES RoTLEST-.

LD Z &0, BEEE M-3RI AL DN TIE, 7T U XA 112 O(n?logn) @
WFFANRT HA DERHND Z & T, B2 0 ITVREESOGND 2 E DR TE . F
IZ P> 0.6 DBAICHENTE, SWEE CREMAIHEONZ. LL, B0 L
SRR AT T S R VEEMIIEHE T O(n®) OBIF AT A DEHVDLENSH S DT, i
SO L XIZERVERE LMo,

4.3 SAC &£ WAC O#ERDEIZET 5B

SREIOFERTIE, 1ZEALEDT A Rr—ZIZDNT SAC OFN WAC LV &Iz
WRERDE LN, ZOENAEUEFRIZOWTELET S, 250703V XADZEE, &K
FERE(LT LT ZLDOES DR TH DN, TOEWPEKIEROZEIZ SR> T
WBETHD. 2 OORBMEEELT LT Y R LDENE LT, BERET B0 A gs
DEOHRZEZT BND. BT LY XATIE, gs OFBERIT L OBIRT B IEEICHS
WCHAREZRFEYENR 7200 DS, R T ATV XA T gs ERFZET HABNDIRNE O LA
TWD. ZOBNMIE S THREMBRENEENTNDEZZONDDT, TORIZOWVWTE
BRICE > THEDD 5.

D=2, FiclcT TV XA WAC2 2T 5. HEET LIV XA WAC IZ
BT, HALOEM gs RS L ZIZEZDIEFRELZE L TV o723, WAC2 TiX
INEFEMOPTRET 2LOEPDRNLONDIAICREL S ICETT S, WAC2 &%
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DEBREFUT A M —2TH LTIEITL, TORRE SAC, WAC LT 2.

EEBROFRER, T XTCOT AN —RA K LT WAC2 OfiEN SAC OfEERICH D LD,
WAC 0 b RWEERBE LN, ZORENS, SAC & WAC OFEWE, FHAZOBENR
FICEoTEL TN Z EBRHERTE .

5. TLHERE

51 & & &

SAFEART Z A DZONWT, el a e e 2 12O OFfF 2T S AN L THES
NDERIGHEARI EAUE LTV D)% FERANICHGE L 7=, FEBROFER, mathzi-4+k 5
TRRAFEYE )T LTI, SBFRART XA MM Lo Tlefig b L <IZZ U WEEHR LD
TEDVHERTE L, Fo, BEHETATY AADOHREmMIZTHE TS, T4 XAPTHE
ANL DA 2 RS ZZEI DD 2N, DN HIRA TN 2 EIZLY, BEEE2MT-THE
LRIEDOMREGD Z LN TET.

5.2 & &

AEl, 300 [EARICKT B EBRTIE, P O/ NS WA ICEITREN ) T 722012
BB LI, FREITI ZENTEd ol LV EEAREED-DI121L, RKEfitz
BTN X hEEmEeT 5, b Lo ETREMRZRD D Z LT, THAKNKE
WIEAIZOWTHEREITVRGET 20 ERH 5. i, EROBIC A0 E O R 1
& LTRKAR/MEE WD, tOFHBEREICK L TCHRBEOFMREEHBDLZENTE DD
NHRGET 20BN D DH. 5%, REHOVIRWINGIRATZ TN EWVIERGLND L)
FBHRERICHOW T OGRS B Lo,
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® 1 EBHHR (P=0.8)
Table 1 result of experimentation with P = 0.8
n = 100 n = 200 n = 300
ave (F£)  worse p'/u | ave ()  worse p'/u | ave (FE)  worse p'/u
OPT 97.044 - - 96.837 - - 95.881 - -
SAC 97.044 0.000 1.000 96.837 0.000 1.000 95.881 0.000 1.000
WAC 96.977 0.284 1.007 96.836 0.183 1.019 96.021 0.848 1.010
WAC2 97.044 0.000 1.000 96.837 0.000 1.000 95.881 0.000 1.000
SSH 99.597 0.693 1.226 97.818 0.615 1.112 99.123 0.990 1.273
OPT 100.494 - - 95.307 - - 97.452 - -
SAC 100.494 0.000 1.000 95.307 0.000 1.000 97.504 0.506 1.005
WAC 100.494 0.000 1.000 95.361 0.384 1.010 97.585 0.570 1.010
WAC2 100.494 0.000 1.000 95.307 0.000 1.000 97.504 0.506 1.005
SSH 101.801 0.527 1.081 95.592 0.455 1.059 103.156 0.977 1.257
OPT 95.873 - - 96.593 - - 95.653 - -
SAC 95.873 0.000 1.000 96.593 0.000 1.000 95.653 0.000 1.000
WAC 95.918 0.089 1.014 96.635 0.181 1.010 96.216 0.712 1.042
WAC2 95.873 0.000 1.000 96.593 0.000 1.000 95.653 0.000 1.000
SSH 97.292 0.955 1.092 102.822 0.987 1.338 98.355 0.826 1.176
OPT 96.379 - - 95.393 - - 95.863 - -
SAC 96.379 0.000 1.000 95.420 0.131 1.012 95.912 0.207 1.018
WAC 96.379 0.000 1.000 95.462 0.455 1.009 95.846 0.225 1.018
WAC2 96.379 0.000 1.000 95.420 0.131 1.012 95.912 0.207 1.018
SSH 99.000 0.967 1.156 98.137 0.942 1.127 97.072 0.549 1.116
OPT 99.334 - - 97.230 - - 94.849 - -
SAC 99.334 0.000 1.000 97.230 0.000 1.000 94.849 0.000 1.000
WAC 99.845 0.667 1.028 97.337 0.592 1.012 94.940 0.304 1.013
WAC2 99.334 0.000 1.000 97.230 0.000 1.000 94.849 0.000 1.000
SSH 101.364 0.825 1.149 106.356 0.989 1.280 95.097 0.509 1.060
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Table 2 result of experimentation with P = 0.7

n = 100 n = 200 n = 300
ave (%)  worse w/p | ave ()  worse w/p | ave ()  worse ym
OPT 95.310 - - 99.573 - - 95.528 - -
SAC 95.310 0.000 1.000 99.573 0.000 1.000 95.559 0.304 1.007
WAC 95.796 0.717 1.042 99.612 0.238 1.010 96.269 0.885 1.032
WAC2 95.310 0.000 1.000 99.573 0.000 1.000 95.559 0.304 1.007
SSH 96.286 0.428 1.089 113.852 0.974 1.306 102.616 0.986 1.340
OPT 99.268 - - 96.295 - - 95.048 - -
SAC 99.268 0.000 1.000 96.295 0.000 1.000 95.048 0.000 1.000
WAC 99.502 0.514 1.022 96.715 0.638 1.023 95.308 0.794 1.030
WAC2 99.268 0.000 1.000 96.295 0.000 1.000 95.048 0.000 1.000
SSH 102.346 0.834 1.153 97.470 0.811 1.058 101.538 0.995 1.247
OPT 100.671 - - 95.661 - - 95.372 - -
SAC 100.671 0.000 1.000 95.638 0.029 1.004 95.404 0.304 1.005
WAC 100.979 0.557 1.028 95.859 0.588 1.019 95.606 0.727 1.016
WAC2 100.671 0.000 1.000 95.638 0.029 1.004 95.404 0.304 1.005
SSH 105.054 0.645 1.202 98.076 0.698 1.182 97.159 0.983 1.174
OPT 99.780 - - 95.421 - - 95.779 - -
SAC 99.780 0.000 1.000 95.421 0.000 1.000 95.779 0.000 1.000
WAC 99.846 0.168 1.031 95.600 0.526 1.013 95.936 0.318 1.019
WAC2 99.780 0.000 1.000 95.421 0.000 1.000 95.779 0.000 1.000
SSH 104.220 0.805 1.154 107.252 0.984 1.354 98.911 0.949 1.187
OPT 99.491 - - 95.672 - - 95.675 - -
SAC 99.491 0.000 1.000 95.672 0.000 1.000 95.675 0.000 1.000
WAC 99.767 0.436 1.045 95.715 0.427 1.019 96.245 0.751 1.034
WAC2 99.491 0.000 1.000 95.672 0.000 1.000 95.675 0.000 1.000
SSH 100.480 0.615 1.096 101.802 0.907 1.264 101.256 0.991 1.221
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* 3 EBRHER (P=0.6)
Table 3 result of experimentation with P = 0.6
n = 100 n = 200 n = 300
ave (&)  worse w/p | ave ()  worse w/p | ave ()  worse ym
OPT 97.181 - - 95.728 - - 95.597 - -
SAC 97.181 0.000 1.000 95.728 0.000 1.000 95.597 0.000 1.000
WAC 97.606 0.588 1.039 96.238 0.662 1.021 97.119 0.852 1.089
WAC2 97.181 0.000 1.000 95.728 0.000 1.000 95.597 0.000 1.000
SSH 102.808 0.912 1.242 110.504 0.984 1.400 104.060 0.991 1.306
OPT 98.511 - - 95.794 - - 97.002 - -
SAC 98.511 0.000 1.000 95.794 0.000 1.000 97.002 0.000 1.000
WAC 99.552 0.511 1.079 96.089 0.654 1.021 97.201 0.506 1.014
WAC2 98.511 0.000 1.000 95.794 0.000 1.000 97.002 0.000 1.000
SSH 110.754 0.940 1.368 114.623 0.995 1.437 105.774 0.970 1.293
OPT 97.689 - - 96.295 - - 98.245 - -
SAC 97.689 0.000 1.000 96.295 0.000 1.000 98.245 0.000 1.000
WAC 98.443 0.636 1.042 96.478 0.614 1.037 98.710 0.701 1.019
WAC2 97.689 0.000 1.000 96.295 0.000 1.000 98.245 0.000 1.000
SSH 104.146 0.973 1.223 109.654 0.997 1.339 113.822 0.962 1.389
OPT 98.376 - - 95.912 - - - - -
SAC 98.376 0.000 1.000 95.912 0.000 1.000 - - -
WAC 98.860 0.609 1.033 96.372 0.729 1.026 - - -
WAC2 98.376 0.000 1.000 95.912 0.000 1.000 - - -
SSH 103.514 0.853 1.151 106.197 0.966 1.338 - - -
OPT 96.677 - - 96.750 - - 94.307 - -
SAC 96.677 0.000 1.000 96.750 0.000 1.000 94.307 0.000 1.000
WAC 96.554 0.104 1.018 97.046 0.488 1.015 94.975 0.810 1.028
WAC2 96.677 0.000 1.000 96.750 0.000 1.000 94.307 0.000 1.000
SSH 99.138 0.659 1.131 99.565 0.958 1.159 109.496 0.991 1.450
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Table 4 result of experimentation with P = 0.5

n = 100 n = 200 n = 300
ave (%)  worse w/p | ave ()  worse w/p | ave ()  worse ym
OPT 95.465 - - 96.149 - - - - -
SAC 95.584 0.188 1.021 96.189 0.158 1.008 - - -
WAC 96.988 0.757 1.116 97.711 0.794 1.101 - - -
WAC2 95.584 0.188 1.021 96.189 0.158 1.008 - - -
SSH 104.436 0.956 1.352 117.561 0.997 1.488 - - -
OPT 97.370 - - 95.470 - - 94.063 - -
SAC 97.370 0.000 1.000 95.470 0.000 1.000 94.109 0.324 1.028
WAC 98.048 0.764 1.040 95.795 0.492 1.020 94.347 0.573 1.021
WAC2 97.370 0.000 1.000 95.470 0.000 1.000 94.109 0.324 1.028
SSH 106.616 0.857 1.336 108.453 0.992 1.305 108.183 0.997 1.414
OPT 98.915 - - 95.241 - - 95.467 - -
SAC 98.971 0.087 1.018 95.241 0.000 1.000 95.470 0.068 1.006
WAC 98.983 0.306 1.026 96.227 0.643 1.063 95.973 0.661 1.023
WAC2 98.971 0.087 1.018 95.241 0.000 1.000 95.470 0.068 1.006
SSH 108.439 0.574 1.316 120.071 0.997 1.469 111.648 0.957 1.379
OPT 98.133 - - 96.567 - - - - -
SAC 98.133 0.000 1.000 96.634 0.272 1.010 - - -
WAC 98.762 0.584 1.043 97.296 0.825 1.035 - - -
WAC2 98.133 0.000 1.000 96.634 0.272 1.010 - - -
SSH 110.138 0.995 1.306 113.006 0.976 1.386 - - -
OPT 97.973 - - 95.505 - - 94.658 - -
SAC 97.973 0.000 1.000 95.505 0.000 1.000 94.658 0.000 1.000
WAC 98.974 0.624 1.050 96.619 0.653 1.055 97.477 0.946 1.134
WAC2 97.973 0.000 1.000 95.505 0.000 1.000 94.658 0.000 1.000
SSH 112.863 0.935 1.423 105.686 0.989 1.269 112.304 0.956 1.462

2012/1/28
&5 EBRHER (P=0.4)
Table 5 result of experimentation with P = 0.4
n = 100 n = 200 n = 300
ave (&)  worse w/p | ave ()  worse w/u | ave (J£)  worse p'/u
OPT 95.270 - - 95.688 - - - - -
SAC 95.270 0.000 1.000 95.792 0.327 1.011 - - -
WAC 96.198 0.707 1.040 96.203 0.586 1.029 - - -
WAC2 95.270 0.000 1.000 95.792 0.327 1.011 - - -
SSH 122.188 0.995 1.490 106.860 0.929 1.299 - - -
OPT 94.542 - - 93.754 - - - - -
SAC 94.542 0.000 1.000 93.754 0.000 1.000 - - -
WAC 94.707 0.255 1.021 94.956 0.616 1.058 - - -
WAC2 94.542 0.000 1.000 93.754 0.000 1.000 - - -
SSH 115.273 0.984 1.415 98.748 0.979 1.135 - - -
OPT 95.231 - - 96.113 - - - - -
SAC 95.231 0.000 1.000 96.151 0.074 1.011 - - -
WAC 96.262 0.616 1.061 97.364 0.706 1.056 - - -
WAC2 95.231 0.000 1.000 96.151 0.074 1.011 - - -
SSH 130.166 0.989 1.626 120.962 0.976 1.490 - - -
OPT 98.813 - - 94.075 - - - - -
SAC 98.828 0.038 1.008 94.075 0.000 1.000 - - -
WAC 99.042 0.232 1.030 95.150 0.645 1.053 - - -
WAC2 98.828 0.038 1.008 94.075 0.000 1.000 - - -
SSH 125.312 0.995 1.471 106.197 0.984 1.424 - - -
OPT 97.524 - - 95.545 - - - - -
SAC 97.541 0.022 1.023 95.545 0.000 1.000 - - -
WAC 97.888 0.339 1.032 98.339 0.832 1.102 - - -
WAC2 97.541 0.022 1.023 95.545 0.000 1.000 - - -
SSH 121.872 0.962 1.490 116.846 0.984 1.391 - - -
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