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I (T:triangularFight, D:DomainTwF, P:PEnergy,
K:KDomain, N:NewDomain)

ay az as t to U uy () us v(P)

1.09 | 1.10 | 1.00 | 0.433 | 0.644 | 0.796 | 0.765 | 0.927 | 0.548 || 0.0764

0.693 | 1.08 | 1.24 | 0.187 | 0.618 | 0.774 | 0.980 | 0.658 | 0.622 || 0.406

0.177 | 0.914 | 0.903 | 0.0410 | 0.137 | 0.600 | 0.513 | 0.616 | 0.905 || 0.00257

1.99 | 2.07 | 0.665 | 0.974 | 0.0964 | 0.647 | 0.879 | 0.940 | 0.575 || 0.301
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0.409 | 0.947 | 1.829 | 0.532 | 0.786 | 0.732 | 0.676 | 0.991 | 0.844 || 0.519
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