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Fig. 2 Track modeling
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Fig. 3 Result of sensitivity analysis
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Table 3 ANOVA table

Factor S 1)) v Fo F( 0.01 )
Regression | 48564 | 5 | 0.009712 |491.601544 | 6.2
alation

Residual

Sesidual 1 0.000731 | 37 | 0.000019

Sum 0049295 | 42
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Table 4 Optimization result

Factor ﬂm mﬂ'
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Fig. 4 Validation of optimization result
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