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input value result value
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Table 3 Comparison of two methods

Form input value GA GA & .O pt%mality

parameter criteria
1 Tp 0.0 0.0 0.0
2 Ys 0.569026 0.565026 0.569026
3 Tg 1.0 1.0 1.0
4 Ye 0.0 0.0 0.0
5 ap -31.0 -31.0 -31.0
6 og -53.0 -58.0 -58.0
7 Cas ~-15 -1.500425 -1.499957
8 Cue -441 -4.409601 -4.409994
9 Area 0.1925 0.193116 0.1924999
10 Tc 0.28489 (0.284838 0.284%9
11 Ye 0.16952 0.169334 0.16952
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