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Particle Swarm Optimization for Pattern Detection and Seismic

Applications

Student : An-Ching Tung Advisor : Dr. Kou-Yuan Huang

Institute of Multimedia Engineering

National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) s adopted to detect parameter pattern (e.g.
circle, ellipse, hyperbola and asymptote.) Each particle is represented as parameters of
patterns, then swarm of particles search the optimal solution in parameter space. We
define mathematical formulas to represent various kinds of parameter patterns, and
define the distance from points to patterns. Experiments on simulated image get good
detection. The method is also applied to detect the parameters of direct wave (line)
and reflected wave pattern (hyperbola) in simulated and real one-shot seismogram, the
results can improve seismic interpretation and further seismic data processing.

Keywords: Particle Swarm Optimization, Hough transform, Seismic pattern.
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Chapter 3 PSO fgijf] -5k

3.1 g

PR 2] PSO ELRLREY R o IPI 3.1 A o S RURRY
% F%ﬁ”“—?ﬁﬁlm ﬁCE]" e > I') PSO ;{J[E]EUL['%IJ%%E]@, }%%FJIJ%E‘?@@
7% -

Input data PSO detection .|  Detect | Reconstructi-
system parameters on

4

3.1, PSO i g ik -

3.2 fa&* %R
iy * PRI ERAR AR (object) LA RPVAAR (. y;) > =1 -, 0
EHRR 2

 PSO [ER-Fak 1> F1 %li[llﬁﬂfﬁiiﬁ R (Fitness Functlon)bﬁ’%
il (Fitness Value) ﬁHt;; TPV SR Efiy’%m@lﬁ A3

25 (e (R i B AR B R ST Sl
Flfﬂf’ﬁ bl o ri131rﬁ}4 FLEE ] FI JEE‘?[;%'HIE[ x"-y"H[ s [EH ~ AEEH ~ %E“%LH%E“
AT | R

ax"*+by"? =r (3.1)

SR EL) FAa o E[“@‘F' SRR EIE > flras b o fR e

WA > fLE 31+ Hia b ﬁ'wﬂw@wﬁ@,mby%ﬁwm
I A b BT r =05 —E"M URRTEL
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P %g (S

r |

N + | s g

H
» W
o
QD
O

+ — + | S5t

+ — _

— + +

_ + _

+ - 0 | SRSy
— + 0

+ + — | =R

UKD X"~y AL O -y I 0 £ iy o RyELY RIESRIER
(32.1) ¥ (32.2) F AT Hfff 32 %FIEJTEK@@IE@@EU%% [ o

X'= X'c0s@ +Vy'sin @ (3.2.1)
y'=—=x'siné +y'cosd (3.2.2)

S A -y’ > WA 2

a(x'cos@+ y'sin@)* +b(-x'sin@ + y'cosf)> =r (3.3)
) ¥
A
=
-~ i
I .
11 X

il 3.2 AR o
RG> X -y R ARARLE -y AR RRET 22 (c,0) iyt P
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'ﬁjﬁ@]%fﬁ%,"zﬁ’ﬂl (34.1) ¥ (3.4.2) FfeF ko [ 3.3 F v ARG %El@l?fé [ o
X'=X-C (3.4.1)
y'=y-c, (3.4.2)

B X -y AR P2l x - y AR o B E RS S

a((x—c,)cosf+(y—c,)sind)’ +b(—(x—c,)sind+(y—c,)cosd)’ =r (3.5)

gt
=

(Cuy)

(0,0)

[ 3.3, HfgT 7% -

ST 5) FfeFen — W BRI o S fR[E A~ STl
SRR B (cy,cy) RRRPYAHI-< > 0 BB Eg o r B
I has b PRI FIRIGTR 0 RPAIOS  pAR 3.1 R HORL - FghRpY
FA TN~ [RBTG5 -

3.4 By PR

SR R - BTG, e (PSR,

F b (3.6) = ¢
d; =la((x; —¢,)cosd +(y; —c,)sind)* +b(—(x; —c,)sind+(y, —c,)cosd)* —r| (3.6)
5 R AR B A 78, o, @b T 0 [ KL < [RLE

ot o7

FRfOPFsEA b P TRR ST- o e A A
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a~ b r 0[O [ d=0 > SREE TR PRI 21 o Al
7%+ PRUEB BRI TR » ST RSB T B (37.0) E (372) & -

2x° +2y* =8 (3.7.1)
0.25x° +0.25y° =1 (3.7.2)

xﬁﬁ‘ﬂ (PR 2 P S RIS > (EURLIFL - f[ﬁ'%ﬁé‘ﬂﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬂ [GREEa

w FILUSEEEL T Il > A B4R 3.5 i FiRy B B o PSS A
L ORCE - S5 (35) SRS el lab] - 4 (38) 2 ¢
a_ b

((x—c,)cosf+(y—c,)sin6)? + (—(x-c,)sin@+(y—c,)cosd)’ =—— (3.8)

T (= i AR S
a'((x—c,)cos@+(y—c,)sing)’ +b'(~(x—c,)sind+(y—c,)cos)* =r' (3.9)
PSSR

d; =la'((x, —c,)cos &+ (y;=c, )sin®)* + b'(—(x;=c,)sin 0+ (y;, —c,)cosd)’ —r'| (3.10)

AP (o DT RN 1 BSOS - B 2 ]
ﬁﬁiﬁé“r}ﬂi RIS - st e 3.7.1) 2 (3.7.2) ?\‘ﬁﬂrﬁ’ﬁ@ﬁ‘} (3.11)

S
-

x> +y>=4 (3.11)

SERRPE TR R A Ra b v 2 ER O PR - IS
BEN - e W R U > iRl (3.8) P TR -
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B 36, R + y7 =L RS

35 BT B

SR R PR e el o R - T s Rk o
I'FEJFI‘JH%*TQ'sElle'h":El'(?%_ﬂ[cx C, a b r Q]T > e R Y - E R
o b rlEi G8) PR - [ab] =1 - ATy
EUF%{%“ ﬂiﬁ[*‘jg"tj’[clx Cy & b0 ¢y Cy @ b, 1, HZ]T » P

lCX chgfjﬁcT[ﬁﬂpij‘;EIlﬁﬂ AR Y55 fﬁﬁ\»\@%,;ﬁﬂ{ﬁm@%, [a b r]
SRR R AR 2 PURfSE B T 3 e [-20 ~ 201 7
] e G [ AE RO -l 3.0 Frefifa b orliEs (e
EIUE‘UTE:“ ) ﬁﬂmf& I,Fqu;t;iﬂlﬁI'ET(EHFI”J%[JI%E[EHF\,;H%EH , EIUBELﬁj” [a b r]E[[ﬁJ%’
IR RS - FIflab <O -

3.6 LRI

B T [ RO/ T 15 T > S5 PIEE (3.10) 3T
(i 5 (BRSPS A - (R AOSEREd,, d,, - d, o SRESR 2
HIZEBEA P > FRT TR BPOREE 0 £ = (dy+dy oo d, )/ o S08E 0 T
R S . R S -

] 2
SUTHIISREE A 5 - [ OB 5 1

15

i 25 P %ﬂﬁ‘ﬂ?ﬁ[ﬁ I R, r%ﬁ
Bl

<P Py ey Py



i B (3.10) ¢ "Hlﬂ?’r S EJ“LE’*E’WFFV GRS LT
= B0, y) ERFERBHES T 5 d ) dip o dyyo BESPIES- W
%’TLL jf'z[ qgﬂm AV EETEEET, i | MR oA i/['fﬁJ (3.12) =\ - FHET- fﬁ%ﬁ@ﬂ;ﬁﬁqﬁl
ﬁﬁ[e@g@@pqﬁl 3.7 Ha. o

D, =d;, *d;, *---*d;, (3.12)

7S PIPP=C ORI RS » HiBTh 5 E - (0 R o
BB 0 o PRI = O Y BB R RL O =

%%ﬂf S ﬁ%f%rﬁw#’ IR 2
PFEED, -, Do A fj’é‘% SRR [T [%g_l—glfﬂjg\rgln HE] (3.13)
=t

f, :(D1+D2:"'+Dn) (3.13)

Fidip (O A = iy R S A i = 12 E&'fﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁfﬂ‘ PHEEE > S ‘B”j‘c
o= A o il (itness Malue) sqf BT~ sy il 3EAH I 3.8 57

D1= dygxdiox.. . +U1

partic|e J Pattern 1 Pattern 2 e Pattern k

AN L ad

Input point
(xi.y1)

B 37, ~ (HEIEIZ APPSR T o
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Fitness value of particle j
F= (DD D)

particle j:

[ 3.8 2 HTIBEE| = HOIHP/OPRAERT BT -

24 (2 S 2 R RS 53 i m o 2 e AR (TR 5 S e
JI/ ugrﬁ_,[j%nﬁ_mréﬁﬁ 0 }—%2&9 (A ok E riﬂ;k:,f ﬂ{‘g‘fj (et =~ F[ Jﬁw‘gl:@ ,ﬁr‘glﬂﬂlﬁl% )
REY AN Uwglyﬁgﬂlﬁ/?? *IE]EU?Jf@FIJﬁ'ﬁit?ﬁ'[' l—jf{lﬁr‘g[;g s B —
MYFT [ pBset % gBest =] PSO ighfmaf? ?’ﬁﬁﬁi AR AT VR
AL PIE “fﬁiﬁ* P FREN = @TU* ,{”ﬁt[ﬁl U I s
BeH BURURTY o TETR - YR 3.9 Hia

17



]
Stop condition?

Update particles
Asi= o*rand® [ glesi-s)) + [P rand*{plesy-5)
s=artAs
'
Compare fitness values f; i= 1, ..., m
Find pBest and glesi

pariicle
5

[npurt all
data

[ 3.9. PSO TERAIAP) A g it 2 -

=5 [P PSO Y ETE: (IR 2 Wsr ki

Algorithm : PSO [drHl 72 Beifi prik «
Input : f% R RHEEIOEAR (X, y,) » T=1 o 0o R ot

ko B BT > SRR B AR T RSN

Output * STl £ - e » ORI A 28 ITRIRY el 1o

Step 1.

Step 2.

) S G £ RO B -
FIGRL © (MR RIS RIME K s,

Si:[ci,lx Cia ai,l bi,l ri,l 6i,1! T Ci,kx Ci,ky ai,k bi,k ri,k Hi,k]T

Ly

m

[T S RS T (o v o R AR SR R

fﬁJ?&"r%%’sl, Sy, +eey S,
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[BPRSHES > 1 (3.10)

d, :‘a'((xi —¢,)cosd +(y; —¢,)sin@)® +b'(—(x; —c,)sin &+ (y; —c,)cos )’ —r"

FEET IR RS - 0 (3.12)

VAT R 2 T SRR > g (3.13) 0

D,+D,+--+D,
n

f. =

]

SHETVE b POl £, f,, L, f o

Step 3. Ukl (i s (= gy pBest = “ﬁﬁa H* gBest o
Step 4. %‘%ﬂ*% PRt D - UL @A) (22) 7

As, (t) = a * rand() * (gBest(t) —s;(t))+ S *rand () * (pBest; (t) —s; (t))

S, (t+1) =s; (t) +14As, (t)

Step 5. F1FH Step 2~4 » 1 Z] Fff,%’@‘fl"%l’i (G SE VRN -
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Chapter 4 E/E&==5F

PSO 8 B 174 (Y Aoy BT £, (RT3 5% 153 KR R B
B0 g AT - Y R R Y Y SRR - 7
"FEJE'JL':FUF‘%HFE’H%@ B (R RS SRR
Es T PR R P o BT e |E?E[Jt“ SR -

HRRpUAE= "] Matlab R2006a = » (B3 23K 5L Windows XP - Intel
Pentium(R) 4 - 3.00GHz CPU > 1.5GB RAM -

4.1 RS YN (I

AR A RSO0, ¢ 5O (iEi 5 R

_~[-1~1]p% uniform random:hoise ¢

= MR EHE (31800 R ASUBIRIIRLT ! k 5 Uk~ 3t - B{fiAEg
o g‘i&f’if:é&u (E[-20~20F 8RR Z F [ FEpp s |y el
il Lg‘@u 300.% > FHEHra=HA=2 -

BER L. (NFIE e R
ﬁ? &#fﬁ'x ([P > AR ET 50X50 » H T £ 100 [ﬁﬁﬁ\ EFF %}f[ﬁ%ﬁf@ﬁf@ﬁ[[
_~(-1~1)p% uniform random noise ° F%ME”?E[J IJq%\”I JErET k=20 % 411 £} rFJLiIF"

it =Heo Fe 412 RPN o [ 4.1(2) LRy ﬁ[&ﬂpuﬁﬁﬂﬁ% » 4.1(b)
£ gBest fIu Tl vs. iterations -

% 4.1.1. [Eﬂpfu‘[ lﬁfﬁ R Tt

Cx Cy r
Pattern 1 17 17 10
Pattern 2 33 33 15
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* 412

BTN -

b

r

0

o= E\ﬂ]i il

(sec)

Pattern 1

17.04

17.28

-0.98

-1.01 -96.53

9.31°

Pattern 2

32.67

33.15

-1.00

-0.99 -225.86

4.12

77.14

Fitness value of gBest

= 251

a0

45

il

oy

30

20F

15+

10}

350

a0

300

280 f

200

150

100

a0+

50

1
100

1
150
lterations

(b)

1
200

1
250

300

4.1 (a) B [ERREBY - (0) gBest sfy sl vs. iterations -
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R 2. (ENFIfeEY pods R

fi ™ B AR - 9T 50X50 » 4] 100 iy * B> 5 (R £
p1_F(-1~1)AY uniform random noise « %&fﬁ?ﬂﬂﬁlfﬁ‘%@ﬁ‘ k=2-°% 4215
el R A 422 SBR[ 4.2(2) FER IR (RS 4.2(0)

£ gBest [ fEfifi vs. iterations o

e 4.2.1. FEREPURUEfE " 28
C, Cy Ia b r 0
Pattern 1 20 35 | 5 | 25| 10 | -30°
Pattern 2 25 35 | 20 | 10 | 15 | 10

Fo 4.2.2. FEEIUE ARG -

c, c

yo|oa b r 0 | #EEm

(sec)
Pattern 1 34.70 20:08 5.30 0.18 113.28 29.61 69.69
Pattern2 | 18.31 38.37 0.49 2.00 201.67 | -1151
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(a)
350
300
280
W
o
@
[=23
45 200
i)
=
fud
=
w 1801
@
=
[
100
a0k
D 1 1 1 1 1
a a0 100 150 200 250 300
lterations

Q‘;ﬂ 4.2. (a) eferps (IRflAEN - (b) gBest fi (il vs. iterations -
HiER 3. - MRESEVEER
B‘Eﬁ" Eﬁﬁi— (A8 Fafaley 50x50 » 4% 50 f[ﬁ*ﬁ“ EF,F ] f[ﬁ'%ﬁ'@@%"{lf
(-1~1)f9 uniform random noise - F%%f@ﬂﬂﬁﬁq@gﬁ'%@ﬁ k=10 % 431 FVRU

R 432 SRR - W 43(a) - EERSE IR - 4.3(0)

£ gBest [ i vs. iterations o
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F 431 - PERGSEYRURE 2R
Pattern X+y=50

F 4.3.2. —~ [RGB -

x Cy a b r 0 | BT (sec)

Pattern | 28.57 21.49 0.59 -1.68 0.04 14.13 49.69

A0
451
40+
36 | e
30+ -

= 25|
20t
15 |

10r

1400

1200 B

L1000 | B

800 B

G000 B

Fitness value of gBes

200 B

0 a0 100 150 200 250 aoa
lterations

(b)

[ﬁl 4.3.(a) - f’%@l AV TERRIRS N < (b) gBest fusfiE(i vs. iterations e
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U4, (IR R R

ﬁfa“ &ﬁm "‘Zﬁ[ asl o #ifEl L 50x50 » L) 100 fﬁﬁﬁ“ Eﬁ Eﬁu%&ifﬁ gL
_~(-1~1)p% uniform random noise - F%JLIEPF‘UUH%”I//E"TE‘ k= 41¢% VL;‘Iqﬁ?
e ko442 RGN [ 44() 1 @fwuwu;ﬁ» ’44<b)
£ gBest fu3 Tl vs. iterations -

441 PR 2
Pattern 1 X+y =50
Pattern 2 Xx—-y=0

. 4.4.2. [ | @[ L Jaegﬁg‘@ﬂﬁﬁ%\l
x Cy a b r 0 7 1 (sec)
Pattern 25.12 | 24.66 0.99 -1.00 4,16 0.26 47.39
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a0

45 + .

40 - +

3¢

a0r

= 25t

20r

3000

2500 F A

2000 A

1500 B

Fitness walue of gBest

1000 b

e S

0 50 100 150 200 250 300
lterations

(b)

[ﬁl 4.4. (a) i @u&»{u [ERHIAEN - (o) gBest fiul (i vs. iterations -

UrER S, (NI P A e B

fiy * Eﬁt LR IR RARL > B[RS 5050 > HUE| 100 fiffa E#‘ 2 s 4%{@5‘&%%[[
_F(-1~1)f~ uniform random noise ° F%ilg‘zﬁﬂpmﬁm S k=2-% 4514} 'F@’ﬂﬁ
P E A AS2 RV UHINIEGN o I 4.5(2) KRR IR fnHEEN - 4.5(b)
£ gBest [ jisfifi vs. iterations -

26



# 451 PSR R
Pattern 1 X =25
Pattern 2 y =25

Fe 4.5.2. M IEEAYIZEIREEER -

X C, a b r 6 7 i (sec)

Pattern1 | 24.98 | 22.74 | 3.06 -0.32 0.06 -18.55° 76.35

Pattern2 | 23.73 | 25.19 | 155 -0.64 -3.42 -57.43
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a0

i
(a)
500
450
400 F
= E0F
= 300
[=]
E
= 20
=
o
@ 200
i 150
100
50 4\
D 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
lterations

q‘;ﬂ 45.(a) i';iﬁiﬁﬁ"ﬁfl [IMHIAEN - (b) gBest fiui (i vs. iterations
R 6. (IR e sy g

B ARG [ SR - BT £ 50X50 - HUE] 100 [l ¢ B 5 ey
[ fap_F(-1~1)A%Y uniform random noise « %@@EL{EU%W&E@ lk=2-% 4.6.1
KRN S A 4.6.2 SR YRR [ 4.6(2) FLRYESH R TR
4.6(b) % gBest [ fEfii vs. iterations o
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F 4.6.1. P SRR 2
C, Cy a b r 0

Pattern 1 25 25 1 -4 10
Pattern 2 25 25 -4 1 10 0

Fe 4.6.2. SRR PR -

Cy C, a b r 0 7 ] (sec)
Pattern 1 25.07 | 2501 | 1.99 | -050 | -2.09 | 0.06° 71.38
Pattern 2 2505 | 2504 | 049 | -201 | 193 | -012
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14000 T T T T T
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. booo ¢ -
w
2i)
o
5 8000 | —
=
=
o 000 E
1h)
5
=
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2000 B
0 ) . . . .
i a0 100 1580 200 250 300
lterations

q‘;ﬂ 4.6. (a) [l SFMASYY ({RERS N - (b) gBest fusEfii vs. iterations -

4.2 T SRR R (I

= PH] PSO fErfl st = | BRI R (R - 1 e T T S B
?’*%F}z"q\%ﬂ' ) %%ﬁ%‘j%%f‘e Envelope [29]%2F! » £ {*=thresholding > E‘VH%%‘“TJJE&*J’%‘
threshold EIGJ%HF’ EIVIA S Efl%!ﬁﬁl [EE%) PSO [’E?E[J:—Eﬁ*ﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬁj“ EHF » [IRAE AR o (A
PR G T BRI 4.7 -
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PSO
Seismogram — Envelope 3 Thresholding (—| detection Reconstruction
system

[f1 4.7 PSO FSRELATF SRR (ff] = -
4.2.1 fERR BTt HUERT B

A< B PEJ&FFI%*]EU%@FQ[IW 4.8 Fr [30] - HF Y B
Source tﬁr*ﬂ*‘&&ﬁ, i+ f‘&&#ﬁ i KE 641 ,'%}%q’srifﬁ, g wﬂﬂgg[ﬁ;g_l o
129 Iﬁgqﬁg Jlﬁfgqﬁfv ! ﬁfgaEAx £% 50 meters - % qﬁﬁ%*‘a&fl/ For] B
x=k*Ax > k £35% qsﬂrpﬁﬁf }%L{S{?ﬁj/ sampling interval £ 0.004 sec » A4 |
512 fiil samples o B9 i {1 70% h 15 2,500 meters > £ *“*‘E%ﬁfﬂi*‘ﬂ i*‘ﬁ
TRV K o R SR, v’ﬁ £ 2,500 meters/sec > ~ E}T FErEL 0.2 o
P 4.8 i HIE RO S SRR A fEE TR A L RS (4.1)
ARG PSR GREEI (4.2) PSR A -

t=x/v (4.1)
= —VXZ+V(2W (4.2)

Source Iil

Receiver #

: @ Surfece

Direct wave

Reflected wave

Reflect layer

[l 4.8 =T By -

2§ (P e b IS 4 P SR OB e o KR 25 Ha 1o
Ricker Wavelet {=convolution > & £[[ impulse F\5f > F[I_F- random white band
10.2539 Hz = 59.5703 Hz iV noise > uniform distribution over interval (-0.2,0.2) -
& PV ESER R qgﬂl 4.9(a) - %IH[F | =40 &’!—"I‘E"tn}ﬂ)“g@’!— Tﬁgﬁgltugqr
ARFIARTR > ;1 64 (it > SEFHET - E=T E — ,ﬁgqygggqﬂm[%i@%ﬁa EN)
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IR

=5 YR BRI T Envelope %E! - HZ([H! 4.9(b) - FFFFRIFI S 0.2 iy
SV > VL 432 Rl (L (R oy o B PO AL ] > xcRL
}%L[rggpﬂ’“r 7 |i}§fl{?’ﬂ§45}ﬂuﬁiﬁ i#1"] sampling interval > ]*%h:ﬂ?ﬂ FW[J
B Upjpj‘j (B« 25 I oy BT 4.9(0) - I&[Fﬁ%ﬂﬁ fﬁuq%\'w/g!w k
=2 [N s, YU 4.9(d) RS N R RUES E'F o g 4.9(e) -
4.9(f)£% gBest & vs. iterations o #« 4.7 FRE LI o

Receiver
G4 -48 -32 -16 0 16 32 48 G4

[f' 4.9, (2) FuR=T Bt A RRHIR TR -
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time(sec)

B4

48

-32

-16

Receiver
0

32

45

64

0.256

0.512 1

0.758

1.024 H

1.28

1.536

1.7592 4

2.048

q%[' 4.9. (b) ﬁ%Ff}E&ﬁ%ﬁEﬂ%%I{;@ Envelope ZE! -

receiver

64
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B4
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= 256
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384 4,

443 + -

512 T T T T T T T
fi 4.9, (d) MU= 8 SRR SR -

X
b4 -43 -32 -16 0 16 32 45 64

0 T '

0.256 - r]f* L i [ .
.4'* it

0.512 b i e

==

0.768 f

1=
T
=
=
e
T

,_
=
T

= 1.024 il i

1.28
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o
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1.792 4

2048 .

R 4.9. (&) MRS Y HTER BN PR TR =2 FUR R -
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1 4[“] T T T T T

1200 .
1000 | .
i
=
s BOOG ]
E:
- 600 ¢ i
i
E
400 .
200 H .
D 1 1 1 1 1
0 &0 100 150 200 250 300
lterations
q%‘.' 4.9. (f) gBestifiv;'j&ffi vs. iterations -
A7, AR e OO VR S R R -
Cy Cy a b r 0 7 ] (sec)
P | -024 | -33.19 ¢ -4.837] 0.20 | 6,636.69 | -0.13 112.21
MHRE | -042 | -12.93 | 5020 -0.19] +-11.04 -0.19°

HRSHIRATERY 22 28 25 PR T g S P dER E Ry~ R R
TR > PG P R R R = 0 TR [ kL =]
1o rPIREES =0 - PSR vfs) - e 4 H#kele, ¢, a b]-%
PP P =2 R (IR - A TR 4.9(9) » [ 58 P P TR 3 2
IR > 4.9(h) T gBest AU vs. iterations © 4.8 FL{LEE VLTI IM] 4

LG TR -

35



B4

128

192 4

= 256

320 +
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6000 | .

Fitness value of gBest
=N
=
=
_
1

0 a0 100 1480 200 280 300
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q%ﬁ' 4.9. (h) @I%i%ﬁﬂ%[’ﬁ[ M 4 [liB2 Ry gBest FU# (I vs. iterations
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* A8 PR IVIHFSRIR 4 (= Ry [T N o

Cx Cy a b r 0 T [T

(sec)

W | -05 | -14.02 | -5.02 | 0.19 | O (Preset) | 0 (Preset) 92.43
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