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EIS 0.2 0.8
T 5%  10%  15%  20% 5% 10% 15% 20%
0.638 0.672 0.694 0.705 0.638 0.646 0.650 0.650
219 458 690 9.06 3.05 3.76 4.38 4.92
211 155 121  0.99 1.88 1.71 1.59 1.49
(%) 28.48 2336 19.85 17.38 26.52 25.02 23.85 22.90
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