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Abstract: Viewpoint selection is an important research field in computer graphics, which analyses a model and
generates viewpoints. These viewpoints fit well with human preferences, and contain as much as possible salient
model features. But until now, the evaluation of viewpoint selection results has not yet been quantized. This paper
designs and implements a quantized viewpoint selection benchmark. At first, it collects human viewpoint selection
results of 30 persons observing 45 models, and defines the standard-human-viewpoint of each model according to
these results. Then, it analyzes the consistence and stability of human viewpoint selection. At last, it implements
five (three kinds) representative viewpoint selection algorithms, analyze and compare their results with standard-
human-viewpoints. It also analyzes the performance differences between each kind of algorithm dealing various
types of models. The experimental results show that human viewpoint selection has good consistence and stability,
and differs on various types of models. All tested algorithms don’t have great performance difference, but mutual
information based method and viewing plane feature measurement method are a little better than others. Each kind
of algorithm performs best at different type of models.
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MR LR 5 AN (3 3 R)R A A ok AT S 4 ST R L R 5 A A S0 £ 7] R R B SR TR LG
BB A R R I R R, A AL SR AR B BT 0 — RO A S T M Bt RE A AR R A A — B
G RIA R KE T OA A ELEF LT 45 NRAER 09 4 RAEAR £ 7 7 K st kit A T 242 &9 5 iE A
Pl BRI G T R BT A RN SR FE R A AR AL R EA LR IR,

KEBIR: ARG AT RE

PG 2 NIRRT — A R 2, MR Pl i 2R p— 2 5 X 5 TR MOS8, 35 B AT
0 25k b e 0 o 3R BA R I SRR [3-51 S A A A SURUB SN EAT T — R A S, 45 B2 WK %2 S A qhi
Tl T AAHABL IR A SR 52 [R] — AN R R, S0 3 43X 840 s Bk 4 Canonical  View. AR 41 SC ik [3-5] 1) F 9T, Canonical
View I 5 #8Z T ) = F0 AT A (three quarter view), FL A % i O FUE PE LS T AT fig 2 A1 35 [ 1 T RRAE
H A3 8 R 00 B 3 AT A AR () JUART B 8 SORRAE G R4 10 R nT BERF S A ZSML 4 2 A5 K40, 45 Bl A AT o e o
L bR OB 2 )5 R

M Kamada 1 Kawai 7& 1988 4FE H B E 2% rh 55 — AN R s B 5194 LUK 3X 7 T FOBF 9 CL 4 EAT TR %,
PRI, P, Mesh Saliency!™., B3 S R 0 SHT DG 2000 0 5 A7 L IR 8 I R
PO SR RS LT B 4 X S SRR R (K R AL VR, R BN

(1) AR HOFR AR TR FE AN SR A8 AN ) AR 2R AT R i 308 3 S 60 i A [) B 2 T T B

(2) WA N SE PR B A SRR &5 K 42l A SR AW LIRS H X BT I 45 X 5 T

&R,

(3) WA A LU AR B 703 A A R 18 4 AR A B 5 8 DU BRI 1 “fF N5 )

ASCEATFFSEI T — AWk $E Benchmark, & A6 73 A7 R EG B T S [ (19 90 A 3 36 v (B 45 1 A RN ARV
A B FE), IR 4 AL T A0 s B 1 s AT T T — R A s R R G, A 4 R A B
SRAE T ELRUVBR AE AR R A2 P 300 3% 004K 25 4 A A5 700 {9 RO o5 39 986 4 L AT S AL Py 0F 5 3208 A skt o 488 7 i
AT 03 W, BT L N U SRR AN [F) AR A0 248 R R R 7 A0 A e 4 b A 22 e 1 i AT 1 T oy v 0 S 20 AT
T de L — N B SRR oy B N AR . B . CAD B, A8l T A AR 0L — e iRy
FRAE AR o> A o0 be . oo b RIMDGH . RIMAFESEIETY. ) Ah, O B sk £ 07 AN G AR R
1M 20 T 48 1) 17 1] (model upright direction), 5 204 il — 28 R 8] M0 AT R 45 1, i AT KRG B A
PR PR (7] b7 g B AT Tl SR A

ARSCTTER) E B AR R AR A UL B VR 4 AR v A (ground  truth), ff 58 B AN AR 2 AT RUIEBE W
FEUEAN A5 LLBEMERL 20 252 A 20 A 20 R A B8 88 1) AR A o A ) A0 2 o PR R R e R 4 SR 5 RV AT
tLE.

AR EETTIRA (1) RET EAMAUEFERIFRHELN;(2) A 2055 AN B 8 1\ A0 03 5 1) AR v
FLAT5(3) 430 T B AR AR R 1 — BOPE A RS e v, L RO RS TR AE SRR 1) 25 e 5(4) ISR 5 ANEE 3 2)F
AR () FR 553 8 B R B VR AL R LR, 20 BT T % SR B R, DA R FEAS [RIRFAIE S B AR T F IR SR I (5) AT b
T &I TR R 2 AR B T e kR ) A

1 fHEXIE

NI 6 3R = A RS20 2 00 3 B 2 X 5% 4 52 i 6 745 1)y DA i B 7 e, 0 A 28 55 R 23 488 ) R ) A 2 L
BRG] T A2 W9 E SRR [13-16]13 T & T 41 £F 1 iR 7 (recognition-by-components), WA i A K — 4 A5 1
FEAk A 2 % = A R LR A TG 0% ) 2B T SCRIR [16—19] A S A i i AR TR 58 A 2 A 22 T 1) L )
Aspect-Graph. SC#Rk[5]H 38 ik 52 56 1E B3 T A SRR (¥ R 50 R T AR 52 A0 S AL B 1A R AR DK SRR [4] A W T xR
2 MR K 20 BN ) T 0 BT AL £ 3 oK WL 52 BlanzBhK i 28 0 5 FKk 4 Canonical View, 32> #1 JURE: AT 8¢
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T RSB R B T R AT e 22 FH B 3 IR R AR AL

PR RUIE B T7 1 R BORT LA 43 ok W S8 R TR TR 4 SR B IR D7 VR IS T8 28 L ART A5 1 7 v i T TR ST
7 9920 21 g 4 AR AR 1 SCA R B TN I PR L 2 S0 v R I R S TR R LA 5 R v
SO AT R TR S 6 S 5 3 A5 4 AE SR i PR . 3 T AR SUAR R I U vl o A A s N LI,
ToAr B AR G T AL T LA R 5 ¥ A TE 7 N L AC B, W] BA4x B Bl gk AT, Be i 2 B 22 NV H 75 3K
HEET I, A S BATie 4 B 3 125 TR LA SRR s £ 5 .

1981 4 Kamada A1 Kawail™ 2 t 7 &I 75 2% b 45— iR 5 e 35 57000, B oF R E A0 3 o 4% 5% 38 A T A 10 % 1
KA AR AU IR SR 7 VAR 22 L 0, SR [6] 3 HH 2% T B 52 RO /ANFH AT WL TH Fr £ B 256 BT I A R 07
5, SCHR[7,22] K #8505 T R B e J8 DA B AN T 1 1R #5058 T RRARR AIE, 32 HH 77 4 U5 U 2 (viewpoint entropy),
SCHR[B] VT S ARG AN TH s 7E 22 AN ST 10 8 S90S 256, LA b DAy 40 41 5 0 122 TO0 s f1 o S R %, 103 D A 00 i 11
AT LT B 2 K B R S R, SR [LOD s A5 20 ] DL T a0 P 925 i) 852 B AP 1, o X — AN AR 56 i
2RI Ge b FL 0 AT RFAE B 5 00 A PR U R, SCRIR [12] 40 BT b 48 0 B 2R 5 3 TR R 0 5 Gt A A R T 5 3
2 5 B /N AL A D S A A A, SR [10] 8 37 - A0 R 45 5 100 B2 T AR 2 TR) (5 38, o SO PR LA S ok B
AL PR U IR SR [200 08 Tk A 2 B LA {E B SR A IR B R A VRS & T N LR 2%, 0F Bl Zhgl R
SURE N H - [F) AR 2 T A 3K 26 7 30 A S R s 1 o7 8, % 77 A 2R ) b g Y PR3 R A SC R[22 142 1 T
Ny b0 i 0 vl ad — AN R 2 M N I W AR T 1 T ol 37 T PR AR A R B B Y T — M NS ) A
33 b .

PRIRATT T AR SCHR, B RT3 AT 0T B S B A R s B AL 2 B B s A AT R 2R AT R A
BB I 1 4 )RR B SR AH AL B A 4 FR BE 222 53 03 A L B RE 202 AN A2 BT A B Y B A A R e T RE AR 2 R A )
FRAEZE A PR A B A 4RI ZE S 2 AN TR R 3 B R0VE &5 A (W I SR B R 17 248 )AL A 3 3 B0 B 1 A ) o
E S RBEAY I A 7 1 22 3 2 A SCIH O 3 24 1) 5 ¥ SR S0 A e B0l i BA 2y i A — B AR E bRl T
LG ) 5,

YRR TR LA BRI E R ERT LI 3 R T RO MAR k. BT M Z 5 ik R TR 5 T
ARSI T Horh A AR 5 Fh Sy 3 T BE 1 AR U7 v W0 AU (viewpoint entropy)t 22 ¥ 5 43 B (viewpoint
mutual information)™*: 3 T il % J57%:Mesh Saliency™. i V[ v 5% (viewing plane feature measurement)™*;
SETFUR P37 05 90K B W R i (depth field stability) ™21 8K J A FEAS [R] 10 32 60 00 58 700 4T R S 8 5% 5 45
2 R 5 MR ST LA FE A T 5 SV AE A R R AR 2R BT 1 (995, LA R I () ¥ B 1) 22 S S Js AL

2 Benchmark i&it 55

X3 B TR N A A AR AERT AR A B B SRR T vl . H SR AT B (R ) ik
BEEHARRAE . BNEE AT A A 10 A L A o o AR 5 00 32 438 0 P R T 25 5
21 BUBER

Benchmark 1 U1 4 8 — 10 T 2 Py 28 5 A2 32 PR 0 A 70 A/ Ay A o 0 30 ¢, 3k S A IR 5 B2 3 A T DA — 6
SR AT BB S B A — 8 AR, R 5 W0 it 3 48 S5V R B 2R SR B AR AT DA S A TR 28 R, 4%
KRV A 5 R AR, 45 4 1% 2655 5K T8 AT = ZE A Princeton Shape BenchmarkZrb $kik 1& 24 54 7500 F %
AR B BIRAE AR BRI R R IR T 45 . 0 I AR IR 42 3 o 7 e HE AT 43288 — 4 N IA
SIBEE B S AR . REIERL. B, A, CAD MR, I T HIL 7 253 i
REAE AT A0 BT A0 By TEAM B RIFDEHT . RMEHFE . A0 ARG A 0B LR Bk H
FMEIRITE o0 B HLAR T 4 AR 3L 8 25,

N TR ZC G I LA AL W R B 1 45 L RAN T e T NS B TSRS L Trackball 5 A5 AL 4 R AR
SF, FRATTLE DU AR AR T T P 7k AR 2R W 5% 9 1 syl A 32 30 A PR s A 2 B 2R oy g )

(1) ANV XA 44 2, b G 7 AR 7R I = 7 30 1) 1 W 5% A1 15
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(2) T S R A HA AR T I B 1 3 T A
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22 2LE=E

T AN E N R R BE IR AE, LA B0 N 5 SR AN SO R 00 2 S, TR T AN B A AL A R R o 2 HH —
FUPE D BN 3 5 0 SR A R R R 2 5 T L A R A A ) 22 e L AT BB/, RE M AR S A A R 1
A ) AR 5 LA S BE 0, 20 BT S0 N s B (W AR AE, LA S0 N BRI m S B 1 22 S i U A3 T B BV R
P[0 NF 8] 255 28 J % g K] 2%
221 AW R EEREEAL S

P4 e R AT B T LN B RN o5 P 5 LA A 22 S B /N R W s A DA AL A, B At

(1) SCE AR S5 14 7 16 A4S 25 0, R o -5 40 A T2 2 1) 7 1) I A5 19 T B AR s 7 ) 22 T 2 1 TR K8

(2) SHEAE AR, G5 H e A /N4 5 B oA s B0, 729 ML M2, Minn 2 B0 AR A ) o (B

MR W HE).

(3) MUK Mi(i=1,2,...,n)%F I IR s A D T2 A 250 11 T A

AN ETHT IR 53 R ASIAE 0 5 R AT e 2 1A LA s 2 A 8 AN T e, Ab T I 20 T B s rh Ao
B BB AR 2 WA I A I R )
222 HAMEEE-SESRESE

1538 SCHFFEMERR 2 2 05 FRATT DA JE A, 23 A B A A 328 6 TR R A, A 8 — S5k ARG e v T Il — B0 2
L BRI AU TS W SR [3-51T i —— K 22 BN £33k BRAHALL (R W0 5% £ 88 T A 58 P i 0 AN [ 485 280 AN )
I (WA 5 R — A

o o s AR A DL A [ BRER O 5 A AL B 1A T 2 T 1 Dl R 7 1), DA HE R R ) 5 1 D e o B
Ay B0 RS FEUE R R S KN AT G S £ F ST 44 4 S0 1 0 A W s B A A TR 1) — B, S AR S 1
ELHRR /N, U B — S0P 8 R T A B B T B 0 % A SR A IE I RN, 18N 04,0, Ok AREEVEH ) RS, LA
01,..., O BT I AB R /N 128 0 N A I 28 1) 3 ke — S0 i A G s e 2 107 B A A0 0 0 090 e o T 3 AT
FH iy v SR i A Y ) b 5 1) (9 — BOPE AR E Tk, AR LR 1) by ) R G R — AN R, AN TR LR [ R ER O
E =3

A b — S0 R0 AR s 2 2 4 AT AR ASE A S — AN B SK 5 18, R T SRS A M 4 T BN AL I B A AN [
RIURERY b (RREAE, FRATTR AR A B 4328 43 0] 49 A7 36— SOvE AR 1 XA D7 v R RE AR S 1 43 W v B BREVE A
RUEBETEA R R BIRERL KT
223 WAUEFREIVEE

7E BT AT T B SR PR AL AT R RO R AL 43 28 b ) — B R AR e M X
P FRATT AU S AR HE AN 25 A0 T PR AN [F) SR E R e B IR 45 SR 45 0 S T LA R N PR A
19 3 £ /I8 LA G 350 R/ SR Al 8 5000 1 IR ST S (B B/ 3R 7 SRR AN R IE 38 1) 4 SRR e 3 A L 8 4K
S VB A 43 28 TP BT A R A SR S L N S B TR MR S I I 1 B L A0 i VK O e A 20 S Y
T35, DA e A 2R 2H IR 7 42 SR R WA o 9 B0 R o I e it 2 VR VP AN I — AN TR T R I AR S AT S0
B AN T S T8, B o AN TR S AR ABE AR 1) T ST 1), 53 A A [ 400 a0 49 925 1) 42 8 1140 58 1 BT 3%

3 RERER
3.1 EARIEREER S
WAEEE 2.2.1 WK 59, AT T A f0 45 AR g BEMERN . A 0 B R R R ERL S B 1 PR, A

K1 s IRATAT LA I A SCER[3-5]Hh Tk b T R 23 AR, BN GE 6 A R B0 1 = L PRI RE 8 R 21
AR 2 5 T AR, TR B JRe s 0 A R e T L R e = T AR 20 AR BB ORI S 36 o AT LI S s FE
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AT M AN R 6 10— B RIRE E 1, OF P SR L A e 6 5 0 N R 6 1 22 5.

K1 B E R A

32 BEAMmIEE -4

PAE— 5 i i) 0 N B B UHE R RO AR, 45 55 2.2.2 1 v I 735, v ST A R Y SO A R — Bk 36
JEARMEZE Dy 18 JRE ph XA G598 R 0,0 T A AR, TN 6 PR W e AT B 1) — B0 i e 56 () L S HE L
R Y38 2 S BRI T HLAE R TR AR AR i 77 i A1 A 2 BT A B R — S 28 JE bR ifE 2 13
JEE 2 45 B AL A S IR 2 A th BEOINRE S 3K WA B2 i) BT 1) PR32 P A LR A 0 B PR B B B —
BB EE Ve AT A D W s B SLI0RE SRATE TR0 23 A MR L S

SRk 20 i FRAT % P AN () 7 R B B AT 20 1 2 R N R SIS R B O3 D AR L )
m RIEIERL P, @, CAD BIAL. ATl T HIX 7 J L4 L anE 2 Jros BOABAR Kk #5328, AL A7l
S0 AR B RS AR R B 70 D A e B AR TG - A 0B A B AR IR . R ImDeH . R 4
T B ARG« T8 20 BT 73 B HLAR T AR 55 )\ S JL 8 AN 3 o B AR B AR Kk 45 732 AR AR Ay )
BE TP 2. &1 3 AT, A AT AN [R5 AE S B R R AT A0 s S 6 I W e o B — O ) 2 5 RO 4 A KA >
P 20 NS S B B AR AR IR AR R RIS L ) A7 8w (1 B0k, e A
GRS, CAD B, AT T H)— Bk BR AR B RRFAE 53 2, AR 7 B3 PR 2R A A v £ — S0bE:, i xf
TE o AT — BRI AL s B AR PR AE 8 0 28 L F) 22 S AN W 8 A TR i) b 75 1) B b, A A R R
TR R Bt A — o X B 2 A WY, N AR i) b 777 1 IS — S50 28 ook P A B sy, v L B AR

/
e
30.0 7&//\ — A EuE

—UEERTEE

—~ —— B LA E—EE

150 ?___/ —— i rRESREE

SV vYNITRNIBEE SN DTt & o C1TR T AN [V O PN K ENI R DR 7 I
REIEAL, ZY. I, CAD B, A T H AR b A
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45.0

40.0 /
350

300

25.0

200 //\N//’
150 T~

10.0 ‘N"“~//\\¢/’—‘\\
50
0.0

12 3 a4 s 7

—WE—EE

NEERTES
b A E—EE

—RLIFRERFEES

B3 JZAR AR 7 JE A S AL O B B AR AR AK O A O B LR TG . A 0k
A0k BARTHAEAY . RIEDGH . RIGRE . LB HRHDGH . oo o
T 53 e BLAR A5 AR  ANA b S

3.3 MmEFEEETM

AT T A ARENE 5 Fh(FL 3 )W A A% B TR 5% 1 B 7 V4 U4 (viewpoint entropy)™?2. ¥
MUHLAF K (viewpoint mutual information)!™; 5 F- i % J7 % :Mesh  Saliency™!. LV [fi 51k i+ 5 (viewing plane
feature measurement)t%: 5 T FF 17 7 v R B 8 5 Pl (depth field stability)™ .24 T J7 {5 R e R S 4y
5l VE,VMI,MS,VPFM,DFS KE7R BATE X 5 AL BT 45 AMERLHEAT 7 A 3 A8 5 5 2L AW A
PR I SEHEAN AT LU LA SV R BN A 5 BT A5 10 9 A DK /N 1 34 (1 ok 1 S R e 3R Bl T N I
PR B A NN 0 468 40 28 I A5 SR NAR 1,88 2 AT B0 I A 2L 40 7 (0 45 21, 55 3~9 AT & % AN [RI A 284 A 7Y
YT 45 SR BBV R AE 43 28 L 45 R W3R 2,36 2 AT 2 0 A A 2L 43 7 9 &5 1L, 35 3~10 AT /& X AN ) 452 21 S 188 43y

FHEET N

R HARINEN I 2R AL S P A R S R MERL 22 S

LTV
W5t T35 22 5 A1
NN R
H
e dE i A
kY]

A
CAD 7
AW T H

VE
62.0
54.4
70.8
58.4
66.8
59.8
48.7
68.9

VMI
46.0
48.0
423
51.4
34.8
48.2
43.5
41.3

MS
54.7
43.9
51.9
57.4
60.0
47.4
52.8
55.4

VPEM
48.3
39.8
49.2
34.7
56.9
42.7
55.4
53.0

DFS
51.8
43.3
52.6
50.5
60.0
48.8
57.2
45.9

R 2 BRAE

R HE R R AR S N R R

BRI i
MR 225 A0
Tk
EEid
R
EEl £
To 53 B HAR G T
P A=k IE
Aoy B
A 5 B HAR AR

VE
62.0
62.6
58.4
59.7
65.9
67.6
61.4
57.0
69.9

VMI
46.0
46.9
45.2
45.0
47.7
45.5
47.4
43.2
48.0

MS
54.7
54.1
55.5
55.2
53.9
55.4
52.8
56.9
54.9

VPEM
48.3
46.5
49.3
48.0
48.8
49.1
46.4
47.8
51.0

DFS
51.8
51.3
52.3
52.1
51.4
51.8
49.6
51.8
53.0

MR 1 RIS 2 BATT AT LU X 8 AL sl 308 6 S92 00 A 8 B HEAT WL s B 6 1R ~1- 38 SR DL 22 S AN KA X R
BEVMIFTVPEM J7 3k [ 45 R, T VE 7512 1 85 B 72 A% N IR 2T 15193 28 AN R R R P 5 e W et
(R0 25 i 3 AR T 42 A R ARG AIE 23 28 ik T B2 AR 75 12: VE VMW A7 43 B B2 THI D' T AR 28 e ) IASHR e
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1735 45 351 i 2R [ 575 MS R VPEM S G 43 8 HL 2 1T 404 8 R AR ), B8 A5 B g 1 1 3 45 SR i 2k R
Y10 J5 15 TG R G A A RS R i B T AR 2 e AR, B T BT TR AR 1) 5V R A B A 1 o A I
FIE 1T b Py SR A 7R 3 T 208 4, AN T 8 T AR TIE ¥ 2 T 3K SRR AIE AT 1 B8 5 BUAS I 1) 45 L 0k 32 T 4 e A 7R
5Ty e 1) 5 1k e A S 1) 40 BT LA ; 0 b R 2 AR IR A 4 A5 AN Y SRR AR TV 43 A % 7 1) A R AR I 7 e
AT BE T BURGF 19 45 JL R SR U, 8 TR SIS Bl WA 5032 6) BT A A5 70 SIS 70 0 e 15 A 5 RS AR AT A R R AE 2%
T, [ o] 2 DB ASE TR 355 T AU RN g 28 119 54 AT i 2 DL 09 K i 7 1)

IR TR B S SEVE VRN (0 55 — AN T I, FRATIGE T T 5 bS] AR 1 3 AT R s 5 6 (1 I ) VY A A B
UL 200 AN 83 0 A5 0 1K /B DFS J738: 4 256x256 4, Higx 4 ANBIh 512x512.45 5 W36 3,5 Fh &k (g i
Ii) 22 S AR BRI ) S5 Jo 2 VE VM AN JEE - 805 TR I 00k Ay ok R T o, BV S o Rt ] LA
FH GPU I, I [V 91 E A % /b T 5 T A5 280 gl 23 (10 77 3 VP 459k 75 T80 B 00 S T R 0 3% 5 X 1 ot 2 3G
XA, MS S TR TE VT SR A = 2 2 ) [ T et M 38 e A — e 3 B P 00 v T R, #8  EBE Z2 (W T B VPEML (1)
I T 14 5 ST T K /S T 7 AH DG, MIS 1R IR 0] 935 6 -5 A8 284 1% TO s T 1 4830 ) AR 5 S5 w10 37 36 s K PR 26 1 0K
FE 11 DFS Sk B I S AR FR B2 O(NxN),N b 3 M mi 8 H L6520 T B 7R 225 H AR BL— 7K 512x256 K
/N PGM B A 91 F bzip2 FE4i, 3545 F 46 SO I /N A8 200 #3830 A D0 R, 75 B AR OB it 4 7k B R I R 46
K — AR AR 1T R

R 35 FEIERI I8 I ) Y RE

MRSk Iy vk VE VMI MS VPFM DFS
I 17 () 1.28 1.34 63.3 34.2 659.1

4 IE\ 2:5

AT T A B A % Benchmark K AE T 30 AN £ X 45 AN (1) R0 25 328 4% K040, b fy o
TR () N PR R . SR HMERN 00 255 0T T AL R B N 10— SR AN AR . S B o R
B R IR 2 A 7R K 22 5N U 5 I 5 X 9 R AL ) 82 5 [ B 0 AN [ R A 7R R TR A e 6 — BB R 22 53 N
XML B ARD) RN 23 A5 (R B R UL S I A B v P — SO JRAT D 0 A R B T A7 AR IR B R (O 8 )M ik
PSR IO TAEAN IR A e TR R B 45 R AW, 2 T B8 AR 5 ¥ 308 15 A AT 73 B LR TG 1 1Y
AT T i 4T 3 B OE 3 A PG 23 B LR T AP RR PR g i, FRATT LA 1 5 P e BT VR IR IS [R) 4 e, O
I M T SO TR) A 2 S 14 Js R

BRI UG, AT T — AN AL ML AU PR Benchmark, 73BT T 30 AL RUEPEIVRFAE, FEAL T 2417 A AR 1
) 3 ML RILE 77 1824 48, H T FRATTHK) Benchmark 3B AN K, 2 AR B #8408 2, 2 5 LU S0 A AN
fig A 1T FRATTHE 38 /0 AR OR T A LAAS ST CAT (K 45 98 Oy At 78 7 B KB e T BE VR AfG (¥ 00 s 6 % Benchmark.

Buft A SCTAR 2 5 S R AR R I LR SO SR U AR T R
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