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s (OGN TORE) F—22FFET 5D
DO, KREHAH2 LY REVIEAEITIE, KOREEE
(piecewise-linear function) & 7 AW HEM: % #50.
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I, DLIREG LREBIKHEICHRYEEhLEThHh
i, T &) RRRR PR TH O R L LT, K
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% 72 L oM E(3)i Pope and Walker (1999) @ €5
VORBEEZEITLERSEL3DTHS. Thbb,
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T, 2EHEEMHBE VI oL b Y Y TV RRECE
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