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Table 1: Comparison of distance and time calculated by
mesh method and differential evolution

distance d Time [s]
DE 5.64 x 1073 32
mesh 418 x 1072 213
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Fig. 1: Comparison of the experimental, and calculated
data by the mesh method and differential evolution
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Fig. 2: Relation between number of generations and
distance in various scaling parameters F

A-10



