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195.160

1 268.995
2 0.76 0.762 196.000 | 149.304 0.560 196.000 109.790
3 0.85 0.762 311.250 | 237.097 0.587 311.250 182.651
4 0.86 0.762 169.688 129.261 0.590 169.688 100.069
5 1.01 0.762 180.125 137.211 0.629 180.125 113.278
6 1.12 0.762 100.813 76.795 0.657 100.813 66.227
7 1.21 0.762 37.375 28.471 0.678 37.375 25.339
8 1.46 0.762 99.188 75.557 0.731 99.188 72.457
9 1.52 0.762 1.938 1.476 0.742 1.938 1.438
10 1.58 0.762 161.938 123.357 0.754 161.938 122.031
11 1.75 0.762 27.750 12.139 0.786 27.750 21.818
12 2.12 0.762 3564.125 | 269.757 0.849 354.125 | 354.125
13 2.49 0.762 153.438 116.882 0.905 153.438 138.910
14 2.55 0.762 214.688 163.540 0.914 214.688 196.194
15 2.66 0.762 134.500 102.456 0.930 134.500 125.121
16 2.67 0.762 527.250 | 401.636 0.932 527.250 | 491.243
17 2.87 0.762 62.438 47.562 0.959 62.438 59.883
18 3.07 0.762 141.813 108.027 0.985 141.813 139.652
19 3.17 0.762 167.938 127.928 0.999 167.938 167.711
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