1/5

FIG. 1




2/5

FIG. 2
N 20
40 =
21 A
K A\
At | \ Y
\
\41
|
-~







4/5

FIG. 4
11\0 12\0 110 1f15 100
\ \& 7 Q:L“/zﬂ /
F | —
p 112 A g
\ 199 144
%
142
O, T ==
o VLN SN
] ) — ; ;
L 143 21
131



5/5

FIG. 5
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