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HARIZ BT 2 BN OFHA

— MR & B R —

T R - S

& C & I

BN ORGSR Y LIS BT 23R RIE, BARBES L UOH
WHEDEFUIZ L > TREDLZENDY R bo DO, FERERIROEEN:
T BN B L OCBERBEEICE L THRET 208 P H 5, 2 2 TOERDHfR
FHINE, BERBEEOLKICED S ZONEFATTTHaTh Y, HEIZL TS
GROTRTPLTLOMEEMHTTLIENFTEL LIEFRE V5, [HHE
Pl bwbhbaZ e s €L T, ERDOIFNITIE, NHEEET ORE
R R BL D AN FEE M O Fe B Y 7 2B THENL LT B AEHE 7 A B &
LT (fEED) BEEOMEEFAL TIT) OB —#HNTh 5L, L) DI,
AW S 2 MR EREOBESE, PrERHE OGO NEFAT T IZBE L
WAHENPLTHY, —HOHEOEKR MG OFEDOER & & & % FHPHN 22 H)
TELERBCTFELRCIRNTTEIENTEENE ) DEELET L7DI12F
HE3ns,

BWREER X, BEESNTEARBIZVTL2E8RAEOH L7 T AIZHT S
BWMENE &, & #0228+ 5 BRI 72V 2 REE OB R EE 2B
5 ERBINERE & 12X B S35 o Foster=Shorrocks (1988, 1988a) 1%, &R
IL#EIPIZZEE) S 236 D FGT HIE O EWENETE 25 U, £ OEWHIEF & i

1) Sen (1979) &, RFEEHEOMEMIZBIT MERFFT (Sen, 1973, ch. 2 and 3) DA
LKk, BAROMEICBIT S [F85MERF ] (partial ordering) DR ZRIEL T\ 5,

2) Hadar=Rusell (1969), Rothschild = Stiglitz (1970).

3) Atkinson (1970), Dasgupta et al. (1973), Rothschild =Stiglitz (1973).




— 148 — HARIZBIT 2 EROFHN

RIVEBNED S & OB E M L TWwb, 72, Atkinson (1987) 1%, 3t
DEWHE b - 72 WESHERGAE 0 2 5 22§ 2 SR NET & 5 00 5 ik
PO L DBBREHS 2L Tnb,

filifs (2006) 12B\WT, 5RO B KM EE DFERHERE D, TOFEACH A 521
WA F © TERANEERE] (S4578E) 2% FAHA L THL IS
N7ze % 2 CTORWE AT CIRARBO IR ROEX M A2 EHT 25508
WORHIASHKA S N5, BRFIGH T, SO EEE IR 3 5 A RF5E
(2> TERFIZSSELD median D50% IZEHIRYICEZE S L TWwWiz9, #Z Tk
RO X D) EER RAIRR I D SEE T 2 O L DNEF LD T, /N
ZBWTiE, AR S 2 #iPAL LB T 5 2 L2300, #lifd (2006) 128175
BB DT O FREAE T O TEENE % fER B SDY O & % Vv Tl
T 5,

1. FEEMEH SD L EROIEF (BERIRRF)

BN OFEFEFEI B\ TUE, MHEICEE L7z 3T O ME — 1) £ K= her,
2) AW ¥~ v 7t pgr, 3) Foster-Greer-Thorbeck (FGT)P « il £ — A% & < F H
ENTVBY, ZO3THEOMUER, /X7 A —% o« % & FGT HllE TH—
EIN, FEKADPHENEREOMSITHIEL TWE25THhL, A0
TEBx ONMEKRF& BNz L2552 b/ & &, FGT W&, KX
DEHTEKEND,

4) Foster et al. (1984).

5) [P M BLaRE] SR SNz, [ aiRE] oMET— 5 2 w8
W OFHANZ, #&A - I (2006) 538 5,

6) H—‘J&@%Lng‘. 2B 2 BNOLEIFETIE, M 2BRB SRS,
AN E L CHEROMKEMAT, Fuchs (1965, 1967) LR A SN T b

B 2 1L, WAL FTF D median D50% % PR L 7-A%E12, Smeeding et al.(1990), Gus-

tafsson=Pedersen (eds.)(1999), Oxley et al. (2000)% E25H 5, F72, AWFHE L LT me-

dian D40% 2R & N5 2 & b & %A%, Jantti=Ritakallio (1997), Hills (2004, ch. 3),

Berthoud (2004, ch. 49® X 9 |2, median D60% D FHFMSNE T L b H 5,

7) Stochastic Dominance.

8) Madden=Smith (2000).
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P (F: z)zgi(lfx/z)” dF(x).a > 0.
ChHEE,

Po=nhcr.
Pi=pgr.
DY Lo TW5b,

L L, HERMEBRMREFARTELADORELZFMTHC S L, ThEhX
DL BRENZHEDND, EW=IT, BROFEREWLIET, BRHE
TOHELEEZLIZA—DY A M52 TWAH L W) BRT [AROES | %
ZELTwZWL, BROHEICBIT 2 EEREHED ) &, [HAMEE], [
EEH |, [(BIERICEE] 28202 LTwand, BRYXy v 7Flbid, [ER
DERE| ZflloTV225, R0 [BipFE], [BERIEE] 2%zl
T\, FGTHIEPa 2B\, [BEEE] 20312, «>1, &5
IIBEBICEEL] 210, « > 28R BNT A= S EENETIEIRNT
B WD D B o

Z 2T, HEROEWEE 1 KERNERCIHFMHIT TP TEL5%5(1F
%6ﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁiowf,&A&M&ﬂﬂﬁ%%%bf%ﬁﬁ®?@@&w
JEFAFIF A TE 050, £ 1KSD DEFRE TR 5,

[ 1 RS BB D & 7%

I x DA Fx) & G(x) 1220V,
F(x)< G(x) forall x €[a,b]C[0, ).
DYoL &, FIXG % 1 RMERWEBRT L L0,

DX HIZ1IRSD X BNEFAIT 24T 7201218, BFGAM, 2 ) BR=
(her) A EHFNT L v, CoOFATHERBAZ B, DTICRENS
LI PLHIFRE & EIEN 5367558 5, Ravallion (1994, ch.2) (& 3% o SD
WA 5 3O BKMEHR 2 KD L ) IR L TWB",

9) BERDOMEIZBIT 2 EEREHOMEITOVTIE, Zheng (1997), A (2006)
nEE B,

10) Foster (1984), Atkinson (1987), Foster=Shorrocks (1988).
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1 SD 5 BRFEAA PLMIAE, 1(x,2)"
2Kk SD ; EWOAEEE PD i, D(x,2)"
3k SD ; AWDIRZIEZ PS Hif, S(x,2)"

Z O 3IFHEOMMIE, FGTMIE THR—MIZET I L5 CT& %, Foster=Shor-
rocks (1988a) 12 & % &, Po=hcr, Pi=pgr, PMIZIZRD L 9 HEIFRAH Y 7o
TWwWh,
lz'ZPz(x;z) = S;sPl(x;s)ds = SZ SZPO(x;t)dtds.

2
L72h3- T,
Po=1(x,2),
P,=D(x,z)/z, (2.1)
P,=2S(x,z) /7. (2.2)

AR Lo TWBERS, (P, P, Pl ZIEICHANSZ E1E, [P
#%, PDHI#, PSHIM | ZIHICHME T2 L THY, RETIEIHEELZIT) I
LIk oT, 1RSDA5 3KSD F CIEICHGETT 5o SD AT D)) 72 mild
nKSDAH Y . CTIE (n+ 1) KSDH D > (n=1) » 5, /ksmr
DS TEZN LD BERD SD # ARBLEDN LV TH D, boL bBE
121, 1RSD2SH D LD Z & d T, SD &M%/ 3 k/IMEn % A
TIENEETH 5,

¥ 72, Zheng (1999) X, AWDNEFRA LT % EE SN2 ERBIZ/- VT LE
WHIEED & % 7 7 2B 2 BB ENER &, & 2 #PH % 283 2 AR 72
W B R E OB IRINEE ICBE S A BIRFIER &KX B L, BRREENERICD W T
O Atkinson (1987) DOfEHF#% L 0 HIR S /- EWRMEE ICE L, EREIER
LBHENZEDDLEDOERD SD 2 FIHT 2Bk E ZORAE LA L T2,
Z LT, 1RSDBRAEY . CIE, [HFHMEEEE] 457 BRI
TH—DNEFAT 2R L, 2K SD BRI Y 7T, [HFEEE] B X0

11) n KM B O EFIZ D\ TIE, Fishburn (1980), Foster=Shorrocks (1988), Zheng
(1999)7% &% 21,

12) poverty incidence curve.

13) poverty deficit curve.

14) poverty severity curve.
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[RGB | & 72 3 BRI EE X3 X Tl — DR 2R L, 3K SD M
FRATE D S TIE, [HGRTEEEL |, [SRRBEmEE | 5 L O [MBERRIeEE] %
i 725 BB E N THE—DIHFA I 2R 2 EAHH SN T2,

2. ERIEFOEHE"

AW OB B 5 VI 222 REBIZB VT, IR r R L IRLLH
W ZEH S22 EPEE Lrs", At EROIEREIZTROMEME L L
THEMEZ R L, BWRHEREOFHFOMA/ Mz 8RE L5267, 72,
NERIZBWTE T =4 & LT [ERAGEERL] (FAE57E4) 7R Sh
%0

2.1 1RSDICLBHE

a) DK BRI ORI

Wp2e % HB L 72 B OMFE 2RO T A DT R L, /MaicBirs
SHLORERFILELTIE, 43AL® median & F > 72 AHE A9 £ A B 23R I B9 1258
SNDBH, &4 DEDHRORIESA MM E FREIC 2V L TRREDO T T
BN THET 22 813, —HOMETHERBE TS 228125, M2 —
1, HEEICERBE UCosE (HA2; ) 2 &0, #EsicZsdiesd
RN E & o T 2 A B R o i (1980, 1990, 2000) %L T
5o MXHERBE H Va2 NAYAFR median O fe/ME (34177 F/804F)
PHEEITED T E 3 MHBILE LI L, 1KSDIC L 5 HEIZHEEED &
972, 3WEL (1975, 1985, 1995) DA%k i L 72X 2 — 212 L 254
1, 0<z=1500D#PHTIE3MMITIENVIKILLTHVAS, 1XSDIZ&
BHENTE Bo— I y EORMIER Py) L # < &, P(75) >P(85) >P(95)

15) MR BU 2 HMEFER T 7 71EBFICIE R S5 (Thaka=Gentleman, 1996) 2%
FIH STz,

16) Davidson=Duclos (2000, p.1439).

17) Donaldson=Weymark (1986)2%&/R L 7= EBWEZ DEEDMEEDERD ) b D [§55E
| DIZHI PR EN T 5,
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H2—1 RESHEHOLB (1980, 1990, 2000)

empirical cumulative distribution

cumulative population share

0 500 1000 1500
income poverty line

(FRh) THERAGIEREAA] SEA &0 R - 1EG

CHE SN LD, ZHED T THRIOERRIC L 2R ZOTH L, T,
3WERT (1985, 1995, 2003) DA%tz I L7222 — 312X % &, median
Di/ME (41875 /854F) LLT T, 854 L03EDHIFAZL X L T b &9 72,

b)  HIXRE RO

AR BE 7 5 HERT S 172 median Z A BN O FKLAE L 525, DT )5
B PIRI#REE 2 6 < & 21213, median [JARX Y 2 B & T EA D S 8K,
METHDTHD, M2 — 413, HEIZARME L TEED median 12725

18) & Z THAFE median DF/IMEIL, 197550222 TH %,
19) fitifs (2006) (2B Tid, HITWERMORUE L L TAEK S N7 median 25ERH &
N7z,
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R2—2 REIMBEHBOLE (1975, 1985, 1995)

empirical cumulative distribution

cumulative population share

income poverty line

(&) B2 — 112,

LAREE &), HEEICZICHIET 2 BAREL & o THiV 72 PTIFLO K
(1985, 1995, 2003) %KL T\wb, 0=z<median HIR L TH, HHED 3
HMOMEED ) LD 1MZITVLEL LTy, DF 0, 200345319854 £ 1
LEREIFH N LW AT TH S, 48 (1975, 1985, 1995, 2003)
D PIHRDOIE A T 5722 —512L % &, 0=z=median & HIE L7254,
AR 6 HLOMEED ) LD 3HZITALL LT, 2F ), P(03)>
P(75), P(03) >P(85), P(95) >P(75) V2 57215 TH 5B, F 7z 3 W (1980,
1990, 2000) @ PIHiftOE #4772 2 — 612k % &, 0 =<z=Zmedian & i
BRLU7Z%4G, Mo 3HOMEED ) bO LHMZTFLEL L Twiw, 2%h,
P(00) >P(90) DS\ 2 67213 TH b, LLEDZ &1E, 0=z=<median & R L 7=
BEDTRTOMEED 1 RMEREBBEREHO2IC L7252 — 112X o ThE
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R2—3 RESHBEABOLLE (1985, 1995, 2003)

empirical cumulative distribution

cumulative population share

\
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
income poverty line

C&HR) 2 —1IZA L,

HEINDL, DERO2LEN) OMEED ) L THTLPERICE T A 1k SD Bk
DHEE SN2\,

2.2 2RSDICLBHE

2R SDIC X DI AT 72012, median (AT B2 B WA % HE L, PD
MR 2 RT3 %, WEPEEROARRED(x,z) &1 (2.1) XOBRICH S
25, PDHI#E, ARBOMELSHEMT 5I2o0 T, BERF v v 7'M pg iifi
AHELHMHERET S5, ETOLIRSDIZEAZHE2L, WERD 7THE
(1975, 1980, 1985, 1990, 1995, 2000, 2003) D HELIZ% %75, K2 — 712
$5k,

[P(95), P(00)]>[P(90), P(03)]>P(85) >P(80) >P(75)
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H2—4 BERREERMBOLE (1985, 1995, 2003)

Poverty incidence curve

—-—-1985
R 1995
081 . 2003
0.6
8
g
K]
=
S
g 044
[}
=
0.2 1
T T

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

poverty line (relative to median)

(BEH) 112X Y 1ER

Az B, 72721, PD HiI#R(2000) & PD Hi##(1995) 8 X O PD Hii (1990)
& PD Hi# (2003) &id, KD X9 IZEWHA median LT D& 25 THRAL
TW52,
PD i (2000) & PD Hi# (1995) & DZEIAL
1) 0.1lmedian<z<0.2median
2) z=0.6median
PD fi## (2003) & PD Hfif# (1990) & DZHAL
1) 0.1lmedian<z<0.2median
2) 0.3median<z<0. 4median

20) fFBI1Z:HE,

[

i
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R2—5 BEEFEERMROLE (1975, 1985, 1995, 2003)

Poverty incidence curve

headcount ratio

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
poverty line (relative to median)

(B M2 —412F Lo

AR DEEFRE O BRI BT, MR ERFE & L T AL D median D40
%A HE0%VHEIHFHENTVE LS, 2HMOMEO ZOXRAEIZEKRT
Hb, DEDOZ L, 0=z=Zmedian EHIEL7-HEDOTRTOHEED 2K
TEREREREZ O I LR 2 — 212X > THEREN S, SELO2LE ) O
BED) LI TEARICE T 5 2K SD BRVHEETE %,

2.3 3RSDICLBLE

ZZThH, 3RSDICLAILEEIT) 72012, median [ZHIRH 7 B R % A0
L, PS W% METT 5, P.=FGT.llE L BROEAES (x,2) &£id (2.2)
XOBEMRA S, PS AL, BRBMOMAEIINT %1221 C, FOT.HIHR% B
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H2—6 BEFEERMBEOLE (1980, 1990, 2000)

Poverty incidence curve

— 157 —

0.8 1

0.6 1

0.4

headcount ratio

0.2 4

0.0 4

(&F) K2 -4,

1.0

poverty line (relative to median)

xR2—1 1 RFEEFEUER
0 =z=median D5

1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2003
1975 | X(3) | X(2) | X(4) < < <
1980 X(2) X(2) < X(2) <
1985 X(4) X (4) X (4) <
1990 X(1) < X(2)
1995 X(2) X (4)
2000 X(2)

(#2112 & ) 1ER

() 1. X1 ZADPHHZ L aRL, () NOEFREA DN %E

ESE

2. <! EAOGERDIT) HEMOST LY b EREE A <

HTNWIEERT,

15
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2—7 EBETEEZEOLE (1975—2003)

Poverty deficit curve

350

300

250 -

200

depth

150 4

100 +

50

poverty line (relative to median)

(BHR) 5212 & 0 1Ek.

®2—2 2RERBEBEF

0 <z=<median D&

1980 1985 1990 1995 | 2000 | 2003
1975 < < < < < <
1980 < < < < <
1985 < < < <
1990 < < X(2)
1995 X(2) >
2000 >

Bk 26212 % 0 1EK.
(F) 1. £2-1IZFAL,
2. #2—-11ZFL,

3. > MUOSRDIE) HEMOGHR L Y & EREEA = <

BV EERRT,

15
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2—8 EBERRZEHROLE (1990, 2003)

Poverty severity curve

----1990
------- 2003 /
15000 o
210000
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5000 -
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T T T T T T
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poverty line (relative to median)

(&R B2 — 112/,

L7k Z 29 5, 22 Tld 22k SD BIFRIZ & 2 4] TREAAHERR S 7z 2 4
D PS M DOBE T T Th 5o, 19904 & 20034 @ PS Hh#E % Hig L 7214 2 —
I2&BE, BRIER LD,
P(90) >P(03)
M2 B F7z, 19954 £ 20004E D PS M A ILER L 722 — 912k 5 &, &
L7 <,
P(95) >P(00)
WD Lo TWh, L7 > T, 3KRSDICLAHZEICETL Tk,

21) PS HIFICZE A S & 0d, Bl CREREIE A
22) BIE21ICHE Lo
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2—9 EERAEROLE (1995, 2000)

Poverty severity curve
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(k) B2—112[L,

P(95) >P(00) >P(90) >P(03) >P(85) >P(80) >P(75)
FTWz b,

3. R4&R, FEREEBLIURLEDHR

K% D SDIZ X BHELRTERT H720I2% 4D SD I L7256 EK (11H),
AREE D) BIORIE (SMHE)POHER LR T 40, BRME LTHE
median D40%, 50% 3 L V60% M SN 5, M3 —1, K3 -2, K3 —
SIFAWDRAER, TEE, RAEOEKELDRRIHEREZERL TWD, DT

23) Incidence value, Deficit value, and Severity value.
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3—1 ERFELEEOHPE (1975—2003)

Incidence
0.30
----pl=0.6med .-
-——pl=05med .7 7T -
. — pl=0.4med .’
0254 ", [T .
0.20 el
S =7
= -7
— //
= -
S 0154 ______ -
3
kst
g
=
0.10
0.05
0.00
T T T T T T T
1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005
year

(BH) 2 112X Y 1ERG

IMOER) EMMMDOEE LA, LT LD —HTHDIFTIERWVD, FICARE
BLORAEDOZEEL2KSDICK A HEB LU 3RSDIZL B HEIC) <
FELTWA, ML DIEB LU SMEOEE DL, her, par, PO 4 IZH
Y DHFEDENZ G L TV A705, FL2OPREDOENH DES & 7S fil

WCHEBEBESNTHATWL 2 EDEBIEII LN BB X W,
fifis (2006) 12BWT, BHS NS HEEOBWME D ) b, ENFEE K
WTIRIFFABORRIER 2R L TWA I EDHLMIENTZ, 250, &N
#tE& LT median D50% 3R H S 728G, BAWEEDAL O & OB K HEE b 704F
OB S22 WEEE ©, — B L CEFEMIIH D LATRENTZ, LAL,
24) HWFE, GWF v v 73, Waus (1968) MIEE, Sen (1976) MEE B & ¥ FGT M,
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3—2 BERFEEOHTE (1975—2003)

Deficit
40
----- pl=0.6med
-—=pl=0.5med
357 —— pl=0.4med
30 1
% g -7 <
S _ N
= * - - \\
'UE ,’/ N
L 20 .
* 7
Z
. 7
s,
15 e
7z
//
0".' //
10 e
5 -
T T T T T - .
1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005
year

(&R 5212 & 0 1ERk

NGO K912 SD IS & o THEEAT ) BT O 8% %7 A b 72 b1E, B
TREN LI, FRITERVERIZ SN AV, ZRTH 3K SD BRI
b B G ORRTVEBZHRICHE S 2 518, AWOFEZEL, 70ECH 2
SEMTIETEALTEY, FRUME, 21HLICA-> TRRET LTV S
EVZ Do HIRE RRIEE & G R O21HAE IZ A > TH S OH W D E I,
OAEAL I LR THEL DA & L COHFIEA 2L ICA > TR L TW
LRBBBECKELRIZTL TS, BROIEASRITIE, M E K Z -
L7 WER Y M2 AS A 0 AL A HIE 22 0 As, BROFEZE I, Mg R
AR L CHHE ORI L W) ot ass ks hcws, 250, file
DR ERBOENIKMLENT VLD TH b,
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3—3 ERRZEOHHE (1975—2003)

Severity

------ pl=0.6med

-— = pl=0.5med

— pl=0.4med
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% - -7 AN
P AN
7 AN
4
B 7
i
1000 ’
B 4
ol 7
7
A 7
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T T T T T T T
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(&F) K2 —-112H L,

¥ b W I

BRI 2 ERIGEWE S, HELWIEHIMEEZ B 72 2 AT, —
BB BN HAEAZE X LTV AR IR & 5 A%, FEEFFZEIC BV TR E R
RY) 2 < B ICEHFHT 5 2 LIdAESN WL, FIRExr iz 2 BRM L EE
THZLEHTVERN DL EEEZ LNV, L L, BRME LTHEC
FHEN TV ASEDOICFMEDI0% A 560% DT, 1Kk SDMFREEETER
FERMARD B\ 1d 2 K SD R BT AREMBMOLL LTSI LD DY
ZHDT, ZOHMYEH L ERBE EEIRHT L8555 L, FLoLE
BHIE3RSD BT TRIATRETHA ), LaL, TNLY D EROTESR
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LSO IZIZEEDZ SN TWRWA, NRIZB T 2 ER ORI
M5 2% ERERTIE, 3ASDEBRTE COMFTTHTH o7, SD M
wfmrﬂwDﬁmbifr(m&)%wDﬁ&bioh@1>#%T%
bo ZOFEIMERE KEOHI A BESETHBRAFEIND AT.7— ¥ THE
THULEDH LD LNGBWVA, T2 TOFEIRFIE—EMICHE LS WAL
T L) QI LECHET - O ONHMALTH S,

BN OB D 5 VIZZZHN 2 LI BWT, IS oEs R e SR 58
Witz 2 2 EZEE Lwehs, SlEiEEICHET 2 AR I - TARK
OISR OMREMEATRHA SNz Lo L, BERBIEFBRHSE TR
bl &, MATHESOERMIC L 2EELILEE Leh ) »2IdHA TR
V5, I TR S NHRHIE & s L BRI H B TR
REBLORIEL ORI ERSH L B bbb L, SDICXLHEICBS
SRR SN\ As, AR B TRl & A 2 P A O FE B b BRIRR
weEbnzs,

TR1 BHEREEE

R Headcount ratio
% of median 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2003

0 | 0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0000
10 | 0.0000  0.0000  0.0000  0.0110  0.0100  0.0180  0.0000
20 | 0.0250  0.0170  0.0502  0.0419  0.0391 0. 0551 0.0591
30 | 0.0569  0.0599  0.1133  0.0928  0.0862 0.1071 0.1171
40 | 0.0999  0.1159  0.1133  0.1417  0.1784 0.1632  0.1752
50 | 0.1449  0.1439  0.1765  0.1976  0.2244  0.2202  0.2332
60 | 0.2567  0.2128  0.2477  0.2485  0.2826  0.2763  0.2883
70 | 0.3157  0.2857  0.3180  0.3114  0.3387  0.3393  0.3504
80 | 0.3696  0.3656  0.3942  0.3703  0.3908  0.3954  0.4104
90 | 0.4356  0.4545  0.4674  0.4341 0.4399  0.4515  0.4725
100 | 0.4356  0.4545  0.4674  0.4900  0.4970  0.4995  0.4725

(BB THEERAGERRAE] AEBRIC X DI,

25) Atkinson (1992, p. 7), Davidson=Duclos (2000, footnote 14).
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%2 BETEE
B Poverty deficit
% of median 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2003

0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000

10 0.0000 0. 0000 0.0000 0.0274 0.0752 0.0450 0.0000

20 0.0999 0.3756 0.7773 1.5319 1.8136 2.1021 1.5816

30 1.1608 1.8681 3.0667 5.3867 6.2976 6.6842 5.4029

40 3.1868 4.7612 7.8837  11.9711 13.8677 14.2693 11.8368

50 6.2837 9.2607 15.0702  21.5070  24.6994  24.9750  20.8834

60 | 10.6733  16.7562  24.7091  33.9172  38.7675 38.7788  32.5125

70 | 16.5574  24.3037 36.8180  49.6357 56.5581  55.9635 46.6717

80 | 23.8262 34.9770 51.4744  68.6327  77.8557  76.3013  63.6136

90 | 32.4855 47.9421 68.7763  91.1053 102.4123  99.7222  83.2633

100 | 42.0679  63.3966  88.6409 116.6916 130.5611 125.8258 105.7057
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