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(1995-2004

1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004

%0 9.82 9.73 9.53 9.74 10.09 10.65 11.19 11.97 12.82 13.38

% 4.01 3.52 3.03 3.68 4.17 4.30 4.68 5.00 491 4.45

% 16.31 16.90 17.47 18.05 18.56 19.16 19.77 20.33 20.80 21.18

%0 1.47 1.53 1.64 1.80 1.84 1.96 2.14 2.17 2.14 2.07

Ccw 84.74 85.43 86.64 89.59 93.41 97.53 100.69  104.53  107.68  105.21
CW % 79.34 78.47 78.10 76.85 74.95 74.98 73.78 73.78 74.84 73.38
0.49 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.48 0.43 0.41 0.41 0.41 0.42
/ 585.61  597.38 600.04 60593 612.55 621.08 630.51 637.73  639.62  616.69
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