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Table 1: Definition of casel 6
H Diff.-term ‘ Nondiff.-term

casel Present Present
case2 Standard Present
case3 V&O Present
case4 F&K Present
caseb Present Standard
caseb Present F& K
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Fig. 5: Time trace of the error of total kinetic energy.
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Fig. 7: Time trace of the error of total kinetic energy.
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