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3 LIRSS 46.615 8 0.601 1 -0.5303 10.893 6 26 0
31 T T EH 42.148 7 1.184 7 1.206 5 26 0

5 AU 2 A 37.7850 -1.3945 233.6238 26 0.246 9
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4 -85k 16.982 6 0.168 0 -0.3754 14.895 9 26 0
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Note: 1) indicates item with an obstacle in the first evaluation; 2) indicates item with an obstacle in the fifth evaluation.
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Figure 2 Person—item plot
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