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looking 1.97 0.00° 27776  options answer 2,02 0.107 972 options hmm let 1.54 0,02 79 options hmm let try 0.127 31 figure option correctly answers question  1.16 0.00 308
option 1.95 0.007 249743 looking options 1.55 043 16721 answer wait let 1.42 0,027 505 answer wait wait let 0.12" 43 trying figure option correctly describes 1.12 0.00" 92
answer 1.38 0.00° 83503  options hmm 1.52 0.10° 1107 option perhaps answer 1.26 0.027 371 139 need trying figure answer question 1.12 0.00" 122
bit 1.21 0.00° 11949 options let 1.33 0.107 1894 options answer wait 1.21 0.02F 159 second let double check 26 need figure correct answer question 1.12 0.007 707
true 1.17 0.00° 8331  look options 1.32 0. 1035 need understand option 1.09 0.02F 255 option wait let double 88 need figure option correctly describes 1.12 0.00" 259
say 1.07 0.007 54978  question man 1.20 0.10° 1737 looking options let 1.06 0.027 303 optic ait let 2t 83 need figure answer question based 1.10 0.007 72
like 1.05 0.00" 26787  wait options 117 0.10" 3318 let read context 1.06 0.02" 193 correct answer looking options  1.19 -0.121 75 need figure right answer let 1.09 0.00" 50
question 0.92 0.007 103298 sounds like 1.13 0.107 2642 wait wait let 1.06 0.027 178 misunderstanding options let read ~ 1.08 134 question asking option correctly describes 108 0.007 371
action 0.83 0.00" 16840  action option 1.09 0.10" 858 let option option 1.05 0.02" 337 looking options answer wait 1.07 0121 85 let read passage carefully carefully 1.07 0.00" 74
passage 0.83 0.007 24732 makes sense 1.08 0.107 4375  options describing different 1.02 0.02F 207 illy make sure understand 1 2t 60  trying figure correct answer question 1.06 0.007 132
perhaps  -4.44 0.00° 91550  really stuck 741 0.10° 865  equation let number -6.48 0.02° 10 set equation let number 545 -0.120 5 think ve exhausted possibilities correct  -4.27 0.00" 70
consider  -3.31 0.00° 6602 divide total -3.68 0.107 123 really stuck think -6.13 0.027 383 approach differently let consider ~ -5.27 -0.12f 10 think correct answer options perhaps -4.07 0.00" 46
subtract 271 0.00° 2359 let denote -3.27 0.10 km upstream km -4.82 0.02" 44 really stuck think correct -4.57 -0.120 93 really stuck think correct answer -3.90 0.00" 86
problem 232 0.007 25482 let problem -2.97 0. total parts parts -3.97 0.02" 33 going downstream effective speed  -4.38 -0.127 10 perhaps mistake problem setup wait -3.68 0.007 184
total -2.04 0.00° 19905  power source  -2.48 0.10 complete work days -3.37 0.02° 54 problem wait maybe problem  -4.16 -0.12" 38 perhaps question asking profit percentage  -3.39 0.00" 123
profit 0.97 0.00° 4676 total parts 233 0. perhaps mistake problem  -3.25 0.02° 681 selling price selling price 393 -0.120 20 really stuck think conclude correct -3.06 0.00" 94
term 0.94 0.007 6994 think ve -2.25 0.10° 965 profit profit percentage -3.05 0.02° 198 time distance divided speed -3.59 -0.12" 20 option perhaps mistake problem options  -3.05 0.007 32
meter -0.87 0.00° 5969  speed time -2.21 0.10° 428 using pythagorean theorem  -2.62 0.02' 8 think ve exhausted possibilities  -3.50 -0.12" 179 perhaps correct answer listed unlikely ~ -2.89 0.00' 76
km <0.87 0.00° 6688  answer listed -2.20 0.10° 2588  conclude correct answer -2.33 0.02° 942 kg looking options option 345 -0.12F 8 option perhaps correct answer listed -2.88 0.007 348
number  -0.86 0.007 27142 profit percentage  -2.13 0.10° 831 total volume new -2.29 0.2 10 let right let double 330 -0.12" 7 time distance divided speed time 2,65 0.000 7
Llama
corresponds  3.86 0.147 440 corresponds option ~ 3.24 0.147 149 option wait let 1.41 0.08" 484 answer wait let double 191 wait let double check make 1.29 0.00" 117
looking 1.37 0.147 22357  options hmm 1.24 0.147 1088 provided options correct 1.33 008" 13 option wait let double 159 answer wait let double check 1.09 0.007 162
wait 1.37 0.147 98411 looking options 1.06 0.68 13407 answer wait let 1.31 0.08" 548 option let double check 72 need figure correct answer question 1.00 0.007 542
option 1.13 0.12 231577 option wait 1.03 0.147 6005  looking options provided 1.14 0.08" 89  need figure option correct 357 need figure option correctly correct 0.98 0.007 144
figure 1.09 0.147 11586  options given 0.94 0.147 2006 answer alternatively perhaps  1.03 0.087 592 206 need figure option correct answer 0.97 0.00"7 97
sure 1.00 0.147 14828 options let 0.89 0.14" 2319 options hmm let 1.02 0.08" 134 1193 based passage provided let read 0.95 0.00" 138
answer 0.96 0.147 61337 let options 0.83 0.147 1191 looking options answer 0.99 0.08" 169  need figure correct answer 766 need figure correct answer let 092 0.000 83
hmm 0.92 0.147 12900 let think 0.81 0.147 5744 looking options matches 0.99 0.08" 98  approach question okay need 162 need figure option best answer 091 0.00" 59
let 0.79 1.53 65410  options need 0.79 0.147 981 let check options 0.94 0.087 560 provided let 146 need trying ﬁgure option correct 091 0,007 72
case 0.75 0.14" 7906 answer wait 0.76 0.14" 3515 looking options let 0.93 0.08 470 203
" listed 779 014" 3162 options wrong  -5.69 0.14' 735  incorrect options wrong  -5.73 0.08' 150 thi 637 - 183 problem incor cmILQuLSJVIu}; choose  -4.01 0.00" 50
pethaps ~ -3.28 -2.17 70727 okay determine  -5.67 0.14° 41  conclude correct answer 4.87 0.08" 341 think ve exhausted possibilities  -5.05 -0.297 262  options perhaps correct answer listed -3.91 0.007 100
finally -3.07 014" 533 need determine  -3.35 0.14" mistake alternatively perhaps ~ -4.38 0.087 257 option perhaps question incorrect  -3.59 -0.29" 74 correct answer isn option perhaps -3.57 000" 69
determine  -2.83 0.14" 1588  answer listed 3.24 0. choose options perhaps -4.36 0.08" 231 option perhaps problem incorrect  -3.30 -0.29° 137  think ve exhausted possibilities correct  -3.22 0.00" 70
] 2740147 4579 equalsfinally  -2.85 0147 15 let try problem -4.32 0.08" 54 problem wait maybe problem  -3.01 -0.297 105 option perhaps correct answer listed -3.18 0.007 247
consider -1.55 0.14" 5270 answer isn -2.73 0.147 1034 left frac right -3.74 0.08° 16 finally 11 divide sides -2.92 -0.29' 5 think conclude correct answer options -2.98 0.00" 23
vote <112 0147 699 option perhaps  -2.57 0.147 6005  answer option perhaps -3.45 0.08" 954 option perhaps answer listed 2.86 -0.297 164 correct answer isn options perhaps 278 0.007 61
mistake  -1.06 0.147 10804 1l subtract 2540147 84 think ve exhausted -3.21 0.08" 334 isn option perhaps answer -2.84 -0.29" 227 number numbers divide leaving remainder  -2.72 0.00° 5
total -0.91 0.147 28064 think ve 223 0. 1206 okay need determine -3.03 0.08" 137 problem incorrect options wrong  -2.80 -0.29" 76 sides wait let double check 2570000 5
wrong -0.90 0.147 4756  result think -1.96 0.147 488  need greatest common -2.90 0.08° 8  okay need determine total 242 -0.29" 35 think conclude correct answer isn -2.54 0.00" 33
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