et ST 3] sheeE=TF (2004)
2004'd 849 19¢-21Y
#1549, pp. 292-302

AR 5F

Breakwater Armor Weight
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Dong Hoon Yoo', Jong Joo Yoon® and Pyung Kyo Jung3
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Pl FHe AL S FAB] A8t dAEA =,
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AL R B Al T o|PEEL AMESlE BAl
Aojct. FALE o)A (rubble-mound breakwater) 4
A A AAY ARHow FHEE BS9 2 A
o] 7+ F a8 FE U], AAA A ] A4S A
AWE E5E 348 Ay FF AR Fatd
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P EAHQ MAAXNEZ A Iribarren?], Hudson?], Van
der Meer?! Fo] gler, HZ FF&F F@ooHH
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KpE #7tete] Mg o)) o] 34L& Z3
AHE sk Al FA Akl ALSFHE EREA A
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A A 7B 9] 48 nf skl 28 Van der Meer
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2 Jehtr) BEe) Qukgol g A8} goj i
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SEF 5(2001), Yoo, et al.(2001)3} 5 F(2003)
S AYuEA s oz e oty FAKH) Y F &4t
A3E D 3E AFE =530, 0 AFE F
ZFA A A o] £9)3tAth 8% 7 AHAction Slope)&}
ENzENEE =Ed A8 Y YHE 3E )
1% 934 A =&34 T Van der Meer7} A Al
3 A2l A 23158 W Van der Meer2] 3} A9 &
AR AN E S35t s 7]E9 Yoorl & BTt
AAE AL L % AIHE AASFL A} St

2. 7| &L AHF 4

o149} 7)1 & PN L e Astel 43 A
= 25 AN g3 2t
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0= T=Ds, @)
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=1 3)

Aq7]4 g TFHHOIL o9 £ Y7H], WA

N EEZNEY FF, o A UE, ¢ & FY
HEE, HE Baeld, ¢, & dZg3eszAs o
&3 gol He Aok
W=p.g¢, )
Iribarren®] 9 2]-& o}g-3} &},
_ _W
7T TogHt
K, )

(s —1(cos 8 — C; 'sin6)?

= %
¢ T H 6)
KII/3
(s—1)(cos @ — C; 'sinf)

— CDgA )3
KI‘( Cit, )Y ™

o714 Cpe A, CovlBAF, {he BF
A, &L AFAF oth EJ  p=ioly
e=(s—1)"tsto|th

@4 314 7] Hudson 2] 2 v} &3t 2},

Iribarren2] &

o gH?
Kp(s—1)°R (8)

W=
047];\_] R = cot9°li, Kp= Iribarren2] oA 2
ol= A4S wgstst Aotk Tablelols &)

ZU gFod HLE3 Y= HudsonAlF Kprb
ANl gch. vk os AAMFEE PR
o} gido] YT EIYE EF9 Aot At

as

0 0.30-LB STONE
® 0 10-L8 STONE
& 0.21-AND 0.22-L8 TETRAPODS
& 0 21-LB TETRAPODS

LS Al

1 2 3 4 § 6
R{=cot®)

Fig. 1. 6 vs R(= cot ©) after Hudson(1961).

ol& KD7]' £S5 5 ¢
pigee! l-r°l71 &t &, ¥3o] 7L
g o] dAEA Fe AdMe Kproe

Table 1. Hudson‘s parameter Kp and Yoo's
parameter 0 and er at each armor stone unit (2
layer system).

NEE |— 2 |
] ) a}| 2 o} (A 3kA

FIAM 25| 24 [12] 133 2

"‘:';‘L:]ﬁ 32 |16] 10 2

ALY 40 |20] o8 2
TTP 8.0 | 70| 04 1.14

Dolos 31.8 |158] 0.15 2
T-bar 100 [ 70| 032 1.43

Pogol Fdstn e Wo] F o] &Y E=2

P AL A=, ?J*}ﬁ]'«] F, 5T & 2
& 3} Van der Meer 2] 2 th& 3 2o},

KM) M s0 —0.7SS 1.5
(9
(0.4<I;<2.5)

1.5P 1.5-3P
Ky Mg ™S

n =

(10)
(2.5¢T)
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Ky= 6.273(5-1 °P 0Ny

9714, VK = (S—~1) P"¥Ng

Ng¢= (VN/D) S (11

3 pE 54 A%, DE JHAE, NS Y€ 79
B4, Lie W) Irbarrend24 HAFAFE Jeb

N

- _S_ _ —05p-1
L= o = Ms R @2

Mg(=H/L, = 27H/gTh) & Asisbgel el @
9 3ALol 2, § = tang=R'OITh

Fig. 2. § vs i (P=0.}(impermeable), N=3000), Van
der Meer(1988).

Van der Meer?] #HE2 (9)~(10)& =¥ Hudson
F2jol wla] wakR] AbHA A o] dig I
%, wgAA, B4, dAEY £ & nEd
Holde 33 JYEFHAT & 4 Ut 28
v AE 7t S5AS 299 34, oA A
Ho e FAHEFH T8 nHHA ¥ EHol I
ok B3 B3 FA ARA mie AP AER
H3E AMgEa, T3 Asiste] g3E AMRE}
R7] Aol Ao ¥t o nert =3
t}. B 2o] Fig. 2014 Bo]= vle} Zrolhibarrens
o] ool upe} k29 Fehg Geldr] HEe
dukido] dod Aoz wuEY, FAAXNY H3
T FAAAo] THI} ReE FHPPL

Yol X AFE HEAQA AR S Oig 2ot &

A A8 F5F 52009 £8& x84 0t
&t

3. Yoo?|

Fge gutgoz Fp=0CpVPA = 2139
tdl, Iribarren], Hudson?], van der Meer?} 5 7]
E AAANELS vl AL AY deE 3
A& AR V=VgH 2 A% Felolt. 23y
Y00(2002)8] AEHANME K& Vv diale) e
FRAYFEoR dAte 2] FYAI A=
VL Airyd] MY ol@8L A€o £EH
AU F&£& AMstd e 38F AL wave action
slope)ete MEE Fad$E =23l gy 2
& A4 & Jpgasich

Yood] #HFAL tiga gl

7=(s—1)"*ag,M_exC,-uy NsSy (13)

A714 «a:
g, = (1-0.48P)% = exp[—1.8P"1]
, B e BAe
M, = 0.6+0.3[.—0.06 I.% , goA4
eg = 1~2  WAlzA0 ©BE ZZ§
C,_na = 0.03
Ng = (VN/D)%®
Sy= Fyu’S, 585744 (Fy=C/VeH ,
o4 C=0/K )

=]
25 27 3344

$%5 F(2003)2 Van der Meer(1988)¢] B&318 8
o] &&e C,_4n=0.0302 F4s%c}

2 az3ellA Cpomy =003, PO.U(EESHY |
g,~0.86, N=1000, g3
Ns=(V1000/1)*6=7.94 o #%& sl 3
2l &td, :

C,-nu 2p N g=0.026x0.86x7.94=0.205
o] fr=EHH 2] 13)d &3 g 2

D=1&

7=0.2 (s—1)"3a ez M. Sy (14)
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7] 4, P=0.1, N=3000, D=19 w& A7}
C,-u4 8p Ng=0.285 71 g},

%A%+ a © HudsonAlF| Fu)3
st Zt BEo tid FAXE Tablelo] AA
d vte} 2ot e WALz WE FEEEA

7% Table.1o] AAE vie} Zow,
HAstzAe 2L 10 ®th HudsonAF Kpe
E5E, TEAT a & HETF TP HAA A
AEo fFEg 298508 & 5 qrh

AP Al §101 A Van der Meer & S8 AT
ZHgo] el e dAstzdg FaFrE Astoch
2 A7 HFAM T Aotz v Y& 2
AAE FA AAR] 57} 1] o] neg
Syt F2FFE HEH3 9k EF Yood] o AW
EE Fo]i1R} offshoredl| A o] T¢} u3o] L8
I; th A1l Local Iribarren 5= 11 & 2 &-8}e) A ) A4
d Z-gste WA ARTA DL WIS F o
9Tt Fig. 30l A A1 vhe} Zo] Iy o] F7}ato) ule}
oF7tel Fhel Ao AEg Holw 2aka 9 FA
Fehe) A FE 2ol et o] & A7 8t et
A 2 o] [po]] tked 23k4] 0 2 vERA st Al My
ZA ol g3 #}

M, = 0.6+0.31_—0.06 I,2 (15)

Ztzk o] AA F R WE AFES F37 Yty
Van Der Meer(1988)%} R.D. Carver(1982)5-9} o] o} €}
& BN, AAE dutd o8 AMREE T2 A}
, Bt A}A| tetrapod, dolos 28] 3 T-bar] A $E
H] W5}l 2™ Hudson?] 2] Kpt Wlimahe] 38491
U} Fig. 3& B¥ A9 89 Z 1ol dgC 9 g
S I 22490 MLE YERR AT ML 1Lo] 7HA =
Adzd g F 2T o, Cdenst g4 9
B2 FF7o) W& Al . o] TFH ok =3 Fig.
49} Fig. 59 & R.D. Carver?] A g Ho]E| & £33l
round stone armor®} dolos®} 3%, I.o H§ C. & 1
ehdch G4 A EFZ Hol Mz Lo 24
Ao e Hutzdo) & L H 3 glEo] vheht
I Aok ¥H MAEYFH H5F(2003)2 Hudson?],
Van der Meer2], Yoo} 5 Al 7} 49 ALz g b

2

2alG =Yl Van der Meers] #EZA 3o iy sld
Hudson] 9] AT E & 0.322, Van der Meer2} &) A'Y
T 0801, Yoo32 0.766° %4 Hudson] L Van
der Meertt Yoo o] H]&le] A7} wo] Golx| =
Roz Wz

01

Ca = CouaM. =Q0306+031,.-006,2) for N=3000

008
[«]
006 0 o O} |
ol Ap04
0n4 006

o
0 .
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
L
Fig. 3. C,vs I (Van Der Meer data for quarry stone,
a=1.0).
o1
CeCramaM =008+1 33(06+031 -Q06L D
008
006
0
G © o 60 o
004 Sy
e ¢ —
o ° 0 Carver data - stone
armor(a=1.33)
—Cn
0 :
0 1 2 3 4 5
L
Fig. 4. C,vs I. (R.D. Carver data for stone armor,
a=1.33).
006
GG @M =003+015(06+03-008 )
04
0
G 0 Carver data -
oo dolos(a=0.19) 1
—Cn
001
L 0o_©0
&
0 . . . .
0 1 2 3 4 5

L
Fig. 5. C,vs IL (R.D. Carver data for dolos, 0=0.15).
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Table 2. Comparison of several formulations for breakwater armor weight.

444 (s—1e (s—1)%p Note
Iribarren | K3 (cos@—C;sin6) ™' | K, (cos@— C;'sing) 3| Cety /7Y
K:;:Kb
Hudson K4S 3 Kp!'S Ki=K,
KMI=6.2h3P—0'54NS
st -t | KemP N
Ky M S Ky M S - 0.6
Van der Meer| V1 e 1 M S; 3 NS_(\/N/D)
P z-P 2Pq 27% [ Ky= K,'®
Ky M, © S Km Mg © S v M
H
Mgy = 1o
0T T,
Ko= KXUS
KX C”gpNS
2 1 , C, C,,_M‘aeRML
Yoo Ky Fg®s? Ky Fyu®S M, =0.6+0.31,—0.06 I,
g,= exp[—1.8P""]
Fy=7%
H gH

Table 3. Merits & demerits of each formulation.

59 33 e 3
CARAFTE F N QemnE ARFE T
Col2d 2Ad slstel AR, Ag #4572t
. . 3e 29, 99 58 FUHes 1@ | - ARZAY 9% F gl TyHAn,
roaen - gyoia. CgupAle) #40) 2BHA Yok
AR A Que 2Ee Rt | - ood AARSH detel 3EAT
Agkar #A5k AFH 9A Wske,
g4 Besit SR R4 5 2089 290 @
Hudson Ao ZE 9B S st HTTE 3 2= gt
A5 $47 ATl ek S @Al AR Sael meiHA aste.
e N BEEER EEEERE- LS
Van der | AR FEE AARE R AT paga ggel w29 2199
Meer | & 2% - Al AR $4ol nAHA @itk
AZE FAUTE EQst] ARA _ e
o DTSRI ogw gaesd dw ARA4E A
Y og??]mﬁw A G2 BAN] qagaw A4 ol e e
00 T ortr. < =g AWz AdTd A3
cwrnbAl AW FHo] mAE Y local ¥ j-jolij 4 gdsta d t‘aé
o sszio) m2lH g, ‘
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& dAFA F718 local Ao AFSM)S WARR
Aol W JAE 1T Yool ATELE ¢
FAE Aoz Bt ol Ao FFHu (e ¢
ZBl(e) & BATHE A 2 E0] Table 291 A Al S
o] glort 2zt 2 9] AW 52 Table 30 7| &3k T}

4. STiH) Tahx|of B

4.1 oA #g o mahAe]

WA e Fue) A g dASA FAAA A
ulo] Hubdle] Zo] FHES g1, o] 9 E
AUGANAES HZT BAIZRE 2537 A
TE FEREoth Ul H2EEFTFY A T
s Uik BAZ Y22 g7 HXe} HEFS
AARAE A= 9, 41 2 27/ 58 1 steor &
th g HL=E FAA 77 A Aol ng
Eod oz WA EHA FAA wFgo] AFHE @
4g vatn g FES Ad ¢ AT AA AABA
< grsldof gt

2 dFdAE et Bt AXE kA
o AwtA el A EY sotal oA HEo) BEP
AR 712288 7 AGEE AFEASY oA, ¥
NAFT AA G 2 FHEE AFHAAL, B FA,
AAs D, $4/otad], S/ 2 3 HE
stolct. Z+ ak¢e] ¢ 2 & Fig. 40l Ve vhe} 2o,
3 o] BT AP ES Bl A BN FF BT
g dobsla AA g g v gt 4
A Z A4 sld Table 18 o] AAIEIATH ZAtel W2
W el Bt NG9 guA TP AL 40
98 A A7 F 81%E D) FE-EL AASRA T 45
9 & AYA 7} 11%, EZA} 1A ER ZAHAT
AXFAL 15mL.W.L 7]F) o7} 90% c|Ate] 1
whal A AbE A ANE 1:1.5~1:2.0 0] 317 84%0] ™ 7| El
FRrA 1:3, 1:4, 3:4 59 A ASS I8
th dAlgoe 2 FE R 2 alo] & Bel=d Tt
Ao A mh= whaa] Foo b & FgEE vl =
FRojgt & £ ik fESL QR E 23 FRE
o] gar A4EL 5~40t0n8) T.TP, EUNEL A4S
T.T.P %9 10%% =2 Rock2 2 FAEH 9t o
B3 g o] Al FalA A W9 Ee Al
B LEE B A FH 2 QA A A skdola 7]
el daFPdoss AN, APAE £ X oE
Fo2 zAEAT B AFd e Syt Bt
A 1197019 zt gE 2 A5, dA s, 9ay
AL ANEE 72 S3 7 g4d £ dHgddR
AL FA BA3AG 283 Y& FAgey

Aol e ZAZY JelAlaE dotana A2
o AN s AP L Hgatod AU E Avn
27 gk,

Fig. 6. Map of research stations in East sea coast.

4.2 WralHE] ul i Afe] 24
421 T2Hg A o 24

BakA dATne FoldE Yot A EXE
& FEaHE ot 9} Zoh ot Al Wausl
Tm~8me] 7 %ol WA M7t 25%% S woH,
8~9m o] o] e F3] SE Ao 2AE AT

Table 4. Distribution of breakwater for each design
wave height.

g2 AE! 3moldt | 3~4m 4~Sm 5~6m
T2AA 1,255m | 1,463m | 2,545m | 1,794m
X8 | 10% 12% 20% 14%
g2 AH| 6~7m 7~8m 8~9m
FAA| 2,164m | 3,221m | 224m
g 17% 25% 2%

r

422 F7HE x| £N BY _

e A dAF4d e BE e ek
2 Jed Seviet FAad A9 544 10m~15m
o #4 o] & A3k gt
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Table 5. Distribution of breakwater for each depth

level.

3m 9% 5m U9 10m B9 15m ©)9}H) 15m o)A+
223m | 1437m | 6,862m | 3,131lm | 1,012m
2% 11% 54% 25% 8%

423 F7hd Amau 4

425 -?Laa LeH x| 24

L FEd A G A WA AFA F AT L
‘2‘:}@’—5"—4 AAEE BoF 1 9o
Table 8. Construction rates of berm or foot

protection at total breakwater area.

29 A 3,232m 26%
Q33 926m 1%
A2GAA A 4,158m 33%

2o S8 A A FA ALH FALEX
£5 RoF 3 e Ao Falt Ade gt
A AP F AL 84% o) o] 1:2.,0 0] 32 Vet 9]
on QB A 1:4.0. 3:4/3 T HAIE Holn
ReZ ZALE T

o) = A
pI g

4.2.6 YoHE A~cH X B4

7] 4259 M e Fafigt ARG
& HYFa glon, e 7—} gd
294X &L Yelx ot

Table 9. Construction

o AT dX
WA A%

ofN o

rates of berm or foot

protection at each station.

Table 6. Distribution of breakwater for each slope EXEr a2om om o
level. = —
D 758m Oom| 0%
1:1.30]4H | 1:1.5018} | 1:2.0018} | 1:3.00]8} | 1:4.0018} Y9x3} 157m om| 0%
3,089m | 2,258m | 5,276m | 1,547m [ 497m Fyg 1,375m 444m 32%
24% 18% 42% 12% 4% ol 918} 433m 167m 39%
Rk 1,241m 435m|  35%
424 YUHE ATHE & A3 BY(AMEYH 5 EpnpE 2.310m s50ml 24%
oles) ‘ 233 1,458m 617m| 42%
s 6‘}9_] WA dA A% T L4383 A% 1,455m 1,455m|  100%
o] AbMF e H Al o THALY Augtuct & =A% S32m o 0%
A QAo gle A vEE BYF I e, ol FSe — PP Ry
t AASnY iAot 4ALFI ANY A e o3 ol aen
o2 ggHh = ’
A 12,666m 4,158m|  33%
Table 7. Lack of armor weight at each station.
TEXY 822m 53im|  65% 427 YoiH T2he Tl Al 24
P 758m 503m|  66% A Ao AVAZAL, £HEY T, AT, &9
—‘Q_S;i_ig— 157m Oom 0% }25‘]9} ‘IQI"‘?‘o“ U'} -/?—:q""]i /\]"I‘—’] -"] H’\a]EH'g‘ 7
F¥3 1,375m 29m|  17% MR
a4 433m 372m|  86%
A2 8} 1,241m 1,017m| 82% Table 10. Damage rates at each part of breakwater
&5 2,310m 2,310m| 100% system.
53 1,458m 1,300m| 89% z gaad PEEE o8&
SAY 1,455m 1,020m{  70% 12.665m 7378m S8%
FE3d 832m 422m|  51%
&2 787m 742m|  94% A 284m 4%
Az g 1,038m om| 0% ALE 3,585m 49%
A4 12,666m|  8445m| 67% THE 2,550m 35%
N5 959m 12%
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Table 11. Damage as lack of armor weight.

s@nd 8,445m 67%
G+ ’

enE § 4,726m 56%
o8]+t ’

Table 12. Damage rates for the depth level.

43 dAgdsy | HalaF & &
10m
4143m | 1,805m 4%
o873t
10m 8,522 5,573 65%
ki IR ’

Table 13. Damage rates for h/H(total area).

WH22 1,525m|  12%

el &
WH<2 5.854m|  46%
WH22 2,280m|  18%

A&
WH<2 3,006m|  24%
A 12,665m|  100%

Table 14. Damage rates for the slope level.

4% s | A | dde

1:1.5 o] A3t 5346m|  3,274m| 61%

1:1.5 v]=k#2t 7319m| 4,104m| 56%

1:20 o]A#7H | 10,622m|  6,416m| 60%

1:2.0 v k73 2,043m 963m| 47%

Table 15. Damage rates for the depth, slope, and
existence of berm.

TOEA] 2¢ |2aws
T8 43 . e
Az | HAAE ] 43
e
1335m| 32% 288m| 22%
10mo] A4
Fal S
A 2.824m| 33% | 1,526m| 54%
10m©") 2t
ZAAL 1115
2479m| 46% | 1,148m| 46%
o] Ak
ZAAF 1115
7319m| 23% 666m| 9%
vj gk
AAF 1:2
3737m| 35% | 12814m| 49%
o4
A 1:2
F &21m| 21% ; 0%
o gt

Table 16. Damage rates for the h/H and existence
of berm. '

ATge WH=22 466m 6%
h/H<2 1,347m 18%

Adgle hH=22 1,059m 14%
hH<2 4,506m|- 61%

A 7,378m 100%

Table 17. Damaged records as typhoon at each station.

TEXY 23 £33 13]
*xg 33 &% 23]
a3 13] 4xs -

FEAY 13] R 13]

LA 23] =A% -
a4 13] Az & -
A 143

TTPoE 2 f4, AAMAMY 4, FAHY 2
fd, ZXNEIYE &, JERE d& §

4.3 Yty gsf x| &4

& HolA Bt 1270 235k F 1197449
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ol A 2AME 11904 F HALA AP R = 8 5247
de F 574 AEE LA G dig T2 A
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2 Yoo2] o] A A AL & w3

Table 18] Aol A F 2] 7 F 2] ¢t Hudson 2] o]
o3 Aded AMNEFF AQF AL HAutHQ A
9l $HE HoFA £ Aoz FAHNULY F 57
N 98642 3 Hudson A @A ol oA = oA
Aol FrREve og Holut AAl Hart fgE A
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% ¥ 3H(No.23~N0.26, No.28, No.29), £ & & (No.65),
FE29(No.101, No.105, No.106), & Z&FH(No.108,
No.111), AA3kNo.113, No.115, No.116, No.117,
No.119)% YA} #huba] Al Bof dreto] A3l
ol AAFi1x) 9l @7 7F A HudsonZ g4l o] A
A FEA} VY W LT SHANA o] FRS
Z BoF 1 gt ol Avtzdolt v PAe F
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Fagd, $eviel @& Al vlny g
19704t o] ¥ Fa gt staA HAHI, B2
o] AAHo A AdivAgE F10d AL AR
E B Ag ddolu Zh gubd AR Aol med Al
A e dAde 2AE A AEAgY S A

UE
o $ 258 Agolth
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flo W qf
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Table 18. Condition of damaged stations and reestimation of armor weight as Hudson & Yoo's formulations.

Zma
2 m) =] 9 & =B Hudson Yoo
T No. bLO) Hin @ | me7a |4aa I K Sy | &8 . A8 3
8 % AP A
73 T4
3 10 5.5 12 | 12.5(ton) 1:3.0 2.13 0.06 | 0.55 | 9(ton) | O.K | l1(ton) [ O.K
TEEY 6 11.5 6.1 12 20 1:2.0 3.03 0.05 | 0.84 17 0K 25 N.G
7 11.5 6.1 12 25 1:1.5 4.05 0.05 1.13 23 0K 34 N.G
9 4.5 5 1 10 1:1.3 4.62 0.09 | 0.64 14 N.G 11 N.G
12 6.5 4.5 11 10 1:1.3 4.87 0.07 1.01 11 N.G 12 N.G
_ . 13 7.4 4.5 i1 12.5 1:2.0 3.24 0.07 | 0.76 7 0K 9 0K
ATl
15 7.7 52 11 12.5 1:2.0 3.01 0.07 | 0.68 11 OK 13 N.G
16 8 5.2 11 20 1:2.0 3.01 0.07 0.7 11 0K 13 0K
17 6.3 4.2 11 8 1:2.0 3.35 0.08 0.7 6 0.K 7 OK
23 4 2.6 12 5 1:3.0 3.1 0.09 | 0.49 1 OK i OK
24 2.5 3.1 12 5 1:1.5 5.67 0.11 0.53 3 OK 2 0K
. 25 5.6 3.1 12 5 1:2.0 4.26 0.07 | 0.86 2 0K 3 0K
Fx3}
26 5.3 31 12 5 1:2.0 4.26 0.07 | 0.81 2 0K 3 0K
28 13.5 4.2 12 12.5 1:1.5 4.88 0.05 1.88 8 0OK 17 N.G
29 16.5 4.2 12 12.5 1:1.5 4.88 0.04 | 2.23 8 0K 19 N.G
B 32 3.5 7.4 12 12.5 1:10.0 0.55 0.09 | 0.05 6 0K 2 OK
33 11 8.4 12 20 1:2.0 2.59 0.05 | 0.59 45 N.G 45 N.G
39 7 7.4 12 12.5 1:2.0 2.75 0.07 | 0.44 31 N.G 23 N.G
CEk
40 7 7.4 12 12.5 1:2.0 2.75 0.07 | 0.44 31 N.G 23 N.G
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44 10 74 | 12 12.5 1:20 | 275 | 0.06 | 0.61 | 31 N.G 33 N.G
45 9 74 | 12 12.5 1:20 | 275 { 006 | 0.56 | 31 N.G 29 N.G
46 9 75 | 12 20 120 | 274 1 006 | 055 | 32 | NG 30 N.G
47 9 74 | 12 20 1:220 | 275 | 006 | 0.56 | 31 N.G 29 N.G
48 9.8 175 | 12 20 120 | 274 | 006 | 059 | 32 | NG 33 N.G
51 4 12 3 120 | 375 | 0.09 | 0.48 5 N.G 4 N.G
52 7 12 3 1:20 | 375 | 007 | 0.82 5 N.G 7 N.G
53 8 45 [ 12 5 120 | 353 | 0.06 | 0.82 7 N.G 10 N.G
54 7 49 | 12 125 1:1.5 | 451 | 007 | 089 | 12 | OK 14 N.G
56 8 74 | 12 40 1:1.5 | 3.67 | 0.06 | 067 | 4l N.G 36 0K
=9 57 9 74 | 12 40 1:1.5 | 3.67 | 0.06 | 0.74 | 41 N.G 40 N.G
61 6 8 12 20 1:1.3 | 398 | 007 {1053 | 59 | NG 37 N.G
62 9 66 | 12 125 120 | 292 | 006 | 063 ] 22 | NG 24 N.G
65 3 45 | 12 5 1:40 | 177 | 01 | 0.16 3 0K 2 0K
66 3 45 |12 5 1:1.3 | 531 | o1 | 047 | 11 N.G 6 N.G
67 4 58 | 12 5 1:15 | 415 | 009 | 044 | 20 | NG 11 N.G
68 4 57 | 12 20 1:1.5 | 418 | 009 | 045 | 19 | OK 11 0K
=38 | 74 8 78 | 12 20 120 | 268 } 006 | 048 | 36 | NG 29 N.G
75 11 75 | 12 20 120 | 274 | 005 | 066 | 32 | NG 36 N.G
76 11.6 75 | 12 20 120 | 274 | 005 {069 | 32 | NG 38 N.G
81 8 45 |12 5 1:3.0 | 235 | 0.06 | 0.55 5 0K 6 N.G
82 5 45 | 12 8 1:15 | 471 | 008 | 0.71 9 N.G 9 N.G
A 93 15.5 6.1 12 32 1:13 | 456 | 005 | 1.64 | 26 | OK 47 N.G
94 13.5 6.1 12 32 1:1.3 | 456 | 005 | 1.46 | 26 | OK 42 N.G
[ 101 8 36 | 12 5 1:3.0 | 263 | 0.06 | 0.69 2 0K 4 0K
102 9 5.1 12 s 12,0 | 332 | 006 | 0.81 10 | NG 14 N.G
103 13 74 | 12 12.5 1:2 275 | 005 | 077 | 31 N.G 41 NG
29 104 | 85 54 | 12 12.5 1:1.3 | 485 | 006 | 1.09 | 18 | NG 22 NG
105 | 85 47 | 12 12.5 1:2 3.46 | 0.06 | 0.83 8 OK 12 OK
106 9 47 | 12 20 1:2 3.46 | 0.06 | 0.88 8 0K 12 OK
108 5 4 12 12.5 1:1.3 | 563 | 008 | 09 7 0K 7 OK
£z% | 109 13 65 | 12 20 12 294 | 005 | 088 | 21 N.G 32 NG
111 13 3 12 12.5 1:1.3 | 651 | 0.05 | 2.87 3 0K 6 OK
113 8 32 | 12 5 1:2 421 | 006 | 1.17 2 0K 5 NG
115 8 42 | 12 125 1:1.5 | 488 | 006 | 1.18 8 0K 11 OK
AR | 116 8 42 12 12.5 1:1.5 | 488 | 006 | L.I8 8 0K 11 OK
117 8 52 | 12 20 1:11.5 | 438 | 006 | 095 | 14 | OK 18 OK
119 5 15 | 12 3 1:1.5 | 8.16 | 0.08 | 2.12 1 0K 1 OK
5.4 B = ¥4 F8atE o] a8 g AR AT

A4 wbaba) o) AL Z Ak o] QlolA J1E Y
OB EL AuiEm 7t 59 FUHE AWESY
o} 283 B A, 557, B g, 4, 8y
AE 5o AAEL EFH o2 123 Van der Meer
o A ANE FFH oz BAEG T B dToA

985 7 AKSy, Action Slope)2} 7N'dL =&t 7|
Z ZAPA e g g astn 4@ =&,
285 FA H(local) 20 W}EE ohgg oz
< Hgslg e, ol AF C,E local IribarrensT
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