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i E.EEMBETHEFRETREKR, NESKENIZ MK, ABTRELITHE TR
BRI | SRR BABBEDLGY 7 Sk AT MR R 5 K 5 R b PR E3RIR B0 2R 2 AR A
BONABRBRILIRIE R NEBEAIAMAFHABERK TR P GER, BMSHER . TLA
HEIEAWNHIERE L K 5 5 JE b3 o il ik 3 K SH R A48 TARZ Y, TRAKZIM AN
BRIRE 5B R Y H 38 K R AR AR T A K B I A B35 0% 04 38 KR AR e AL B, A
BRI — A AN R BAE A G N BB A B, D T FMA EE MRS BRARAE
WA, TR ASGRBAK, SR R s — S RE BRI ERA, TRARAARTA,
KR EBANKE AR TN, TIRAKGART &
FE S ESP618 M ERARAERD ;A M ERHES.0253-2336(2021)11-0191-09

Analysis of influence of different parameters of mining under

super—thick loose layer on surface subsidence

LI Qinghai' ,ZHANG Cunzhi', LI Kaixin*, YU Shengwen’, CAO Youxun®’, YANG Tao’
(1.College of Energy and Mining Engineering ,Shandong University of Science and Technology ,Qingdao 266590, China;
2.School of Surveying and Mapping Science and Engineering ,Shandong University of Science and Technology ,Qingdao 266590, China ;

3. Ertuoke Qiangi Great Wall No. 6 Mining Co. ,Ltd. ,Ordos 017000, China)
Abstract : Based on the theoretical research and field practice of rock burst,this paper puts forward the stress control theory of rock burst,
which is centered on stress control and characterized by unit stress gradient.the induction mechanism of rock burst caused by original rock
stress , tectonic stress and mining stress is analyzed by similar simulation and numerical simulation, and the field practice of rock burst pre-
vention and control is carried out from the point of view of stress control.The results show that the tectonic stress of the fault is the main
cause of the rock burst,and the mining stress will also induce the rock burst of the driving roadway due to the influence of the residual
stress in the adjacent mining area.The advanced deep—hole roof pre—splitting blasting and open—hole penetration dynamic stress control
technology are applied to the anti—scour practice to verify the effectiveness of the stress control theory.

Key words: super—thick loose layer;surface subsidence ;subsidence coefficient ;fracture propagation
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% EMFRK 496

TER X IR, AR R L 50 m 9%+
JERRAEEANEUZ R T 100 m (R L2 RRIER
JEANHUZR . FEAAHUR R RE AL 50 m BISMET,
WERTINAB(EKR TR SEZREE M) &
AN 0.7~0.8  MAEMBUZ T 50 m BI&MGT,
3R T ULREE K FEMBUZ BBt 100 m B,
TMAEBEERET 1.0, HEBIHAT 1.0 iFn, &
FKF R RN BRI R 8 s A A T T R R
g8, Hop AR s T A T AR S5 R )
AR A K SR ST T SRR R 1 BE— A By
R AR SRR T S50 A RS S R S
BT 3 990 40 S 1O 56 AR5 KR o T T S i 2
TR S8 g B TR VR, B Tk i U B K
AL ; AR SR ST MRl R TR O 2 L O SRR
K R XA AETEA T ABEA R REATIUS
R RE A, EE ST T AR TR T 24 ) 22 B S A% 3R AR
U R A U ) e ol B RN 2R 2 AR B RN T
TR 7240 225, S R WL B, il Ji5 ) R e e 1k, vy
T IR & B R ORI X 2p A S s T
T2 TOUA B T 7 27 AR | SR R 98 1 A R e A7 o P A
G T AR AW R I AR T S T R R
F+ Winkler #9451y 3 7 £2 3% 445080 b 20
AT TR+ R IR A LR G FA TR Wk A
JEWEWTIY Sy 2R Rl BT A e ST
T 2RI 2 Hb 2R T b PO AR AL K SINGH
2 13140 0 o S A P P R B 3 O A Hf | Sy T
FRUTPATI AR 2 45 T SRS P AR S
JZUTRATE T B M AL BT, J#E S T8 A i vk
R PR 2 £ BT SR b e DT TR, A e ST
SRV TR LA T BB 43 M 5 i f 57 T HhR T
AT B2 AR ZE 250 T I R 454 g 2%
TR PR T G o KO 2 R DR s R
FRAS S S Me T AR L 2 N SR R A
FE OCHEE MNHUZ 3 E 0 ARTE S E IS L
TR U AR

Y F AR SO M T UL 2 ma e, [ Py Ah
LR FFHE A S EOT T DU w7
TREAFIE, B AR AR 3 S gk 3R A
TULRBS R LA SRR 56 R,k SCR 2
BT T VRS BUZ WIS 5 TR R 3 R
Vi JEATERE WA HIUZ R E K SR 2 4] i 3 UL 5 i)
A, SRR RGERFIE T 212 KRR
[R SRR ANFR S8 AN R 2 (] BEFD bR A i 2 () 4
EOCRNHLZRE T UURKE RS S5 e, SR R4
SRV T SIS oAb SRS B R R AL R
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HEANTRIE IR | S 4 iR I 5T MU A48 P | 7E e
MZIEE SRR E L, BZMRSHREEL L 2
MRSFSRAAT T, AT S HO07 AR T
RIS 1A SO AR T DUR R, e PR 1Y
PUPism e BER 1 MBS 3 D 1 S Mk
A, LAY O B 3t 3 DO 42 il B AR B0

1 HRE=

RIS e T R AR DU R B
TR V3K F] 590 m, B MR R FRMA R T IR
I R BUZH I 1305 TAEH 8 TR 5, 1305
TAEEHZ TR 4.04 m, BEZHIRZ) 850 m, H
AR R 724.7 m, FEHEZ) 126.25 m, FLA %
HENESEIE L,

2 RESHHMHE

21 HESEBMET

ZRA T TR AUAIOR BB R is B B AE 3R ok
H PFC e i AR AT 0 br . &% 1305 T
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SRR 4.04 m 2 A ZRER 126.25 m
(S RLFERs2mm  BEA  BE Ty ) RPN ) o
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ASBET B 22 J8] 5% Flatjoint 422 fi | 76455 80 35 [ Py
JALIN 2x10* N FRSHN Ty A6, AN i i
B, MIE A & 2R R R A M R, X
T ULHYSE AR AR RS20 9T

1)z

g

2 e
FAR

500 m N
1C

H1 1305 TAEM $E it B A

Fig.1 Numerical calculation model of No.1305 working face
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Table 1 Rock mechanics parameters

HIZ HIZEE/m  HE/ (kg - m™)  PHIGUENRE/MPa  HURLIREE/MPa  SRPERIE/GPa  BRJ1/MPa INEEHEM/(°) AL

EEey 1.60 2 340 76.8
ey 75.09 2 470 40.8
el 3.87 2 340 76.8
et 5.98 2 470 40.8
il 15.15 2 340 76.8
et 8.15 2 470 40.8
EEey 16.18 2 340 76.8
3 4.04 1 350 15.8
biekay 4.01 2 470 40.8
ElEey 10.70 2 340 76.8

6.9 19.60 19.28 36 0.26
5.7 6.56 11.36 30 0.32
6.9 19.60 19.28 36 0.26
5.7 6.56 11.36 30 0.32
6.9 19.60 19.28 36 0.26
5.7 6.56 11.36 30 0.32
6.9 19.60 19.28 36 0.26
1.8 3.52 4.82 28 0.33
5.7 6.56 11.36 30 0.32
6.9 19.60 19.28 36 0.26

22 FBESHRZ

WRIEZ % 3CHR [ 23 ] AT 1, PRC 30 i A/
NEESRC GBI RS 19 1 = SR — i 22
S, R, B A R I SR TR, Y
b J5T 2R A e Eh T B W S AL T AR B Y
FA AR B A s B A T 55 46 1 2 A AR R
RS I I HR RO AR /NI A i B
BPFREE, T8 ARG R L F] 500 m, &
SRR IR E] 145 m, oAl 8 09 B ROT A X8R
AN R S T 88 A0 B B3 T B R R R R A T A
LM, TEUL, BT AR 1 AR AY 5 B il B ok
FETHE I 5y B VR 0 R B AR it i &2 IR
78 OB T8 T AR5 X0 I 5 P i 3 s T 5 i A\ 1)
HRZSEL,

YF Hoek—Brown 5 J8 1 D) 76 5 78 5 B2 A
R 7E I B e AR P Hoek — Brown 58 FEE o U] 444
P BUA RSB EUE Y . Hoek —Brown 55 J3 #E N
HRARH

o, =0,+0, [mh 03+sj " (1)
o,

Hop o, A RB T ; o, B A R AE X s
IR T 5 o, Ry e B i e i Bl B R SR B
my s, a SPARERSE, TETHA AT CAL &
Fo ST B AR A (GSI) 51 ABAMRSEOT R, %525
HRAAN

GSI-100
mb:mieXp(zs—MDJ 2)
GSI - 100
s = exp(g_wj (3)
1
a = 0.5 + g(e*(lbl/IS _ 6*20/3) (4)

X H:m, 2 Hoek —Brown # %; D i i J1HE sl A+

(B JCRR A I IS It Al B 0) ¢
e R 8 55 A i R I S AR S A e sis T 2

S|
D (o GSI-10
E={1-—| [—=10 © (5)
2 N 100

RGBT}, 225 S0k [ 24 ] 1 5 b
GSI HU50,m B 12, Y84 GSI HL 40 ,m B 10, )2 GSI
B2 30,m, B0 8, #<HE Hoek—Brown 5 B i | 445 81
A A AR 1 AT RIS [ LR T R B S 40
W2,
*2 IMIFE{ Hoek—Brown B ESE
Table 2 Field rock mass Hoek—Brown strength parameters

B ANRFET o /MPa
Az
GPa 0 5 10 15 20
b 3.59 1.35 20.20 31.62 41.58 50.78
)2 1.26 0.272 11.96 19.99 2735  —

12 2 J0, kK P5 Hoek —Brown 7 N353 $ 45
FORUEE 2 Bl T 8 R 43 51 R 1,350 1 0.272
MPa, 5305 A5 7R S BT e 5 A7 — i 251, 3
T E R RI BT (4 5 18U, #0045 4R 45 17 B A 1k
BLIR — PEA i B v U

P .0,=2.030,+10.62
W2 .0, =1.540,+4.38 (6)

I 5 B A 1) 5 K — P2 A 5 32 o UL o 55 1
Je I 5 RN L 2 A BB BT R R BE 3 0l R 10.28
4.34 MPa, X ST, Wi 2 58 3 He i
BRI 4> 91K 40.8 15.8 MPa, % b & B4 A 1458
JEFEAHG A 0 52 AR B Y 0.25 £, [FRIAEIET
0.25 RS ARHERf & AR BT PR, e i
R h R B 4 5 5.7 (1.8 MPa, i 28 551k
Jo BPThIBRE 43 5 A 1.43,0.45 MPa, i3 2 & 14
RS A B EREITTE PR ASEILER 3, H
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THMHUR SR A i 3 11 55 A1 1 DU 2 47 55 1k
I R AR B B BOR TR A BUZ S S5 L)
AR ORI HL ), pr 26 3 AT A TR Y L A

I DUISRE BRI AR RUE Y VR X RS RN
Z X5 B, TS ERRA AR
AR 4,

K3 ANERENFESY

Table 3 Rock mechanics parameters in simulation

" HRELE/ )94 § WYERR,  BLhisREE/ I, NEMM, B s B/
)z R fLBREE
m (kg - m™) GPa MPa MPa (®) BSE Y w2
INEUZ (TN A ) 101 2 200 0.05 0.17 0.105 0.505 3 0.052 1.0
by 25.25 2 470 0.05 2.5 1.65 5.05 5 0.087 1.0
13 4.04 1350 0.05 0.9 0.51 2.45 3 0.052 1.0
ey 14.71 2 470 0.05 2.5 1.65 5.05 5 0.087 1.0

x4 ETHASHWHETESER
Table 4 Numerical simulation results based on

input parameters

HE PR/ GPa LRI /GPa BB IERE/ GPa
A 3.50 1.43 10.28
I 1.25 0.44 434

23 FERTHHE
PEREA R | 2 742 RO R[] B0 3% 1 1T
FRRZ I AR AN (], 2 F I, 2 F S BB AR Y AR vk
T3 b7 76 B R o i) 457 B4 3 42 120,140,160
180,200 m Wb T UTHLAE Y 25 57 BEALLIRAS 120 ~
200 m FF4ERGHRERIGNIE] 2 Fis , 3 R DA 24 B
AL S TR KM R E 3 Fis .,

5 20
e, Ay o g} ? b

B2 120~200 m FF35 R4 7
Fig.2 Diagram of models excavated from 120 m to 200 m
-3.0r 122
_29 B i 20
-2.8+ 2
£ 118 2
g 2.7+ =
= 116 §
=26t =
- T 14
2.5 —~— AW
24 : ‘ ‘ 12
120 140 160 180 200
TFRAK L /m

W3 WETHMRBELETRKEN XA
Fig.3 Relationships between surface subsidence,

fracture evolution and mining lengths
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L 2 AR Y FRA2 A BE 430 120,140,160
180,200 m I, 455 A Py = A 1 2 B 4K i o3 ) A
13 005,14 116,18 275,19 444 20 104 4, i K
FUTER N 2.479 .2.712 .2.813 ,2.916,2.926 m,
Rifi o A2 BE 35 AR AR P 4 Bt 3 T 2k 38
e — R LB I in 26 W% i 3 R A 2 — 2B R iX
5506 % A2 B 0 g o 3 A ToU e 2 ] A0k W
24 TAET AR AR —3, MIHFZEKEH 120 m
R F 180 m I AEHYTHHE T T JAS 12 I L P 1
T, E 180 m MK E 200 m I K FUTREEA T
AR AT DIAA S FER R E [0 4 2 500 m I, 7EAR
AU FFZ 180 m i 4 3R e K F it #a T, i
— W RIFIZ K R B K T EE AR, BT
I R JR S e £E 180 m FFZ K I /i 4%
PRI 26T U0 R B 5 e R

3 RTSHIR TR IME S

WHEEESEEEEL R A
MEEHRAAS AR BEARAS AR AAIZ JR E
FSA R @ 2 R B 5 IR R
4351k 0.4.0.6.,0.8.1.0,2.0.3.0.4.0.5.0.6.0 7.
0.8.0.9.0,10.0 FEERLAY B4 HT A R A HOZ
JELRE A R LG T LR BOE A, FE IR 2250
HORAN R IR RS S5 5L R LU 0.4 BT R FR
0.4 = 1.0 BAY Rl Hh , JH Al A5E A AH B 3 K L oA
0.6 : 1.OBIRL 0.8 : 1.0 FEAY 1 : 1 A& 20 1 LAY
GRS A A AL K Ui ge i R IT
RS IR 5, W INEUZ R B 5 3 R
B RN 4 iR, 2 UM B2 R E 5IA R
FELR v, W r 5TFULRE ¢ X RWE S FiR,
5 AT FE r<2 B BT ¢ (35 KR U0 2R B0
K, r=2 B FULRBIEAR G TR, AR -
PIIERIMIE R, ARG FUCRE ¢ 5 r 197
ST F

q= —1.719exp(-r/0.316)+0.701 ,R*=0.974 (7)

3.1
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x5 AARHEEE/EEEETRENTRRY
Table 5 Subsidence amounts and subsidence coefficients of
models with different ratios of loose layer thickness

to bedrock thickness

PSR IR/

S TUUE/m TULREL
0.4 0.845 0.209
0.6 1.873 0.464
0.8 2.342 0.580
1.0 2.392 0.592
2.0 2.960 0.733
3.0 2.833 0.701
4.0 2.916 0.722
5.0 2.903 0.719
6.0 2.708 0.670
7.0 2.807 0.695
8.0 2.790 0.691
9.0 2.862 0.708
10.0 2.797 0.692

Lo AT R BN R R 5 EE R
0.5.1.0.2.0 4.0,R1 0.5 : 1 #ER 1« 1 A=A 20 1 4L
R 4 ¢ 1 BERIRE LA AT AR R S A 52 i A
3.2 EBEREHELIHRTINARmME

PR BN AR 2 HE PR 126,25 m AR 2
JEERE MO 2.04 .2.54 3.04 .4.04 .5.04 .6.04.7.04 m,
Gy AR R SHEA RN 050 1.1 0 1
20140 1 VOSSR B ST AN [F]3ELR /B X
T ULRE LA (FE R E — IR ER 1) .
BRI A e K T Ul X FULRBILE 6, J5
SRy MrrhE ST SR L R P, X R 3RS T
YLRE ¢ A1 P EALSCRANE 6 iR,

FARUZ
s

crack shear
crack _tension

o |¢;¢J%

(a) 0.4: 1457

| iz
LEUES
crack_shear
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|ﬁ}§:~'

e N Tt b S

(b) 1: 147

FAHUZ
b
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I&F

» (c) 2: 1457y

| IR

gl
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crack_tension

(d) 4: 1157
M4 FERUERELGRLERELNERY EAE

Fig.4 Fracture expansion law of models with different

ratios of loose layer thickness to bedrock thickness

0.8
L] - L -
0.7 [ = = w W L]
061 L\ a=1.719%xp(-r/0316)+0.701
R*=0.974
= 05F
W& o4l
=2 0.4
=03t
0.2r
01 0 2 4 6 8 10

PR B RE /35 TR FE ()
BS5 THAKGRBEREE/ HERENE &
Fig.5 Fitting curve of subsidence coefficients and ratios of

loose layer thickness to bedrock thickness

*6 AEERSEEILTREMTRRAMSIT

Table 6 Subsidence amounts and subsidence coefficients of modes with different ratios of buried depth to coal thickness

L) ARSIl /m NG SIS

o TR/ I

J&/m 4:1 2:1 1:1 0.5: 1.0 4:1 2:1 1:1 0.5: 1.0
2.04 61.89 0.707 0.721 0.812 0.655 0.347 0.353 0.398 0.321
2.54 49.70 1.265 1.298 0.968 0.817 0.498 0.511 0.381 0.322
3.04 41.53 1.842 2.120 1.528 1.292 0.606 0.697 0.503 0.425
4.04 31.25 2.916 2.960 2.392 1.999 0.722 0.733 0.592 0.495
5.04 25.05 4.065 4.019 3.517 2.977 0.807 0.797 0.698 0.591
6.04 20.90 4.935 5.075 4.110 3.264 0.817 0.840 0.680 0.540
7.04 17.93 6.398 6.164 4.634 3.843 0.909 0.840 0.658 0.546

H1Z% 4 FIP 6 al A fEA R R0 R B
AR P 3G R AR S, o4 ¢ 1 LAY
2 1R B PRI DUR B A U

I H R IR B AR T E 1 1 AR P
PRI R U0 R SR o R 2 ¢ 1 R 7
0.5 : 1R R R TR BRI A 1 0 1 B
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Fig.6  Relationships between subsidence coefficients and

ILEE ()

ratios of buried depth to coal thickness

AN NSRS PR RIS (10 1 1 AR ) R
JHEJEE LT 1l 2% T T 2R B UM AN T XY A
T CFIan 4 0 1 AR SRR SRR X R U R A
MRS B K, XL R B, 24 P ik F 61.89 i, 7E
4 1RIRY 2 1 RBEAY 1 1A 0.5 0 1 AR
FKTFUCERES 54 0.347 .0.353 ,0.398 ,0.321 , 4515
RURPLREHZE AR, RIS P8R8 — e, ~
ULRBCZ ISR B/ S R FE S AN

4 NZESHXIMER TR mAE S

41 EAEMAGEEN R T mAE

RERY T BER AR R R T 4.04 m, B2 IR
126.25 m , B2 F A ZE 14.71 m, B MEE R
JE SRR 4 1.2 1.1 :1,0.5: 1.0
*ﬁﬁ” TEMCIEAIL b AR R A o hr o B BUE (32115

TSRS W, 45 A5 AU By b7 8 N (E 1k BOIT AE 58 M
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Fig.7 Relationships between subsidence
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coefficients and bedrock tensile strengths
7 ATLAEH, E 4 0 1 BRI 2 0 1 FERL A
PURLR EE XS TR B e AL SR — 3, B
BEBTHLR BE Y44 I W AR A A 34 [m]i Al LA
FR TR BT B I PSR Y T R BRI
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x7 AEAEEMNEERTREM TR
Table 7 Subsidence amounts and subsidence coefficients

of models with different tensile strengths in bedrock

LAY Brhiag &/ MPa TULE/m TULRE
0.65 3.076 0.761
1.65 2.916 0.722
2.65 2.702 0.669
3.15 2.78 0.688
5.0 2.789 0.690
41 fHR 7.5 2.560 0.634
10.0 2.637 0.653
12.5 2.426 0.600
15.0 2.481 0.614
17.5 2.358 0.584
20.0 2.316 0.573
0.65 2.974 0.736
1.65 2.960 0.733
2.65 2.779 0.688
3.15 3.041 0.753
5.0 2.580 0.639
20 1 AR 7.5 2.804 0.694
10.0 2.782 0.689
12.5 2.409 0.596
15.0 2.323 0.575
17.5 2.244 0.555
20.0 2.213 0.548
0.65 3.023 0.748
1.65 2.392 0.592
2.65 2.586 0.640
5.0 2.819 0.698
e 7.5 1.794 0.444
10.0 2.068 0.512
12.5 2.493 0.617
15.0 1.739 0.430
17.5 2.135 0.528
20.0 1.689 0.418
0.65 2.361 0.584
1.65 1.999 0.495
2.65 1.457 0.361
3.15 1.707 0.422
5.0 2.549 0.631
5 1.0 fEHRY 7.5 1.101 0.273
9.5 1.086 0.269
12.0 1.065 0.264
15.0 1.094 0.271
17.5 0.970 0.240
20.0 1.031 0.255

FEL = BRI BEE BT A AR A T UL R B
SR, e A 2 R BET 7 5 B 1) I T R AT 1
P, FF0.5 0 1L.O B PLRREE N 3~7 MPa B RUT
FECEIY] R R B, 2082 B HOEE B 5, T
UURBGEA S BEHTHT 58 B3 KB IR A a3
42 EEFHBRNIHR TN E

TR B ANAS IR 2R 4.04 m, S 2 HLIR
126.25 m, )2 T A 2R 14.71 m, @7 AEUZ R
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Fig.8 Relationships between subsidence
coefficients and bedrock cohesion
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Table 8 Statistical of subsidence values and subsidence

coefficients with different cohesions in bedrock

(el FhE J1/MPa FUiE/m TURR
3.05 2.990 0.740
4.05 2.963 0.733
5.05 2.916 0.722
6.05 2.655 0.657
7.05 3.005 0.744
8.05 2.739 0.678
41 FER 10.10 2.941 0.728
12.625 2.515 0.623
15.15 2.784 0.689
17.675 2.727 0.675
20.20 2.239 0.554
22.725 2.264 0.560
25.25 2.645 0.655
3.05 3.067 0.759
5.05 2.960 0.732
7.05 2.528 0.626
10.10 2.264 0.560
2:1 12.625 2.061 0.510
Fi 00 15.15 1.864 0.461
17.675 1.876 0.464
20.20 1.877 0.465
22.725 1.921 0.475
25.25 1.921 0.475
3.05 2.955 0.731
5.05 2.392 0.592
7.05 1.985 0.491
10.10 1.483 0.367
1:1 12.625 1.524 0.377
LY 15.15 1.407 0.348
17.675 1.391 0.344
20.20 1.391 0.344
22.725 1.391 0.344
25.25 1.391 0.344
3.05 2.862 0.708
5.05 1.999 0.495
7.05 1.022 0.253
10.10 1.070 0.265
0.5 1.0 12.5 1.069 0.265
- 15.15 1.122 0.278
17.675 1.006 0.249
20.2 1.008 0.230
22.725 1.002 0.248
25.25 1.004 0.249
7.05 1.022 0.253

BRI T DLRBGEHEIOIa TRR e . N
B A SO & 15°0F,0.5 ¢ 1.0 B R YT R BRI
TR, FUTRELA 0.495 FF2£0.252, B I 14 5
0.243,1 = 1 A=A 2 0 1 AR 4 ¢ 1 AR AR R I
FEARMAN 1 2 1 BRI R UTREA0.5928% % 0.463
FlE R 0.129,2 ¢ 1 BEORURN 4 - 1 BERL R TR B
A H 0.722 [ 0.601, F0§ 4 0.121
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Fig.9 Relationships between subsidence coefficients and

bedrock internal friction angles
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Table 9 Subsidence values and subsidence coefficients of

models with different internal friction angles in bedrock

BT RS/ (°) FULHR/m TFULRE
5 2.916 0.722

7.5 2.792 0.691

10 2.529 0.626

12.5 2.549 0.631

40 1 R 15 2.428 0.601
16.5 2.581 0.639

20 2.351 0.582

24 2.392 0.592

30 2.339 0.579

5 2.960 0.733

7.5 2.718 0.673

10 2.671 0.661

12.5 2.482 0.614

2 1 A 15 2.391 0.592
17.5 2.133 0.528

20 2.018 0.500

24 1.947 0.482

27 2.060 0.510

5 2.392 0.592

7.5 2.163 0.535

10 1.975 0.489

R 12.5 2.359 0.584
15 1.870 0.463

17.5 1.831 0.453

20 1.589 0.393

30 1.542 0.382

5 1.999 0.495

7.5 1.300 0.322

10 0.989 0.245

12.5 0.895 0.222

" 15 1.018 0.252

2 1R

17.5 0.866 0.214

20 0.914 0.226

24 0.893 0.221

27 0.872 0.216

30 0.864 0.214

[RIF ] U, 2 8 — i I A — 1 Il B
PEESE S A0/ T e SR PN 8O3 N RS AL T
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AR D1 A4 1 RERNIG LN EEHE AR BUE
—F, HZ m?%&ﬂ%EFfM§#Tﬁ@Mﬁ
EESE AT, X R I FUT R = B, 1 - 1 A
TULREUR /N, HA R 0.393,2 ¢ 1 AARIR 22, HAE
90.50,4 ¢ 1 B R, AN 0.582, K EIlfh HE P BE
B e R P UIRECEAR RIS B ROR, FULR
ok N IR RN, PR R R LR,

5 & it

1) FULRBGEA L BUSINUR IR 53R R L
r<2 i, B r AR N PURKGHGEE K i - =2 i
NUCRBEAE TRE , A EEE r AR,

2) FULRBIEAREH MRS IR P AR
EILRNEREAGE SR HEARERORN (1 - 1
R | MR T 0 2R HO0r R 5 B I L ) SRR P A
K, YBECA R (1 4 ¢ 1 BRI T UTREL
Xt HETR S I R RO SR B e

3) FULR KA B BURE A DUH7 58 S 1 3 K%
RIS, FER R —E N FF IR AR R T,
E/INT e SHEL BT B Y B2 1 B 3R 0 R D0 R B i
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