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Table 2.1 Results of absorption test with rock types

gc;él; Dry Ac?jgrl;!t)ittlx?n Abs(%/l%p;tlon Ave. tftl%cel; Dry Acll)sgrl;it)ittlgn Absg)gtlon Ave.
7402 | 7438 0.4%6 8325| 8537 2547
7407|7443 0.490 83271 8507 2.162

Conglo| 7407|7452 0.9% Red | 9111|9895 18%
7407| 7443 0956 |0.731 9734 9897 1675

merate g5351 100,18 0.866 Shalefjo001] 10354 0612|1981
99.41| 10040 0.9% 107.22] 109.00 1.660
16101] 16154 0.329 140.86] 14159 0518
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