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Firgure 2. Weathering, discontinuity, groungwater level in core logging
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Figure 3. Relationship in foliation and joint of total core boring
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Fig 5. All discontinuity stereonet zone and Open Crack & Fracture stereonet
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Table 1. comparison of BIPS & core boring investigation
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Fig 6. 3D Underground modelling using core boring and BIPS
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