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Measurement of Joint Roughness in Large-Scale Rock Fracture Using LIDAR

Kim Cheehwan, John Kemeny

Abstract This is a study on large-scale rock joint roughness measurements using LIDAR (light detection and ranging)
and the Split-FX point cloud processing software. The large-scale rock Joint Roughness Coefficient (JRC) is
calculated using the maximum amplitude of joint asperities over the profile length on large-scale joint surfaces of
rock. As the profile length increases, JRC decreases due to scale-effects of rock specimens and is non-stationary.
Also JRC shows anisotropy depending on the profile direction. The profile direction is measured relative to either
dip or strike of the large-scale joint.

Key words LIDAR, large-scale rock joint, joint roughness coefficient (JRC), scale-effect in JRC, anisotropy of JRC

TUNNEL & UNDERGROUND SPACE, Vol. 19, No. 1, 2009, pp. 52-63

o] ool wet BAFE o] 74 QubAele,
A9t gk uebd ot gt
Aot

JRCE 3y, o A7) offre]
1] A el (non-stationary) @] X|<=g&¥he} #| 217
Hrt

=

Z_;g]

£ B oiyrm ot dee) AAZIE ok o 7H] o] glent, o) 10 em®] He|E Barton 50
ARk B A=A} vlaste] dejd AH7] 24 JRC (joint roughness coefficient) S A5k ot A
EShg g |
Aeje] A-7] RCE Zolof whe 14 glo] 23 sk Aol e
ZAeHo| A7) ok B dpea= tiitn ¢hihAelE LIDAR (light detection and ranging) & A70&}
A gEe] o] Lt e Ae] &5 Fasperity) Eol9) FF aF o &3to] dirtE Ayt Heje] AV AlS
ot dejol A dejo] do) Frtel ulet AA7IAS IRCTL st
ureke) et A ARV A JRC7F T 2 Eklst

SO wtofct, dirtR eibda], gpubdeld AW AlG, deH A7 ASe) Azt ey AY7|AS

viTAS A

o SR whe} et

ol
LM & ol, el A7), Hele] A, Ma) o FTAk
So| QJtiPriest, 1993). 0|9} 7k ol 71z HelQ]

Qhube BAQHE o)F Helsln Qs Heldm mn B4 % deiue] AR/ welsts A% Faskt

A2 AT 910 2 2(Goodman, 1989; Brady and
Brown, 1994), ¢il ] deje] 442 ulolsh= Aol o
gho] oA Agat E|x st SHYE BAst=
g Z-923}tNelson, 1985; Bieniawski, 1989). ¢H3F 1)
dejo] B4 FHRAE Bt 248 4 glon,

ZABjoR B0 RE Helo] Wi Hele) 14 2

U oMistn BBt}
Yo ofgay EAqE FAx L asg
* WA A} ;. kimcheen@korea.com

A ;20099 19 302
AA 92 Y ;20094 29 3
A g : 20099 24 9

AT

52

geiwie) A0 wet ool A5 AT 4217
WAl AFo| A epx) HRolch

R HeRe) Az|E il flste] @A
ofe] HiRo] AlRKEle] QARNE 1 FollA dejd ARE
Az FEABR= HHORC, joint roughness coefficient),
TAA B, ZeE(fractal)o] R o] §E]a Qlrk
o WSe] SAE aokiul theu ek ok Haw
A&7 A5 JRC+= Barton (1973)0] ARSI =0l =A%
113815 ISRM, International Society of Rock Mechanics)
ofiA g EEHH(ISRM, 1978) 0.5 &gt o]
F QA olg AFelxl wo] Bgslm ek

oo} wka AW HAZ|Ale= IRC= AN &



CEEREEST 53

Y w0 BEE YY) uteh 0-104 18-207
A 10 TAR ol 32 HeIBiALY] 3 A standard
joint profile)o] AN)FIo) G, ©) TS UA) gk
Helnle] YYTHE AZHOD wng F 7 4
3 & WelARs] BAE A dene) AY
7V IRCT A Elek JIRCE o E o
| Afsteio 2 Bjola) B9 AR

g2 5 gl gel e

Y NRE BelHo| S Aeild BES Axls) S
2

=

QAH(tilt test). ZLEE TP Bol ARGl HHE, #E
HeHAZY] TAT A o Helwo) e vl
sto] Hejwlo] AMZIE AgHos dAsl= 2ol
£ HAEAEY T4 10 A= AA Gu dajwg]
FEAE BT e 4= gl wjEo) S9Ae) whep v}
7 ARG FAlo] Fubdon ANET wets delw
A7) IRCE =47k ool A Tk 4 gick
(Maerz et, al., 1990; Hsiung et. al., 1993; Kulatilake
et. al, 1995; Beer et. al,, 2002). == ¥Z24dgH A27]
AR o3 Y 9 push, pull i dlt A|FoR
JRCE 3t Z3}E Hsiung 5(1993)0] ¥lwaele=),
3 Ao w2 o] £ Ao st IRCE dyd
HAekAlFo® S5k JRCEES] oF 50% A ieof Hakst A
OS2 vephgdth 2822 Bartono] #|¢Fet 10 cmZo
o] Al 7er AlEHE AREste] Heje]
AH-Z| Al IRCE 3= Aolls el7) 9le 48 o
gk

AR HEHe] ARNE e B R HRoR o
7HA AR AMEStel IRCE F3te Al=r 9lgdch
(Wu et. al.,, 1978; Tse et. al., 1979; Krahn et. al., 1979;
Dight et. al., 1981; Maerz ¢t. al., 1990; Reeves et. al.,
1990 ). o] ¥PH-2 Bartono] AA§F & HelHA Y7
TS SAAR W oR ggalye Fo| £5 ofF
T ek o] & 71&d) Tse and Cruden (1979)2] ¢t
A7y 7P ol o)1 gltk Tse and Cruden
(1979)= &5 He{HAAY] oA =rkakel Zio]
FNEE AAE o Saths delw BEolE olf
stof ofe] SAMPEE ARSItk o 7HA] BARE
& delde] 259 Y& 7 (asperity slope) Z:9}F &
Sr(structure function) SF7} IRCGHEe] AlbAlo] &
2o Waskgrk Tid) Z.= Me)9) Zojof o}
g WEhe A4Eilscale effect)7} k. © o 59
RE Ao A JRC g2 dujel Zolo it gho] &

flo

t} A =(non-stationary) E4 o] Q= Z.+ Fel9]
o7} B4 o] K} LojR|W JRC7F A o= &
Z(stationary) o] A gk A8k < QtkKulatilake et. al.,
1995).

ohat dejdo] ARVIE ot Al WA o =
WerS o238t |77t Stk o= Mandelbrot (1993)7}
A 7)5lere - HAgh o] & o]F v Ay

o

of YAE diprer 8% Aojck ol Helve] ¥
Aol zael ol 28 A-ge ujo] A dele] dojrt

z

AT o) AREIE G153 4 olcks Aol mag
2. self-similar Fi= self-affineo] = 4= i} of = ¢
ub AajH el AR self-similar ZeEtolele 714 &)
of szafer A9l D2} ok defwle] ARZIAL JRCE]
IS st AEo] QtiCarr et. al, 1989; Lee et
al., 1990; Wakabayashi et. al,, 1992; Hsiung et. al,
1993). 2#t) Hsiung 5(1993)& Carr 9] 37 g+
o] AAJe TeE 249 Do} IRCE) PALES o)8
Blof gk IRCEEESS W TBI2e v M 7o) 2 Aol
7k Whs A8 Bosieith E of BAMER P4 IRC
£2 Tse So| A WO 73 RCAE 2 Aol
£ gy 2o ohljel Moy AHAFORYE 7
JRCS} v} uf stefehy 13} JRCgro| 24| H7hs]
= 7es wasigch nfebd ek el Helh self
similar Zejrolak £7) SOl e 349 DO} ¢
shdelel A7) Alg: IRCO HAE AAT A A
S JRCE ZAshe A FAEE 4= gla & o
ok B 1o ofshA ik W Al self-similar ZeEro]
7] Hr}= self-affine ZHER oA ¢c(Kulatilake et.
al., 1995; Mandelbrot et. al., 1983; Odling et. al., 1994).
erte] Ay BAYo) self-similaro] oRJEE self-affine
majgolaps Zpgol N, ot Aewo] GA] Ak
e Apg Feks o] who] At Kalxle] gk
1 Z2ol= variogram H(Kulatilake et. al., 1998), spectral
W(Shirono et. al., 1997; William et al., 1991; Stephen
et. al,, 1985), roughnesslength H(Kulatilake et, al., 1999}
7} line scaling®(Kulatilake et. al., 1997) o] Qlch
i) ohdke] de] Aol self-affine Zego|gh= 7}
Aol zelel Ai=ot oigt Auje) AA7) A4 RC
Aolel BAE Vet F-85t 4o} of&] B[] o
ofck wepA] ohut Aulwe] §AHS self-affine Zag
ApR AT 45 QAW olZpE et deue)
RCE 78 2 gl Aeeltt

B Eolu} AShELE i S AP e ol
Faze a) kel Hejw AYIIRCo) wt ofs}

-
s -
A obgAde] et AA ute] defddols B




54 LIDARE o] g3 s ohwt delgie] A47] 2%

de|HAZr] JF43 v|wsly] st} olgsh= da
2ol 10 em¥Br} s 71 497} tlEgolct ojg} 2
| divts eyt AejHe] AJVIRCE @X*b‘h’% ]
2 oht oA 10 em Zol2] AzjH AL Huj
A 10702] dew mRIanidTAY vus) 4 &
Xt 4G AEBHT 0 ~ 202] Aol IRC ZHe 24
st ohg, deje) Zolof what Ha=rAste] Jole A
o} 713 UukA el HiHojtiBandis et. al., 1981). 1¥
g} olel o] F&FZo| 10 em®} e A2 HH
Al AREE AR AleE e HPEE A
A AFESHE 44 AElEle) Wid e Zoje] e
of Agsrr] A WHelch el He v
o] B2 Me|HALY] LA 10749} AA) dejHel A2
AR sl o), AR deEst A S
xe elahe o] 2] wel i, o1
Hejee] 7427] IRCE thed] Wbt ok
elele] WA 10 MR ARe B ewAR] 2y
o Ael olo] st e Welo) PAE Vepd
= §17] WEolr). wihbA] 10 emdo) Hele] AR A
EYE gz o dejdARY] JIRCE 3hale of
ofm FEAQ Hrpt WEEA g 4 gl
ERgE dgizts o delEe] AZNE b vt
=8 HOH:H ] ;(494 710}01] u;}-a} .xlg_-c'} z] Ex% J,]—
S AXA gL ute) et it Hejol AH7)
£ 24 &Yk Aolct diqs ek Ao 7%%
718 ek 1Y 2 SPUE Barton £(1981)0] ¢
Bargh vt Qjrk o) BPefl ojsty Ae2je] Zoj Lut 4 X*
2] H FE(asperity)F Htlzole} Fagol
o 2lolg] E&R E aBPE oioril el Helg)
JRCZFE 3 E ®lojgich & e Zo)¢l 10 cme)
hrd el ARl e AEH AR GAE o8
3 vl glal, BAO] 1070= Aghd EEA
off wkx] ¢roxw Mu|o] Zlo|& Nefgh AR 2
glo] vk it el A Al JRCE 5 4
SItHBarton et. al., 1981; Barton et. al., 1990).
e ki oRke] duld AETIE ol Y9
M= 5] &7 dasio ARAolxier &
o] He]g] Zoj7t 10 eml Aoz JRCE EA517]
A3 AMRE thFe Ao gl ¢lARk Ajrt diit
DR 4 = Aol A S dole B
NEL HgHoR ST Al T2 Gy} as)
A ohit AejH HEdof sk FFAT F&
ge g ° Z34 Z’S“%“ﬂ" UA|TH(Feng et.
» 2003), it Hele o i Aol A)
6}01 Qich B3| H&A g AEske Aol &

<

F1ALAY
=
ey

JJr

S

A}

J

_Q.‘Sjnim

()

AR 2AF A gt Aejwe)l gkl AHlE 24k
AAsof PR Al }% “1%01 288U A2 e
Al AR o wr g ARE g Y A
7] offth w2 ot % ﬂt‘qoﬂ sk Zlo]
obd AF A EAG AL ¢ glolA dishe Rt
dejde] AAZE S48k & H: 5% Sl Hl

A4 ML ke FESks o glo] IRCE S
e ol Mo AgbEr} W, S AlRlol
7hsata, A ARl ol Aglel eriet 4
of glrk ot Wele) BaE A P ofel 7]
u] &2l &/\} w2 F/] o]tHLIDAR, light detection
Ho| WisF S8 RARSH
77} w7}0}}1 QTHPark, 2006, Mah, 2008; Pringle,
2004; Kemeny, 2003; Fardin, 2004; Lato, 2008; Backtrom,
2008; Feng, 2001). gfo[vhs vy ohdt dejds ¢
Azl A B2 A7bel] 2785t A AAZESR}
o g2 BojE 4= ol vY ARdes Hed
o] AR AR 4% 9ok

ol Ao M= ghorhe} SplitFX ALEO}E A
S|4 g dawe] AR AL JRCE #3813t
ol ot HeEjg AN 22 F2ekE fdlo] i
wRof 9l gikApHolch of o] ¢t Hele #olot
Zo] ¢ 10~7 m&] tH“&_WLEdE} o] He|H ¥l At
& gojopa Agiste] 92 3AHY J}J«l g

LJ_ ‘(_.
B Zekoog Split-FX& Aelsle] &3 Wl Aejt

O

2. 2jo|c} EHiet AZEY0f

2.1. 2tolch Eru}
gto|c} Ei= 32k HlojA AAdS 2Ab i ot
< 3| HolHE FARE & FrfEo] HEok Flo}H
2 9o} WS RS Foke Yol olgste
Aolck, A ot AAE B Aol ol A7
g qlow, gihEe] Hajof uhet ulit 7 o4k
3049 HEGE 2L 5 ged o) welE Zukex
(point cloud)zkal Fich zio|thz #lo|AE FARsH
WP 7R 9] AelE ek ol ule) time-of-flight
9} phase-shift FAlo] An|2 53 4= k. o] & F
time-of-flight )2 Fo|HE FAISlo] BAETIA] =
bt 28F ATHE WA Albshil WA 7ER] 9
At We] %o AlZkS Botol PR E o
¢l phase-shift 22 gjo]dE U3 F719] =Y
o FARMS ) ybARel whE 20| see
o) wWstRE akisiel YRS eRRE AT
TEEI Wo] £ g Fote] AP B Afo]e) A

>\ |



B[} A5kt 55

Stk time-of-flight %6} phase-shift
el vlste] ¢ Aujo] RS AUE 2 9] of
woll AR it ebARAO G e e) Adlo] o A
el 2 doiMe W AR ot R E diake
= HeHe] ARVE S48k Aol HAo]U R time-
of-flight 229} zlo] E‘r 5 I3tk time-of-flight
efolet ulis ofe] $52] Ao] oL}, T % Optech
ILRIS-3D Ap] Akaslodct Optech ILRIS- 3D¢] A}
oFe B, FARERE o] dol 7}k 1550 nm, 24
AAL = 3 m, A2 1500 m (80% reﬂectwlty)
1529 Z748l< 2500 27, 100 m Agel4] Flo]# bl
2] 74 29 mm, 100 m AolA AHzle] AdE § mm,
Z+e] Ar 0.00115 degree oitt

22, ZOUE SRS BM ATEY O
FARRE #lolA Blo] AbrefA] whAbE o] Folew
2 AtskL o1& 334 ﬁlﬁﬁi AR ©]
Ao 124 4 A §1 ] 2E g
ghoy b A7 24 F %% Fef &
Aol 0|8 BelE Fepecehn g do
EaiA e ZoE i E A 3
Aefai ot ) ol2) de) B4e v
olc AHu] ARAEE AAe] W AmA
ZEYolE 7L QAT ZUE F2he e
SEEGOIE Age glrk. TRie] ZolE 2
24 axEg ol 7] o
Aoz ANt gutEEhAgl B4 Jefgh 29
R AElg el Sp
FXO] ERL xolE Zajosg| o} 4
FoR a1 defie] ek dewe
B dee AWIE AU £ 9 33 B
W s Al we delien AE HRd 4
Q

.Z:;::
™
S -
©,
T X
- N
s
3
e
(921
=
=

QI WA A (fisher constant) 5 YAl o A
W ASE 71 2UE S eR SE AFS
)

QA Berl A AH oW Elstereonet) B &
L O‘C} E oju]zjx]g)(image processing) 7|52
B EQJE FEpSEolA B ERIE S8R dF
g ARE A T dejdY] o me HeE vt A
< T o] AR Zol, Wy T8 IR At
b o= Gl wheF B Apoe] dis) AE chE Aj7l
3R e R ARSI & XOE FRket mfdS v
wsto] FEE ALy o5 o] fX)2}t ] 9 ol
&5 T Ao} wheb 2y ot *Pmoﬂ*ﬁ—l koS
)y O]‘E‘f éﬂaltﬂg] EAL 32 9
A58}

@k o

I O
1
32
o>
9
®
"
3
jud

olZ Split-FX

AmEgolz Helst AntEie 2 4
oI Q8f 2ol st ko $5 o) *E:l, 3
e B e 2 2o g

3. 2lolciel ChE embERPe] RC £H

=

EE Split-FX AZE o= X ejsle] Hale] Wik 2
o, 7VA 9@ AME BAT 2 9lov) B oitofi s

Ao divte e AA7IS EAske dol AHgst

okl AJHS glolrhE A7Rsle] W= Q1B Hule

ot @amu WURC o) el WA 2

W Folof sk, 1 F 7t T Az A
71 A% Haslr] o 10 em Zole] #e HeHA
A7) ZAE ol gaiA ARte] AATAlS JRCE 8t

L o) BT Ao PRE BB Henic
o|2 gk AwbHel HA F A WA A iAol
= GAEE BoltR A7sle] BelE SIS
Aok AT oS B EQE FelES of
gato] A7) S 28 97]9] 84R el OF
Ny AAWE A4sks Aok ofnf Q4] mokE
Alzigio|1l Hiolth olgl e g anko] At of
A ok AR FellA] glo]Me] M-S wetd WellE,
A2 B9l Aurhe A, WA 52 Aedie] A
# BlcKVirtual Geomatics, 2008; Pfeifer, 2004). th&
A AHER Y Aol dejwg o}
Wi Aol H|me olg] 7ol six|(patch)® T
ook A B Aorge el 1 e ofel 4
A 847 2 el sl A FOE A2

BAE Fh7] Ysto] shte) 4hEe AdEisto] 423
WEl S AAbEE T Ee] gl ArhEEel /‘A]Lﬂl}:ll

o) WrF Holrh Folxl B ol 9l W B F

- 2] 5 sk Elck g Sk o vlasks

B Apolo] SR AgATL W 4 ek

Lol = Az R4t #a 57) A& 9l 145301

Abzba QAo gt LREES] dhakatol 7} 10

o A8 Sfel A2 sk de A
2

h u.@@
fa
;Erkl%}o

s

I o BT ORorR X S
N
Hmisea
Lk o
A
é

2 o] ks LEE e dE Ao BAIY

aL 2z gAjte] it A4 e 2HE + 9l
th & 2B Fepprg ARst AgEe] glenw
7t 2AE dad fofe oAl dAe TS gl
HEAE = o



56 LIDARE o|g3l tji= ¢hf

32. Ma|Zole Ha|¥ 550 N0 ot RC
o 7y

b b dele) AAY)AS IRCE SHohs
He. olzlo] Lo AAAE dejd o] w3 24 A}
2 e dele] B2R o) 5ol E4el 1 %
Hej2l% aF T3 o] W) Helw $Jo4e] ZH o]
L3 dejol ) 5&% ol9) 1Z aof ofa) Hew
AR7IAS IRCE The A5 Po] At

JRC=400 a/L, L=0.1 m & uj
JRC=450 a/L, L=1 m ¢ o

JRC=500 a/L, L=10 m & u}
L: &49 d=jzolm)

a: HHY| E&iwoldE(m)

o] AEL 10 emZole] 2007 Aejold ARVE 24
oF A9} Bandis7} A7t B30k Q15 Hajwe) AZs)A)
FERE ol Zlo & ¥ i¥|o] 9ickBarton, 1981). &
o] HHL o] 23] ‘:H?FE ohtol Az2r|2 tabm o
A o) ¢} 5= HES d2ARI=E 9ItkBarton
et. al., 1990; Vldar et. al., 2008). o] AEL efjug
HABHH Figure 59} 2k o &l9] Ao AHelo] Zoj
of mhE XAo] WaskA] ohrh= Aotk Hele] Zo)
of wiet Aantg ez uFekn 9] wio)
o et delwel gakisle] e Felwalide] o
e LA Rohe 9ol Qi

4. 2 8 H2|HO| JRC B4

4.1. i 4t HBjol £&

Figure 1-2 ol 179} diAkel ¢iirjH o2 nj=
2= F fEo] =R Al & dRBojcth gl
o] Sl AbHW kol =28t Weo s oF 30 m WolA
glojuiz AMEIYAL Split-FX ALE Yol S *F%}@l
e UE Ay &3 Aotk Figure lak QlE
gherolch il ot e A Ay o ""L
EAE FEIQEE Split-FX AT Eols Hajsto] 1
oo} AbzZME aiure e e ol Ay g L)
B doli= A7 7HA R A4 Sk AMgE
Blof A7 1AL 2 em WeJolrh Figure 1bi A748E
FIRIESTURLEE o83l Heug Azdog Bt
gt Aolw, Figure lex HelWe) AAE vehy o)
k. Figure 1011*1 Hol:= A} o] tiatr HejHol 3
N F2ERAL o] F HHo] 7P & 282 Haly
oAl 7%%47174]—.— JRCE F3l3itt o] dejdo|A A2

Figure 1b. Triangulated mesh for point cloud shown in
Figure la

Figure 1c. Automatic delineation of fractures for the point
cloud in Figure 1b.

71Alg IRCE £74st glste] 7hgatele Aelsha
Ayt dejH el FA42 Figure 29F 211, o)z} A}

pel



SEE RS 57

Mol e oF 10 m, Zo| Fapiafoln ) of 7
m ojt}

42. Yt Ma|HIRCS| EXuy
A Heje] Zol %Po
2T 5 S JUEE BET duE M »uﬂ

ot
o
Lm
e
L3
F_E
= o
X
it
.\L
L
=
?

=
=

e
=

IO gxskn thHEe) A EAREke R T
Polg s7hHA 22 AL whEsle, WS 244
o] L& of] 7§o) JRCE 78t 4= Qlui siich &4
o] L& wiHslo] FUsh H4lolM AR E ® 54
iy - ; n

7@75{01 S .l m, OSm 08m E 1 mO{H 2 10
or wAsHA deldel A7) A

S IRCE 24sicl, 24 A el o] o
=

04
-
382
e

)
—_
.

Y
—_
2L
1
Rl
=
2
o
i

oF
o

A
2
I
o ©
3 N kl

=]
o oox

S
;
@
:Ei
_L4
E

- —w
Jl
‘rﬁ
it
_E
rH,
L
o

-
4
=
_X:

fx ol o
S
o

e

Hg i
e

~N

o

o 9
o,

%

¥

fijo

o

Figure 2. Shape of rock surface and JRC measurement lines.
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Figure 3. Joint roughness curves of the measurement lines A, B and C in Figure 2.
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Table 1. Number of JRC measurements depending on profile line Symbol of section Length of section {m) Length of profile
(m) and number of measurements

Symbol of | Length of section [ength of profile (m) and number of measurements

section (m) 0.1 05 | 08 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Al 10.1 264 | 260 | 254 | 248 | 218 | 190 | 162 | 138 | 112 | 84 58 30 5
A2 10.3 239 | 243 | 236 | 230 | 205 | 179 | 151 | 124 | 97 68 43 17
A3 10.2 246 | 244 | 236 | 232 | 204 | 177 | 149 | 125 | 98 68 39 13
A4 93 240 | 238 | 230 | 225 196 169 141 14 90 63 35 8
AS 8.9 233 | 228 | 222 | 216 | 167 | 157 | 131 | 105 | 77 53 26
Bl 7.4 405 | 383 | 366 | 355 | 288 | 243 | 189 | 134 | 80 24
B2 7.5 413 ) 390 | 376 | 364 | 310} 255 | 197 | 140 | B6 31
B3 7.2 392 | 371 | 354 | 343 | 290 | 237 | 180 | 123 | 67 12
B4 6.5 353 | 332 | 316 | 304 | 252 | 197 | 143 | 82 27
BS 5.7 312 1 290 | 274 | 262 | 205 | 149 | 91 38
Cl 10.7 568 | 547 | 529 | 519 | 465 | 414 | 361 | 307 | 251 | 197 | 145§ 90 37
Cc2 9.5 283 | 269 | 260 | 253 | 223 | 194 | 165 | 136 | 105 | 75 45 14
. g . g

o T
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i 1] i,
5 v H
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5 £
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Length of Profite(m) Length of Profile(m}

Figure 4. Variation of joint asperity amplitude depending on Figure 5. JRC decided by amplitude of joint asperity and
profile length on the A3 line. length of profile on the A3 line.
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Figure 6. Variation of JRC depending on profile length on Figure 7. JRC depending on profile length on the A lines.
the A3 line.
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