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FOREWORD

The present report is the first in a series of
technical reports presenting the essentials of
premises, methodology and findings from the work
carried out within the frame of the study project
ICE FORCES AGAINST OFFSHORE STRUCTURES.

The project is sponsored by the following parti-
cipating organizations:

- Arco 0Oil and Gas Company, USA

- Exxon Production Research Company, USA

- Mobil Research and Development Corporation,
USA

- Norwegian Contractors, Norway

- Canadian Coast Guard, Canada

- Hamburgische Shiffbau-Versuchsanstalt, West
Germany

- Mitsubishi Heavy Industries, Ltd, Japan

- The National Administration of Shipping and
Navigation (NASAN), Sweden.

The project is also sponsored by the Swedish
National Industrial Board.

The present study has been carried out by a work-

ing group with members from VBB, NASAN and Lulea
University under the direction of Alf Engelbrektson,
Ivar Berglund and Lennart Fransson from the respective
organization. The responsibilities have been

assigned essentially as follows:

- Planning, analyses and preparation of the
main report: VBB

- Site inspection incl. divers inspection and
preparation of inspection report: NASAN

- Field observations, collection of ice samples,
laboratory investigations, preparation of

the report on ice conditions and ice properties:
Luled University

Stockholm 1987-01-15
VBB

Voo

Alf Engelbrektson
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ABSTRACT

The analysis of an unexpected case of extreme

ice forces overloading a small lighthouse in

the Bothnian Bay has provided a very useful basis
for future work within the study project ICE
FORCES AGAINST OFFSHORE STRUCTURES.

The most remarkable conditions associated with

the event were an extreme combination of ice
thickness, ice strength and ice movement and

the very course of events, which admitted detailed
observations of the development of the ice situa-
tion, investigations of ice properties and evalua-
tion of the failure mode of the lighthouse struc-
ture. From these findings it has been possible

to determine, within a narrow range of confidence,
the maximum ice load as well as the related ice
thickness and ice sample strength etc. Thus

the effective ice pressure exerted on the structure
could be compared with the compressive strength
determined in the laboratory.

The case study has also drawn attention to the
importance of probabilistic and risk considerations
in ice resistant design and it has given rise

to some hypothetical assumptions to be checked

in the future work.



1. Scope

The present report deals with observations made
in connection with a case of extreme ice forces
on a lighthouse in the Bothnian Bay and with
conclusions, which could be drawn on the basis
of these observations, partly against the back-
ground of previous experiences of severe ice
action on structures in the same area.

The report has been produced within the frame

of the study project ICE FORCES AGAINST OFFSHORE
STRUCTURES and is intended to be one of two con-
clusive reports summarizing the results of works
carried out within Task No. 1: Analysis of exist-
ing data.

As stated in the project description (Ref. 1),
Task No. 1 was initially intended to be concen-
trated on the analysis of ice-induced vibrations
on the basis of available records of accelerations
measured on board the NORSTROMSGRUND lighthouse

in the Bothnian Bay. Although the "existing

data" are not only related to vibrational respon-
ses of lighthouses but also to more general actions
of ice on such structures, the intention was

to deal with "static" ice forces later, when

more precise data are expected to be available

as a result of Tasks Nos 2 and 4: "Improvement
and extension of the instrumentation", notably

for measuring static or guasi-static responses.

However, after the programme was written in 1984,
an extraordinarily interesting case of overloading
occurred during the severe winter of 1984-85,

when the lighthouse BJORNKLACK, located not far
from NORSTROMSGRUND, was displaced due to ice
forces exerted by a large floe of ice under the
stress of a strong wind. Among earlier cases

of documented damage due to ice action, this

case is unique in the following respects primarily:

- The winter was exceptionally cold and the
ice cover correspondingly thick. By additional
coincidence the ice thrust on the lighthouse
became extreme.

- Due to the particular mode of structural failure,
the maximum ice load can be estimated within
a narrow range of confidence.

- The ice situation and ice properties at the
overloading event could be exhaustively investi-
gated thanks to a stationary ice situation
after the event.



This unexpected opportunity has thus been taken
and the present report has been written with
two main purposes:

- To check current ice force prediction theories
against a well documented case of severe ice
action.

- To obtain a suitable basis for further studies
of ice forces on structures, including the
parametric dependence to the largest possible
extent.

Thus, the present report may be regarded as the
first presentation of experiences of "static"

ice forces within the project. For more detailed
information about previous experiences, reference
is made to Ref. 2 and 3.

2. Description of the Bjdrnklack lighthouse

A section through the BJORNKLACK lighthouse is
shown in Figure 2.1.
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In a classification system of Swedish lighthouses
with respect to sizes and equipment into large,
medium-sized and small structures, the BJORNKLACK
should be placed in the last class, which contains
a great number of of similar structures located
in different parts of the Baltic. Subgrouping
the objects, however, roughly with respect to

the degree of exposure to severe ice action, .
the number of objects in the same group as BJORN-
KLACK is limited to less than 10. Of particular
interest is the lighthouse BORUSSIAGRUND, which
can be regarded as a twin of BJORNKLACK, having
an identical structural design. The two light-
houses were installed in 1969 to serve as lead
marks along two alternative fairways to the Luled
harbour, the sites being located not more than

9 NM apart (see Figures 2.2 and 2.3).
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Initially, the two lighthouses were designed

as pure gravity structures, to be stabilized
partly by iron fill, which happened to be avail-
able at an unusually low price at the time of
construction. However, during the first winter
of operation both structures were moved some
inches by the ice, indicating clearly that the
ice thrust was underestimated. Therefore the
structures were provided with prestressed rock
anchors, increasing the ultimate ice load capa-
bility with about 60 per cent. Since then the
two structures resisted the ice successfully
until the damage to the BJORNKLACK lighthouse
in April 1985.

Four VSL tendons, each with seven 0,5" strands,
were provided as rock anchors. The tendons were
placed in bore holes, drilled vertically from
the entrance platform, through the concrete struc-
ture and the underlying soil and into the rock
(see Figure 2.1). Above the anchorage zone the
greased strands were coated with plastic sheaths,
preventing bond between the steel wires and the
cement grout, which was injected into the bore
holes immediately after the mounting of the ten-
dons. The grouting could thus be performed in
one single operation and the tendons could be
subsequently tensioned.

The tendons were tensioned initially to about

70 per cent of the ultimate strength. Afterwards
it has been checked periodically that the loss

of prestress has been within intended limits,
i.e. that there have not been any exceptional
settlements of the soil below the caisson etc.

3. The overloading event

After 14 years without any damage the BJORNKLACK
lighthouse became overloaded on the 4th of April
1985, when a large ice floe was pressed by wind
drag and currents against the structure. After
the ice floe, released from the surrounding con-
tinuous ice cover by a broken ice channel and
two crossing cracks, had been somewhat indented
by the lightpier, the ice thrust became too strong
and the lighthouse was moved from its bed to

a sloping part of the adjacent sea bed, where

it came to rest in an inclined position as shown
in Figure 3.1.



Figure 3.1 The frozen situation a few days
after the overloading event

The course of events, from the initial ice move-
ments to the stationary situation after the dis-
placement, when the movement of the ice floe

was restricted at the fixed boundary of the broken
channel, was followed by several observers, as
reported in ref. 4 (Appendix 1). On the basis

of these observations and the mapping of the
stationary situation a few days after the ice
movement, it has been possible to obtain a rather
detailed pictures of the course of events, both
with respect to the ice conditions and the beha-
viour of the lighthouse structure. As described
in the following text, it has been possible to
trace the structural failure mode and to estimate
the maximum ice force and its basic parametric
composition. The observations have also provided
a useful basis for introductory considerations

of a probabilistic nature regarding the climatic
and other conditions behind the development of

an extreme ice load on a structure as in the
actual case.



4, Local ice conditions

4.1 Field investigations_and_observations

A few days after the overloading event the light-
house and the surrounding ice cover were inspected
by personnel from the Administration of Shipping
as well as from the University of Luled. The
inclination of the lighthouse as well as the
thickness of the ice cover at various points

were measured and photographs were taken, Figures
4.1-4.3. On the 10th of April the university

staff went out and collected ice cores for labo-
ratory investigations.

Figure 4.1 View from E, April 6th 1985



Figure 4.2 View from NW, April 6th 1985

Figure 4.3 View from SW, April 6th 1985



The observations made by the university staff
have been reported separately in Appendix 1.

This report together with notations and verbal
descriptions by Ivar Berglund of the Administra-

tion of Shipping, who visited the site on the
6th of April, have constituted the basis for
the analysis.

Information regarding wind speed, air temperature
and water levels have been provided by the Swedish
Meteorological and Hydrological Institute (SMHI)
and the Swedish Air Force.

The Administration of Shipping, notably the Ice
Breaker Service, and SMHI have also provided
information about the large scale ice situation,
e.g. as illustrated in Figure 4.4.

4.2 Laboratory_ investigation of ice samples
Samples from the ice cores drilled out from the
ice cover close to the lighthouse were tested

in the ice laboratory of the University of Lulea.
The main purpose was to study the structural
composition of the ice and to determine the uni-
axial compressive strength at ice temperatures
representative for conditions on the lighthouse
site on the 4th of April.

The results of the laboratory investigations
have been reported in Appendix 1. The most im-
portant findings are commented in connection
with the analytical considerations dealt with
in the following sections.

E17/015-011
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5. Structural failure mode and ultimate
ice load

5.1 Diver's_inspection

The failure load can be determined with a fairly
good accuracy on the basis of evidence gathered
during the divers inspection of the sea bed after
the overloading event.

The following observations are of primary interest:

- The lighthouse structure had been displaced
about 17 m. All the rock anchors had ruptured
at approximately the same level not far from
the top of the cement grouted stone bed. No
other damage was detected on the structure
which had obviously slided southwards, first
on the bed and then on the sloping sea bed,
see Figure 5.1. The southernmost part of the
stone bed had yielded. The structure had
ploughed up some soil from the sea bed before
it had come to rest with an inclination of
12° from vertical.
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Figure 5.1 Reconstruction of the overloading
event
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-Al]l the strands protrude between 10 and 15 cm
from the top of the grouted stone bed (see
Figure 5.2).

60

Figure 5.2 Part of grouted stone bed with pro-
truding ends of a ruptured rock
anchor tendon

- The strands have been bent southwards corre-
sponding to a lateral displacement of about
10 ecm. The bending radii below the surface
of the bed are relatively large since the
strands have indented the bed, but smaller
bending radii were observed at the ruptured
ends of the strands (see Figure 5.3).

- The strands were not affected by corrosion.

- The ruptured ends of plastic sheaths around
the strands have been extended before the
rupture and displaced southwards. (The elon-
gated ends of the sheaths, which can be seen
in Figure 5.2, should not be mistaken for
strands.)
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5.2 Conclusions regarding the structural
behaviour before and after the failure
of the rock anchors

The following conclusions can be drawn from the
divers observations, regarded in the light of
some numerical considerations:

- The lateral displacement of the lighthouse
has been preceded by an overturning movement,
which is the primary cause of the failure
of the rock anchors. (Figure 5.1)

- Before the tendon failure and probably when
the major part of the base slab had been lifted
off from the bed, the bearing capacity of
the bed below the highly compressed southern-
most part of the structure was exceeded. The
failure of the bed had the character of a
minor settlement combined with a lateral dis-
placement of the order of 0,1 m in the ice
force direction. (Figure 5.1)

- As a consequence of this motion the anchor
force increased corresponding to the reduction
of the distance to the centroid of the vertical
pressure on the bed. At the same time the
lJateral displacement introduced bending stresses
in the strands due to the angular rotation
at the lower face of the base slab. (Figure
5.3)
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Figure 5.3 Failure mode of rock anchor strands
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- After the first rupture due to the ultimate
strain level being exceeded by the order of

6 per cent by combined tension and bending,
the rest of the strands have failed one by

one due to progressing overloading after taking
over the load from previously ruptured strands.

The conclusions regarding the mechanism and se-
quence of failure are further supported by the
following numerical considerations:

- Each one of the 4 rock anchors consisted of

7 Dyform dia. 0.5" strands, manufactured by
. Bridon Wire Ltd, Great Britain. A typical

stress-strain relation diagram for such a
strand is shown in Figure 5.4. The ultimate
tensile strength of a single strand is 220 kN.
Since the strands were affected by bending
the ultimate tensile load was reduced.

o

=160
LOAD —kN

=125

..... R = ¢l e
TYPICAL GRAPH
Breaking load Fm 220 0 kN
Load a1 1 0% extension Ry 10 1973 kN
0 1% proof load Rp01 196 0KN
001% offset Rp 001  1825kN
Modulus of efasucity £ 200 500 N mm?
- Elongation to fracture  AB0Omm  6:5%

0-2%

Figure 5.4 Typical stress-strain relation for
a rock anchor strand
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- The ends of the ruptured strands, protruding
0.10-0.15 m from the bed, indicate that the

strands were stressed alon?.their whole lengths
somewhat over the elastic Iimit before failure

(see Figure 5.3).

The protruding length is approximately equal

to the elongation (caused by the overload) of

the strands above the section of failure, i.e.
above the base of the lighthouse. Thus the addi-
tional tensile strain was obviously between 0.10/11
= 0.009 and 0.15/11 = 0.014.

Since the prestrain was about 0.005 the correspond-
ing load must have been about 200 kN (see Figure
5.4) . The estimated actual ultimate force of

all the rock anchors together is 4x7x0.20 = 5.6 MN
3 per cent.

Since the ultimate tensile strain of the strands
is expected to be at least 6 per cent, about

5 per cent was obviously consumed by bending,
corresponding to a bending radius of

= 352 = 5 —pc= 127 mm

This bending radius is within the expected range,
taking into account the crushing of cement grout
due to high lateral contact pressure against

the strands at the bend. The radius is also
within the range reported by the diver who in-
spected the broken strands.

The level arm between the centre of the lighthouse
and the centroid of the ground pressure is esti-
mated to be 5.0 m t5 per cent (see Figure 5.1).

The weight of the lighthouse minus the buoyancy
force is 8.7 MN *3 per cent.

The ultimate moment then becomes Mmax=(8-7+5-6)X5-0=
= 71 MNm %8 per cent.

The ice force resultant acted 6.5 m t4 per cent
from the top of the bed.

Therefore, the ultimate total ice force is estimated
at 71/6.5 = 10.9 MN #12 per cent.

(Ice force peaks with very short duration may

have reached above this "ultimate ice load" level,
which is a reason for avoiding the notation "maxi-
mum" ice load.)

The calculated ice force value 10.9 MN may be
regarded as the "most probable" value, realizing
that there is a decreasing probability towards
the "confidence limits" +12 per cent.
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6. Estimate of ice parameters

6.1 General_approach

Once the magnitude of the global ice force has
been determined, it is of major interest to study
the parametric composition of the force.

As the first approach let us simply express the
global force by the relation

F:kcfumohobzpeffchob (])
where
fum is the mean uniaxial compressive strength

in horizontal direction over the whole
thickness of the ice sheet in contact
with the structure

h is the mean ice thickness in contact

b is the width of the contact area (in
the actual case b is considered to be
equal to the diameter of the lightpier)

Pefs is the "mean effective ice pressure"
over the contact area

k is a coefficient representing effects
of structural shape, stress conditions
in the ice, degree of contact and possibly
also other factors governing the relation
between the uniaxial strength and the
effective ice pressure, i.e.

K= peff/fum (2)
The k factor may, in accordance with current
practice, be regarded as a product of various
factors accounting for particular conditions
as expressed by the relation

k = kSo ho kC where (3)

kS is the "shape factor" for factoring the
load with respect to the shape of the
obstacle

kI is the "identation factor" accounting
for multiaxial stress conditions in the
ice

kC is the "contact factor" expressing the

degree of contact between the ice and
the structure.
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In the following subsections measured and esti-
mated values of the ice force parameters thus
defined are discussed one by one.

6.2 The_uniaxial strength of the ice samples
As described in Appendix 1, section 3, test samples
were taken from the ice on the 10th of April,

i.e. 6 days after the overloading event. Due

to essentially unaltered weather conditions the
structure of the ice did not change during the
week after the 4th of April. The test samples
were stored at a temperature of -25°C until test-
ing, which was carried out at temperatures between
-0.2 and -4.5°C in accordance with the IAHR stan-
dard.

The samples were taken at distances of 10 m and
more from the contact surface at overloading,

but since the scatter of test values was moderate
for samples with the same temperature and from
the same depth, the samples are considered to
represent the ice at the contact area fairly
well.

The test data do not admit any rigorous statis-
tical analysis. Therefore, a simple "characteris-
tic value" approach has been applied.

Thus, the characteristic strength has been based
on the mean compressive strength of the cores
from samples Nos 2 and 3 after corrections for
temperature influences.

The sample No. 2 except one defective core had
a mean ice strength of 3.0 MPa at -3.5°C.

Tentatively, corrections for deviating ice tempe-
rature were made using the correction term

3. 4€ (/T2/0.78_/T]/0,78)

for additional strength due to a temperature
decrease from T, to T2°C.

This is in accordance with suggestions in ref. 5.

For example, the additional strength between

-2.2 and -3.5°C becomes 0.4 MPa, which agrees

well with the mean differences between the samples
2 and 3.

The mean ice temperature at the time of overloading
can be estimated on the basis of the air tempera-
ture record from the 2nd to 4th April, taking

into account a considerable time lag between

air and ice temperature changes due to the heat
insulating effect of the snow cover.
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The mean ice temperature on the 4th of April

is estimated at about -2°C. The sample No. 3,
which had the mean temperature -2.2°C at testing,
can be regarded as approximately representative
in this respect, although the temperature distri-
bution might have been somewhat different. 1In
any case, since the mean strength 2.6 MPa of

this sample equals the mean strength of sample
No. 2, when corrected for the temperature devia-
tion, this value is chosen as a best estimate

of the uniaxial compressive strength of the ice
at the time of overloading.

6.3 The_contact_area

The profile of the unbroken ice cover along the
path of indentation and further to the north

along the same line is sketched in Figure 6.1.

The profile is based on data presented in Appen-
dix 1. However, the profile has to be regarded

as an approximation, since it has been necessary
to fit part of it by "best estimate" between

the points of measurements adjacent to the inden-
tation channel and points several metres from

the unbroken edges at the ends of the channel.

The most important feature is of course the thicke-
ning of the ice at "the front edge", where the
thickness is estimated at 1.4-1.5 m. The character
of this part of the ice cover is decribed in
Appendix 1.

It is obvious that the ice was crushed along

the path of indentation. The almost linear in-
crease of the ice thickness until the point of
structural failure indicates that the structural
failure load corresponds very closely to the
limit force for crushing of the ice sheet.

The width of the contact area was obviously equal
to the diameter of the lightpier, which is normal
when the predominant mode of ice failure is crush-
ing.

Thus, in the actual case, the gross contact area
may simply be defined as h x d with a characteris-
tic value of 1.45x2.90 = 4.2 m?.

As indicated by the ice cores, the ice cover

had a composite structure. The upper part con-
sisted mainly of five or more layers with a nearly
uniform thickness of about 60 mm. The layers
seemed to be bonded tightly together. The lower
part consisted of homogeneous columnar ice. Appa-
rently the layering of the ice had been caused

by repeated rafting at an early stage, maybe
initiated by the lighthouse when obstructing

the drifting ice.
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Figure 6.1 Ice profile along the centre line
of indentation at the instant of
anchor failure

6.4 The mean_effective ice pressure
The mean ice load intensity or the mean effective
ice pressure

10.9

- F _ 10.9 _
Peff ® Bxb 72 - 2,6 MPa

This happens to be the same value as estimated

from the test samples for the mean uniaxial strength
of_the ice, so the factor k = peff/fum becomes
unity.

In the actual case a simple integration of a
pressure corresponding to the uniaxial strength
of the ice apparently yields a correct value
for the global ice load. This might be more

or less coincidental, however, as discussed in
the next section.

6.5 Considerations regarding the influence
of structural shape, stress conditions
in the ice, load transfer contact etc.

Tentatively, let us try to split the factor k

into the product kS- kI’ kc as suggested in sub-
section 6.1. .
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Generally, we must of course realize, that the
data material does not offer any support for

a distinct separation of these factors, so in
this respect we must base the discussion mainly
on information from the ice literature.

It is also realized that there are several reasons
to suspect that the factors are generally inter-
related more or less, at least through their
dependence on the mode of ice failure.

However, it is of the greatest interest to find

a formula (or a set of formulae) for the depend-
ence of the effective ice pressure on the geometry
of the indentor as well as the ice. Particularly,
it is important to find out the influence of

the aspect ratio b/h in order to be able to predict
for instance the effective pressure on a larger
structure on the basis of the experiences from
smaller structures such as BJORNKLACK.

(Note that the width b of the contact area is
used in order to generalize and include also
cases of contact over a part of the width d of
the indentor. Also the shape factor is expected
to be somewhat influenced in such cases.)

Information from literature about the indentation
factor and aspect ratio influences is mainly

based on laboratory studies. Scale effects,
different ice failure modes, vague definitions

and undetected interrelations are probable explana-
tions of tihie inconsistency of the information,
particularly for aspect ratios of the order of

2 as in the actual case.

The two curves in Figure 6.2 have been chosen

to represent the upper and lower boundaries of
various suggested relations, when some extremes
have been omitted. The two curves have been
reproduced from ref. 7, where the background

is also commented. The upper curve (from Korzhavin
1962) also approximately represents the equation

ky = V1 + 5n/b (4)

which has been applied in the design of Swedish
lighthouses. For the actual case this expression
would yield an indentation factor of roughly

1.9, since the aspect ratio at complete indentation
is d/h = 2.90/1.45 =2,

The corresponding lower boundary value is 1.15.
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Since the k factor is estimated at unity, the
product kc- k. becomes 0.53 for the higher k
value and®0.89 for the lower value. Acceptiﬁg
a ko value of 0.9 the corresponding lower and
uppér limits of kC would be about 0.6 and 1.0.

Since the lower k., value is more in agreement
with current recoﬁmendations for cases of brittle
ice failure, it lies near at hand to believe,
that the true combination is closer to

1.9 0.9 0.6 = 1.0

k = ho kS. kc

than to

k = kI- kge ko = 1.15¢ 0.9+1.0 = 1.0
The first combination is also in nearly exact
conformity with the combination suggested in

the Swedish design recommendations for lighthouses
of the actual size in the Bothnian Bay. This
might, however, be a coincidence and it must

be borne in mind that the indentation factor

chosen in the design recommendations was intended
to be conservatively high, since it was used

to factor experienced pressures on large structures
to be used as conservative design values for
smaller structures.

It is therefore probable that the real influence
of the aspect ratio is less than that indicated
by the factor k. = 1.9 in the first combination.
Another fact aldo points in that direction, namely
that the ice failure mode in the actual case,

as in other similar observed cases, was obviously
of a type, which is reasonably well explained
theoretically on the basis of the Tresca failure
criterion as described in Ref. 5 and 7. This
implies that the failure zone is located close

to the indentor and the aspect ratio effect is
minor except for very small values of b/h as
shown in Figure 6.2. If that was the case the
large scale multiaxial stress conditions did

not increase the ice pressure very much and a
contact factor of the order of unity seems to

be explicable. It is quite possible that the
strain rate varied during the sequence of over-
loading and that the ice at the contact surface
became momentarily more ductile, particularly
when the rock anchors began to yield and the
structure moved in the direction of the ice drift.

In summary, we must be satisfied with the conclu-
sion that the width of the indentor might have
influenced the effective ice pressure correspond-
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ing to a range of k, values from 1.15-1.9, which
means that the corr%sponding ice pressure on

a very large structure would have been between
2.6/1.9 = 1.4 and 2.6/1.15 = 2.3 MPa in case

of complete indentation.

Indentation
Factor k)

4

Zk| calculated on the basis
of the Tresca failure criterion

L] T T

i 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Aspect ratio b
P /h

-
-

Figure 6.2 Graphs illustrating various relations
between the indentation factor and
the aspect ratio

7. Estimate of the driving force

The large triangular ice floe illustrated in
Figure 7.1 and further described in Appendix 1

had a surface area of 20 km?. According to obser-
vations crack No. 1 initially opened. After

the development of crack No. 2 the strong wind
forced the ice floe southwards. The movement

was first restricted only by the lighthouse,
inertia and possibly water drag. There was pro-
bably a rotation of the ice floe before its south-
east corner was stopped at the southern edge

of the ice channel. Since the lighthouse indented
the ice about 6 m, it was probably free to rotate
at least at the moment when the lighthouse was
overloaded.
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Figure 7.1 Ice situation at the BJORNKLACK
site at the instant of overloading.

(Channel width and ice floe displace-
ments enlarged

The drag force may be expressed

_ U _ 5 6
P—f—Cd-E.A—1.3oC.2 «20.10 )

The geometry of the ice floe and the support
conditions are roughly sketched in Figure 7.1.
If, tentatively, the drag coefficient C, is de-
rived from Eq. (5) on the basis of thesé geome-
trical assumptions, the value Cd=0,019 is obtain-





