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2. 1|2 MdAI3E (Fatigue design load)
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(&%) 28 ¥E A=
No. Model Ky , i
Left Right Left Right
Single hull 1.7 0.87 1.37 127
LF-1
, Double hull 1.54 111 1.35 129
Single hull 0.75 1.42 .31 1.48
LE-2
Double hull 0.74 1.47 1.31 1.48
Single hull 1.03 0.98 1.51 1.52
LF-3
Double hull 0.98 1.04 1.51 1.52
Single hull 1.75 0.69 1.40 1.42
LF-4
Double hull 1.65 0.79 1.40 1. 42
Single hull 0.78 0.81 1.40 1.34
LF-5
S Double hull 0.74 0.85 1.40 1.34
Left @ Rights EdR AW 29 25309 35 9 2 AEE-E vehdch
sz Ke.a
No. Model
© ¢ Left Right Left Right
Mod. Single hull 1.72 0.9%0 1.37 1.28
LE-1 Double hull 1.53 1.15 1.36 1.30
Mo, Single hull 1.75 0.69 1.45 .36
LE-4 Double hull 1.63 0.79 1.44 1.38
LB-1 [\ Single hull L.72 0.23 1.49 1.45
S HH‘)
L3-2 \ Single hull 1.70 0.00 1,49 122
L3-3 Single hull 0.56 0.31 112 1.08
P I R
Lefr @ Rights EdAw A9 253HAM0 &2 % 2 22 E Jepdth
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