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About 6,000 rock properties obtained from laboratory tests are collected from various projects conducted in
Korea Peninsular and the distribution of the properties such as uniaxial compressive strength, cohesion, fric-
tion angle, tangential strength, Young’s modulus, P-wave velocity and S-wave velocity are analysed and corre-
lated each other. The empirical equations deduced with 84% of reliability would be useful for preliminary de-
sign of geo-structures.
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