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Table 2- Space coordinate (mm) exterior surface of
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X Y Z
3.390741 -2.960811 2.744561
3.448525 -2.901124  2.660532
-0.168434 -3.604336  5.873716
-0.249764 -4,051335 55.866573
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Fig. 11. Displacement contours in eight modes for
sample No 16
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Fig. 12. Displacement contours in nine modes for
sample No 16
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