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Tables and graphs for the estimation of ground vibration from driven piling operations

Figures 1-6 were printed incorrectly. The correct figures and captions are as follows.
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Fig. 1. Impact hammers — best estimate
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Penk particle velocity v (mm/a)
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Fig. 2. Impact hammers — plus half std dev.

Peak porticle veloclty v (mm/g)
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Fig. 3. Impact hammers — plus one std dev.
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Fig. 4. Vibrodrivers — best estimate
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Fig. 5. Vibrodrivers — plus half std dev.
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Fig. 6. Vibrodrivers — plus one std dev.



