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Pe3tome: B craTbe pacCMOTpPEHBI TEOPETHYECKUE U PAKTUYECKHEe COCTABIISIONINE IIPUHSTHS IIPOEKTHBIX PeIleHUi C UCII0Ib30-
BaHUEM 3KCIIEPTHBIX MOJeJIell U TeXHOJIOTUH C UCII0JIb30BAHUEM MTPOIYKIIMOHHBIX IIPABUI U KOMIIPOMUCCHOW CTPAaTeruu pem-
TUHIOBAHUA AJIbTEPHATUBHBIX BAPUAHTOB KAK OCHOBHBIX HHCTPYMEHTOB 9KCIIEPUMEHTAIbHOIO MOIEIUPOBAHMA U 0OeCcrieueHus
LI€JIEBOI CTPATEruy MPOEKTUPOBAHUS YITIeN00bIBAIOIIEero mpeanpuatusa. GopMann30BaHbl OCHOBHbIE COCTABIAIONITE METOIO0-
JIOTUY CUCTEMHOM JUHAMUKY JJI MOZIeJIMPOBAHKA U aHA/IN3a [I0JTyYeHHBIX JaHHBIX. B paMKax BbIOOpA TEXHOJIOTUUECKHX IIJIaT-
dbopM yraenoObun mpeaaaraeTcs MeTOIOJIOTMYECKUI TIOAX0/, OCHOBAHHBIN HA CUCTEMAaX MONIEPKKU MPUHATHS IIPOEKTHBIX
pelleHu ! ¢ UCIIOJIb30BaHNEeM YUCIEHHBIX METOZ0B U MHOTOKPUTEPUAIBHON ONTUMHU3ALMNHI IPOIeAYPhl IIPUHSATHS PelleHu —
AHP (Analytic Hierarchy Process, MeToz aHanusa uepapxuii).

[IpoBeneHo UCCIeOBaHuE TI0 BHIOOPY CUCTEMBI Pa3paO0TKU BHIEMOYHBIX TI0JIEH IIPU 0TPa0OTKe 3ammacoB JIEreCTCKOro KaMeH-
HOYTOJIBHOTO MECTOPO>KAEHUS, 3aI0KEHHON B OCHOBY TEXHOJIOTUYECKON MIaTGOpMBbl U3BJIeUeHHUs M0Ie3HOTO MCKOMaeMOoro.
K mepBoouepenHoit orpaboTKe MpUHAT IiacT 2.2 YIyr, UMEIOUUil CPeHIO MOUTHOCTb 7,9-8,0 M ¢ yrioM mameHus 3-26°.
B xauecTBe YMCIEHHBIX METOIOB UCIOJIb30BAIUCh MeTomuueckue nmoaxoabl Nicholas u UBC. YcpenHeHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl ONTH-
Musanuu (CpefHue 3HaUeHre PAHTOB) TTOJIYYeHbI C IIOMOIIbIO MeTOnOB mpuHsatud pemtenuit — ELECTRE I, PROMETHEE II, AHP u
AHP-PROMETHEE. I[IpoBeieHHOE HCCIeI0BAHUE TIOKA3aII0, YTO B YCIIOBUAX OTPA0OTKY 3aIIacOB JJIEreCTCKOr0 KAMEHHOYTOJIbHO-
IO MECTOPOKIEeHUS Hanbosiee MPeAnoUTUTEIbHON ABISeTCA TEXHOIOTNYeCKas CTPYKTYpa C MCIIOIb30BaHUEeM CUCTEMBI paspa-
GOTKH C BBIITYCKOM IIOJKPOBEJIbHOI TOJIIIH.

Kntouessbie cnosa: yrienoObIBarolee pearnpusTie, CACTEMA MOIEPKKY IIPUHATHUS PEIleHMUI, 9KCIIePTHbIE MOJIEIH, YN CIIeH-
HbI€ METO/bl, MHOTOKPUTEPHUAJIbHAS OIITUMU3AIUS, TEXHOIOruuecKas rmardopma, yHKIUY TIPEAIOUTEHU S
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Abstract: The article discusses theoretical and practical aspects of making design decisions using expert models and technologies
that rely on production rules and a compromise strategy of rating alternative options as the main tools of experimental modeling
and providing a target strategy for designing a coal mining operation. The main components of the system dynamics methodology
are formalized for modeling and analyzing of the obtained data. A methodological approach is proposed for selection of the coal
mining technological platforms, which is based on the support systems for design decisions using numerical methods and multi-
criteria optimization of the decision-making procedure, i.e. the Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP).

The authors made a research on selecting a mining method for mining method mine sections of the Elegest coal deposit, which
forms the basis of the technological platform for the deposit development. Coal seam No. 2.2 Ulug, with the average thickness of
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7.9-8.0 m and the dip angle of 3-26°, was selected for priority mining. The Nicholas and UBC methodological approaches were
used as the numerical methods. The averaged optimization results (the average rank values) were obtained using the ELECTRE I,
PROMETHEE II, AHP, and AHP-PROMETHEE decision-making methods. The study showed that, the most preferable technological
solution for the mining conditions of the Elegest coal deposit is the one that utilizes sublevel caving.

Keywords: coal mining company, decision support system, expert models, numerical methods, multi-criteria optimization,

technological platform, preference functions
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BBemenue

Br160p parnroHanbHON TEXHOIOTUYECKOI I1aTGOPMBI yriie-
J00bIUM B PAMKAX KOHKPETHOTO MECTOPOXKIEHUs IIPeICTaB-
JIIETCSL IOBOJIBHO CJIOSKHOM MPOOJIEMOI, IOCKOJIBKY SBJISIETCS
MHOTOKOMIIOHEHTHOI COCTaBJISIIOIIEN C MHOTOYMCIIEHHBIMU
JTUHAMUYECKUMU CBSI3SIMU U OTPAaHUYEHUSMH, U, YTO caMoe
IJIaBHOE, OH JOJDKeH B KOHeYHOM UTOTe IPUBOAUTh K MUHUMU-
3al1Y IepBOHAYAJIbHBIX KAIUTAJIbHBIX UHBECTHUIIUI U IIOCIIe-
IYIOIIUX 9KCIUTyaTAlMOHHBIX 3aTparT [1-4]. ComyTCcTByOmmmMu
OTpaHUYEeHUSIMHU SIBJISIIOTCSI COOTBETCTBYIOIIUI YPOBEHb IIpO-
MBIIIJIEHHO-3K0JIOTHYECKOM 0e30IIaCHOCTY U ITPOU3BOAUTEIb-
HOCTH TPYZa IIPOMBIIIJIEHHO-IIPOU3BOICTBEHHOTO ITepCoHana.

VuuThIBasS MHEHUE BeqyIUX aHAJIUTUKOB B 00JIaCTH IIPO-
eKTHOU JesITeIbHOCTH, MOKHO KOHCTaTHPOBATh, YTO IIpeno-
MIpEeEIAINUMYA OTPAaHUUYEHUAMHY [IPU BIOOPE ABJISIOTCS PATL
[IPUPOIHBIX U MAaKPOIKOHOMHUYECKUX (AKTOPOB, KOTOPBIE
MOSKHO CTPYIIIMPOBATh B TPU OCHOBHBIX Kjlacca:

1. Kitacc ropHo-reosnoruueckux GakTopoB, K KOTOPBHIM MOXK-
HO OTHECTU MOIIHOCTb U YIOJI MafeHHs YroJAbHOTO IUIACTa,
yOuHy paspa0oTKy, CTPAaTUrpadUIo W JIUTOJOTHUIO MECTO-
POKmeHuUs, TEKTOHUKY, PU3UKO-MeXxaHUUYeCKHe CBOMCTBA I10-
JIE3HOT'0 UCKOIIaeMoro U BMeIalouX IOPo U T.1.

2. Knacc ropHoTexHUYeCKUX (GAaKTOPOB, K KOTOPHIM MOJXK-
HO OTHeCTU YCTOMYMBOCThb BMeILAIOIIUX IIOPOJI, HAarpy3Ky Ha
OUMCTHOM 3200 U MIPOU3BOACTBEHHYIO MOIIHOCTD, K03bdu-
LUEHT U3BJIeYeHNs, TIOKa3aTe Il paboThl OCHOBHOTO U BCIIOMO-
raTeibHOro rOpHOI0OBIBAIOIIEro 0OOPYAOBAHUS U T.1.

3. Kiracc MaKpO3KOHOMHUYECKUX PAKTOPOB, K KOTOPBIM MOXK-
HO OTHECTU: KaIlUTaJbHbIE 3aTPaThl, SKCIUTyaTalIOHHbIE 3a-
TPAThI, ONEPALUOHHYI0 PEHTA0EIBbHOCTD, UUCTBIN AUCKOHTHU-
POBaHHBIN JI0XOJ, HHIEKC JTOXOMHOCTH, TUCKOHTHUPOBAHHBIMN
CPOK OCBOEHUSI KallUTaJIbHbIX BJIOKEHUI U IIp.

Ucxomsa w3 3TOr0 BHIOOP TEXHOJOTMYECKOil IIaT(OpMbI
OTpabOTKU YrOJIbHBIX 3AIIACOB PEKOMEHAYETCS IPOBOIUTH B
yBSI3Ke C TOPHO-TeOJIOTMYeCKUMU U FOPHOTeXHUUYEeCKUMU YC-
JIOBUSIMU SKCIUTyaTally C MOCJenylomeil pea-
nu3anueil TexXHHUKO-95KOHOMHUEeCKUX pacyeToB
U OLIeHKU aJIbTepPHATUBHBIX BApHUAHTOB. B 5Tux
yCII0BUAX Haubojee paluOHAIbHBIM SBIISETCS
METOIOJIOTUYECKUI IIOAXO0J, OCHOBAHHBIM Ha
CHCTeMax IOANEpP>KKH IIPHUHSITUS IPOEKTHBIX
PEIIeHUI TeXHOJIOTHUECKUX IU1aThopM yriieno-
ObIUM C UCIIOJIB30BAHUEM UUCJIEHHBIX METOIO0B
U MHOTOKDUTEPUAIbHBIX METOAOB MPUHSTUS
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BO3MOXHOCTE
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paccMaTpuBaemoit
cucTembl paspabortkm 8
yenosuax MOK "3nerect”

BosmoxHocTe pabotarte

Pe3ynbraTsl

B KauecTBe 00BEKTA UCCIIENOBAHUI HCIIONIb30BAHO JIerecT-
CKOe KaMeHHOYTOJIbHOe MecTOposkaeHue. K mepsoouepenHoi
oTpaboTKe pUHAT rwiact 2.2 VIIyT, UM CPeIHIOI MOIII-
HOCTb 7,9-8,0 M ¢ yriom nangenust 3—26°.

BapuauTsl BbIOOpa CUCTEM pa3pabOTKK BHIEMOYHBIX ITOJIEH
mpu OoTpabOTKe 3amacoB JJIEreCTCKOr0 KaMEeHHOYTOJIBHOTO
MeCTOPOXKIeHHUs], 3aJI0’KeHHble B OCHOBY TEXHOJIOTMYEeCKOI
w1aTGOpPMBI U3BJIEYEHHS II0JIE3HOTO KCKOIIAEMOro, B CHILY
crermMUIecKux rOPHO-TEOIOTHYECKUX U TOPHOTEXHUUECKUX
YCJIOBUE 3ajieraHus YroJbHOTO IUIACTA PAacCMaTPUBAJIUCH C
YYETOM MHUPOBOTO OIbITA YIJIEAOOBYM B AHAJIOTMUYHBIX WM
OMU3KUX YCIOBUAX. [IpH 9TOM pacCMOTPEHO BCe KOJIMYECTBO
BO3MO>KHBIX aJIbTEPHATUBHBIX BAPUAHTOB TEXHOJIOTUYECKUX
CXeM U BbIZIeJIeHbI TPH, IPUHSATHIE /I ONTUMU3AIKH (puc. 1).

B paMKax IpeaBapUTeIbHOr0 BHIOOpA TEXHOJIOTHYECKOI
CTPYKTYPHI C UCIIOJIb30BAHNEM YHCJIEHHBIX METO/IOB HCIIOJIb-
3yrorcs Meroauueckue mmoaxoxnbl Nicholas u UBC [8-11]. Peii-
TUHTOBAHHUE BAPUAHTOB C UCIIOJIb30BAHUEM aJITOPUTMUYECKO-
'O HAITOJHEHM STHX IIOAXOIO0B IPEeAICTaBIeHo B Ta0L. 1.

EcTb pasHOYTEHUs B MCIIOJb30BAHUHU CUCTEM pa3pabOTKU
C BBIEMKOI YTOJIbHOTO IIJIACTa B OAWH CJIOM U CJI0€BOM, HO II0
OTHOILIEHHIO K CUCTEME Pa3pabOTKU C BBIITYCKOM IIOKPOBEJIb-
HOM TOJIIIIU OHU OTCYTCTBYIOT, YTO TOBOPUT O IIPUOPUTETE ee
UCIIOJIb30BaHUS.

B paMKax OKOHYATEeJbHOTO BHIOOpA TEXHOJOTHYECKOL
CTPYKTYPHI C UCIIOIB30BAHUEM YHCJIEHHBIX METO/IOB HCIIOJIb-
3YIOTCSI METOAUYECKHE TIOAXOMbI CUCTEM IOANIEP>KKU IIPUHS-
Tus npoekTHbIX pemenutt ELECTRE, PROMETHEE, AHP u un-
TerpupoBaHubiii Merog AHP-PROMETHEE [12; 13]. BecoBrie
KO3GOUIMEHTbl KPUTEPUEB ONTHUMAJIbHOCTU OIPEeNesIsUIUCh
9KCIEPTHBIM IIyTEeM C UCIIOIb30BaHUeM Iporenypsl «[[EJIDU.
B ta6:1. 2 3amaHbl HANpaBJIeHUsl ONITUMU3AIUN KpUTEpUs (max
niu min). Heobxonumele npeoOpa3oBaHus B pAMKAX UCIIOJIb-
30BAHMS U aJANTAI[UU K PEIIEHUI0 ITIOCTABIEHHO 3aaUl BbI-

Haumexosanue cuctems! paspaboTku
B onuy saxonxy |

Cnoesan C Bbinyckom

pemeHuil — Meron aHanusa uepapxuit (AHP, e - ¥ .
Analytic Hierarchy Process) [5-7]. Kak npaBuso, Rgg:::::*mu

Iocje ero 4YacTUYHON peannusanuu OCTArOTCs 3aboem He MeHee y = +
TPH-UeThIpe BApMAHTa, U3 KOTOPHIX HA TOCIeN- s

Hel CTaguu C HCHOJIbBOBaHI/IeiVI HpOﬂyKHI/IOH: Puc. 1 Fig. 1

HbIX NIPABIJI 1 KOMIIPOMHCCHOM CTPATETHH PEH-  goayoyupie anbTepHaTUBHbIE Possible alternatives for the mining
THHTOBAHHS BHIOMPAIOT ONTHMAIbHbIH. BapuaHTbl TEXHONTIOMMHYECKUX CXEM methods
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Ta6bnuua 1 Table 1 P(x) P(x)
PaHxupoBaHue Ranking of alternative 11 1 —_—
anbTepHaTUBHbIX tec':hnologic?I.structures Type I Type 11
BapuaHToB using the mining T2 o %
TEXHONTOrM4YeCKUX CTPYKTYyp systems q
C UCMoNb30BaHUEM P(x) P(x)
cucTteMbl paspaboTku 1 | 1 |
Type 111 i Type IV I n
0 P 0 q p X
BapuaHT TexHonorn4yeckom Meroponorus P(xl) P(x? _______________
CTPYKTYpbI Nicholas | UBC Type V g
i X X
C BbleMKOVi B 0OAWH C/oi 3 2 @ 4 P g
Puc. 2 Fig. 2
Cnoesas 2 3 Buabl (hyHKUMI NPEAnoYTeHNs B Types of preference functions
C BbINYCKOM NOAKPOBENbHOV paMKax Ucrnosb3oBaHUs when .usin.g g‘eneralized criteria
TOAWM 1 1 0606 EeHHbIX KpUTEPUEB of optimality in PROMETHEE
ontumanbHoctn B PROMETHEE
Tabnuua 2 Table 2
Kputepuu ontumanbHocTH Criteria of optimality
BecoBbie HanpaBneHue
Kputepun O603Ha4eHune Kateropus
Ko3athhULneHTbI onTuMmusauum
IKcnnyaTauMoHHbIEe N3OEPXKU K4 0,985 min KonnyectBeHHas
DHEeProemMKocTb 4o6bI4n K, 0,400 min KonnyectBeHHasa
YUCTbIN ANCKOHTUPOBAHHbIV AOXOA K, 0,2255 max KonuyectBeHHas
KoadhpmumeHT nssneyeHms 3anacosB Ky 0,200 max KonnyectBeHHas
L[NCKOHTMPOBAHHbI cp9K OCBOEHUSA Ke 01055 min KonnyecTBeHHas
KanuTtanbHbIX BAOXEHUA
OnTtoBas LUeHa OHOW TOHHbI Ke 0,1850 max KonnyectBeHHas
[NpombIlNeHHo-3Konorn4yeckas 6e30nacHoOCTb K5 0,0955 max KayecTtBeHHas
CreneHb KOHKYPEHTOCNOCOBHOCTHU Kg 0,0645 max KavectBeHHas
Tabnuua 3 Table 3 Tabnuua 4 Table 4
MocnepoBaTenbHOCTb Sequence for ranking MocnepoBaTenbHOCTb PEATUHIOBaHUA Sequence for ranking alternatives
pPeATUHroBaHuUsA alternatives using the anbTepHaTUB B paMKax MeToAoNorum using the PROMETHEE Il method
anbTepHaTUB B paMKax ELECTRE | method PROMETHEE Il
metogonorum ELECTRE |
MonoxutenbHbi | OTpUUaTenbHbI | YUucTbin -
= AnbrepHaTuBbI PeATuHr
AnbrepHatuBbl | [peanoutenusa | Utor | PeAtuHr MoTOK MOTOK NOTOK
A, As, A, 2 3 As 0,3750 0,1775 01975 1
A, As, A 2 2 A2 0123 0,3567 -0,2444 3
Az Ay A 2 1 Ai 0,2098 0,2032 0,0066 2
Tabnuua 5 Table 5
Pe3ynbTaTbl CpaBHEHUS KPUTEPUEB ONTUMAIbHOCTU Results of comparing the criteria of optimality
Kputepumn K, K, K; K, Ks Ks K, Ksg
Bec 0,2877 01756 0,3276 01356 0,1099 0,2587 0,0499 0,0167
PeATnHr 2 4 1 5 6 3 7 8
Amax = 8,002 Cl=0,076 RI=139 CR=0,071<0/1

TIOJIHSITUCh C WCIIOJIb30BAHUEM JIMHEWHBIX, UHTEPBAJIbHBIX U
OUIIOJIAPHOI KA. PelieHye nocTapieHHok 3a1auy B paMKax
merozmosnoruu ELECTRE I gamo BO3MOXKXHOCTh cHOPMUPOBATH
[I0CJIEZIOBATEIbHOCTD PEATUHIOBAHMSI a/IbTepHATHUB (TalIL. 3).

B paMKax yTOYHEHHUS pe3y/bTAaTOB ONTUMU3ALUU ObLIM 3a-
nericreoBadbl MeTonsl PROMETHEE, AHP u ru6puiHbIii MeTOS
AHP-PROMETHEE C WHCIIOJb30BAHUEM ILECTH OOIIENpUHS-
TBIX 0OOOIIEHHBIX KPUTEPHEB ONTUMAIBHOCTU C GPYHKIUAMU
npeamnourenuit (puc. 2) [14], uto mano BO3MOKHOCTb cHOPMU-
pOBaTh YTOYHEHHYIO IIOCJIeIOBATENLHOCTb PENTUHIOBAHMUS
anbrepHartus (Tadl. 4).

MogenrsHoe npencrasinenue AHP Bkitouaer cienyroinee aj-
rOpUTMHUYECKOe HaIlOJIHeHue: urepanusl 1 — nepapxuyeckoe
CTPYKTYPUPOBAaHUE MOJENH TEeXHOJOTUYeCKON CTPYKTYPBI;
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urepamus 2 — IonapHoe CpaBHEHHEe KPUTEepUeB OITUMAaJIbHO-
cry; utepanus 3 — GopMUpoBaHHE MATPUIIBI OI[EHOK; UTepa-
uug 4 — HOpMaJIU3aus MaTPUIbl OIEHOK U (popMUpOBaHUE
[OCJIeI0BATEIbHOCTH PEATUHTOBAHUS aibTepHATHUB [5; 6].
Paccunrannsie K09pPUIMeHTH COIIaCOBAHHOCTA MATPHUI[BL
MMapHBIX CPABHEHUI YKJIAABIBAIOTCS B PAMKHU JOBEPUTENIbHBIX
WHTEPBAJIOB U MOTYT OBITh MCIIOJIb30BAHBI B CUCTEME IIOA-
JIep>KKY TIPUHATHS [IPOEKTHBIX pelneHuii (Tadi. 5). Momens-
Hoe mpejcrasiedue rubpunHoro meroma AHP-PROMETHEE
JIOTIOJIHEHO PANOM OObeIUHEHHBIX IPOAYKIMOHHBIX [IPAaBUIL,
KaCaIUXCs BeCOBBIX K0abduireHToB U GYHKIUI TIPeIo-
ureHuii [7; 15]. OKoHUATeIbHBIE ITOCIeIOBATEIbHOCTH PEUTHH-
rOBaHMs anbTepHaTUB 10 Merony AHP u rubpugHoro meroza
AHP-PROMETHEE npezncrasiens! B Tadi. 6, 7.
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Ta6bnuua 6 Table 6 Ta6bnuua 7 Table 7

MocnepoBaTtenbHOCTb Sequence for ranking MocnepoBaTenbHOCTb PENTUHIOBaHUA Sequence for ranking alternatives
periTUHroBaHus alternatives using the anbTepHaTtus no metoay AHP- using the AHP-PROMETHEE method
anbTepHaTUB No metoay AHP method PROMETHEE

AHP

MonoxuTtenbHbi | OTpuuaTenbHbIn | YucTbiin -

AnbTepHatvBbl | OueHka PeirTyHr AnsTepHatussl NoToK noToK notok | PeATUHr
A 01384 3 A 0,2743 01378 01365 2

A, 01876 2 A, 0133 0,008 0,0125 3

As 0,4398 1 A; 0,3876 0,1965 0,911 1
Tabnuua 8 Table 8

CpaBHeHMe ycpeaHeHHbIX pe3y/ibTaToB oNTMMM3auum (cpeaHne
3HaYeHue paHros)

Comparison of the averaged optimization results (the average
rank values)

AnbTepHaTuBbI ELECTRE | PROMETHEE Il AHP AHP-PROMETHEE CpepgHee PelTunHr
A 1 1 1 1 1,00 1,00
A, 2 3 2 3 2,50 0,40
A 3 2 3 2 2,50 0,40

1.00 Puc. 3 Fig. 3

0.80

0.60

Rank

0.40

0.20

0.00

A2 A3

Alternatives

CpaBHeHHe YCpeJHEHHBIX pe3yJbTaTOB ONTUMU3AIlUU
(cpennue 3HaUeHUs PAHIOB), OAYYEHHBIX C IOMOIIBIO MHO-
TOKpUTepHaNbHbIX MeTonoB npuHaTus pemenuit ELECTRE I,
PROMETHEE II, AHP u AHP-PROMETHEE, yka3siBaeT B IBHOM
BUJle HA IpPEeANOYTUTENbHOCTb HCIOJIb30BAHUS B YCIOBUSIX
0TpabOTKH 3a11acoB JJIEreCTCKOro KAMEeHHOYTOJIBHOTO MEeCTO-
PO>KIIeHUS TeXHOJIOTUYEeCKOM CTPYKTYPH! C HUCIIOJIb30BaHUEM
cuCTeMBI PaspabOTKU C BBITYCKOM IOAKPOBEIBHOI TOJIIH
(Tabu. 8, puc. 3).

3akiaroueHue

B cOBpeMeHHBIX YCIIOBUSX HEIPOIOIb30BAHUS BHIOOD TeX-
HOJIOTUYECKOI T1aThOPMBI YIIef00bIUn CONPSKEH C YIETOM
MHOTIUX Pa3HOOOPAa3HBIX 10 IPUPOJE U CYIIHOCTU TOPHO-TE0-
JIOTUYECKUX, TOPHOTEXHUYECKUX U SKOHOMHUUECKUX (PaKTOPOB.
C y4eToM 3TOro pe3Ko MOBHILIAETCA IieHa IIPUHATHS OII60Y-
HBIX WIHA HepalyuoHaJbHBIX IIPOEKTHBIX PelleHuil B 001acTu
U3BJIeUeHUs 3aMacoB IOJIE3HBIX MCKOIMAeMbIX, KOTOpbIe, KaK
[IPABUJIO, XaPAKTEPU3YIOTCS OOJIBIION KAIUTAIO- U MaTepra-
JIOEMKOCTBIO. ITO ITOATBEPSKAAETCS JOBOJIHHO YACTHIMU MIPHU-
MepaMu CJIOKUBIIENCs MPAKTUKU B 00/1aCTH HEOMHOKPATHOMN
KOPPEeKTUPOBKHU MPOEKTHBIX PEeIleHUi Ha YrOJbHBIX IIAXTaX,

Cnucok numepamypul / References
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