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Fig.1 Location of typhoon path and measuring points
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Fig.2 The measured wave spectrum of typhoon Megi
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Fig.5 Frequency comparison of maritime airport models

Mg AL MR SRR IR 2 s . & 2
A 2 I ML G 2 AR 3 A AR S ) I AR
5 7 HVES 8B, AR 435l Oy 0.017 F10.046 Hz; 55 11
B il B 1K B 48 0.182 Hzs 26 1
FES 2 A5G 2S5 i AL B TR 58 13 1 17 By, 0% 4y
4 0.275 1 0.551 Hz; 45 16 [y 5 3 4 %% 25 il Fn
a4 il NS R 0.491 Haz



462 & s KL 5 & W

43 %

x2 BLENGMESABES
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