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Fig.4 Point cloud image of test runway after preprocessing
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Tab.1 Calculated IRI of runway sections
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e
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, [360m, 540 m] 3.1111  0.729
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BBz 1
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[1440m, 1620 m] 4.3333 1.194
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W B [1800m, 1980m] 3.4444  0.856
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[2160m, 2340 m] 3.3333 0.814

0.931

[2520m, 2700 m] 3.7000  0.953
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]
] 3.0000  0.687
]

E
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Tab.2 4, of three periods in landing process
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Tab.4 Influence of different sampling intervals on

transverse slope
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Fig.8 Schematic diagram of runway slope calculation
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Tab.5 Standard of runway longitudinal slope gradients

AT RS PN /490 HARESI
s 1 W/ % W/ % WL/ 0
1 2 2.0 2.00
2 2 2.0 2.00
3 1 0.8 1.50
4 1 0.8 1.25
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Tab.6 Standard of runway transverse slope gradients
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Fig.9 Transverse slope gradients along the runway
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Tab.7 Statistics of runway transverse slope gradients

7 /A AR 35k 33
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Ha/% 4.4/3.3 92.3/81.1 3.3/15.6
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Fig.10 Longitudinal slope gradients along the runway
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Tab.8 Steeply transverse slope gradient along the runway
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Fig.11 Steeply transverse slope distribution along the runway
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Fig.12 Elevation difference distribution along the runway
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