
211

 621.98+669

., . .,
.

, . , )

, -
, .

-

, -
, 

, -
, 

. 
, -

, -
-

.
 90- -

. , -
-

. . -
 [1  –  4].  

, -
-

, .  [5 – 10].

, , -
: . -

-



212

-
 [11].

h

r
r

h

                                 )                                                                )
 1 – :

 – ,  – 

. -
, 
. 

, -
1 = 0,42 – 0,46 (

 0,52 – 0,56). , , -
      . -

     
, 

 [12].
-

-
. ,

 -
-

. . -

, -
 [13 – 18]. 

-
.

, -

.



213

, -
.  2.

Q

II

III

r

r

r

I

I

 2 - 

, -
, -

.
 I -

. 
 ( 12 , 19 .). 

, -
.



214

 I -
-

: I  – -
 – ;  I  - 

.
 II .

. 

.
 III-

 –  – -
.

-
, 

, , 
. 

, , , -

, -
.

-
, , -

, -
, , 

, , -
.

, , ,
-

, -

.

, 
, -

.

Classical types of the tool are examined, the aims and the tasks of in-
vestigation are stated, basic diagram of the investigative process is pointed.
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