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Undrained Mechanical Behavior of Partially Saturated Soil
Based on a Concise Constitutive Model

Student : Tsung-Chi Li Advisor : Dr. Yii-Wen Pan

Department of Civil Engineering

National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Suction in a partially saturated soil can increase the stiffness and shear
strength of the soil. In many cases, the effect of suction in a partially saturated
soil is ignored at all; very often, the soil above the ground water table is simply
treated as a dry soil or as a saturated, soil. Most constitutive modeling for
partially saturated soils focused onfthe’mechanical behavior and engineering
problems in drained conditions. Mechanical behavior and modeling of partially
saturated soils under undrained condition has drawn much less attention. This
thesis aims to develop a concise constitutive model for describing the
mechanical behavior of partially saturated soils under undrained condition, at
least qualitatively. First, model simulations of mechanical behavior for various
stress paths in undrained condition are presented and compared with existing
published experimental data for verification.  Subsequently, a series of
parametric study demonstrates the simulated mechanical behavior under various
conditions. Finally, engineering behavior of various geotechnical problems are
examined by using numerical stress analysis with the inclusion of the proposed

model.

Keywords: Suction; Partially saturated soils; Undrained condition;

constitutive model; Numerical simulation
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B e 4 (matric suction) e
EREERY > B R Flk p At S I A B 4 AE R 4 (matric
suction) » — % ;%% % # (osmotic suction) ° (Fredlund & Rahardjo, 1993) - #

Food gigig a4 i fofil 5 35 4 (total suction) » ezt (2-5)#771 -

VR N3
u,
u, * KRB
(u —uw) L BE A (matric suction)
- AR R AR e By AR A o BE A ) €
ZPIEY RIER DS A G g AR AT > BE s
E

L (] LV EFR) 0 ppEA

F_ﬁ

I

FEES RFERS PP bRy P BT 24 P AT
JoTE S IR b fe 2 R
2.1.2 WA 4p o eng cd R

A tpfod e 4 B A S RE G M u;}aiﬁ%ﬁ&‘*&é Trenfiz

= 3 Py 5(Soil Water Characteristic Curve, SWCC)» e f 5 £ 3K & i%



F# & 4 (Soil Water Retention Curve) o & 5Lerifha 48 e 4 3 5 ficd S4e B 2.3

S
-ic*

d 2 3 s ) B
WATER CONTENT, @ {cm¥em®

Bl 2.3 & 3 A % ed A (van Genuchten,1980)
EA D A R TARR T A S ST R * Uit
B ek fe R T o kA B BIFR IR cha # A) o Sillers, et al.
(1998,2001) ¥+ 3E e L 2 2 BIFE Kfgit o 4oB 2.4 #7771 o

N

£ 8o — IL - —
c | \ E
£ 70 — capillary — ] i ]
= - saturation \ i {
E 60 o Zone—m \ﬁ ! i
i i |
$ 80—t \C .
o I
| | |
® 40 : ; ‘ H——— !
— Residual water content | |
m ! L + 1 '
° 30 1 * |
[a] ! u_[g_,. i
20 T~ Desaturation — T
! zone : B
10 T H Tl
i l =-Zone of residual saturation—
0 | :
0.1 1 T 10 100 1000 10,000 100.0001,000,000
Air entry Soil suction (kPa)
value

B 2.4 3 3| pcd s = P 1 48 (Sillers, ef al.,2001)



Sillers, et al .(2001)4> £k 3 3 pied = BRFE T K 5 2 b
feb# £< ) (capillary saturation zone) ~ I "% 42 foF# £L | (desaturation zone) ~ ' 2%
44 fofy B~ | (zone of residual saturation) °

Kohgo & Miyazaki(1993)R| %+ 7 e chtefrfe B T » kKA ot IV
s AL D o

A ERRTEEARY 0 AL mbroff i 0 BRI 2§ AR
™ & 7 (air bubbles)e™ ;4 A H7iF 3K o el 25() 0 A F kB e A
Fhoskd AU RFEORA R SR

B EEBH A E T - TR F ~ kR R g R4 L aES
TR A B A D 0 7 B AeiE o I Y o ppF a4 BERLZ GF
# i # (E(air entry value) 2% F 5 ;2 i FJ& 4 (bubbling pressure) o § w4 A%

- PHEE S T e R IR T > T F WA EAE R S
@ kA 0 4B 2.5(b) °

FR BB BfrEER TS f e fcR TRk A A2 I
MR 4t g 5 4 & ARt 2 3R Gk 3k 2. B (meniscus water) ’ 4o
Bl 2.5(a)“77m » gt PFEavR A Lo BRI A Bl AT RGE O AR oy B
BPE R 4 L S A AR 4 (residual suction)m AP $HT Rt EE 7 R B AL G A

& 7 -kt (residual water content) °



—

H‘H

Bl 2.5 LFpEkA B2 5 ot ®IVK P ehh 75 (Bear, 1979)

2.1.2.1 Frikd Mende 3

BE AR M cndE il ME Ind R R F T 0 g PR U Seh
AR R E A N R A R 3F S AU A 1 Sdeeh
S EAER A G A(Gupta & Larson,1979) 0 B w E i e 2 e
- o
— ~  BLig 34/ (Point-based estimation methods) :

FIr A e i A F W R MR D S BAEL A
W ey £ 1 3 L B & (bulk density) 5 & ¥5 0 * KkiE FE 2 Ap e 4
BB ZRE o 325 % d Gupta & Larson(1979)#74 41 -

6, = axsand (%) +bX silt(%) + c X clay(%)

+d Xorganic matter(%
He
0, ARSI ET oA 7 ok £ (em'fem’)
a~-b~c~d- ez Eﬁ?l”ﬁ*ﬂt

10



.6 T T T T TIrrT T T T TIrrTT T T T T T TTTT

T
St }
-
E
o 4 F 4
= SHARKEY 1 (CLAY)
o (Vertic Haplagueois)
d; 4
= 3r -
B
3 RICHLAND B 12 (SILT LOAM)
: (Typic Hapludalfs)
g2r SHELBY A1l (SANDY CLAY LOAM)
= o (Trpic Argivdoils)
b FREELAND B1 (SANDY LOAM)
. o (Glossic Fragiudaifs)
: BEULAH C1 (LOAMY SAND)
(Typic Dystrochreprs)
0 L L1 ! 1 ij41 L Ll L 1111l 1 L L L Liill 1 L L L i1
.01 -1 -1 -10 -100

MATRIC POTENTIAL , BARS
B 2.6 7 F 3 3E chgF ped’ A (Gupta & Larson,1979)
B 2.6 5 Gupta & Larson(1979)#7i%2. & & 7 fo 45 3 &t G & 2
Y A B LR ERE Y ARG N(2-0)Tde p 2 2

W OAR o

~ X 4732 ;% (Semiphysical approach) :

Iy

LH3m =iz d Aryaet al(1981) %73 1) o A&+ » 435 4 ek s 4

FodARA R Y R H AT E A B3 2 kg R

s \ P2 ° ) ,—]z
SEER R LEETEE LEGES LR 2SS AN LU LR
2. enhf 4o 3477

WiNe = JEF2L weeeeeeeeee e 2-7
V L= (_l)e = ﬂ'}/}zli ......................................... ( )

pi
s

Vi @3 IR A (cm/g)
w, L 2R A REE(g/R)

11



p, ¢ 2 IR R (g/em)

3
A
al
P
=
a0\
~
(@]
g

Bt B4 K (cm)
o E kR e AR ()

O: 4q3k4 44k

P, © ok % B (glem’)

Aryaet. al (198111 ™ 2%(2,7)22:8) H 17 4 i #¥jfcd SUSWCC) > £
fe & van Genuchten(1980)sh 58S fr o~ n & e > * R 2 & R %KW I| 2 3R

Ficd A - van Genuchten(1980)# 73 1 erss ;N 4o o157 !

O MfzkE

0, : 4 foprermlfE 5 ok R

I

0. @ mARHFE 5k

r

a, n, mi 58 BEEHY Rk

=~ %#cis 32 (Parameter estimation methods) :

Vereecken et al.(1989) 11 * st3+ & e 5% sk i fodicie fF > # 5 van

12



Genuchten (1980)s2r 38 ¢ #12 & ch % ficE(o~n &) > "TE I e FETv
R Y e T o b = fEdE R b SRR I e
TR 2 e BlacBptiE? TR EPFHRE(E)A & I EDE

2

SHco L@z '%Q-J’gm—}ﬂ/{;/w\#};f‘Fl.mmF;‘}_'_o_‘;:"l']‘_!—‘%;\‘.

I

WM

i
BIEGHER Y D RAGRELIR G T &

Steffen & Gred (2007) # 1 3 3% @ﬁﬁj = 42 ;% (PTFs) %?{d A AP
4 248 % & (Bulk density) ~ 3% F4.(porosity) ~ 3 # i 7z £ (Organic mater con-
tent) > Fb2 ~FIEREZE N ek dE R E R LY Ao gt 2 T

Flr + Bend AR T 0 EE Y A SR 8k B van Genuchten

(1980)e120 3% ¢ o~ n % Sdicid o BAF I3 o SLengh L (i e fF 4
TR kR B8 3 0 oo & SeliclELY L AR S chud SRae bF o

H R %be™ 97

F 19 gy 2 3ER(0.05~2mm) 5 B 66.5%

9]’ =0 3\
6, =0.788+0.001-clay —0.263-D,
In(@) =~0.648+0.023- sand +0.044-clay=3.168-D, >
......... (2-10)

n=1.392-0.418- sand 0024 11212 clay=0-704

_ 1—1 J

F 4 7)1 AE#(0.05~2mm) 3 B+ 4t 66.5%FF :
6 =0 \
r

6. =0.89+0.001-clay—0.322-D,
In(e) =—4.197+0.013- sand +0.076 - clay —0.276 - Db > ........ 2-11)

n=-2.562-7x10" - sand 0% 1.3 75. c1qy=0-016

mzl—l Y,
n

13



2.1.2.2 #jcd RefeF IR %
FTRFRER I EFY QP FRTR e - 518 ok i
B R JEAR e otk s B s Kok B il Rn B RIPF 0 g 7 iF

FIp e AR 0 M IR R L2 G B Y S F IR % (hysteresis)  (4-®] 2.7) o

Drying scanning curve_|

ain drying curve

Main wetting curve

Wetting scanning curve

Volumetric water content9
B 2.7 FHpcd Henfe kIR % (van Genuchten, 1980)

Fhr ok BB he2 ok o o4 ER B 4e > PTR 2 FAE MRS 2R
4 & 2 d 2 (main drainage curve, MDC) 5 48 F &> o §2% % i B 4ovx ok o
oA GRBT R o P ALY M2 5 2D R JRE Y S(main wetting
curve, MWCQC) -

Klausner (1991)4 41 ¢ i S L/F R G chRF]L & ¥ v § T 7| B0 1 23
VIR P A # 2 RR] 0 & % R FUTE(ink-bottle effect) o fdt ok E A2

Pk kA iR E@ ) Sk Y REATRA S F AR o

14



(1) e tefod P 35 37 548Kk 4A ¢ [fli07 § (entrapped air) » i 7 F &
ok oS R EERE A T A 4R o
(2) 4 3tk g ok S ALY ST A 4 e A 4 (thixotropy) 2 B B 5% i
(aging)
Folged Sk LR IRES BA b0 Y I e S R K e i
(Fredlund & Xing, 1994)> @ 2% IR ‘%L:T“u g 4c * % & P Pham, et al.(2005)
ORI 20 fE Ry Y R AR ] 0 R e pew
2.1.2.3 $ikd Rz PEFF
PP Y RNT) 5 ¢ JEAMRaE T8 2 T e e R o
7 it BRI 6 F1 I IHE L g e et @7 F o H B &
ko] AL G REE R Ry 2 B ¢ B Y R

b A A R T LA Ry 5 73 F o Tarantino & Tombolato (2005)

ook Pr At - R EL -
™
r——
- S
5 Clay ™~
E’ = \\E\‘
|
U o . G "
& Sl". “‘-‘ .
= ™~
E Iﬂ-—d—l—i—'\‘ ™ \“M
1 “ Sand . H“-x
~
i ‘k h I\‘x
o = .
II\ \1“‘“—1._‘ -
o ———— — \\-I
al 1 1] 100 {1 ] a0 10000 RO

Soll Suciion (kPs)

B 2.8 72 AR g fd & (Sillers et al., 2001)
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10—

S 0 o, = 1200 kPa
i O o, = 600 kPa
i A o, =300 kPa
1
i
08— i
o
H . i
= i
g |
2 i
D06 ;
k= |
- |
g |
o |
04 — |
i
_sar accusian = Sn:|:|'.|rnl.|'ni
1
\i B
02 T T T L L L | T 1

100 200 500 1000 2000
Peost-compaction matric suction, s: kPa

B 29 7 L2 B+ 5T g ded 5 (Tarantino & Tombolato, 2005)

>

3

Ng & Chen (2008)4F 7 & # $1 fcd S 2 b 4 AT
e B RO FIREFIERBA KL B oA RN RMMDCO)
B R EY RMWCO)F 3 977 o R E RGR T IR R AR
% o 7 LA 1477 0 Ng & Chen (2008) 1" 2 3 Jis 4 1% i+ F]+ 32 504 e
M7 e F oo
@] 2.10 2_(a)~ (b)~ %] 5 Ng & Pang(2000b)¥ Ho et. al(2006) %+ 87 =
FENT LR A EET AR F e A B 211 5 Tse(RO07)H - f&

IEAR PR S F A E R T > T 2 3 e ed B EF IR % o

16



(b) —m CDG_0kPa (pg=1.52 Mg/m®; w; = 16.1%)
o CDG_30kPa(p; =1.53 Mg/m’; w, = 16.1%)
________ - -+ — CDG_80 kPa (ps = 1.52 Mg/m®; w = 16.1%)
&, &4 ¥
] ]
£ E
z
2 -
g i
_E —= CDV_O0KPa (py= 1.47 Mg/’ w, = 30.3%) =
0.2 s 0.
= —o— CDV_40kPa (ps = 1.47 Mg/m®; w; =30.3%)
- - CDV_80kPa (P = 1.50 Mg/m®; w; =30.3%)
0.1 i \ 0.1
0l 1 10 100 1000
0.1 1 10 100 1000 1o
Matric suction (kPa) Matric suction (kPa}

B 210 %% 3 B4 05T gl R H EF IR % (a)Ng & Pang,

2000 (b) Ho et. al, 2006

0.5

® ISO (pg=1.52 Mg/m'; w; = 16.1%)

ID (pa=1.52 Mg/m’; w, = 16.1%)
S 04 g—---—=—=3I3  --&-DEV(ps=152 Mg/m’; w; = 16.1%)
at '
§ k:_\ \\‘.\\
= \"\ A
g -, '\.\ "'.__ ES
SRR N

Zo3m N \ N
. T N
;= Y Sl N e
E " \ T-.‘ H'a""l-.._‘_._. HH"‘-\-_‘_\-
E - = [ ] “"-..-.. ""_H
= = . —m= Y .
2 0.2 =~ A

 S— - h

— l- _':i__.- e
B
0.1
0.1 1 10 100

Matric suction (kPa)

Bl 2.1 7 F 4 o e SRenBSE (Tse, 2007)
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FoRER BB - B2 AR RE PR R P B Mg T

B o B 2R PTFef BEF

P ERY TREE Py
T 4 cHl be il AT A A DI R IR % TR B
(hysteresis loop)» %2 %/ c4& 7 Hi B F PR Fl i 2 XL ARF g 4
AT Tt EILH L) AT €A% > & RFT K (ink-bottle effect) B 5K
X2 URERRe RO FHARC RS IEFER PR A AL -

=3
F]#* Ng & Chen (2008) Zi&4Ffcd M1 427 2 T * F v 3 4 F A4 K

i3
s o@
a5 e o

213 A 45 fod e s

PO TRAR LAY B2 E Y REuln Y o mint 2 i
SR OREE) T4 R RIBEE S = B oA [ endt L 0§ a4
T a2 Aengfico

phrfod A B s o 2 ey s 4 &% & Terzaghi (1925)

s + = v .
e dl o WA 5L

'

Y Sy
O @M%k

U, 3t HoRE

e a0 et HFAT o AP T FERDZAREH -
F(2-12) & 3 B ik 2 I AR e focnlE A T chg diik 4 o iSRS

18



§ﬁﬁﬂ%*%b%#j%ﬁ?ﬁ@*Qﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁ%iﬁyﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ
2 g snf 4 2 5% 5 Bishop (1959)#7# 41 el & 4o ™ -

O =(0—u, )+ (U, = Uy, ) oo (2-13)

o T kpfed Hehg 4 o BHL H7 & (skeleton stress)

oA

F2-13)% io(u, —u,) T ERAFTEA > A (0—u,) - BAFE ERA (net
stress) ©
Bishop ¥ Donald(1961) % & {738~ 48 fren= §hid % o Bhdpd o Wi
o, (BVR) ~ u, fru, = 78 @ mpg 84 (o, —u, ) fr(u, —u, ) se & 7
B BB E RN PR R LB ET N(2-13) 0 il o
Fredlund & Morgenstern(1978) “~Fredlund & RaHardjo (1993) &+ J& # 31

2R TRAE SRS BT g)/ TR S & RPN A R Sty Y TR

¢ 453
(O =t,)Fo (U, =1, ) e (2-14)
(O =1, )F (U, = 1,) oo (2-15)
(O =1,)Fo (O =1y ) e (2-16)
MRS Ty R T TR ETP LN Spl ey 3

e s NQ-1A) R e o BT LT 0 2R T
AR ST BRAAE N - S F R AHEHN S F RS ZF 0

FINE e RS T A BRE RY # at R R E A G

19



WA B R A I e d B s R AR o A e

R RPN PR UEEL VAR SLEE: & 19 RNl 3 S

2.13.1 % sk Sdkcy
Bishop(1959) 13 sl 4 LA T2 8 (2-13)7 & 5 % »efed Sdcy ’ i

»

FIREKOFE TG kS fly g AR LM G ¢ 5
Khogo,et al.(1993) ; Khalili & Khabaza(1998) ; Vanapalli & Fredlund (2000) %
T ERARIAPM 2 e

Khogo,et al (1993) :

Z :1 ’ S = se
(5. ~5,) STRG Py (2-17)
(S +a,)’
He
a, - Sk
St M ex 4 i (critical suction)

S, * 7 # i [ (air entry value)
S 1 5 »xek 4 ig (effective suction)
e Khogoetal. W It BH N0 I R GHEFHRET M- S0l

:]‘io

20



Khalili & Khabaza (1998) -

Khalili & Khabbaz(1998)#-% 4 £ % & i& & &t & % & 5 o

(suction ratio) - R & f& 4 ¢ yuEw 4 b i dEF Ao B 2.12 1T o

-
% — Best fit:
£
oy
1]
o
w |
g ; ;
G S
] I
]
o] § i e
E 0.2 : o E—— =
0
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Suction Ratio
B 2.12 ye&ex 4t % (Khalili, er al., 2004)

Vanapalli & Fredlund (2000):

K‘_ik‘ _
7=S _(05) ................................................ (2-19)

RS L feR o Kn BRI 05 RE S 0,5 e forfE ok E -
S-S, _6-6
1-S  6-6




H v
SstfcR > S, s mPEICR
K& BTk
O SR RE o O, 5ol i kR
Vanapalli & Fredlund ¥ 4| * Escario & Juca(1989) #7fash— % 7|t
BY A RRFEHRES O HREUQ19)EQ2-20) k437 vk 4 S B

B2 Rl th o F skt Sl y fobe o bl Ao @) 2.13 S

1.0
) ¢ 3(2-19)

- T 220

o
@
T

o
()]
T

Effective Stress Parameter, x
o
=

T

o
(7]
=2
[<]
b
©
(41
L

e
N
T

0.0

0 20 40 60 80 100
Degree of Saturation, S (%)

B 2.13 7 3235\ ey &2 42 4o & B % (Vanapalli & Fredlund, 2000)
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2.1.4 Wabefod et 4 B R
g A4 2R ¥ i"’;,\mév\ﬁ?‘f‘?i tgm}_::rm Z u,a)@; ‘ff%’?’\:}id‘ ;;ﬁiﬁ)fﬁ;

¢ ¥ > F]p* Fredlund, et al.(1978)#-40fr 2 # ehi & B G EIR EF L 3 i

A

Fa b et ok BN RS (0-u )8 AT (u,-u,)B BB
Bl w b 4 R ot

T, =c'+(0,—u,), tan@'+(u, —u,), tan ¢’

T, BRSBTS
¢ L RE
(0, —u,), - FIRPF > BLIR 5 1 a0 i
(u,—u,),: B pE L T s A )
DB o B P iR 4
DRI PE 0 ERG b g B
¢ ARETE R R d
¢ R T 4 REAT A WAoo B
Fredlund #-%' 4 % & ~ # 4 AT 2 Fehl i mdo- B
WG 4] 2.14 S1T e
1295 Blight(1967)eh= #hid % 2 2 Escario(1980)enE F 385 2 % » & 238
paEfed AT R B¥kb g Re Ly BB 2 - L Apk D

IEBELYTIEEFRS B A AL DREE - LiEoH - LR

A N F ERHE BN EN 9B - e d BARE S F R F B R

B S P B R € BBt o F R4 R ES Y BERER P F RS
B % doBl 2.15 #1o7 o
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A -
e . <\~M
@ &°

N

8 .O% !
E , 2 ¢
N | 1r=C + (Us—Uuy)r tan ¢b W 4
= [
2 b
%) ¢

Extended M-C Failure Surface

1 = C + (0—Up)s tan &
c’{

e
Net Normal Stress, o—uj,

#, P RRETERL N
o
z

v 2 s A ﬁ;;:"-:. ” < - .
Bl 2.14 & k2 fod 3§ Z2E ;-[/i / :;?f%’m (Fredlund & Rahardjo,1993)
e :"’--J.:’{-i
:_=_I I ,:;;;x 'F_-_f- IE
- T e
A WL &
e __,.-_:';:E;;
Pl
I

1000
g | |
o
< 750
t..a
@5 e
¢ 500 | =
] o
5 o5Q ___ * Red Silty Clay, o0 — u, = 120 kPa
jai o Madrid Gray Clay, o — u, = 120 kPa
? 9 | | \

0 2,500 5,000 7,500 10,000 12,500 15,000
Matric Suction, u, — u,, (kPa)

B 2.15 %4 %A a4 b P g (Lu & Likos, 2004)
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% 11 Bishop(1959) % »xji 4 =38 % » Fredlund 0% f & i54% v

Bl Bl Q22T 4 35 B O N R 4o

Ty =C'+[(0f —u,), +x(u, —uw)f}taw' ...................... (2-22)
B (2-21) 88 (2-22) 4 B il W F] y ~ P ¢ 2 B OB ke T
tang’ = ytang'= fi(u, —u,)= f,(S) oo (2-23)

dRQ-1D)T s prghiged w9 SR A 0 R F Y
God B At AL FACRE MR G o

FUOERA SFEAEE TS S HRAR RIS AP E BAER

Pmt
\ﬂ-

A AeA P Ao B 216 from 0 R R R RS R R TRk R SRS
“ o fr Khalili,et al.(2004)2 5 sl A 5 Atk > #hid B4 3 KA EEITE
Bl FREF - AT o FRARER A e gy 0 AR 2.17
ErE oo d U F AT At e ke fesnd P B R § Ul S LA

B »

[
>

Tr=Tro + Cé’

Shear Stress, ©

Tf=Tqo + Cg”
Tr=Tro + 01”

’

Tro = C'+ (0 — Up)tan ¢

o
oz

Net Normal Stress, ¢, - u,

B 2.16 ZR* a A& B3k LAMErR 4 Riem 2 (Tg p Fredlund &
B

Rahardjo,1993)
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1000

| @ Kaolin, Suction = 0—-300 kPa (Wheeler and Sivakumar, 1995)
o Trols-Rivieres Silt, Saturated and Unsaturated (MaStouk et al., 1995)
800 |
g o
= 8
T g00 +
% Saturated CSL (M = 1.5)
a -
(4]
S 400 | =
= 1 ° . *
> L]
a %
5 % CSL (M=0.81)
200 e
* L]
©
u‘ R S W i I S SR T T S ST S T W
0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Mean Effective Stress, p’ (kPa)
(a)
2400 > :
| Sion Silt, Suction = 50-280 kPa (Geiser, 1999)
I o Jossigny Silt, Suction = 0~1500 kPa (Cui and Delage, 1996)
.
A1800 fi Saturated CSL (M =1.3)
g ™~
=
‘u_ L ]
@
@
£ 1200 | °
7]
L2} i : 4] g
T . °
2 0N
§ - Saturated CSL (M = 1.05)
600 | o
=]
0 r b i 1 L A L L I S A i " L n n
0 300 600 900 1200 1500 1800

Mean Effective Stress, p’ (kPa)

(b)

B 217 3 s TR RERT %@ (D)3 BAYLAHE7 b2 (L

& Likos,2004 :zi p Kahlili, et al.,2004 §F & #icdy @)
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215 MWehtpfod BB ET

A fod BRI BT A Z I KA UIF o -~ R4 B
SenfRT JEMAIE RS B ,l}Lfo}?Eﬁ‘iﬁﬁfifﬂé}éﬁ’fr-‘ HE etk
BT R R 1T 5 R RRE S e RIMAR SR 0 RRRIMAE R
AT A Ee oA 2~ AERA FEANEET 5 g b

KOl o MR FAARNAISE S 2 v AR RORERT o e FUR 0 2

o

i%ﬁﬁW%UiﬁE%%Q%%ﬁ%’ﬂﬂ’%5€}m1ﬁ$ﬁ
BT AR AR R R SRR B T I Ao M At 0

BTt Rivy HApMERmLEASE LTS 5 ATHH o

CERSA T RS 2 %

Futai & Almeida (2005)" 12 F & i d) fedrdlex 4 2 S enffFm™ » 1 34
MEE S R D BBl 218 Fd BB R oG * kg #
BRI S BB RETMA A Bl S o S uE T FRY
PR BRIV - S5HTFF A Rd A 2O ¥R R
Frd ok LpFs 972 I o § R4 BRI AT ¥R B M BB
+ # % (Alonso, et al.,1990 - Wheeler & Sivakumar, 1995) -

B SR A 0 B 2 Ao RGBT R 0 T > R R BY AL

R T E b LR A I YRR AL A BB R G

ob ;el_,l}-fr"ﬁ D s N g2tk A
R R AR R R MBS A L gk
RN ] o G A SR be e d eI I R
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FRRE R Mgl 5 7 sg 4 2o (Loret & Khalili, 2002 ~ Gallipoli, ef al.,

2003 ~ Chiu & Ng, 2003) -

13

Void ratio, &

] ® Saturated

1 O (uy— u,) = 100 kPa

:D{ua—u'l=3mkF'a

{ iy Air dried

o8 T T T T T T T T T
1 10 100 1000

Mean net stress, p — u,: kPa

B 2.18 /B %o RNER 4% (L crdk% (Futai & Almeida, 2005)

CEURIERT o F R A g LR
R EERROEET o 4 Eaikgpr b 2 R A R ;ﬁdp];:“z{‘ﬁ
Bg o pt - 7 5 fL2 5 % 4 B F(suction consolidation) ¢ ¢ #5(shrinkage)

(Kohgo, et al., 1993) -
Blight(1965) ~ Vicol(1990)#2 Fleureau, ef al. (1993) 328 7 ¢ 2 3 > %5

iz B P %k (drying-wetting cycle) {5 PR 8 11 o BT Bk g % 28 T

G B AET FEF BERE MR R gt
BARE T FEF BB R R g TR > F PR e foh D B
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7 ‘1)\:\

EoA @M B4 BN F B BRI SRR 2 AR

— N =

B 9E > B 2.19 5 Vicol(1990)2 Fleureau, ef al. (1993) 58 e 5 % o

1.4 — — | . I I -
' ‘l\ Jossigny Loam B Experiment {drying)
12 \\L O Experiment (wetting)
0 - __‘___ — Modd prediction
(=]
3
- 08
-]
= 08
04
0.2 sttt el el _._._4“._4. Laaiul
0 1 10 100 1000 10000 100000 1000000
Suction (iiPa)
(a)
085 .
Zate Jossigny Loam
suction Initial Normal Siress = 50 kPa
08 : —_— Air Entry Value = 185 kPa
g 0.76 (Ugethy) — % w Measured {Vicol, 1990)
& - \.. —- Predicted
T [~ T
:n' o7 I|l = "?T
i ~
Saturated elastic response [ ™- [
DES5 | {from Fleureau sf al, 1993 ~‘— Unsaturated |
| respanse
0.6 -
10 100 1000 10000

Effective Mormal Stress, Suction (kPa)

(b)
Bl 2.19 §7% A% ™ 2 3O ¥ 1 ¢ (a) Fleureau, et al.,1993 (b)Khalili, et

al., 2004 :z% A Vicol,1990 § % #icdy
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ERESANERUE L SR S S Ul S B U VAN S Sl JES R E BEY £

>

o

—+48
N
7

R

o

3
ET

)

¥

;8 IR % (collapse upon wetting) » #73f VR IR % £ 2 e fr g 2 b

’Ffmwﬁ’ﬂ“b4ﬁ%4ﬁﬁ%%$?“ﬁ@€

=\

=t

WA WA g RN L TR g o

Khalili, er al. (2004)§ 33 7 22 # BLA $130 304 e fod g * 14
FREEBRNEE A PR F o BRI AL NS e fo B 1§ RBRD
B 4eB] 2.20 P esE B A1 o BAE 2 G o4 Rk B AcBE 1 AT o g pE
FA TR PG A 4 MR TR o B FIfER G v OR o 4ogh 2 1T o

#oFHE LB

e

Ao L FHERT ¥ RBADEE S BERA T ED
g B ROE- > FIEARE A A Rl R R I S Bl P chBE 3 A
oo T 2 0 BN RBAMEH AL R 0 2RI LB RO S
wOR(B S 1-2) 0 @ AR R PR R 0 A 4 P A e (R

1-3) > b TR 4 R F] o

Void Ratio

-

»

Effective Stress
Bl 2.20 &I 24 g9k ¥ (Khalili, ef al., 2004)
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BN 3 B R T

34 o Sharma(1998) % 3%k |+ 4 3%

B AL AT w R RA RS

(TiRsk & % 4o @) 2.21 1

1.4 —
First drying
] d
/
First wetting
1-2 —
Second wetting
2
E -
2
=
1 —
s
Second drying
0'8 T T T TTTT T T T T T TTTT T T T T T T1TTT1
3 10 100 1000
Suction: kPa
Bl 2.21 23 A F BicBRIETHRT™ MU f % 1© (Sharma, 1998)

= 7,#@};{;}{;&*:

w3 eh oK

I'+ |

gokEBgE g AR o Bt iE R T 2

B kg

-I-"Yp~

F DR M o KE

E AR R MBI

e fed A Gk FURGERY TUHF A
MR R 1Y AR

R SR I R e

AR 2 SRR I OR R Rehk 3F S 0 Tl F AR h R R RE 2 M ey

B bt Rem gk T
AR R R

- S E R m’ﬁ TR A

BEAH TS

ZIE = G e n”:%@gﬁ% PO T A ALY AR e (e AT
AR s B0 BG4I RS KR A

31



WA RERA E A IR okt Ry F B 2
PoREE TR o AR T I ERPEI Mg gt HiE

Rahardjo(1990) % & {7 — & 7|1 = 2 -k 4c §% (Ko —undrained loading)
SRS 0 P UHHmICHE R BREIERRSORE B § R ¢ A

TS Bk N R doTT AR B L CH 0 4o 2.22 4

o
5
gu"ooo
5 | ° g
1. . |
f ©

§ +

15
o o0 400 500

200 300
ELAPSED TINE, +( min. )

B 2.22 7 $-kig i 304 G X R 47 7 5 (Rahardjo,1990)

Fredlund & Rahardjo (1993) #& d\ K e ffec 7 5 OB HRE ﬁ %
B AR A ECRM AR 2T HIZ 4 o Graham, et al. (1995) 77§ & {7 973 £
F $EK = $JR 45385 (Quick-undrained triaxial compression test) > it # & gk

LI

N

L3tdh? ROREETIA G frd T R X AHMBR T F
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22 WA e fod Pend £ g R

WAL el A BhF B pEL § kS Be il FEF
Bz o - LEFERANFEREE p D FHAI(R LB
Vg kI e e d Hehd BF L o

A A a <30 k3t Mt ot ahd BRI 0 gk
AR A A frd 3 RPN S AR IR RPN L B BF A RIS
et s BRCAI(RE B)te v pr
22.1 ;WL &pfed Eend BT 5 B K

BANA AR frd Y o R T SRR MR vt £ g
BOWICHOKRE T F R e ik A ) B o g iR 4 € R RS R
B2 egE e A v 5 L TR NURE R e 3 i B FH
BPRBEEL - F3 RARIEOZARITH o I8 frfrd Fen7 pof4 F
FARLPITFAR S AR HER 4 J (Lu& Likos, 2004)° A 57 3 48w R 2 4P B

A AP 1T R R m?}}%l’}’ﬁﬁ B g 2.1 0

%20 F0A A frd A AT R B M 2 R

ﬁ‘iﬂf BHE A

B g kiR & PR ’F’T‘“ = t%’m%
Schuurman(1966) 2 ),@ 4 Rk ‘,.ﬁ]t}_%fr AR A W3
UMK R 2B IR B o

Barends(1979) 3 & 1234 F Schuurman(1966)
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E QIE’-_*’—‘ £2 Schuurman(1966) £ %] 2 < » i
PSS tRIEE i S PAP- R
3 Fg%é’v;fizzﬁ ﬁ KR AL (A E)eh

TRE o

Wheeler(1988)

| = ﬂ_m@_ \_

e IR SR LR 2 B Ap o d AP
Fredlund & Fred cndt R 4 S ¥ Ba{e Bw & > 4
Rahardjo(1993) fRferfod 2 PR EF L ¢ I F B (Ua)
frat BoR R Uw)ihdp 3 81 472 o

HA A et B 0E 2 AApm
BopsE = A rEL Y ch TR LB IR G A 4 0 ¥
Mo brfrd P IR F 4p LAt @
Al Sl s I

Lu & Likos(2004)

2.2.1.1 Schuurman(1966)32 %
2o g ki £ REE B b FU L 2 (Boyle's
Law)¥ § ] %_t=(Henry’s Law of solubility)-> Schuurman(1966) % £ & :# f -k
RE RGO S PREHT T - B8 B2 FRAES
Mok R 2. enI@ s B % o M IR A H DB R AT
(1)- B 4o Tk 2 entefok © A 85%14 1+ » F]pt 7 4812 F j2 (Air Bubble)
B PN FANIEZ Y > TP BERFEFARDER ] o

Q)F BHEERNELT > FHOF REMFFIRPEANE &
(Boyle’s Law) °

G atfis £ NiEET > FHMEF BIENIHL? hF L BEE TR

(Henry’s Law of solubility) e
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Phase Water Uw
Uw

2 ®)

B 223 F e ¢ g B~k Rend T GBI Pp Lu & Likos, 2004)

FR KBRS TG 40T AN AR
zriu, = wriu, —27rq

u,=u,— (2g/r) oo g HRR Ny e e eeeeiinaeee, (2_24)

Nlud
A=

u, - j\@
o FR
gt Fmikd
r i i% (Air Bubble)sh i & iz
# ¥ (2-24)f2 5 Kelvin’s Equation = "k B % F € X Ik F 5 Bip

P T E S g TR AR BRI R e PR EF RS RN Q2247

[ R
u,=u, +ud — (2q/r) ................................................ (2_25)



2.2.1.2 Wheeler(1988)32

Wheeler(1988) #7# 1 e 4 #7424 » + #7 Schuurman(1966) =% £, 4p

:ﬁ

» £ 8] 3t Wheeler 3% 5 &30 2 84T N § f 0238 < 30 2 3 FHIER o

H Pz 4 Bl 2.24(a)#7oT -

g.‘ y
£ 8
A0/
2N ek
 papat

X X
s QPO o WY
ES S A
= w». i A0
Q) el Y 7 AN
- [ ‘ &
S LR TSl Y o <l S I

(a) (ug — uy) atlower limit (b) Bubble cavity floods {c) Diffusion of gas from cavity

B 2.24 § -k 6 #3](Wheeler, 1988)
Wheeler # ¢, 2 (@ B & P33 I gt e 2 &6 {o R S cnddick X £
Mo kpfod HAD I 5 MAAT 0 B M RS AT Ao

€ T S (2-26)
_ 1-=S)e

=(1=8)  oeeeemeee (2-27)
1+e

f

Eife, Bt f A B 3§ RUAEAE 15 A 35 F 12 (air bubble) e
LT RGN G R KR 2Rl
2T
@ Wheeler e 4 0] ¢ > T3V M5 Meng 2 X 3T 2 3ESER > T A
FookAg B g €5 e f A Do § WP o0 doB 2.26 477
FIt g F R SN RBRDEFAE L oom R EF o RBRE (TR

B)gF L T UE S Ao (2-29)47 0
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c e Y H 7
—l/tw . ‘Pﬁ.é?‘b&"{

Gas Gas
bubble bubble
(a) Gas pressure higherthan (b) Gas pressure lower than
water pressure

water pressure

B 225 ‘Mg e+ 2ka % d > »(Wheeler, 1988)

Wheeler #73 1 enPe & #03] P 0 § & enge ALK K B2 - LIP3 A

fed ARG AR XA A o RHK N hy KRS AG B hivig

* NN g et BB TR R (2R o

2.2.1.3 Fredlund & Rahardjo(1993)32 4

Fredlund ¥¥ Rahardjo (1993)%}>* Schuurman(1966) ~ Wheeler(1988) %
B2 %4

HHRNEF kA e R4 F L Kelvin's Equation 323535 41§ 3

2 e
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(1) Kelvin’s Equation 235 % Jf 3 A frk < 32 85% 11+ » 5 Wi~
RERHF IR Df e

Q) ¥»r g e FLIT AR @ FRE Gt bs 2 Baro

(3) Schuurman(1966)32 # -3¢ 4 # ¢ =4 3% 2 % (air bubble collapse theory) ° #7
P e MG KRS - TRk BRSO 0 T
BWMEBmTRAANI WK A B HFROG - BB FHREFTIH

FREKRBEF ARG i en Prob- B BEFEE - H3F e
7

3%
pt8
AR

BEVEHRST o
(4) l’f"’—il.léq:}?'ill 71\@ E":_E’i”]xz,b-‘g; sr:}il’/t’ LF%‘ }\}img& ) e 4 ”5-, 4[’ 15
j@ﬁé\:mi\’gb, Lbb%-ﬁgé;z;}-} K 4e ;\.pﬁ\:h,! B 1% brg ,1;(‘_57\7\ %:*@ET’O

(5) Schuurman(1966) & # 573k Jreng@e ;" A po b it BT 2 L A F

ol

BLOR B (7 5 L AP R E G EIARETR o
3% i R #] Fredlund 22 "Rahardjo #& & 72 3[4 /& 4 4~ 3(pore pressure
parameter) ELEE K fE RN A L BATCRIFER R 3 2K R
R B R SR R

# “ Fredlund & Rahardjo(1993) 2 /i 48 en/ 542 1% 4 Jip gk > H 2 K &

B 4e3t (2-30)22 B] 2.26 #7

Nlud
A=

C: F&erﬁfi
Voo AR

w R e d

38



Isothermal
compressibility

1 dv
at point A = vV a

{Constant temperature)

A

Volume, V

Pressure, u

B 2.26 ¥R Hplken ¥_% (Fredlund & Rahardjo,1993)

PR Af s 2EF R e gy kRS

SR GRS b fo R 2 7 :}ibkév;“.?;t;g),@# BB %0 BT e

C, —SC(

Co C, @ A B kR & S5 Bk PR R
S L ARfr R
hEFBRR
do B+ M
m, R R

du,

Fredlund & Rahardjo(1993)#-3%(2-31) 7 = ( p "/t’( )Au\ B2 E I

KR SRR Sl BRI Q3D %A
C. =SC.B, +{(1=S+hS)B, [T, } ++reereeerreerererserereerresreens (2-32)

39



414 > Fredlund & Rahardjo(1993)41 % # -k 4c §4 skl 4 R 55 M (i 7
Poofore ORI B TR0 B R e U R e b (A B4 (2-33) 2 (2-34)

22 gl 2.27 #7on -

dv
[—‘J SC A0 e (2-33)
0 Jo
dv dv
V|t ) T ) md )
( v, jl [ A l 1 22 W T (2-34)
# e

0~1~20 2Rl &7 R4 Peanfiec g g ~ R EhA
R L TR LU TR ey
notILMF

w3 TR A B

d ;%(2-33)= ;4(2-34) :

(dVv ] (dvv J (dvv J
= +

v, )y \ve ) v, ),

Bod 17 Pl AT R SR T KR R Ao (2:36) 4 ¢

B = R2R3 _ R4
“  1-RR,
_ Rz — R1R4
Y 1-— R1R3 ...................................................... (2_36)

He

R RyRoR, © Am ~Snihbl fhle & > 7 jEd $oRacfiiasm £409 o
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do

e
Vv
V.
o \ d(o uz) dVv
° dVv Undralned
— E loading
85
9 m Dissipation
= of excess
Dramed_/'\ re
loading - A po
\ pressures
\
\
—— Pore fluid compression
---- Constitutive relation for soil
structure
@ {0 -ug)orao
dVy\ _/dVy dv,
( Vo‘)°_( Vo )‘+( Vo ),
vy
Vo d (ua - Uw)
P —
b s
~ m
| Vo /2 ~
[} ~
55 N
€ 9| ——- Constitutive relation for soil
structure
(®) (ua - uw)

B 2.27 304 4 frd SRk e gU0r 7 ok e AR BE R

(Fredlund & Rahardjo, 1993)

Increasing S
Decreasing (ua - Uw)

o

2 A
2 ¢ |

B Pore-air pressure 4—4' s;tlurated
o} Unsaturated |

§ soil |

2 Initial 1 )

2 condition Point 1 Saturation
5 point

s |

e Pore-water

5 pressure

o

o

Au, 0o

Isotropic pressure, 05

B 2.28 7 eI HE 4 % #c(Fredlund & Rohardjo, 1993)
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Fredlund & Rahardjo(1993)# 1} /x W@fﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁg‘w Z Y b ot g 4p
FPEs it AR 4 $8@ B,foB, &> F{|* BHEraFHmREHRA
FHE R ER LT L P IV F BRUYeI KR (U)o 3
5 1“3 o Fredlund & Rahardjo(1993)# {é ¥ 259 %7 % 2K R4

T A el 2 RS SRS E T A 2 o

2.2.1.4 Lu & Likos(2004)32 #

Lu & Likos(2004)z3 5 $3030 0 & et izt f 4p k5L PR = 4p
(F s~ e a2 it § T e = 4pinde ST FT40 300 drfo d ) 4
AR S B E 8 B0 bR £ < R o Tt Ap gt e 4

(Schuurman, 1966 ~ Wheelet, 1988)#7# 4} c73fi ¥ 4 12 53k » Lu & Likos { 5

PBIA Lo s p kg end Bt 8 Tys B0 ¢ 455 (1) Ml g
P Q 2 piEr nd FT i QFE W Esd o

CH AR 5 0 o Kb o R T R HIER

B AR SR BE T EALG S BEIA et B K TR o Mz ApiE

=1

Pehd FEGRG o FR-f bz e A R A E @ T kiR
B 7% 4| 2_t=(Henry’s Law of solubility) ~ & 12 fi Z_&(Boyle’s Law) 32 8 &
WA EELRLFTHER - U A RS Efrd Wz fps B
Lo ARl Jrﬁuap 455 o REERA ) S AR B RS N e
PRFETR TR

s Lu & Likos(2004) 443538 A e et 3 en s 4p i o2 A A 4~ 72 |

7 ik L T I IR A 4T 0 H A G frd N 3RS p ks
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I RAE D s (78 % 0 R AT Al e AT

7R LR e REPTIRET A3 TR B R -
222 o bpfed Eend F 07

A Gt ATE BT INA e d 3 end B ) chdp B {,)% R
2 AR AP ML

EEATYEGEY ST B FRAI R e )

oot Bt A8 2 prded 22 9757

F 2.2 A kel A FHAAAM 2 gl A

ﬁ?;ﬂjz %w—ml 3 _% ;l[é;—:ri?g /T

: 4 B KA IR ket ;e £ E, 1
Alonso, et al. Bk Y S ﬂfr o \I
(1990) Cam-clay model = e T2 2> @ Hif * 303040 &

fod B [P HERRICHT mon ok RS A 1R L
Loret & ERAE W 421 AN NN I B iR R
Khalili(2000) ~ | % - ﬂﬁﬁﬁ*m@%ﬁéo@?¢&@4ﬁ~o
(2002) s R RBE PRy H ARG EFAKE -

51 % Alonso, et al.(1990):& = i3] » 1 F ik
Blatz & ‘L-‘;c‘} ﬁiqr},vﬁiq,*u—-]zi?% N e
Graham(2003) |7 .77 & R

BIERK -
Chiu & FHEIES e niTE o AT E P m AP
Ng(2003) RN S T A

R e b A
al.(2003) ﬁa&ﬁ W S AT e e
Sheng, et PUBEW ML A R Y R E R IR % 5
al.(2004) Ao VEERERT  MEREOGERET S o
Pereira, et RITm 2R * 20 CJS model » 1 R L G AF 2
al.(2005) WoimE % o
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Russell &

Khalili2006) | 0%

eI 24 2 f#iﬁ * 3% bounding surface model » $i-#% b1
B PRV R E R VAR Y

Li, X. S.(2007)
PEEA A A

J"!Tg{‘j; %ﬁ”—;’;\“ifp.,.@ j—i—e'rsév\éf‘fr'—lgﬁﬂ"m_
AP CHE ~ 7 s 5'{: )E'Tllpkﬁ—lmnb—é‘b
energy-dissipation) 1% & 2E f?j\ 4 RRA b et 3

2 /}J 1] {(WOI‘k-

A e

5% 56(2007) ,\_LL * - r«}g’lﬁs? G e JJE‘;QKA

2.2.2.1 Alonso, et al(1990)#-3)

Alonso, et al.(1990) 5 5 i & FILAL 4 2 30 defod 34 FHA
p Alonso 1 Cam-clay model iF 5 S04 &wdod 3 4 FH3 E 418 - WEi83F
?—‘ﬁ 55 %4 Alonso 2. P A {4 £ B 2 BHH#

Alonso, et al. PR M EEA (p)aghL G4 (g) B4 I8 (s)IT 5 ¥

B H ARG A58 A Bl4e Bl 2.29 (a) ~ (b) ~ (0)¥Tom
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(b) (c)

NI

B 2.29 Alonso, et al. -3 5B JR & (a) = X p-g-s + #93;5%(b) p-q & +
(¢c) p-s ® + (Alonso, et al., 1990)
fp-qo R RG HFRIAS N A on o PR DA i < o 1 (T A
VARl E BT L AN T2 o B P dhenf o e op, B LA R
foOnE A e
SR K ()P Bh S Fh s o
hop-s koo RyPRG dE B4 1 LC(loading collapse) ik £7 4 3

E’ﬁ ﬁ%ﬂ '17,1_';1‘ s é,_p_sﬂﬁj 1l

¥ U

.
3.+
F.
"
.
é‘ﬁ»
=

|

B R MBS 4 B 5o (B A et 3 cn3p R B R 4 ) end fic SI(suction
increase)* 7l & o LC £ E 4 K54 W 4em A= o @ BfRm SI &7 —
FrliE > g5 QARG CRFh 5 Bl ERAL PR
A5 0 a3 2. LC & SI &E—’F% M7 e e 4 FHATIE S R VP 0 e E e
o fiAzAR sy 0 LC 22 ST =B #3 4 e o
rven 4 EAZARs) BT A 4 DR PR R B L F F (Blaz &
Graham,2003) 5 S 57 dp 1 A7 ® 4R 9o it 5 g AF f o fcd SR IR
% (Sheng, 2004) > iF > B 4 chfym Z R > RV EDER % o
% A

=

SET S R R A R R i e A
7 ey B wld 38(2-37)82(2-38) % 7 ¢
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A0) -« dp,

de 7 = RO (2-37)
! v Po

et A -k | ds, e (2-38)
" v (S Pu)

_j_E'T v

de,’ ~de) A MR EGE S B g R A
sy DA RRAE S B4 R T Rl
A0) ~ A PR A RS BB A DT R Sk

K~ K IA;\‘;«:!JT&%\»‘}if,@;"éi’tl"Ei%ﬁ”%ﬁ-'ﬁ?}igﬁﬁ'{

MO F RPN A RiEES o T R 4 g e o
BT B PR G LC #9755k o Alonso, et al.(1990)iE 2% 11 ™ 7| i (N i ¥ R

'z N
ergl 3¢l

%@'
3

Als) & md Eargph s T ¥ R PR A S

A(0) R Fvad S OPF > ¥ R B AHAF

rAed AR LA P A(s) 2 A(0) st &

Bs— S BHIALs R g F
FR R sART RV 4G - BUE 0 s A&R > AR D
FARR o S BIEP E IO EE L o B 8 8 F F (Loret & Khalili, 2002

)AL

Q—
&
o
£
’E“—“
'%
)
'
A
\\\xr

+ Alonso, et al.(1990) %73

eRE 5N e i3 e o
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Alonso, et al.(1990):74-3] i Cam-clay model & 7 #:& {7 f§ € B¢ > ¥
FATH G BT T P I RHRIA ot antp Ml > 29 3 5 o
BLA B T et Bain o blhers § skt BLA B R
S Sl * & o Alonso, et al.(1990)s74%] » 5 P t4 # * Cam-clay model

m AR e AL LR A

2.2.2.2 Loret & Khalili(2000 ~ 2002)#-3]
Loret & Khalili (2000 ~ 2002)#-3] 8.5 7 g Fend - R *
R AN T B R AR U R e MR
PR AR T L0 5 oongdenE 4 F ~ Cam-clay model 1% 5 A # -
BREC R Ry oy T A SRR G R R B Bt d
g Al 1 Sl p R FHEE S p,, © pg F AL SR e gy i 0 2

S RHAF R RE D B R Sl 554 chatio B e st (240)

D= Doy eXp(&-X)- p,, (<Seﬁ_>)+ p.. (<Seﬁ'>) ........................... (2-40)

>

Peo > & RS
X HHEHERER

W

S, tF A TE’SW=(SL)—I D (S ) # S, <0 PF s RIS, )=0

Pon © Do, * A0 i p SR T mﬁbﬁ]ﬁ_ & #ic
P A B AR W A R A T
% B ARl A LI #20 Loret ¥ Khalili & 2002 & 45
A Fg e fIF RBE AT F RGBS A BEEND YRR
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(N) 2245 (A)n it o 1 0 p SE N~ ASC R enal 4 ST 4 g Pl
% fL{é 1 Cam-clay model 7 #L#F eficd) 3,5'3 AR YRR N RO Y A

e 4 o A B RN e

Ly oo 2]

pcO

w(s)= eXp{NE:()S;iVKO) B AE;()S;:%KO) ln( Peo H .................. (2-41)

He

P B4 ER0OFFDp E

e, 1 A7 hPE el Rt

N(s)~ A(s) © 2 ¥ B g RGP GER B XS ¢ S d b
K*fRRE-F R Senil g
g LK LR

Dy i B AT oA 2 - APEAE S p A B 2T 500 F A

v

B iED R RBPAL P p ATHEDIH S N(s)

NP(E}-\

void ratio e
s

1 p_'“:"ll-FTlll 5‘ fﬁ"'
effective mean-stress p/p |

12,30 & ¥ B % e b P it
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ETIRS
pn)
W
a0
4
F_L
fﬂ-
|

¥ P eficEr B et > Loret ¥2 Khalili » #- A PR @ 9751k

W LA G e & S licrfe B R 0 ARG 4o 2.31 4

= 160 —
o Q
- n
= N
- 120 — o
0w
2 =
w |
e 80 |— !
=t I
& B I
> !

40 = =
he pe/r Pc

1
0 1 _l 1 I 1 j 1 | |
0 50 100 150 200 250

effective mean-stress p (kPa)

B 2.31 AR AR & (Lotet & Khalili, 2002)

i TR > AR SR IICR A Rt S e BN o
FE2 A 4o G e TR AT e T b Y AR R 28 N(s)
B AS)EET B id RBAY BEF g i b v H L AN Sy O 4

2.

BB A B ] BRI ARG PFE A 2 S R o N(s)E A(s)shd st

Ao & B 2.31 407 w7

—N,(0) =—/1€(O)1n_ﬁ—c )
pref

e, —e, =—A(s) m% s (2-42)
D

—e, + N (s)= A (s)In L&
pref
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2.2.2.3 Blatz & Graham(2003)#-3]

Blatz & Graham #& 1990 # = ¥ 3% I B 30304 &rfod S end F 0
A > @ FE T 2003 & 5 0k < R ¥ 712 Alonso,et al.(1990) 53] 5 AR (T 2
Wi TR 1990 £ A LT PR IR L P e Y
¥ F)¥2 8 1 (sand-bentonite) 7R & EAEE (T B FIR ~ B4 =z ik 7
CER SRR R R AT R == 1) SR T T R R
M A HEN S RE O RAI LI I FRBIEFR
IR LRI T o R A R T R e % H R R R
M PR R & IR 7 A A iR e

Blatz & Graham #7#ad— sdlehiz higd ¢ 2 1 B 3 £k = dhidsh
(CIU test) ~ 7 £t-k % %8 % ;85 (Constant Volume Test) 27 -ig 7 -k = fh/& A
#FH(UUU test) % 382%% > “7F Fok e » @ RRUFFH—2 3 s PR S
0 2 B 5 SRR R e nb g

H P opeig 2 ok 2 pREEFE%R (UUU test)snf R F AL E 277 % v 3§

JHEME S BLAFT S FERFERT O FHBE o

2.2.2.4 Chiu & Ng(2003)#-3]

Chiu & Ng(2003) 3] (7 £ - fRf el 2 enae ® > @ * 2 4 favs
PELES R BRI SRy F o T L 20 B Sd ) o
AP T R R AR o SRR AR Sl R R HE s FHn
WREG £ 7 > ep-q o FABYLE LS R RIRIBERE T fEET R

B AR RS H A LR AR FRE S R RS H] 0 Ay PR G A B et
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(2-43)27 (2-44) 4. 7 :

R R G PEA 4

u M - Awl L ARG A BT [RR R AR A p-q & b R

%z%

po(s) BB A BT 0 e BB PR A

B OB PRGBS R R R NS RGR e 4T A Sl WIRMEE X Sk
Fede g it o H OB PR G G 208 p-gESiEEp-q B b A5 4c B 2.32 #5om o ¥4
LS % Chiu @ Ng i = gole 2B -k -FHe s kEEEni R

TAVRIERSR > F Mgy RS RO R T

3

PR o MR Y AR R
S AR RS H %o STIUARER 5ok B4 Wheeler(1996) 4% o1

A FUBHEFL FHEH O S REDINEAEZRE > B RN

. :A(s)—a(s)ln{pO(O)} ................................................ (2-45)
Pu
y =v— As) +a(s)In[ 29,

patm

A, o iBd sehdlic d F ok By
po(0) 14 5 0pF > o BB IREA
pat:”‘ﬁ;@’l
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Yield surface f,

Yield surface

q = ws) + Mis)p

{critical state)

q = nip + nisiMis=))

/ {7, yield surfaca)

le— [ = [yls)

(f. yield surfaca)
pis)

—uis)iMis)

(b

B 2.32 £ f WPR& ()= & p-g-s (b) = 3 p-q(Chiu & Ng, 2003)

2.2.2.5 Gallipoli,et al.(2003) #-3]

PR A B - £ BRI U B Rl E T
kAT G ket O F KRR R G RS -
BFa A R34 e %R4 @ Ak D ALK S Bl ok o BT

NE - BEfoR M S B e 23N 4eN(2-47) 4T
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E=F(S)A =8, ) eeerenreenmiiii (2-47)

Nlud
A=

fls) * A -4 st > LR LG R FalEd o
FI hja i e
S, A frR
FR(1-8,) B e BB S SR FafoR 1P 2P
P iR d o SPRESREA 0 ¥ ¢t Gallipoliet al.(2003)3% 5 ¥ 4 i3 & el
FRGES NP HEA R G ERFHELS M FR RN T A iy #
BlAs = (B4 B4 )T F BB SRy i G5
£ _ I—a[l—exp(b-&)] ceverersemenrnmiiniiiiiii, (2-48)

N

Nlud
A=

et FIASEA L QP
e, + F LTSRS Pt [t
a. bt ik
PHCA R E(S) ~ k(@ b)E k() F R R &SR0

p ﬁ:'y l{tﬁ:%z Fé%} rﬁ’/,a s ’ﬁ %pﬁi ‘

2.2.2.6 Sheng, et al.(2004) -3

P HCA 2 & 51 % Alonso,et al.(1990)#722 = chftN 4 3 > Al ¥ B Beh
#HEoABF g4 3 A EH KA F14F Alonso,et al.(1990) 538 » #rrd f
WA A S Aedg il o SECRIR Y F T BRIRG 22 pg-s Z R 0 e
B 2.33 #757 :
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B 2.33 p-g-sF B} 0/ R % (Sheng, et al.2004)

PUHCR D R A RO Y RUPIRF IR % X P iR AR T

Y R AT v AR mﬂ&fg‘%ﬁj@aé@ B# % (Sharma,1998) o * #-3]» jE 4
#?.- N ;

&y
§ 0 e () AR TSR R R
Y R
Sheng, et al.(2004) & FEARIF % » &
ﬁ?}; R 5
B HH SR STAL T R R g
L "

3 7, v ~ ?_ ~ 7_)7 s # . . L ~ e [
e mT R SD& > L AR ;é;é?&(mam wetting curve) ° ¥z /R TR o
T T MY LS BEREEFSE > H B FA 0B 2.34@) 4T o

MO PRI T R id 2 R T Ow AR 0 R R F P Ao B] 2.34(a)~(b)#7 T o

¥ Y K
gl

S0

Fo "“g-..__
S = .
’
> Al
5 Py I
I
I
I

(a) (b)
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e e h
C &
A
E
» L
§ 2]
(c) (d)
e P A=A "'u(l-_.v. A=A
g “ﬁ-... n-.
A e
B
C
E c
T -
¥ n
(e) (f)

Bl 2.34 FEF IR % B Bag e 8 A ks % (Sheng,et al.,2004)

EZ Rt w B Rscs Bk SI¥E SDy ¥ ¥ Y
— AL Bk B i BB B AT o TR B AR R g
b F 5 BRI Glhe R KR BE Y 4 2 SRS 0 4o 2.34(e)

()57 o &40 200 o HILF R & T 2 B2k -

2.2.2.7 Pereira, et al.(2005) & Russell & Khalili(2006) -4

Pereira, et al.(2005) & Russell & Khalili(2006) % %‘ 4 B e H w &
F AT N PO AP R < 607 e BE T 7 4 Cameclay model F 5 A
A BRI SE AN KRR s B F 5 * CIS model (Cambou-
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Jaffari -Sidoroff model) i* 5 A # » 14

,
L ©

2 -2 4%
1/1:{1

£ CJS model 738+ R % >

(isotropic hardening) £ :&

s ¥ £ * Bounding surface model % 5 2

”%ikﬁr}%w , T%—i"ﬁ*ﬁgﬂ

i# # # v (Kinematic hardening) & * ** 3 & & % 1

Foo Al AR e e PR BESFROEFERE DT E TR IOK

5

5

%% % o Modified CJS model /4 PR & 4B 2.35 #777 -

I

o

2 s)

1/3

] 2.35 Modified CJS:model % iR % (Pereira, et al.,2005)

2 2z {¢ e Bounding surface model %
model % %% #
B4 — %M %

S IR

LEIT R PRPE R € G

CSL uw fA4p")

g’/uu!mn:cdl

Ll

LICL
{satarabed )

v=l4e

BB PRAT 1Y SR

PR IR P 5N e e e N R

g2 57 17 Cam-clay

RGP RHETELRR R
shfiA) A 2 0 Flt Al A TR

K XA YR L AR o

CSL

/lunx.‘.:ur.::c:‘.l

LICI
(unsamrated)

tl{.l

® 2.36 CSL {= NCL "mt“z» 4 % i F"D(Russell & Khalili,2006)
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2.2.2.8 Li, X.S. (2007) #-3]

Li, X.S.ru 44 Hens Ve 2 g > s e fod A H= 4p(H R -
F ) ekt —ig i —iv £ #t(work-energy-dissipation) 1% & 78 4 % 17 5 384
fefed A BRI AR o 1T E kY G HE —‘F,k(Collins & Houlsby ,
1997 ~ Houlsby & Puzrin,2000 ~ Collins & Kelly,2002)4= # 4 & e & 5 » 4
Fal o & LL XSt A 6 F 4 03 gich ot T g 8
— A8 (air or water) s it iEE T > HEA R Rl #F 23 = Ap it 4T

SR R 2 R R4 (soil skeleton) s 58 0 gt - B TR N 300 42

fod medE P4 BHA Y > RiEHS FEEPH I BENL Lot o
SERCAG R E R i

2R AP R R VAR M G 4t (2-49) 0T
dy =[(c+s-S,0):de]” +[-ns=dS, 1%’

AT =S p.d(In p)]® + Qg @ T s (2-49)
H o

()2)B) @) &l &Fp ~ R Ap ~ F Aol e 2 4E
y : Helmholtz = #25% » * F k% 4 § Sfic» * gy a

B O RS B ) S (2 o

c ER
S, AR
s S S AT

p. - BRA

cdé H i B4

Ik

P AR R 2 6 uE 4 A A R 22 Cam-clay model 175 &
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# 3 %% Collins & Kelly (2002)#7# 1 chdt 4 5385 14 8 $73] 40 11 3

g B S A o BB IR Sliche 3 (2-50) 57
£ = 1Dy Py (€7 15,8,), Py (€718, 8 )] cvveveveeiviieiecnnns (2-50)
H v

po ¢ ALY el ARG < ]
p, t 2HE= #B@(fi“ffﬁﬁffi%%ﬁﬁl@" AR TE* T img s s o R
B RR ]
PR S & BA Y Sdicp, > p, & B & E v A i (isotropic hardening)
g1 1@ #5 # 1 (kinematic hardening) 238, 7» » ¢ 4 v 4 ehdifice ARG 4o @) 2.37

Sa

q. kPa

20

10

B 2.37 p-q & & } hk R & (Li, X.S. ,2007)
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B2 Cam-clay model #7%F B &) Kk ersB 5 4 {3 A p'—g o} e0IRR
% fE SU(CSL) ¢ Bk 5 vl — o (e po ] 4o 2 B4 B ehR i £ 3] p, (EHH
) Rl TRk A - o W e 2.38 41

120

S5, - Pogzy Poity = Puz
100 ! 1y = iz

r

&
1
£

/

G

T TTTTNST -- LH.:- mEEEEssEEEs

B 2.38 p-q & _t Sk AL S(CSLYys i f575(Li, X.S., 2007)

a4 d E 2 o 0% Fredlund & Xing(1994)snd3 fed 5% ¢
S’ = 1 m
l
ln[exp(1)+[ ns j ]} ................................................ (2-51)
k- Patm
;ti =

K~1-m: & RE}EE 2
$ $527) 12 Wheeler & Sinakumar (2000) =77 2% 1% 5 ikt iz 95 > B 8%
X R EIEE R AR R LB A Aot 3E € 3 2GR IEIR

5
F o
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2.2.2.9 8 5834(2007) 54

R (00N)FERE - - 2 EMH X PinENLs e frt L LS F
7 & eficd) o # 554) v 2 Modified Cam-clay model % 5 A& > 4p #0340
2_ Modified Cam-clay model> # #73§ 7 i 5-%c; H » 4] * van Genuchten(1980)

ik T ehd MY MATH O A B Sdk(an) F UK E g o

6-6 1
O =0, (@) T (2-52)

0:MHEzkE

Ik

6, : 4 ferr Rl fE 3 K
0, A 5k E

a, n, m: 5o FIEEHE &k

B OH AR R W k2 o Pld e eG4
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N & ¥ RSB&RY - FURES kPa A4t et 8% » N(s)
334 BN B

AT FRBADEF > A(s) R A 3 gl

K:faRERY Renplx > 28 i

rt 3B ARITE LA A(s) B A(0) st &

ry C AR BT AL N(s)2 N(0)gnt &

[ iRENE A s i g 52 $¥

“~

dR RS MAER S G P BB AW 239 4T

M NCL(s>0)
NCL(s=0)
URL
Vi
V2 T
| | .
| | " \
pe(0)  pe(s) Inp

Bl 239 piErx 4 ehs (R §546,2007)
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PHEARE L SRR D A e A R FEL 4

Bt b d o f AT o B FL U ARMH LD o T AR

]

VR AR -
A~ ;L" CA DR il I BI_\@T' e UL 0 T RS LA G m p -

RN = T 3 =¥ 4m ey
WEZFFAEEY G {H DN o

fn

223 4 BRI

AEL AR P Sl H 2 B eniRal gk o SlinlicE 112
FE b erup s R G HCRR Y AL B o BRI e A 2.3 97 o H P

Pereira, et al.(2005)%2 Russell & Khalili(2006)1% & E11 T § g B 2

o £ 000 A R R0 B e BT B S

..,\

E AR F P oo BB S AR Y 5 B4p $0 R k2. Cam-clay
model » #7RTH 5 Fed FRARS "o
Pt g A g R E R RIEFRBAL p (s)Ap M £

Broo Lot s g e foR e B enpd ho0 & JE G B dd Mihdofic o B X

LY RTBERRE PERT o RARhR R o d £ 237 400 P
hle SR R Sz P HERE < 0on AFERY L 0 ety
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%23

S REE e Ll

T AT SR 2 Y Boid B
Alonso, et al. /?n Pliﬁz A4k 1] ¥k AT e e
(1990) AR ) L] Sl | Mo F R G R

#@zﬁgw 2 $# AL T E A
\:’%ﬁgi H'_/n /ZE | 2;&:@3: == %”‘\ﬁto
Loret & Khalili Hrd 2 fik R THF)
(2000) ~ (2002) 24 g Y3 2l o AR 4 g & PF
LT EFTREES 3 FALFA -

T HRBRDEE 4 Sl

Chiu & Ng(2003) | z k24 %1 4 S8 | F L 5acR
vt %
¥R AR Y 13 Sl
Tl i @ 1 > 45k
TR LS 10 Sk
Gallipoli, et T RBAOF 1D AR AT R
al.(2003) Hic Ao Wi FE:, S
B s -
Sheng, et al.(2004) | FFicd RFEFR G 5 fHc | ¥ HEILFIR
4 % 0 o) 28 ’f#ghm
(W A7 AMFEDERTE (A5

B2 2B %)

Li, X. S.(2007)

AR ® A5k 12 Rk
TRk i 2 Sk

VRO Y R
FEFIR % T_E fiE
%?Ef;t °

R ST ELE SRR S S
Bl 08 Sl
£% 3% 4 (2007) Pl 2 fdk FHFEFF o
PR TTEETRERE A Ao
*
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2.3 % ‘”'34c$\}‘]""'3£o\fﬁ"fr'4 Wl 217 5 ;?2.*&3
ERAPAR S LE S IRIS X - S UE RN L ) A & SRR LSS Sicp
B e B G TR B R G e B e A
B 5 awTy o gl *rs«z;\m SIS e HEaha 427 5 B engp
M AR R s
BF A 1ARRAE? FRIELPH G EDE L D {od BRA
157 R AR G Aot kA 4T 5 TR AR o Glde A AR 4 (K
FO2FEF 5 0 DD FERA I RTINS Lo o @ oS
N ARAREOY L Y GV F KRR R ke o Bl o 0
SN Ao d BT A T AR GIREA S o PokT R o ¢4 b Ui
AR5 AT R S g B S DR I S LB AR 0 A I AL
T
oL

FR RS g

BHF RREL S R EE RS K e ek R

=

2

NN
o~

ﬁ“

R oo
Z]
Fredlund(1982) % £ 4% 11 204 &frd P o3t R 4 SE 2 45 7h 3n s,

Bt HAem iR OPLL 0 AcB) 2.40 P o

L saTuration

PORE =-AIR —\

OVERBURDEN PRESSURE

PORE - WATER

PORE -AIR AND PORE- WATER PRESSURES
+

B 2.40 ¢F3REE A S iz enit [ 4 s % (Fredlund, 1982)

64



Fredlund(1982)F1* 2 & AIFEAR NG|+ KPP L H 7 B2 KR i

B > heB) 241 #55 -

Numbers are pore-water pressures

e H“‘-.
/ - 200 — Rock fill
- 100
///,——-50 S
(a)

MNumbers are pore-air pressures

0 Rock fill

(b)

Bl 241 2 FAHFERY Gt BRS () SCHKEBEAT (b) i HFBRAT

(Fredlund, 1982)
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Rahardjo(1990)41] # 3¢ B /& 4 % Bicci i me 1 f2 583" R 4 e > 141
B kAR et EH R B % 1S H T2 - Graham(1995)42 & A
TRA PR SE Y F R AR BRI IR T R BRI
AL A R ERERT R TR U RS {7 BORERT o
TR MR -

SRR IR LS SR ST SR R SR

B EE IR L OIS e AR RiE R TREAT O R
AEEIRE L S F RS A oR POk IER o AT R R

A TIA G ok s Bia S A el e 2ok
Thfedtk o TS G e K L R R v R b e 2k H

AHE LR B LRI AT Y 3 % 1 R AT A
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45 - 2
F = )

(o
4
X

-
3.1 WA Apfrd Hend B HN

B e ey RS e frd B2 B RN B R 0 B
Feti

IO dpfrd MR PR (T S

EE 4 o A ;Zy,{ﬂ,tﬁ‘m LI 2R L A
fod e R4 BT LR TR B BREREE(2007) 4 B 2 384 Ap e 2
B2 B L AR A PR B R SRR e 2R
PR RIS A e AR AR T A B 5L A
LA TR O Y g2 308 e d B PR 2 T Sk
Vo 75 BBURIGFEH S > W R A4 FHCQIFHE S PRFRT 0L o d 3
4 B 754 RSt B A £ 3 FLAC #ic @ Bty » 112 i
B AR AT & MHE R A ek B 2 PERIE R T 2 <1
AR CURIE s e el AR

3.1.1 %3 & Eair
AT R BRI (2007) T B 2 38 A dpfo 2 O 4 8 031 (3 B0

A A4 4 Cam-clay model % @ @ %) 5 AA#EFHH L - & 2w g * 230
Adefed M PR B E SR o 2 FHCE 0 1% Matlab i 5 1 &
FEBHHEAA > PRRE -2 32 Fi7 5 o FmEFe o L4

el 5 A% B FLAC Stz i * % 370 & #4253 (User Defined

model, UDM) » +* 7 & % % 2 fa3h UDM @l 42:% 2 & /et > S @3505 o
fI* FLAC e84 & T S8 A3 A 4 frd 2 PRI 4207 5 ch~ & 1 424 38

BEA AT o
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B BRER(2007) 4 i 4 B3P B8 FLAC #ic42 7 2. UDM Az pF > H

SRR BN frd BT S T o T F BTN b frd B v

oot TE TR AR R 2 AN, BB TR AT LR
Mo befod Fen2 k4 BiF 5 FHLH4 TG RATE Ei3 R

RATH A FHAY FH THokd e i A AY 2 o

3.1.2 &4 ¥ §
MY B RS 2N 0 4 BRI E R U B4 B Bk

& #F * van Genuchten(1980)#% )2 =~ ;¢ ¢

@ nom oA RAK SEc s B om=13 ¥ At A IR 1 g
—HFRTFRGAARLEF 0 FIL NG DER IR T RTI LR

o NB-DR G 4T

3.1.1 & ¢ & F| AR5 A u @ % Matlab 2 FLAC A #4808 T 5 38 H03)
R AF AP EHoR S G 4 13 B I FLACHAE A Lo f 7348
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tefek o @ )l Matlab 5088 T S B2 2N Y CRE R AR E MM IR

Bl tefrpdnfend B S0P s VRS B H S oA 2 Sk %

MG P B AN e frd M UK E S EARY o e fr R (S,)E e
(s)iadf— $— 2 B fh > B0 A% L3 KHMd R w7 4 BIFm G2

Hu AR ®2FF o

313 "M F R EF Y
Bt fod MY TUHARA AR Ik SR 0 R R OKE 2 T A R
A0 W RS Sl AT B )8 5 (3-5) 4T
de,=de +de’ =0

do'=K"del ==K"d€ ... ettt (3-5)

e - WHER
g R %
R e - E ) L

K HA ik
RS AR F ER R R (EF LR Vs (CORN)
B R PR IEE T MR 2 TR M el Bl

Bt STRCE e BAFTY P HIUA e M AR PR eRIE T R T R

69



(1) 232 AP ¥ RE b F-RApET 3 5 Ol R 5
oo TR ok 2o TR dp e d M chR PEORHAE e R R 30d § NS
KPP Azt (3-6)TT o

Q) BRLPFLEFEFFELET 2 3L JEEE g d 2 R ¥
e E LR F )

Q) FM(ZF)RZEEF T § A 2= (Boyle’s Law) ¥ 7 ¥ g
VA RV ARSIV HOKY o R R AT e

Mo kpfod 7 PORBR AR T 5

de, =de +de’ #0

de, =det +de’ =de,, = ‘Y“ ...................................... (3-6)
Hv
de,, * F WA ¥
V, D F R
Hitadrfod P g I KA S 0 2= (Boyle’s Law)
PV =nRT =CONSLANL. .. ..vuiieeet et iiiiiie e, (3-7)

F;\]:

PUARERA (WAL GRS Ft A g BRI P )
R AR S S
R : % %% #(J mollK)
T F4ER(K)
%ﬁﬂ Boyle’s Law & f2§# 5 sp > 28 4p o d 5 s g+ o

T PV, =PV, = F]} P.dV+dP-V=0

LAF, __F,
av, v
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3.4 F 2%kt 8
LRNA b fod BP0 f e avt B 4 Bishop(1959) Tk 112 § 2

4 LA 4 (2-13) 1 4 * Khalili & Khabbaz(1998)# 12 5% (2-18) 5 3+ F »2 /i
4 ity o RESERE(2007)H5A] ¢ LB A 1 ARRATY 2 3 VK F RAD

v 5 B4 SR 0 Bl BGK Bishop w2 4 MBS HAPE 0 A

=

Bd WL kR f A e ek 2R R (39

OGS O m Jfril, s rrrnne e rrn e (3-9)
H
. P 4
o BE

§old S
w, DAV e foR T 100%PF 0 B 5 f e i

RS SR SLEE 4 8 DSy R E R R P
Mo B E > B|7 % B4 Bishop(1959)2. F »afis# 238 o » 03] ¢ 3+ 5 ¢

O = (O =)+ J(U, — 1) oo

H v

o—u, P AFEFER R
R P A IR
e} v d S8y & % Khalili & Khabbaz(1998) 74k 2. 2 3% & 5%

yEEEHEGAIRT Mo y B e e R B PRIFET ARRGFRT 2 M
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3.1.5 w4 i 2 LR

W

%fgk\éé‘fri WY o, 4 gL 4;);@%4}3 TR 4 ﬁj-g’;fgﬁ?]-;ﬁ: 734 B
o FI T OBRA " flep Bt oA R - Sl The AT 2 H T Rlip,
vt R BREREE Q00 P o 1 KRB MR A BB AL R A

i o

\\\?{r

F(2-54)~ N(2-55)2 N 22 ANEs %1t ehff (5 & JF B N Fr it o 31w
Alonso, et al.(1990)#% 2} e 2 3% 5 3t A(s) » N(s) Pl 4% Chiu & Ng(2003) ¢

R R dﬁ'z;w}ujar“r ATST L
A(s)=A00)-[(1=r) e +r,| o (3-12)

N(s)=N(0)-[(1=m) e Pittiye] onvevennennnnn. (3-13)

N R RBR - F R ERTIRPa B R e A (+e)
N(s) ™ % w4 30 gpaN &

A EEBBARALT S A(s) R Amd En s @FalE

KGFRR-E R R BRI s B

ot 2R AR E LA A(s) & A(0) st

ry S A EG A ABITE IS PF o N(s) & N(0) st B

i

Ml FERBY R Sz M A Ad B 3.1 2583-14) N

PP EENE AN s ¥ i F

\\\?{r

(3-15) ~ X (3-16)#7 7 :
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A NCL(s>0)
NCL(s=0)

Vi
V2

|
1
]
]
L]
L]
[]
[]
[]
[]
'
'
I
I
]
]
]
I
1
1
1
1
1
=

5

pe(0)  pe(s) Inp'

Bl 3.1 4 3 (s=0)22 %A 7t H(s>0)2 & ¥ R %+ 5 (NCL)7 2 Bl

dR 30 AR F At AR R kA PR B R T ¥ AT AR

v, =N(0)=A(0)- I pa(0) it (3-14)
V, =N (8) = A(8) IPus) oot (3-15)
Vi™V,

Bl 3.1 ® 2. URL % f2/R-1 B¥ R
N 3L RBRE > 54 5 1kPa pFent 4
N(s) - %3 Z3gFaN B

AR R s

As) - B A 3 gl E
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K - ﬁ;@—ﬁ}iv_}!' %‘iﬁal_‘% , fF):‘):\"/{% Kﬁs%i“

g 8(3-14) ~ 8(3-15) ~ 8 (3-16)T 7 4 KA i flicp LS s chdi Bl 4

— N(O) - N(s) K:/l(())
pC(S)_exp(K——ﬂ(s)J' :

FEADT LN Ak F S T BRREEKE Sk F A

32 3+E 3
RFT T L BREREE(2007) a2 2 2 3N G e 2 HEAE ] 4 8 3 (0 Mod-

ified Cam-clay model & 428 1) & Ah A > -2 3 %o 100l F 304 e fod 2
PRk BHECEAECR o g AU Matlabge i 5 T cERAES ARG H
aE=E el SEAC DRI R s L R G AR R LR &
FHFES IR AR RYERER R R R o SR KA
&1 #cie A~ 478088 FLAC ¥ %ﬁﬂ FEB @k B 37 H25% (User defined model,
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Deviatoric Stress (kPa)
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4.2 ¥ Knodel & Coffey(1966): 5%

Knodel ¥ Coffey(1966)% $+3% 4 £rfrd 38 (7 4 oK eh= dhidsh 5 F
W A FIRE L FFE S F R ok d s MRBRBIHF R
KR AERIREE h A B2 % 35 - Knodel 22 Coffey (1966)% i = &
W AP LERA Y - WRBRE S S R 0 2R B R Bl o B 4.12
#7577 od 3t Knodel £ Coffey (1966)sh i 40385 P ¥ A5 = § RAniASR T2
dIEARRE S A H % - i 5]d Gibbs 2 Coffey(1963)4p 22 4
BRE Y ERBE L SISl @ BIINA e ot HAP R 2 S BN R 1
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(Knodel & Coffey, 1966)
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4 b Z 4 (Knodel & Coffey, 1966)

Knodel ¥ Coffey(1966)erid5 ¥ W2\ AR 4 2 9 A BB EdhiL
et B HW AR ST A FRERw L E S T A

PRI ERREFAAFLIRAFL T A F I EMEHEOR 34 E
B2z fhi g BB RSE LSO MBS AL T F 53 K e

-

B AL SRS S % B R ho W 416 -
B 4.17 ~ B 4.18 ~ B 4.19 ~ B 4.20 #1771 -

104



% 42 3% Knodel-Coffey(1966) # $:-k = fhgsh % %4

Cam-clay Model # # %-#c
S8 L FBciE
14 0.3
K 0.031
A(0) 0.1465
N(0) 2.573
M 1.1
P.(0) 150 kPa
SR LR S S
Sl LA P il
a 0.002
n 0.8
5 10 kPa
B 0.004
7 1.1037
7. 1.1098
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4.3 #-#% Graham et al.(1995): 5%
Grahamet al.(1995)5 7 2 F P AP E T E L2277 > @ * Up
Fj—a 3 iR b R T - kARt Ar o 3 = ghidsk 0 B ¢
TR EK = #hiE 5 (CIU test) ~ # £k 748 4% 325 (Constant Volume
Test) &2 P-id % oK = R 48 % (UUU test) & fE T £ 385% ¥ 8% 5 2 7

1PeiE A oK 2 /R 53Rk (UUU test) sl Bk b % 2 A8 7 = w A B > 471
AR R P A PR 2 R RS 1 2 R % o Graham et al.(1995)

PR = A FRERT T E BRI Ar I 2 T A RREE AFY
G 1 RS HTA SR 2 ATIE 22 F% R % % 2 Graham et al.
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% 4.3 #ickk Graham et al. (1995 ~ 1998) % £t-K = fhifsk 7% S8k

Cam-clay model # # %-#c

S8 LA ki i
14 0.3

K 0.024
A(0) 0.12

N (O) 3.102

M 1

p. (0) 20 kPa
FhA defe 23 B 5B

i b ke it
a 0.005

n 0.7

S, 85 kPa

B 0.004

r 8.5

Iy 1.108

114




¢ ¢ O UI=IRplI sy —— S=S0Rpl 00 sim
O O OU-5=653%plil ep =—==== F5=5Pa-pl 000 _=im
BUOFE A A AUS-ERGDION ep — — [L5=R0Repl000 sm
WX WUs=0epllll_exp — o — 115=98%-pld00 =m
3000 PO o .
o o <& S—
-
2300 "'J:l
w 2000
B
2] J—
[
= Fuy
£ 1500
E
=
1000
300
E| | |
0 0.04 0.0 0.1z 0.1a 0z
Axial Strain
B] 425 Grahametal. = $h7 £ K25 (F/R IMPa) > $hi i+ $F o0k % 2
pECRCE
¢ O O TFIRDI0 D e—— T =000 sim
D D D - %65%-P3UUU_EXP _____ U-S =653/0_P3mu_sm1
5000 —& A AT-SS0%p000_ep — — 7J5=80%p3000 sim
x x XU-S=QS%-F3UUU_E}{F — o — 75 =98%—p3ElIIEI_s:'.m
43500
4000
3500
"
% 3000
£
& 2500
g
& 2000
[
=
1500
1000
00
|:| N 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 |
i 004 00g 012 016
Axial Sirain
B 426 Grahametal. = $h7 2-KE% (FR 3MPa)> b1 & 4 b % 2
= eo 4 L
ﬁ?%ﬁ.sf—" %

115



1000

900 -
200
~ 700
2 400 pam T
[-+] ui"""
g i
B 00
g = —
=9 — —
g 4 -
]
B a0p
5]
= e — -—
R 200
-5=24%-pl000
wbk S mm——- 1-5=65-pl000
—  — U-5=89%-pl0m
0 — - — U-S=9E-pl0m
-1on 1 I 1 I 1
0 005 0.1 015 0.2 025 0.3
Axial Strain

Bl 4.27 Grahametal. = $ih7 £ /K225 (/R 1MPa) » 3% KR bR % 2

2 sl
ﬁ—‘%&,sp— %
2000
1750 -
1500
= | aae--
21250
k)
2 oo |-
g
=™
g 70t
;
=
B 500
=
=W
-5 =3F4-p3000
s N S — 115 =650 p300]
— — T-E=Eg-EI0m
0 —_ - = TE=IEpE
2250 1 I 1 I 1
0 0.03 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3

Axial Sirain
B 428 Grahametal. = $h7# -k 385 (FR 3MPa) » 34 KR $Fhh g % 2

ol %

116



d B 425 2 B 4.26 (80 el 2 A B4 TR R g T
ABF 4 3k % £ Graham et al.(1995 ~ 1998) R 458 Zh i % o F/RAR L #7718 2
Hofsh Bx AR B S A dnbe o RAR S Wb R L L b4 4 B AR & E T
AR A A B v B R B RA A TR R RET 2 AT
REMI)EA 2 RHRIEY P LR 40 L AHHRES 6 - B4pT3
PRLBRG R A AL 2 FHART 4Rt 4 o B AR 1S

PE o BAdnz B4 fEs R -3 L R FRFI BB R L o T

N

@ h ke o R M2 3RS P R - B e R 2 A SR SR A 4
r o chB de @ BB o P BLL BRI R BN 7 P2 ke ¥ & Graham
etal.(1995)% 4% 2 > 2R IMPa gz ¥ 8 wuB i~ dobefok 5 35%2 3%

e R AT R IR M2 IR BT A Ktgadiar o R 5 S0% % w0 H R T
EALL&EFSHFETE as BEER RS ELET AT i e frREM
AT € F SRR R K2 A

BILHORRD G o BEAF TR LT RHR R RN B E AR

AR FA A ORI 0 B BRI T B R KR BT
Tkl g ARG o MoK E o B 427 2B 428 F 0 A
T P A2 i fie? FIPEREAR Y o IR Ar ok i iE ~ Aok AT A A 2

fo AT RZRTIL AEL O FHAY LR B 00 e D
GfraiB B ¢ G ERE Y 2R LT e oL B0 5 2

2 S e S N2 EA R NERT M T ERPEFIARFE LV A

117



4.4 3 BH Ao W R

hAFT Y AR Aot IR ,;Lrg:;g@wjd@ggf%ﬂgwc;tﬁﬂigf
dem b LIV HF %%"Liﬁ} 113 g E(Boyle’s Law) ; + M F Ao R » 2
b oI P AR R RNERT U E 4\:§\(Isotroplc Compression )2_ = 3\
BRIMA e HEP 2y MR HRE DV RIS A{od FE T4
fr - Bishop & Henkel (1962)% ™ & & 4 %= 3L 3dse * & RIGVHF ~ KR
Fredlund & Rahardjo(1993)7% & r1 32253+ 5 & N3 5 304 47 fo 3 3 if &7 {ops
TR A B it IVIF R TR R BRI R Sl A BORR
Sl o MY ZBHBA T IRV e A PR ET 0 d 4y
foRh R X e U4 Bl F R RBRHE -

o AL e fod ERG AT AR FEN Ao M LB kel
HRM R 2 A frilBAE 0 F R E R B N EME I o B
FoRBRa™ N5 R B 2O R R b 302 BB A L - B
2R 5 A REAR T RRE R 2RI KR e 0 T R A
FOHBMARGE IR FEAIVHAKY > EHRFHET A SR
et SNF F T S VR R B phig i B A3t dr o L MR Y AL
BA AR 2 RBERBHTZ — o IR KRR AR 2 R foei 4
AR TR A {oE sk ¢ chfhig 3% o ( Fredlund & Rahardjo,1993) - & &
Mgt w5 L KRR RGeS B R KRS A B R
Weefrz 7 PPA S UEFEL IR E R ERY 27 % Lo
44.1 % :}i‘s’k@fﬁéﬁ"fr

oA frd IR A EORAIEET o Bler e B e BRI 2R
MUMA RG> FEXT) WRERGE T SV Hf Wk E'Jér?%‘éﬁ Va iR

118



r T _E(Boyle’s Law) P ik 4 3E = dp B B enl 0V R E e oz

FRMESERTM % BB BT 07

Au, =57%) Ug) e
1-S
He

Mu, R RS F 2 T F R E
S ER¥aIrR
S, + A hpkR e R

wo ATRSAREF RGBS - BRSO T s B ¥ F RE,)

gt (@-Dnbt 7% > A 7 PRSP @ FREFED 2 Moo
B R EAGFY T 23 HE BRAEF] A 8- H TRt FRZ <] o
1% A7 2 R T N (TR R oo A g
Ao SRR R s R BRI L R ML LR FF 2R
2 Jed R Ak ek g A e o b 2 FIR Y R R R

e i HF RA R R e L FURE o 0T RS 2 T T HORG A -

- N3 ERE R R

Bt B W E I B AR TR PFRE N LR o ALY
PO F R B S B 2 T GBI RRRS AR L H A e
foR APl (P2 Aok 3 B4R ) P A4 B4 R i AP > fdopt &
PAPRERBERER A a4 T RCEIRR] o o N IRHIAR B A bk
feBAp e A dpx 4 L APl o ¥ e e fe SR E e e FR A pogey

119



A RE L gL R A HA G A AR T R ET RIER
BAET AR MERTR B py T P2 M RAcR 429 Hrm 0 #
? NCL(s=0) 7 4z frpF2_ & ¥ B %4 > NCL(s=100) % = * & 100kPa pF2_ it

FREIR @ b))~ - ()s N *ELFRRERES (p )~ 5 s SkPa -
25kPa ~ 100kPa - 200kPa ~ 300kPa 2_ j#/&- £ B R ; *&7 7 $o¢ 5 HE
TIFR BB A (p )~ % 5 SkPa ~ 25kPa ~ 100kPa ~ 200kPa ~ 300kPa » # ¢ 1
M A4 4 (B 100kPa(Sy=50%)NCL + 2 & ¥+ & 5 B 4.29 A %] 5 A ~

B~C D+ ~E2Z=% mi4 ' MHFELSZAB~C~ D~E2Z¥%
fAAe A B py s BT KA e Eded 4.4 ArT o HERYTE Sl

% 45 0 W 4B 4.30 91T o

NCL(s=0)

(@)

(b)

() .

el b
C \__ENP \_E

URL

g
Q
=3

=

B 420 2 BIERBERA T 5 poy TG FA= ok iE

120
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p'(0) po’ q \% So S p.'(s)
5 kPa 29.18kPa OkPa 2.28 50% 100kPa 10.1kPa
25kPa 29.18kPa OkPa 2.09 50% 100kPa 47.4kPa
100kPa | 29.18kPa OkPa 1.94 50% 100kPa 178kPa
200kPa | 29.18kPa OkPa 1.86 50% 100kPa 347kPa
300kPa | 29.18kPa OkPa 1.81 50% 100kPa 513kPa

fO4S5 B FTR TGS Aok g Sk

Cam-clay Model # » %-#c
S¥c LA S B
V. 0.3
K 0.031
A0) 0-1465
N (0) v
M 1
F£.(0) p.'(0)
TR £pfed AR BE S
S¥c LA S B
o 0.005
n 0.7
S, 10 kPa
B 0.004
g 1.104
Vn 1.109
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Pore-water pressure response slope
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