SR S R R
Compressibility of silty sands

fronm¥ Central and Southern Taiwan



S I D T e PR R

Compressibility of silty sands
from Central and Southern Taiwan

PR N N Student: Chuan-Shiu Liu
hERE I RER BL Advisor: Dr.An-Bin Huang
Rzl « &
F A1 EE AFALIT
kAL
A Thesis
Submitted to-Department of Civil Engineering
College of Engineering

National Chiao Tung University
In Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements
for the Degree of
Master
n
Civil Engineering

August 2008
Hsinchu, Taiwan, Republic of China

PR LS E AN



Y B R PR SEIE
FLoEel REREFAe BL

W= 2l 81 21m8 hmis

:‘@,fE_Q

# 2 ’F'*F/:} A op A é%g?dﬂﬁii}%’ﬁ:ﬂ,?ﬁ-l AL, oA gL 4w )
B B kT e ARITIA R SRR e 1R
-;«ﬁb Fr-l i/ngLp fr«e.x]; ¥ ;;,ﬁr.fﬁo ,gJFz]’ t_fffj’ ﬂ‘ ﬁé\ﬁ,« \;%:; & 2%

%%%CM)E@aﬁzzﬁL %é%@Km gwﬁﬁémuﬁﬁﬁ
T At B 2 3R 4 ARt (K-OCR)2. B chlf % ~ 3 4 HicHic
BEUR R R 2 M T Bt MIT-S1 0SS R R sanlg
%@F%ﬁoﬁﬁé%%ﬁ’&§4£ﬁﬁﬁﬁ$ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁwﬁ*—ﬂ
¥ acwyd o r RSB REE AR S AR R R(R L R
54&%@)5”"““4ﬁgﬁhﬁf' AR BT i RRAE ik
T4 %A ME 7RG R FERP W (OCR)Z F enff thy Flut 5 f A D
Ao F A 5 R TR e 2 )2 bae g A

B REFFELRING A I H4I20F i A M 7 5 (transitional
behav10r)

MaEd ¥ BB G R o ARG K= iR #F202 RY (K
@@%w«mm~§4ﬁ%@)



Compressibility of Silty Sands
from Central and Southern Taiwan

Student:  Chuan-Shiu Liu Advisor: Dr.:An-Bin Huang

Department of Civil Engineering
National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

The alluvial soils that consist of silty sand to sandy silt can be found in most
parts of Central and Southern Taiwan. There have been continued and excessive
settlement in the region due to compression of this alluvial deposit, foundation
settlement and soil liquefaction have also been reoported. The exisiting theories
that deal with the compressibility and srength of clean sands have been found to
be inadequate to predict the behavior of silty sands in Central and Southern
Taiwan. As part of a long term_ sesearch effort, the author conducted a series of
constant rate of consolidation (CRS) and CK,U triaxial tests with shear-wave
velocity measurements on- Mail LiaopSand (MLS), Yuan Lin Sand (YLS) and
Kao Hsiung Sand (KHS). Based onth¢ available data, the author calibrated the
K,-OCR and Gy.i-e-stress istate relationships. The-MIT-S1 model was modified
to describe the compressibility behavior of MLS,, YLS and KHS. Test results
revealed that MLS, YLS and KHS had higher compressibility and lower strength
than unifrmlygraded quartz. sand'-typically «reported in literatures. The
compressibility of MLS,+YLS and KHS did" not involved significant grain
crushing as in the case of clean quartz:sand. The fine content played a significant
role in stiffness, compressibility, undrained shear strength and its relationship
with stress history. Under certain range of fines contents, the compressibility of
the studied silty sand had a transitional behavior.

Keyword:Constant rate of consolidaiton(CRS) ~ CK,U - coefficient of earth
pressure at rest(K,) ~ Overconsolidation ratio(OCR) ~ Shear modulus(G)
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HE 26mo A 2028 N2k S EN D wmE(SM) 0 2LER (ML) &

MR B M(CL-ML)# + 1 2 M B w4 (SC) »

222 B H#2 R AT
A +#) (YLS) = f& Laval :#48% 8 w2 € (fines content, FC) 4 %[ &
18%  43%57 89% » Hok (L fiheds 230 B 60 0 5081 § F 752 0t ke

R 2-5 4771 o i€ i 20085 & w3 4 fic (plasticity index, PI) B0 A 15

U

W B2 X Rk EISH T H R AR (liquid limit, LL ) > H fe 3fk
7y 3 L33k s D,,=0.246 mm 5 e T ik i 4. =0.034 mm > e fwm 2t 3ESE
ez kst 5 7.24 o B HF) FC=18% ~ 43%%£ 89%z_ v & /i *t 2.71~2.75 »

353 2 ¥ (coefficient of uniformity) 3= = % 4 > & F 2 #c (coefficient of

curvature) ~ R/t 1 3 3 2 B 0 #1rd G ke L4 (well graded) 23 0 9

Jhd M- A KTET R HE A8 L SM-SC & CL -

BHe 2 shmit £ 5 % > Bespkw) 2 Ghir # 8§ Riode- X
EAE AR T0%0E G AR R AR R e 24 RS ZRIBR A

DA mAF A RA 30%00 o 27 Rl G § Bk

2-4 #7% o [ 2-6 & R MR R REA T okt 2 T 3 Biii (SEM) BB & 0 REae )



KB E G 5 5 & ~ & %A, (sub-angular and flaky ) o & =X 385 ¥

* 2 B ARE himf 8 A 47~51%2 B -

223 B thwj2 2t doBfi 1 2

Laval sampler (LS ) #_LaRochelle % 4 (1981) £ 5 3 & AT L4033 4k
FBfA R T B 200 mm E S 600 mm B 2 FEIEHER o AFTF G
EEREHAZ g% Be 2 0 3P 455t i Laval sample (LS)P~1k >
B - Hat ¢B-Z i LS A P~k TR 4o B 2-7 #7om o B>t Laval sampler

i SRR ORE007)H L s -

2,

2.3 % z2R)

B F) ek A FCRUR R (2007) 508 1 Bask B 0 p T AV 2R

chfg it § 31 R 5 (2007) 0k TS

231 B 2Ri2 XA

BB AR BB 3AHF Ol B 1 hp 0 BAEIF Ol B o2

P B T TRid B0 AR L - B2 M IR B 4oB 2-1 4
ool WA NP EHGRE R YT L SR Atk 2 R
TR T01 & spaF L bR TR E E (R 258 - a2
AN %1 Feend 2 SPSP-SM 2 #5 2 ) (SM) 5 A o 5y

T 132006 # 3132 p A Sakai Sampler B~ 1§ HiF 3% 1 T 18 (7 2L F5 R B
B PRI EIRAAEZE A IR EFHM ) Bk o

STP R L 2 B RRE AT AR & 2-6

9



232 Bap2 PEHRFHKL

TT R SFEFT e D AR R ¢ AL (KISO-JIBAN) £
- B 3 2. Gel Push B~4% % ; Gel Push /& 2 Bk Bee d BitiE i B4
FRTERET NS B RERS L T2 R (3R % 4, 2006) -

i > Gel Push E P H{ Beifm 4 S A5 F LR L (20060)/ L%

233 B2 A AT

BRI E 4 264-275eiES - AT AR S 5 SM &
SP-SM » & 22/ "E F P 08 B BdimR 4 k2wl 2 & 413 3~61%2.

.
B

.}q

JRA R PR dok 2.7 504 08 L RSE Rt o H o
L2 B2 B A AN I EIER ALK RS 5 B 6]
ot 7 B A TR AR T dpdkL 1 1T B RS RH L 2

bk

Tz ESA LA o B P AR E T < 3 0.074mm 2 A2 Rk i Sk A A

o
<k

1v

PR M A RS FRRIERE R 2 2R

BEEFHr 7 &AL A4 0 IR E ]2 0.074mm 2 S Aft g R 1
Xk gEiti2 27§ BAT 0 B A8 %40k 29 & 2-10 o AFFF 2 Ju3f
REIFBHFILFLAVA L RELIFE S TEARHE BN BT
SR EE LR R EHEERS > A R RO E- L
EAFAVAE 60% b oo mAR 2 ESFHIANERE S FRT B E
B R AT A o

AFETHEHAY TS FRh 2HEEFT I EEAERR > T EA

10



F7 3 2 K s Rk s B YT S RARALELE o TR 2 AR T A X F
E R R G SRR A BT 0 RGP R R L R
B 2-8 5 B8R R  allenE F BEACR Y o R HAp Ak 5 S & s

&35 (sub-angular and flaky ) » #* — L% K BRI ¥ 515 2 HEEk o

Fq—}"“;’é}hkr?_irgéﬁ,?/I.%g:‘:’%&p"’}"i%gnﬁill‘l9‘lls /—r?P\ Fé‘

11



557

1992)

Quiou )

Toyoura #;

% 2-1 # %% (MLS) -~ Quiou # (QuS) ~ Toyura #; (QS) -~ ¥ Ticino
Fy(TS) A A48 (3 p Almeida et al., 1991 ; Fioravanteet al., 1991 ; Borden,

Ticino %)

% ¥ (quartz)

v =

% % (Feldspar)

Z # (muscovite)
3% & F (clinochlore)

R 4T
(CaCOy)
% ¥ (quartz)

£ %
(feldspar)
% ¥ (quartz)

#  (silica)
% % (quartz)

0.125

0.72

0.16

0.53

0.065

0.14

0.13

0.36

2.15

15

2.69

2.71

2.64

2.69

X EA
(sub-angular)

=B . B4
‘/E-}1I'/

(flaky)

= % 2
(sub-angular)

= & A5
(sub-angular)

= & ﬂj
(sub-angular)
& 4

(angular)

1.058

1.281

0.977

0.931

0.589

0.831

12

0.605

0.579




22283 % Rk s E TR A ES P icEE (RETE,1997)
1~ - 4 wad I E

13



% 2-3 B +k#) Laval #4892 4~ 12

w444 (F i, 2007)

Origin

Borehole

Depth, m

3.32-3.80

5.90-6.41

29.11%
34.14%*

S EE L F-S 2
il 2§ A CE SR

gkféi
PE:

= }l\:l'ui g’]\

Ik

14

10.98-11.40




224 R mHy o 7 B A (5, 2007)

FC=18% FC=43% FC =89%

Mineral

Coarse, % Fine, % Coarse, % Fine, % Coarse, % Fine, %

Quartz

Muscovite

Clinochlore

Feldspar

15



E

3 2-501 2 shat 23 F 4

HAE T IEE(m)

B LIRS EE

HE 1 TR 2 2 (R L, 2007)

kY

0~1.3

N/A

IE2AREHORETHEZS LA LB -

i EE R L
RN

1. 3m~4 9m

ML - CL-ML -~ CL

TEAHBLEYESESHL  EEME L TR
- B SPT-NEHI-6: BB EHEEHTETL
ﬁ o

wrLEMLE

4.9m~10.2m

CL ~ ML ~ CL-ML

TEABMLEIEMNL B LILEYEARE  SPTNE
#1~5 > BRI ELE

WLELERE

10.2m~22.9m

SP -~ SP-SM -+ SM

FE A5 L EE  SPTNE#3-19 BE#EFE
FHEELRE - METFISm-16mil F T2 A5 L
Pk B ARE  mA T AR L&
HEEEDETHLEE -

L EHLE

22.9m~30.3m

ML - CL-ML

FTEAHLIEHLE HEHLALHIFZELE - SPT-N
B BES25 BFEHEEREESLE -

wrLEMLE

30.3m-~

CL ~ CL-ML

T2 ASLEHL SPTNEHASI3 BT EMRE
EHRBEENENELE -

26.5m~36.8m

BERAPOISEERER T2 AMBEERE - R
s EES LT EHL - B L TEF > SPT-NE 513 »
BERETEEETREE -

16



Z 2-6 B R P~ TG R L, 2007)
Tube Sampling
Date number |Sampling length(CM) Actual depth (M) Note
2006/8/12 1-1 GP75S 55 10.00-10.55
2006/8/13 1-2 GP75S 77 10.70-11.47
2006/8/13 1-3 GP75S 52 11.70-12.22
2006/8/14 1-4 GP75S 86 12.70-13.56 e SEFM HY 3 BREP AT R
2006/8/14 1-5 GP75S 76 13.70-14.46
2006/8/14 1-6 T 44 14.70-15.14
2006/8/15 1-7 GP758 84 15.70-16.54 7 D EGFHEED AT R
2006/8/15 1-8 T 56 16.70-17.26
2006/8/16 1-9 GP75S 83 17.70-18.53
2006/8/16 1-10 GP75S 87 18.70-19.57 RS EFHA LD AT &
2006/8/17 1-11 GP75S 89 19.70-20.59
2006/8/17 1-12 GP75S 89 20.70-21.59 PR L e g
2006/8/17 1-13 GP75S 88 21.70-22.58 R QEFMERE AT &
2006/8/18 1-14 GP75S 89 22.70-23.59
2006/8/18 1-15 GP75S 88 23.70-24.58
2006/8/19 1-16 100D 45 24.70-25.15
2006/8/19 1-17 100D 81 25.70-26.51

17




327 B 2p) A AP TR GR L, 2007)

Tube Depth Soil
number (m) classification

. 1-1 10.00~10.50 SP-SM
No. 1-4 [12.70~13.50 SM
No. 1-7 [15.70~16.50 SP-SM
No. 1-9 [17.70~18.50 SM
No. 1-1018.70-19.50 ML
No. 1-11 |19.70~20.50 SM

. 1-13{21.70~22.50
No. 1-1523.70~24.50 SM

18



Tube
number

Depth
(m)

% 2-8 & BT % < (B R L, 2007)

Soil classification

Silt

Clay

0.005-
0.075mm
(%)

less than
0.075mm
(%)

No. 1-1

10.00~10.50

4.87

No.

12.70~13.50

7.59

15.70~16.50

8.11

17.70~18.50

19.18

1.13

18.70~19.50

548

5.7

19.70~20.50

19.29

0.53

21.70~22.50

6.68

23.70~24.50

4.89

19




429 F MR e S B S A 5 RGERE,2007)
B ELF A%

¥ | 2 | taEE

278 | 0.69 0.00

0.61 | 0.00 0.00

21.65 0.00 0.00
27.10 0.65 0.00
18.49 2.05 0.68
5.67 0.00 0.00

% 2-10 B 2 rjiodii e & Fd S o0 B (iR L, 2007)
HmAEER A%
EE| BEE | B
29.62 | 22.36 |32.25
37.09 "|26:19 1 25.15
64.98 | 25.17 | 5.74
65.72 | 24.13 | 5.23
60.64 | 25.29 | 8.40
47.62 | 24.64 |18.23

20



B 2-1 :FMBP iy 12 - % B

21



%

Percent Finer .

100

a0

BB W Sieve Analysis

R ( +—¢—¢ Hydrometer Test

70

60

40

30

i
..

.
b 2 (YER

1.000

0.100 0.010
Sieve Opening Size , mum

B 22 X AREFRZ IS0 Hd R

22

0.001



I

1501 2@.8kY X500  36.0sm

o3kt~ 500 7 (F45<0.074mm)

Bl 2-3 & Fr2 2+ HikR?

23



Void ratio , €

3.00
o emax
+ emin O
2.00 —
Lo
o
o o
o ° e
1.00 F— o o
A 1
T+ +80E + &
0.00 | | | | | | | | |
0 20 40 60 80 100

FC, %
}5%7] 2-4 ;4 ?l/'/“mn‘:n‘—'-g ’E’_'—;}?&J‘ % ﬁ’»’]‘;t Fﬁ b (emax’fr emin)irﬁg fﬁ"(—}—

FLx,2000)

24



Percent finer, %

100 ==

Borehole No. (depth)
9 [ ® & O1S5]1(332-3.80m)
A A AJS3(590-641m)
30 k ¢ & ¢1S3(10.98-11.40m)
70
60 -
50
40 |-
30
20 |
10
OIIIIIII ] | I | | 1 I |
1.0000 0.1000 0.0100 0.0010

Particle size, mm

Bl 2-5 B +hF) LSi#R 2 oA o & (5 Mg, 2007)

25

0.0001



A AR 15045 (Arfg >0.074mm )

e TR — o o el T

fa FRR K 350048 (5f® <0.074mm )

B 2-6 A R#) T 5 B (SEM) B ¥ (5 43 ,2007)

26



7.1..| BH-LS-01 BH-LS-02 BH-LS-03
-lm
~
-_111
FC=43%
-3m ¢
3.32to 380m, silty sand | 351 {5 4 08m silty sand
) TGcm
-4m TEEr THcm 3.62 to 4.13m, silty sand
TEcm 18cm
Tocm T
17cm
_ T7cm
-o1m
FC=89%
i . 590 tobB.41m, clayl
B05to B29m, sitt
-6m Sl 1SI2|:m e
17cm
T2crm Trem
-7m
-8m
L
—_)111 9.00 to 9. 46m, clay
18cm
ThCrn
10m 10.80 to 11.25m, sand Tem
* 45¢cm FC=18%
10.85 to 11.73m, sand
' 10.98 to 11.40m,
-11m o l
e
-12m

* . samples were frozen with dry ice

@) 2-7 Laval sampler P~ i+ % % #c§ & % [

27



o 3 e %«E 1m)" ‘*(%-_,L‘PO 074mm)

.- . .-'H."-._-:.

L
T

| = 2 __I.

mipk it < 500 B (Fi£<0.074mm)

Bl 2-8 % %% % 3 B (SEM) B ¥

28



= F é}?&\?éﬁ

AR Tk FOTLERM L RO Y S % o fy i 2R
BORGFE S > DRI ERTREY DI R RERRFE KRR =

W~ T4 gk 2 MIT-S1 R B80S 2 s A 535 e 55 o
317y R H7 17 »

RIRE L #0083 BRGH AR f S S B 2 Bk R
B4R o AR ORGE RBAEL DR G Y R o D AL KR
BIFE O BRY @Ual ke EWREL G A F) 2 AR SFIEAR T A AR TR
B bt R B R eI - 1 RED o R EUR
454 s (limiting compression curve, LCC)(Coop~and Lee 1993; Pestana and
Whittle 1995; Lade and-Yamamure-1996).e:! = w3’ 8r) 4 fi‘ﬂ'ﬁ 7 & % 38 T

AL -

3114 K

B2 A MBRET (o) <5 MPa)i & chBAEE K SEA O B LR R
Bffo PR B FIREA T A B EATR . AR R D IR S AR 2 B
@ ¢ 4t § % (Zhang etal 1990)« R % e d £ f 4 f PH(SMPa <o, <25
MPa) » 288« 3R e EF RFEER ) RS ﬂﬁ& B 4o 3 4o T IR F D 3 SR LR
IR % (Pestana and Whittle1995; Hagerty et al. 1993; Nakata et al., 2001)° & s &
P~ 3 R4 K (Q25MPa<o, <50MPa) > 34 m@‘{ﬁﬁ.ﬂ P B 4e 0 P IR
1R R pIER Eﬁiﬁ‘—ﬁfﬁf}gk(Fawad and Chuhan, 2003)°d } i ¥ Fvg) 4

29



B R ERE S REFE SRS A LTS &Y RS AR

RI3ER A L aplpddd i 0 /)3 R A5 7 oo ATl s Nl GRS R

e -f#b"’ﬁ,{" M8 TR 3T o

3.1.2 3k ke

A mpi Y o e B enE L TG AR cnT i g

7

B B2 O R S R S B A o d R i iR dicEAp

N

)

H %R Dr)2 it e (Global void ratio) 2§ % o I #) 2 42wk Bl

USRIt 0 50 A e A B ehfEid 214 > 34 0 Shenetal. (1977) -
Troncoso and Verdugo ( 1985%) #2 Kuerbis etal. (1988 ) & 4 » #% i} ¢, ( Skeleton
void ratio ) 1% & A 472 JmkE) Fifgikdic 5 Thevanayagam et al. (2000) #
41 ey (Intergranular veid ratio ) KA 47¥ F ‘o fjue

Fo 2 nE)e R e EERETETYE VU s R4 G 5 3 (Thevanayagam,

1998) 1 £-4t = fa b s Al b Kk 48R

(Dl 2 £ H -] > Tl W R Eiph 2z F > L5 &

Rk e e 34« 3 SRS o AR il R AR o et

NS

TEELIPRRECR L o AT e A S ) o B

=4
=kt
Wa

a

FEadp e L F € WAt R 34 § 8% ; Thevanayagam
(1998) 4541 & k3 Ry (D/d) a0t B+ & 5 6.5 8121 > g

RAATHE R R FR o doBl 3-1(a) T o

(Q)fmiett 7 BB 4 0 2 o e DR 4 TR e il 2 I
fAE R B eIV 384 T AR B R o SR e

30



SER — e R B 2 58 o At ERT o el € B Rana K 2 A Bl 5
oo @ E R Ry ES L o Tk S AR RR AP
Fokl 5 separator 0 fmik Rl ¥ 4 endg i B AR R A AR F o R 3 R
R R 0 MR g < TETE R e BTN IR 0 R 4 i
HAE I XB o A I FR 4 v 4 (force chain) hE & F]F o 4o
B 3-1(b)* 7 o
(3)dmir sl L B 4o B o R AR AR AL dE T e ] 0 R 2 e Rkt B
IAPARSE > o w2 AR R B R o AP EIRT o 4 kR &
P o A& 3R mapde dkdpd] o deEA G 47 02 reinforcing elements 0 iF
oo AR AR R SR RIS R 2 A A LA g 4P

¥4l oo do ) 3-1() T o

313 B

Fid A BRI A S T ORR l SRR A

B) s dpfsnle (3R s Bf) B e AN S Al s Y BRE)TRE
— RIS AR RRAR S B BLER - Bl G e R B e R iR il o fR
B A B BEuEARY e P AL RS BY TR EREA G
PR A A BB R L F 2 ik B L 0 B AP HB K
IO NTIRT ¢ G ks e A) & 2 (Hardin, 1985) o #72 Hardin 45 )
> 3p kB rs (crushing) % 2 2 Ak s <3 0.074mm (silt size) FHgF o
FAEY SR TERMLA GV SR LA 0.074mm 6 e S R
fhiF =+ cho 4 @ 5 BLE A (breakage potential, B)) ¥ = #) 4 BLEE 5 &2 F

ot o B 3-2 3358 2 AL o LR -

31



32Hw BB Bk

B H o VR B 22 Bk (step loading consolidation, Terzaghi, 1924)& & % 14
FLIEARGBHEL P NN DFERD 2 P FRDFAAE
Cc(compression index) ~ Cy(swell index) - o,’(preconsolidation pressure) £
C,(coefficient of consolidation) ¥ %-#c¥ 7 iy it 2 R &< Lz 11 &
PR TR L RGP T £ PR SR o A

FEREHSPRBFERT A S DB ES A FIRRRRA TR
BIUER R N R TR A2 BT IS G & i R %R % 3% (constant rate of
strain consolidation; Smith and Wahls,1969; Wissa, 1971) ~ #=+414- & B %3 5%
(controlled gradient consolidation; Lowe, 1969)£ % i# 4 §“ i % 3# 5% (constant

rate of loading; Aboshi, Yoshikumiand Maruyama, 1970)4p 35 £ - = f&#

R EG A EERRERE - FREEFRPRS EVHEHRGEFH

T .L-g{fléfr/?ﬁ' ok 4 WmEE TR R f@%@%vég—;@ =gy,
TR R BB BRI LF i

3.2.1 %% /& % B % 125 (constant rate of strain consolidation, CRS)
#

RRBPREHE SHARMI BEFPORBESHT >
RERT PR T kB e ARG Sk RS L R A PR
B oSBT RR DL R B (DR DR ELRT PR G ()
B o T Hew kR kR M o R B KRR R Rl

32



BB ahd @ e PP RA G2 EA BRI &5 Jhak - o
AR 2 A A MBI e R AR L RPN R
SRR GREE 254 ¥ 5 F K (Smith and Wahls, 1969; Wissa, 1971;
Umehara and Zen, 1980; Lee,1981) 4 41 5 1# BB R 2R 2B ¥ 3 (22 (7

RS R It XY 3 T e R

322 FEBEBRRER
4 © F 3¢5 F F T CRS BB &L 7R R ] 0 Fik
CRS & % 35 132 24 2L # (Smith and Wahls procedure, 1969; Wissa procedure,
1971; Umehara and Zen procedure, 1980; Lée. procedure, 1981) - H ¢ > Wissa
FARARRY | R RS KfET CRS B %585k g% 0 f 18X 7 Lee st
Aol BREHT FEE KR RRESH E 20=30% R B E % > 4712 Lee

%51 * moving boundary LA ¥ CRS 385 3?24 AL A 38 (713 22 8 1% CRS

BRIRA L A RRT R BB BSE % o 1L R Wissa & Lee cf#d7 = 238

R
TN &

Wissa’s theory

Wissa(1971)51 * /] R 2Hm R FEE B P RAKE TR > L5 FH

% % i % A)(constant rate of deformation)=if it T EZ RPN R F A T 5
1 ) 2
5(X,TL)=7’T[1+6—T(3X —1)— > X

icosnﬂ(l X) (3. 1

exp(—n’7°T,)]

n=l1

33



He

€ =phre Jik %
Y= BHEF(IFETA LB R hy 5 A %) 2700 thy=% )8 F

h T (z 5P AR z=0 LM Bk z=hy SR ks

N

T="5(C, 5 B % (2 k)

R OB E MR > §F WD ek fi (steady state) -

1 2
(9()(,Tv):;4[1+6—Tv(3)(2 ~1)—— v X
k2 V- o
Zcosnﬂ(l X) exp(<iPr T} b
n=I
dXT»:ﬂ+@£6X%4)
Y 6C, (3.2)

SrLEA K R B A A T S
2
Ae = yh," /2C, (3.3)

¥ b SRR PR A B 45 U dic(coefTicient of volume compressibility) s 2 &

m, =Ag/Ac' (3. 4)
Ac' 5 R 87 PoRgehy 24 28 ZEERBERY WFH
B3Rt BRI RAZIE IV KR Eouy, Ap oo o7 u 8 om,=Ag/ Ao’

(3.4 x ¥V izH

= ]/ho2 /2u,C, (3. 3)

IR LB A g A R m R RRERY B RS
34



m, = yhoz [2u,C, » ¥ @35 C, ehff i fa:
C,=(h,"/2u,)(Ac'/ At) (3.6)

Lee’s theory

Lee & & §_i# * # # ¥ J} 223 (moving boundary)® & Wissa | Ji %32
WA BB ERY FRORRLSFTEFER  WHRSEFEREAR | EWD
AR R FRBEF AR TUFEFMORFE I EF B D
PR R h()s AR @ 2h@ * BRRw e R h(0)=h &7 R%E 3t

B oo 195325 0 Lee £44F CRS R %% rrae 0 e > et 2 f B %

T
on 0 on
—=—(C, — ST 2 >
w2 & (3-7)
n(z,0) =n,
n(h,t)=n,

on
—(0,1) =0
82( )

oDy, WO)=h

l—nﬁz dt: z = (t): ()_ 0 (38)
—k do'

C ="“(l+e)==

, (1+e) o (3.9)

w

h(t) = hy — rhyt

H ¢ o n=7 K Z(porosity) ; C,=/& % % #H(coefficient of consolidation) ;

35



h()=3#H AR BEF (bR S r=a%E F o

-

ek R G aBRERY fEE . = (G )i

Og, 0c,
oT, ox°~

v

0<Xx<n), 0<T =<(T)) (3. 10)

£,(X,0)=0

0g;,
0,7,)=0
o O1)

0
a‘}" 1.T,) = Bll+, (7, T )] G.11)

h

nT,)=—=1-p1, (3. 12)
hy

BY X&T, %8 WissadhdZoh v ch® x4l o ¥ ¢ B 5 faiEsee

A 4 dhag Fl= 8 i
2
p=rh/C, (3.13)
d 3t GxT, % I % rxt (it = Lagrangian strain) > #7141 S B 0= /[ 4 & X 3|

R e T Lee 23k v H{ARBHT I FH RS

i
Ja
3

i X7 CRSBDHEHK - 2 3-1 57k BEHRD LS

>—l—
G

}
=
RO
&

3
s
=g

3.3 MIT-S1 4 iﬁ@ééﬁ"ﬁﬁ:ﬁ

Pestana and Whittle (1995) 4+ ¥ 24 B+ 4 3 3% 1) — 38 47 4 H0;8 (MIT-S1)

36



v

Ko AR DR B SRR S Fr BAL 2 A EoR

<)

9 4% #¥kc(tangent bulk modulus, K=do'/de)v 4 7 2 3L b 22 4 s g 4 end
B A &gk & RN S8 R o Pestana and Whittle ¥ 35 0 LR
Mgy 2 A kT (00 <5 MPa) » REFIT 5 1 & X FISEM A~ 4 it I
WAt R o (e B MEF R A B Ar A An 3 O e R A 0 R R A A
BAGFEHAEY 3R RE T EHEOR T o REGY AT ¢ il
F- 2o ZREHFZEUR Ha b 4% (Limiting Compression Curve, LCC) >
Yo 3-3 #rom o REFY Mg~ LCC 2w o B A,k p YRR
FCHOF & EARAPEB S § R RERTLCC R - 2 IR FANE

BT X B RS

331 MIT-S1 B H e
MIT-S1 &R ; fﬂ*ﬁ— S S S | e v e
(1R 88 ey SUR i iR 0L & 7 bt 22 T35 s 4 ahiE F= S

i

K _1dd o'

PP de = (e )fz(Pa) (3. 14)

HeY P, 5 R %% g4 E(reference stress) @ fept 2 * - % §F R 5
ES R RS o fi 85 T Sl C BB K e

(Janbu, 1963) » #7124 pb Jg nh&ﬁ—(a/P) Bk R N ST N
** f] a5 38 38 {7 B3k (Hardin and Drnevich, 1972; Jamiolkowski et al., 1994;

Biarez and Hicher, 1994; Shibuya and Tanaka, 1996) > % y“ Pestana 3k
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K 1do'
file=l/n=1+ele i f ¢ finzs % 4 » ;Z;d——Cfl( )JZ( )

T RAFE AL el 4 -3 M T

de 1| 0o - do'
?__E E Pa (3.15)
-b
de_ 1[0\ do
e C\ P P A2 i
| (D)
e o)

b#1l:In| — |=-

(eoj (l—b)C(Paj (3-16)

1 o' 1

b=1:1n(e):—61n£0 ,},Oc Zoy (3.17)

JEB) 3-4 7 fRT] vey ARSI IS 05 SR 4 (TR HFd A oe=1.0
BT e 4 ) p e TEARETILCC Ff 2 R 5 AR 5 (4 R

fo it A LCCIAE (7 i enddio) > a b MG &2 -
Q)FEMF )7 L B S WP RPN BN
de=de +de” (& s B . e” L PR

de_lo'_dc)"
oA RECER B R o 0 W% T ol p] p

(B 157 7 > B L RIFEARY JV I 2 st 2 B enh

1/3
K _Glo
P alP (3. 18)

290G 5 - ¥l LEYFNARGERY SR A7 5 - Iy
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B b P 1/3 A& KpiE2 T8 F %% Mindlin and Deresiewicz, 1958;

Deresiewicz, 1958) o #711 iE 4 3B 4 ¥ % 77 &

-1/3
geo = o' do'
C P P (3. 19)

a a

I F A3 5 o BlE %% bonding surface plasticity model (Dafalias

and Herrmann, 1982; Whittle, 1993)17 ;2 » #2837 5 % 7 =

o'/ P )Y} do’
dgp:n(pc——( / a) j(1_5b0)7 (320)
b
H v
O_'
51;:1_[ ,j » 10<0, <15
O,

' _1/3 '
] L do
""‘]‘I/(éﬁ/rmﬁl ’}'B—J“ ‘_‘—;_E} ?’ 3 Cb P P l;’i’

' 2/3 '
de? = n(/’c _(G/i}(l_é‘b")d_o- .
C o'’

b

(3.21)

5,° p.
de =de® +de? = b
’{C;)(Cf'/loa)l/3 o'/ P, 1=2 )}

He C . o - P, g o, ' L FT S e B AT EF AR

T M 3 7Aoo & 3-3 5 Pestana and Whittle &t % o ez B M 414542

EANCEaEl S o S SRR
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3.3.2 MIT-S1 R st e $dicih 2

AT R TR OB AERY A & ¢

A
#
Pl B R E B S BCh R A R R ER T O NEFRE:

'_1/3d
e_n o3 (o2
(DQiQ‘§$WﬁH%/m4+,ﬁ%§d8_Ez}{ o

FoAE s G R A F o G E AR B R ) F AR
S 3 GRS EIE R B 0 - R R A RR I B

e R R > pﬁﬁ%mw?ﬂ’wuéﬁﬁmm%@ﬁﬁﬁi&agmm

(2)0 5 45 it AWEE P 1 Eehb RS B BRI 3-S5 T i A g O
AR L PF o R R fkg&.jr‘ﬁ;ﬁz PR R £ ER S R w £ 5 R R

foo K200 PUTE RBEARE B Ol RPUERAL B O A 24 o F b d W

34

AR | B AR S D R Y MR R e 7 AT 0 ST R
iz kw0t ] o
(3)P. 20, 1 & f it 3348 & LCC I BB 5 o B 3-4 BT 0 i

WH R W R L LCC R R PE o TT L 20, mihs ]

3.4 Ko-B % = 385 (CK,U)

BA1IK, BHp2 & & 4

CET BRI AR T R AR R S DERT ARG TG

e ff = 2% BT X R Kok 5 7 8 F0AE o AT R P HRIR
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LU AR TR TR E RS Y S

Ko B % = 2% (CKU) A e { Frachig G 2 3 ehg 4 s & o

342 = K BB #FEHK > ;1

W2 4 CKU g = 2 B 40T

(1) 2 &4 - %% (Andraws and El-Sohby, 1973 ; & 1% %, 1988 ; Fukagawa

and Ohta, 1988):

R L RS ERhe L2 Rle gt o RAEA s Thhe 4 2
WA At B RE Y - T EEhE R TR E R R o FIE N ¥R RE
AL > R A4 antad - R EE D Ellaoe BY (e,) HUBERY
(&) (PP #-T 3 M P MU A il B4 w2 7R3 pv )
DB R L RUER (g te=lal) A g At

PP R R G RPE WERB O R AR K f BT ERBRERL
oA R Kope o ¥ 700 22 2 @2 LB Koot ¥ B RiE2ani 4 s

FFEE O NE d B FE BKBRBREEK TSR
(2) Pl % e &R

Moore (1971) 4= Bk VR -2 A0 v e B8 plER S &
Foeoxd (1982)~% 7 (1983) *=$hE P K B 7 B35 M3 2R R
v R e B E ]I E 0.0019 (Okochi and Tatsuoka, 1984) ¥ 4
Kok R et 2 iR ESE * e o 2 A e o ok BRI R S S

RIBTHRDR TR c B R DLBERIFRELEG PP K
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oo 8 b R T RS A AGRR A D 0l § RBMA L F 0]

%&;}/ s @ ggégﬁ, Bl BT RHAE -

(3) e B EERZ

<P E (1982) R * FE G A FEHEG AR O hE o JRd
TRAMP R E M phe R M G FRDS L NERRe % £
R R H ERE I Rl R o JfEER KA B F gy
RATAR S JERIE Z GhREERR  F AN RS - R -
fe Bt 27 S R N frE > T R R R BRI o 2P B
AAAx BNV EET el KoB B aop RS F 2 fhidk ko 2
&
ki T R R 0 re iy R Tl Ak P R

STERNY S 25 TR . S RT3 4

3 el iR i enfEl o

BA3K, BB = hid%k 2 & R PP K, B2 Fl &
Okochi and Tatsuoka (1984 ) #& &1 7| B gL ¢ B2 5% B 4 > = ph/BR %
R K, Bk ¥
(1) i3 =ghz p R BPEART - 57 ] K, Banigd > 2o
G ER AT T f 0.0019602 T o

(2) 2 " REFEZHREDK RS K ERS LK EREER Lo B%
B3t A & KRR ERPE2 e % e

(3) % 7 3 MUy iRT o T KB K BBk A4
B2 A BB R 2 K, EAp Y e
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(5) mgifirz2 EWFENEI B RB2 K BERRD 2T 4
PR S AT AR AT K EY 7 B
d 2RI BHRT LD HER O FP B K Z R BER S &4
FEFEM AR iR EEN e td B OB ES T EA
ZEWHFNE T REFNAEFLIPELE O NEHESN o B 2R
W2 KEFNRMEAR ) ENEMEZ P UR P2 2 Bf DR o Wi
&mﬁﬁe@(wﬁgﬁ)ﬁﬁmfvﬁﬁﬁ@mﬁ%ﬁim%zﬁﬁﬁ
2R 42 % 85 % & (Huang et al. 2006 ) o ] M NS TR U I Y TR 4

Fh o Pl P R A

T4 gk e R R R R S SRR 4 L AR 3RS

ik R TP IR G SR chdp B SR Sl (e 4 HEE Go) i
A i

SRR R S Z PR T R R 2 - o - SR Z e eh
B R EINL ET T4 4 iF & 2 (bender element) 0 & PIFERE B ERLE S TR
,}juﬁ o ¥ 7}4»]@«—,&4%@ —; y 4 7 ‘md ER 5 4 }i B3R 1 4 4

#ehz R o R RiERY #E P EER -

3.5.1 % 4 jki# ch| 65 B

S R T PP LI T S Lo R O S R
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FREEDEETF)E o DR S G - R A T4 L Ry
BT BN BEAREAE (T S P 4 b e vEEdE(Dyvik and Madshus 1985) « 3 4t
GPER > om0 F] 5 % P §Re 2 (Sanches-Salinero et al. 1986 ) 82 584712 jiT
4355 7 e 0 -

4@l 3-6 #7or 0 BEA I BB 2 BAdninuit € F RALOIR % (AR Ak
Arig o ) om s AlNE 2 P E(C B)4 EF 4 kP iE pF R (Lee and

Santamarina 2005;Kawaguchi et al. 2001) -

3.5.2 445 % 4 ##(Go)

T4 n kb 3T R R 980t &) % 10°% (Dyvik and
Madshus, 1985) > F]plafsh BB T 07 g i~ 4o3 4 e Gyo d § 4
BB TN IR B A R o [T RT N E T
4 WHG,, ©

G = PV,” = px(L12)° (3.5)

He s

p = #HTLRAE -

L= Fr2ek B AREMERIE T4 kA

4=
>
I
-
oy
o
3
A
o

T = ik BER o

Fobo 3 S B ER A AT 4 O B e 4T
BerARRE 0 P R EMATR DR EA EH R AT 4 ey W2 B A o 2
[SREF R B Y ATacl I+ F R % ¥ 2 (Normal consolidation line, NCL) » 3 4
Wolicr ¢ fcac: B - b > gt pand 4 8] Gogo B2 (Coop,

2005) °
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PR A W 5 s 4 2 B enBf (¥ 04 4 ¢ = (Viggiani and Atkinson

1995):

GO(nc):gﬁ"%’ Bt ¥ fi 2R B A 4T a4 ﬁ:&(ﬁ 3_7(3) LH TR E%?])

ETINS
|
‘Lﬁ
(‘ﬂ}
=

A= S8 0 ;

no =4 S8 > ;

gy Ll P REA BRI A RE R T
PR AT TR R AT B L RS F T
4 Bl 5 oo 4 ol e AT A(Rampello et al 1995):

GO = GO(nc) (p_e,J
p

2o s

El

)
‘-L‘.E
/H}
ok

&
|

ple=iF M8 I 2T T NCL 1 i R & (B 3-7(b) 5 £ 7 & )

p'=H Y Tk RE -

C=Hil i 3 - FATE L2 ¥ BRRBLERGFFHAC LT 7
ke e

B 3-8 5 Coop and Jovicic £ ¥+ = #6 7 I eh3 3 #7i8 (7 0T 4 Hirfc§

(o]

RIS BERET S B R G HT S Wl A BB R

ok ) -
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2313k BEHREESDEBEEP Lee, 1993)

Strain rate: s7! Interpreted §
Magnitude of [
Source Material strainm: %, Max. Min. Max. Min. Comment
Smith & Wahls, 1969 Kaolinite 17-18 4x10°% 451077 | 13%107! | 1-3x10°* Good agreement between tests
using different strain rate
Caleium 17-30 1x 1073 4x10°7 | 215 B6x10-* Poor agreement between tests
montmorillonite using different strain rate
Massena clay 26 [x107% | 4x107® | 64x107% | 26x10"* | Good agreement
Wissa et al., 1971 Boston Blue clay 13-14 8§x10°% | 1-6x10°° 2x 1072 4x1073 Good agreement
Sillfors, 1975 Biickebol clay 14-19 1'7x1073 5x1077 | 33x10°? 1x10°3 Not so good agreement between tests
using different strain rate,
higher strain rates produce
higher pre-consolidation
pressure and C, value
Gorman et al., 1978 Kentucky soil
Site 1 20-22 42%x107% | 25x107% | 65x10°? 4x10°3 Good agreement
Site 2 12-40 14x107° | 83x1077 | 45x1072 | 26x107* | Good agreement
Site 3 12-16 27x107% | 63x1077 | 16x107? 4x10°? Good agreement
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+
~

3-2 7 b B H S ZERR N I B E R DR B (3 A Pestana and Whittle, 1995)

Functional form of dK /e Stress ranget Density—siress Number of Comments References
bulk modulus K* state space parameters
HERE
Cil + e’ =0 Elastic Plastic e-log o' 3 Classical critical state formulation. Terzaghi & Peck (1948);
* Elastoplastic. NCL (e, 4). Elastic rebound x | Schofield & Wroth {1968)
Co' =0 Elastic Plastic | log (1 + e)-log ¢ 2 Modification of eritical state model Butterfield (1979)
—_— s —
ot — NP NN — 2 Power law modulus, Curve fit o stress level Schultze & Mounssa (1961):
and density of interest Janbu (1963}
Co'ti? — Elastic - 3 Flastic—Hertz contact theory. Mindlin & Deresiewicz (1953);
Elastic properties of particles E, u. Deresiewicz (1958)
Particle packing configuration
— Elastic — 3 Hertzian-Holey model. Ko & Scott (1967)
Gap collapse pressure
Cil + ¢~ gt =0 Elastic — 3 Isotropic random particle array. Chang et al. (1992)
C is a function of E, ¢ and coordination
number
t+ey ., =0 Load only ! " 67 1= compression model Hardin {1987)
Cid pe . P T, b = 0-5 for cohesionless soils.
' Ci(3): empirical function of index and
physical properties.
i <0 Load anly e . 2 1-I metal powder compression. Shapira & Kolthoff (1947);
C ; log T+e T e —a, Valid only at high stresses Heckel (1961)
. L+ey =<0 Elastoplastic log e-log & 43) New elasto-plastic model, This paper
Elastic: Cy{ — LCC regime g, p,. Plastic transition f.
| Elastic Elastic unload C,
+ €
Plastic: C{&)( )ﬂ-"
[

*C is a material constant or a function containing material constants; d is dimensionless distance in stress state space,

47




# 3-3MIT-S1 #5550 % p#) 2 cn% i 2 E(4F p Pestana and Whittle, 1995)

Sand type Physical Properties Range of g Model parameters Reference
Name Abbreviation|Ds;, mm| C, G, Shape €rat Ehin C, P g', MPa B
- Coop(1990)
! / 02 24 275 An, 1.83 0.98 200 04 41 0.3
Dog's Bay DB gular Coop & Lee(1993)
Ham-river HR 028 16 266 | Sub-rounded 0.92 0.59 850 0.36 4125 0.225 |Coop & Lee(1993)
Quiou Q 0.7 43 271 Angular 12 0.78 1000 031 18 0.7  |Pedroni(1992)
N . _ . Carriglio(1989)
0.53 1.6 268 | Sub-rounded 0.93 0.58 800 038 375 025 B
Ticino T ub-rounde Pedroni(1992)
- : - Miura(1979)
7 5 265 i 5 5 7 55 2
Toyoura To 0.17 15 265 | Sub-angular | 0.98 0.58 850 0.37 5.5 N a.(1984)
Lagoon silt LS 0.13 25 277 Angular N/A N/A 460 024 0.1 055 |Colaetal (2007)

48




Fully dispersed

Fully confined fines Partial separationﬂ coarscr grains
& - .= 'y
5‘1 EI’ 'g) % e
€ o ‘H']E' - 5 = o

@ = (separating fines) g B
) o 3 g Y —_

* E - » [ § @
Yy { fined fi ) al) Fry €3 “ .g}
confined fines - ¥ =

u !D ujh %

e fe TE ":;:r (mni’i fines) Z é & fc .
m 41 B e 2 i=
£ 1 -

i1 - fc % & g S ¥ i
(clean coarser 5 | || (clean coarser g5 & 0
gralus) E grains) - (O 1 §

© fc{FC 1.3‘100

fc-iFC.hfl 00

(b)
T ERT Pt ;e f#(#@ p Thevanayagam, 1998)
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Fatticle zize

\\_ distribution cutve '\ Uit area 7
100 100 100
=~ B
g Bp F
=
8 0 0 ™ 0
3
0.0 MEm 0. 0 fdm
1-log cycle

Particle Dhameter, D

Bl 3-2 2 BRI =% (3 5 p Hardin, 1985)
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Void Ratio, e

Range of e

Very Low J Low Eleva-| High : Very . Ultra-

(VL) (L) ted (E)} (H) | High II High

T T III-IH' T 1TTTF T 1T Illlll T TTTTTF T TT7TTI T IIII'HI T rrrrn T 1 IIIH"i

Emax* |

e issmemremeemssceccsssssEmEEEE e e My s sEE T T a s AS s A +

Limiting
Compression
| Curve, (LCC)

N Y

D'- 'l I.II.||II| L 'IIIIII i1 I-|JJ|J! 1 I.I.J.I"lll Il Ilrlllr i1 lll]Jli L JJ-III-I Al L Luil)

10’ 10" 10 10° 10°

Vertical Effective Stress, 6’ /p,
(log scale)

B 3-32L 2 AT s RET PBHET 5 (3 p Pestana and

Whittle, 1995)
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Void Ratio, e (log scale)

LCC STATES :
First Loading log e= -p log (o'/c" )
— c r
1.0f-------------7
}_
e b-rmmrmm e
- Limiting Compression
Current State Curve, LCC
(e, 0') /
Unloading :
ere,v """"""""" O P,
elim !

G 0 O, G, G,
Mean Effective Stress, ¢' (log scale)

Bl 3-4 MIT-S1 B 5532 36 Hofst /R S5 & S FI(4F P Pestana and Whittle,

1995)

52




1-5 -
1 -
0-9
0-8
w07
o
E 0-6
= 0.
E 05
0-4 Model parametars
i 0-370
0-3
o' lp, 30
C, 1000
ﬂ..l B & i issiil i i s 6yl L8 s aiigif
(a]
Kw T | I I
10* =
0-70) = & R i 3
a 0-50 ‘_E___.-- 1 .
HH -"l' _._.-ll'
g | Yoo N
35 103 pte " IR A - -
FE SRRy
£ pesttT0 — -
x  fe=mT" - *
2 [ : f‘ ",:’
8107 | [ .
b g Compression model
" - 0-90
- 110 8
s D-20
N 0-60
1D L L IIIIIII 1 IIJ]"J i L |- |l| i i |I'|ll|
10~ 1 10 107 10°
Mean effective stress O 'fpa
()

Bl 3-57 F O 3R M3 & P2 (4% p Pestana and Whittle, 1995)
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1 generation
T
S Time

-0

Voltage

B (al

B 3-6 & fx = ik A5 & B4 p Kawaguchi et al., 2001)
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In G, ()

current

GO(NCL)

GO(nc) ______
In p'
A
CSL NCL
v
N (b)
\
\
\
current

state

Fﬁ?] 3'7G0(nc)l:;i3 p'e iﬁ 7T T‘é, Eg]
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Test

O 8db compacted
 Toe =042 O 6db compacted
4 “ B 6db overconsol,

© 7db compacted
€ 7db overconsol.

1 (a) Dog’s Bay sand
T LS B e R ] |
0.01 ﬂ.ﬂ'; 1.00
o O -1dg compacted

Bl 3-8 ¥ 4 BB R Ak B 2R 2 18 e (4 -2 (Coop and Jovicic,

1999)
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Yr R BREFERHG

AR 51 CRS B %35 CKU = fhidZh kg 2 325 HF (MLS
YLS KHS) s/ % {7 5 o 2 A&7 7 #t% CRS 2 CK U e85k # % 5 2 F
TEPEALEFZL M T T R B ER DTSR RN

\:’ o

Ft”

41 CRS R % iR

Ay et * hCRS BB RT BEAF T VA FRIFEWE 5 w3
4 F L CRS B H ik » L B CRSR RS T & & 64 CRS B ik
gk vh o I3 4 B Piston SRR ASA e G REDITHIR R RS o T E %

23 4§ CRS B % R CRSE Fiddefr 817 L g i 5 o

41.1CRS B % &

B 4-1 5 CRSEGFRAOPEEP T EH - S RPRLET A G T
SRR F et X305 H b B 4 4] o9 Piston (Piston 3R o Bk
4 2_ Bellofram #& i #he Piston FE-R# a0 ); T LIMPZ R BdhZ > dhF P 7
2% P /2 63mm o B A 20mm VR BEME E 2mm 2 A U A 54 R B TR o
4oB 4-1 977 OB B EAE KT 2 P T A YT G w KR o Pt
FOLRGFRE TR E i) X A w R RDIERT B TR R ERK o

FOho ST RLRFREAM DRV EDFRRRFHR NG E TR
REOT LML BEFRR I RER SR B4 § odhis &
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TR TARente P 2R LVDT 8 (7 28 8 eng B o 4ot 3 F 5 228 4 fhis

FVEHBRREEE S DR 42 5 AR 2R AT hhE TR IR K

EPRGEE R L AR KX CRSBEH R 2 -

ﬁfb@*ti‘ & S
ﬁ?}&ﬁ?“NKHMMEWRM@E%@L%@KW%E°&5§

W ieiE T %1 4§ 4+ 50mm/min~0.0005mm/min 2. F > & 5 i KA e

ghip FUB ¥ i 100kN o #7120 5 8 859 enfidd7 R 2R a0 # 1217 CRS B % 3#

I%E o

FRE KR %

TR LR ERLERS 2GR B4 L 10 kg/em” STEIES
ﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁ%%%i@@’F$@%Qﬁ@¥£§§ﬁ@%ﬁp¢%
RS IR IER &5 o ST L LR S L

KRz A ) o AR L 02kglem? o

4.1.2 CRS B % ¢S 42

2R AR
£ BB IESGOEREE RS LR T A L T M

(DA MERF X ECRSBFRDALL 5 AL >R FkRE KT
f'éf'"ff'o 3}& }\Z’éﬁ'f[’” ]g@j‘:‘//a ‘\'/}»}i Iﬁfﬁ)—?ﬁa%{iﬁ*?i

Q)H#E A I HRE BT 2 DER > B2 63mm ~ 8 & 20mm R
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RHRPMNIEIER PRI FTFRALEEBRANE ELERE
BT oo
Q)RR Rt LINEREM 2 > TRBRBREN T LI T
frﬁf?‘é@'!éilw rHoke® o 2 {8 #-L R SLVDT M2 %
PR BB BRERMEIVER R A o
(4) % B gt o % §iE 505 4 ) 10kPa e s fld AR o R RR k0
458 R RBERY ¥ flush BRFERP F0chz §F 20 2
M4 A g tefodifp B0 et 3 0 iR Piston o R
@R TE g et R 10kPae ¥ b Al MR BT 0 R
- D RFEONRE R ML E S R AT RIS T o
G)FMdEafh i P FAERIRZEFEEFRT - RTER
dokd AR S P ER R R BN F AL R R RIR R s 7
kep T A RORBR ST RENF RS T 0 AL E v h
$ 24 & 6MPa T iRk 3Rk o
O)EPIR S & s gk lrfod £ 1R B £ HERMBR D (S

[ In

mdL‘ F/ﬁ‘ L oo

HWERFRBHE%RD 3 > B3 TRFEFE§ERBWARLEI AR
FE A R FEE RS AFEZ I RO R EWORR T LGED
L3P BERR AN IR anat IR F i DR Gk fk (steady state) 0 3 IR T
20322 ) &) e BN RE IR € AR HOKR SR B T

o P S BR R B GE(C) A E g (Lee, 1993) o
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S Ak TR RO K G 0 1995 Lee(1984)#1it 0 B E 5 AT

ARt HEE YN R BN AR b S B E

)
fi
B
S
[E—
ET
=
[

U E R PEE N AE N0 RAET  RREETE B AR
TR A A A 4] SRR LR R R F R B C
g 4TI ST ARG R B 0.1 SRR R T

* 3 I R T fRT o
4.2 CK,U = $higsk i

AR PR H N MR A L IR R A
R BT b Ko ok fl 0 2 A ARkl 5 B R ERES o =

¥

FhE p e 734 ik (benderelement) ) AR 2B/ R F R4 R

BT g 4 g o T SRS R i 0NG

421CKoU = #hix B

Bl43 2 CK U=z %F 7B ERZEE L 70mm:E A 150mm;

FHTEE REY G - Fokr o X g - T4 g A2 (Bender Element) -

e

LR E R A o ZERE A LR A G A e = h TN

Rled o MRS Rt ok T R A PR = g

o R F R BBRIZMER O LA D - fEOREE
ZhE N IRZE R A R %R P B (non-contact displacement transducer)

BHARGP o PR ERERIFHES 2B 50 BRGEEHE R TR
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F2ghed o REEAFHINRENARLT 0V /ﬁ“,f T R AR B 4 A7
B d2 gL o
Z$hE T %G - F &4 (Double Bellofram Piston ) » 4ot 7 fi +

AL B RS R BREFERESFREY B BRI

el AR - EF TR E Y TRERERRE S E 0 TS
# &/ PP 5 iE (Dynaserv DR 1220E)° B2 &+ 324 5 220 N-m > & =
fhe FUR 5 4087 kg B < e i 5 2044kg o ¢t B E R4 R 5 F ## 614400
Hoo Tl Ko p w3 B R R KPS E TR L S 22
R S T A A e R s 2 R R

BT MR L B EEERE 3D BRI (ball screw)
(THK BIF 2005) % >4 #h (THK LBE25T) > ¢ 5§ i cradd i # % 5
Mhiy c HRPER L L RIL L RRIEF TS ERE L o BRI L
ERHEEE > T RPH T EEE R RPLEREBELAERES
FREZFZFEFERMIMIES > TTEEF T AR Z sk ki
LAaRAE e s o B adg T B¢ $IRTRITHE 25.4mm 2 A IFE #
BHREZ RERL TR R o - RP LRGP A
FHomE - mmzBFodr A a;u GORT O A Y 120945( 614400%5/25.4)

Hirdl o TG T TR A E 2 BR PR & AR
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wHRLI e iR d §ETE 4 > BEEE LabVIEW 250 8 § 2+

(NI PCI-7344 ) i#:% $ci+ 5. 3 terminal board (NI UMI-7764 ) » £ #3155

@ﬁi%é.,wﬁ%%éﬁ4kﬁﬁu’pdﬁ CFEA B iE T A B

iR EFRETAEIIERF I N FEF ALY E G M2 E

d L BERL B EFE BEF AP RAYAT R T E R
f

- P RMPFEEEEINFE BRT S BN E ST RY 2

2 CRS B %% & * AfI 9 4 500 iy 32 411 ) &

'E.‘;P'J &5
FRFHERIEA LS WARITER b T E e B e B
B FREAZFEIC WK o he 7 £ BRI Jt-k N £~ (Load cell ) #-

EFNZfhE BRI o g E A ¥ # 0F Pldhe fmEiE 25kN o L E A 2R

(Q‘

g BRIy -hEogERAZEY N FEA L R E
P THEBITIFREAPNALIE RN R WP FEARTE BRI LI R
Aom A EARFIRATREE o FIRZ IV HOKEREREY T @B 1400kPa kB
2+ (Pressure Transducer ) (DATA AB) # * o

R
2 0~20V s SIEFEF S 0.25mm~1.75mm 2 B > - iR e 5 -

6“‘34

Fobo gt R R R S 2.3mm o 347 R & 0.02um 1T B )

B2~ % (amplifier) ~ T 55 (cable) frf£ % (probe) & R[> ;4 {1 * ik

TR R Bd AT ABRP LB (target) A ATA 4 D
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BHR T @ s BRI L o CKU = sk i % & RRI 2 ke

% 42 #7

4.2.2 PID $he R4 4 5L

1% = 2 REfE 5 =43 (Bently Nevada 3300XL NSv 8mm Proximity
Transducer - system sensitivity = 200 mv/mil ) £ F 3 ;% 3% & ¥ (electrical
pressure transducer, EP) % = PID #5741 % 3% o

ERRERAY RGN EHFEREH I ER e RS A
#o TT R RN R RS E TS PID kLR chp EE o

FRARR B P REETRROARE AR RERY FHE e
%1 f 0.0019 (‘Okochi and Tatsuoka, 1984 ) B 4-4 5 /B % i #4238

Rehpl e B L ?;—;L*{—g AEREETE ) 2540.001% > AT T ARG K SR

Cf‘r"
@
e
&
2
ArS
—j
‘T
7
35
Il
q
i\
)
z
A

5”’%’ FE AN AR R B AR Y i B ) 2 0.001%2 7F > 4
PR D % D) B3 MR 1 (A V) SR A R
B3 kB (A Vioume) BV JI8F T #3058 L 380 gz m 2 2 8
RSB FEERE ST o T LR R AR R ERY

FFE e Kok 1 o 70 @ B R Bt K B0 U S Y B e A

423 % 4 g &R

AR Y p Tz P4 4~ ¢ (Bender Element) it {7 % 4

,ﬁ.x? ﬂ/?] T J\Pf:‘%%‘lrﬁ }i = 14 PAPANE ?ﬁf‘é—él?/;‘ éﬁ”fr,{?/ ng";é‘:%? ’
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B 4-5 57 4 /ﬁ»ﬂ/?]\VU—»TE,H°'ZT)I}H”J/);»’°"”7LE»*§' //%Iﬁf"i?—w‘

FRGE LGP T E AL o

T4 g

(RT L &H T (Piezoelectric Ceramics )

v

TAA AR BRI FET, 245 5 14.5x12%x]1Imm 0 &1
TEE 10V > &+ 4of] 4-6 “7o1 » #-Bender Element ¢ » = phE A T
FEY IR BAFHRI A (BRAR) ATz THEY o FK
FRAPIUFREE > RLNG /M4 ~2E (93mm) FH T EXRIT
% Bl4cB 4-7 ~ B 4-8 T R = (S 2 Rk F 4B 4-9 o

BT B S B AT § 3 S g <
TR R GRS RBER R E A3 gt TR

>‘l

AT o BT S B T A BT (CSeries «connected ) ¥7 7 B ( Parallel

connected) & Bl 45 N v B PSR EERE L T L LB F LA BaS B

Fz oo TIPEFET s BRnoH IR BMas B &Y RTIEBI N
BEA R AR RERT A R YT BRANTE R TSk Ad LR
(Function Generator ) 2 #0325 » 11 B BN T L ez > ¥ U m A B

B EH B K E P 0 T DB R BT ELen Aok o

(2)&#A 4 B (Function Generator )

MRS T ETA

ABH AN ALAE - Sk A 4R

_li";ﬁ

B SR RSB B BT A o AERRATR T 2 Sk
A2 EAS AE 2P MA ARG HP3II0A A 4 BV 8T Bk
At maEg s Pk s 2 4 A2 Random wave > Vd A EREZ T
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AP EE-fARr > N p FEBAAES EREGSANEEE R S R
B 2R L S P F S 1OuHZ~15MHz 5 85 4 2 JR 15 BIAL B 9TiE
* 1;;11;&@:3@%5&%5 T ANFEEE Y DAL 50Q ﬁig?lﬂzﬁ‘x%
F g = S0mVpp~10Vpp °

(3)?:% %fuj%ﬁg" ,:l(‘ ““;ﬁ‘_.

BOEAE - o TEHEF AR TR Tisdk
I. é’_?_, ’?\%_} LL!J E" /}iiltifﬁf% ’ F%%’{J}Zq-’](/, “U)@;,_L b} 7; — TB;;}:%‘P]/{—’ElE

(channel) 2 - B #FFH 5 (POl RE) 2 * 7k
7 535 RS232 & HPIB 1 6 #5USLey 418 5 BMB %518 5 2% 1
R afie & M EL ST+ 2 ’%’iih?l ~ & CFaLsg >t — A2 8L § P 2. terminal
board) e M A A T4k o Bl g TR A > T2 I Bk e e
(FIELT I0E X 5 w0 Bos FRAUEUIE X L 25kHz 0 3 LR T ik 1 4o )

4-10 #7151

oA ¥

Dyvik and Madshus (1985)45 41 » 3" 4 & i #f 5 e % € B2 it
Az Petg o o FE AR A EEERIFEIFEITNLRE > RTRATE A
2B AR CREFOEBEAE VARG R RFIE S 0 TSR K F
BRI o SRR R H S R S 0 U E ) 3 R 2
B iF o 4E & o Dyvik and Madshus (1985) 23k 5 4 L~ 22 F ot v @
* 5~100Hz z_ * ;& » @ Viggiani and Atkinson ( 1995 ) i :% % ¢ * & 32 PF >

3 4 3t 1kHz~10kHz 2. fF > 357 #F B AR08 2l o

PG EE (2007) $E A RRERGE AP ATR Y 294 LA
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2% OkHz PFer 2 3 ¢ 3 B x 2 dR1F o Flpt 2778 * OkHz ¥ - ¥ o 5254

ST P ETE

424 CKU = #hZ KA R

R AR

B R R AR B2 - S B2 R R Nk > s
2 2GR EPMEMLH Y (2004) o & 50 EEEM AR PERT FIF
Ko b fl o 1 ¥ /b3 2 g b 3K A B2 58 A P MR M e e B %

BFER

LI TERS T

i

-1.»\«

:-C\}

ERRREF TS 0 o AT R A A R AR TR OR R
ABRTRFIE T ARRKRERE 0.037mm/min (0.00024 strains/min) V8 %

TEFCEETINL EEr BTN 3RS SN PV SN PSRN X

Il

Al e] 25% B0 1R R R HE RE RS LB Bk fE g o
j‘*—:ﬂ;& t“'i'f% B Lﬁ’fﬁ‘ﬁk@gm% }’ﬁ “éb :‘% 15¢cm ‘_L;[;i Ltﬁ —1 OZlmm/mln I‘J’Pé‘

e d kT o
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% 4-1CRS /& % 3¢5 chfls 8 # ¥

C-0-1 0 1.5 2.2x10-6 218
C-15-1 15 1.5 4.8x10-6 93.3
C-30-1 30 2 1.4x10-5 34.7
C-50-1 50 2 3.8x10-5 18.7
C-75-1 75 P "‘-}." 9.4x10-5 2.8

4.1x10-5

C-silt-2

1:9x10-5

C-silt-3

?

{.+1x10-4

23

6.1x10-5

C-K-1 11 1.5 1.1x10-5 39.8
C-K-2 12.2 3.5 3.9x10-6 268
C-K-3 3.3 2 3.5x10-5 15.7
C-K-4 5.8 1.5 1.5x10-4 2.8




342 = phB v R ARESR RR] 4 AL 4

B E 2 528 B e
LR N At 2.3 mm 0.5um
MR IR E 0.IN

0.01kPa

KRS
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Piston
pressure mlet

Differential pressure Back pressure
transducer outlet inlet

125

ey pellofram

B 4-1CRS /B % 2% % # % 2+ 7 1. F

69




097}

0.8F

e
“

Void ratio
o
a

0.5}

0.4r

0.3

Very Low

Low

Elevated

’ Very | Ultra-
High | High | High

Measurement from bottom of the loading piston

e, =1.06

€., = 0.59

Measurement from top of the loading piston

100 10° 10"

10°

10°

10*

o', kPa

ave?

Bl 4-2 B % RPRGFEHRHF R % o F
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7
) 7
7 /7
~
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7 EEEES
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% m
- ent
g .
7 il speci
7 (0]
7 7 cim
7 7 en
7 7 _
A7 V7 7z il .
7 //;;///;;;/ N7 7 prOX .
7 N7 7 im
77 10 4 7727 //////
7 i ra
7 7| V) < sduc
“ i nsducer
. ntern
7 al st
% I-u
)
7
7
% |
A aCryl'

T~—1load cell

—
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SEE

/
i
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pressure transduce
r

B] 4-3C
KOU = .
#%gé‘:%?‘;{ %?‘;{—)J. _
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0.002
000l F—-q-—————"——"——-—-— Ay — - -~ -----_—--—-
- u
.g 0 K,-condition
a —
v
000l F— === m m e e e e e e — o
_0002 ] | ] | ] | ] | ]
0 50 100 150 200 250
c', kPa

Bl 4-4 BRpiEART Ple RBP4 ESE
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Function Generator

hp 33120A
] Top Cap
s o P =) e
L rrizg I“iiBender E|ement
\ (Transmitter)
) \
53 | T Soil Specimen
[© J= U
]
W\M = =— Bender Element
= ™ (Receiver)

M Pedestal

Wave Signal System

B 4-57% 4 b~ ikzsk kT 2 B (FRE]s, 2003)
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@?f%@% ™
B\ \
L
Sal
S |
N
A
— :
by
\}
?P@HI%\»Q? ]

H g4 it = 4 (After Dyvik, R. and Madshus, C.,

Bl 4-6 B T 1 3
1985)
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\ Filter Stone

Bender Element
(Transmitter)

Bl4-7#WTRET A3~ (F M) 44~ 7 L8 (841, 2003)

Bender Element

/ (Receiver)
Filter Stone

\

% ? b

B A-8FMARLT 4 A~ () 4~ 7 & B (HF#15,2003)
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i) 4'9§’5§ P He s e L

1.270mn ¥: 48 . 3931

FProcessing Data

E + Ctrl
MEASURE START

Bl 4-10 5 4 b = % 2B 20 8 B T )
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$IF BiRim

AT SR TR | R R B R SRR R R 7 R 2 2
W RS % ¢ 45:CRS BBk~ CKU = dngsk 12§ 4 kit 8
J %\51"‘2‘\53 ) kﬁﬂ h’Tl%q”m;‘ ?E’/‘ﬁ’H&,{’/I!K rBAE"P/m

R B R SRR R
5.1 ¥4 e ¥ 4 ik

AT HEHAE CKU gt 79 4 A cngploH P & g ay3n
o AR KRR ERTEFEARES RET T4 R 2o
MmO R BRI e AR R R SR LR T 4 L D

¥

CRIRE NCEALE S RIS S TR s SR

511 % 4 kg

Bl 5-1 57 kol $ %Rt bR RETmT 4 i Epl
S d Bl 51 B SEEF RS s (B LT G ok )T
PO S SR e TRBERMEOIPL T R T A G S S e 1
2 133 Stokoe % £ (1985)55%7 7 & % » £t it & FAp4 B R 4p 1T h

BT o 4 R R B BT A

V,=C(0,)" x(c,)" .

AP C=69~65~61 & 62 4~ % ¥ FC<5% ~ FC=15% ~30%% 50%

FEFRAHT oA mE L0102t o (FEFREESEFHT A LR

5‘73’“:3\4\-

e14p A7 3 = % (Robertson et al., 1995) » #RHE* Fm 2 C &
1000 rd LT AR FRBEMOD R VES EHEM 0 T §
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W R R ARG AR A | YRS EE) o

Yo .d N2kl i BB liparpid s
(FC<5%~FC=15%~30%% 50%:=% F 7 4p ¥ % & & 9 5 60%~50%
75% ~ 80%) > #7111 fExd AN EHRFvhofl 7 £ I BT 4 p R
g e it 1945182 Huang ¥ £ (2004)%>° & 5 7) 87 7 4p 011 B dp
PeratMitz T o Fal s Bd 0 2D 30%FF 0 B4 ki TR
25% ¢ ¥ 4ol 5297 0 Al A R TIVHET S L2
) B

B . 13, 0.25
V. =(a—44.6e)c,') & 5.2)

e o Wl 7 £ <S%15%E 30%:0d R 5 0 a s HW=9]

854790 ¥ HjE% a W8 il 3R Gl h LAl (W 5-3) 0 B K

BY erfd (27 10 4 o1 =5
a =—0.4%(FG, %)+ 91

SErL(38 52)F ey A

Ay )

v

(- 0.4x (FC,%) +91)—44.6¢)(c," )"

BARFIA RS AR AR A PR T R 2wk B 7T
4Rk R RIT 4 AR R P DL RARFED PR T R
KR gAY T F AR c R S4 FME TS QB EFHRTT AR
ot g d BV R ok BRRYRE 4}
Pl ek o B g h R RIET 4 i ot R i R 30% 0 i

T4 AR Ml &R FT a0 AT R AR R TR o
512 % 4 ik
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A @Y AERE FFHFEMOT 4 WG, AR RE
e gt > T AT EFHIRA EEE T 4 ol Bl oo

RypiEd 7 > T4 il 5 R4 2 Fenhf 7 00 & 7 =0

Gone P
( D =4, p_ (Viggiani and Atkinson 1995) (74 5.3)

v

p.')
GO GO(nc)( j
p (Rampello et al 1995) (3 5.4)

\\\?{.r

PUT T Ry 0t BT SRR A 0T 4 B T R 7 4 1 (
Foeintm T B L2 /Ekﬂ*&p 3.5.2. . 80).0

d B S5-5~F 5-8 F T A Rlmitend B S F B R GRS
NCL » ¥ 4 #i#cy Eippfaacl - ® REF o F *hd B] 5-0~F 5-12
& T ’p‘ ' AR e IR TN A AR Ak B A B o e
AL e e F R AR A e A A et o Coop(2005)
4% Dog’s Bay sand ~ Ham river sand ™ % | * 5075 i 238 (7 47 I o3

CRR TN RN I S B = SR TR
52 CRS B %# %

AR ST F R S R KRR B R CRS B 4 %
fE47 o gt b o T4 MIT-S1 en S B T8 B e > P 3 ey

W5 ER R D R R G o

5.2.1 BSHR chig it
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TG A MIT-S1R 550050 ASBIL )2 6 chif 38 1713 2% -

1295 Pestana (1995)#7#k & /R % 050 > 3248 0%

ﬁ?ft
AL)
NV
I
gl
2l
&
i
T

BAB WA BIL > A BRI HRL T LT A

K _Gfa)
AN (54 5.5)

Hoo o $N3ER Ak BTN R A0 A T n=1/3 0 R AR
MR NEFE > R BRI T F R T RRER T
P AT R R £ Ryt L8 Rk 2w o

#7120 4295 Jamiolkowski F A (1994)¥> = f87 Fe gk < 14k
STE (T R 4 ) R T (G 7 PR ()14 & FU I

(e)2. ¥ enhf 12+ 4 77 &

Gmax Gb E
1.1
AN (s 5.6)

e Gy ¥l RAHFEDETE G2 L ERPRF -
A BRI FAHI FEFTAIBEFET . T SRS 564
MeehBe R 55 @ X A § B IS Pk fs e MIT-S1 R % 055 % @47 52

R R e TS RE = T By | ST U s Ve

2%

H P n %43 M (porosity) » Bk B A el
B F R 15% NS FREFRRoRR T F L T4
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FEHEARIH B IR R RET TS e BHREF 0E

5-13 #75% > h=0.68 o ¥ 4345 5.1.2 -] & cn % > T 4 filles 7 & o7

Gmax = AO( £ J (p_ev)
P, pP

Bl e d N 57 BN 58V OR-Gyi oA

(no—c—h)
1 + 2k ' - y \C
qﬁq{A{( 3°yg) xpﬁ““%pﬁ} (5% 5.9)

0

(3% 5.8)

3 IEE MR A K HABHRG, P Rk R R Y

e s e ice #1120 MIT-S1 #5508 S 2 sc2 {8 > sE{E

s e AT AR
—0.68
o, (1+2K,)do,'
P, 3R

=y

Jet — 31-2v) n

2(1+v) G, (54 5.10)
AN HRE S P& T e
((1+2k0 ]a , /P 23

3 ' ¢ 6 do'

de’ =n| p, — 1-8 v

P 3(1-2v)) - 1=%") c,

20+v) ) *

(7% 5.11)

% 3 MIT-S1 03¢ 6 2o (6 cpii i % 38 1700 (] 5-14)%

J-

R s & L

7 e o 2 E B e is g MIT-S1 50
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3 R RS SR E R H R I B E AR

12 2w e MIT-S1 HoZS 84385 chis % 38 (7 i B fd e 1% o

g8 o B 5-15 FS ARz £ FRHDORFS R PR ER

T
\\—
Ly
&
£
75
T
4
=
N
B
g
=\

Wil z B¢ FHDC,EX] o d B 5-15F
G EEF e F R A e E K T A N R R ek A
£ e B o] 3t e 3k 97 iR (Huangetal..2004) -

¥ b pe ol 8] Gude B AREAE ~ LCCHY B2 18 PR < o] &

FE T LCC Bt =R e 5o B 5-103 & %) p. ~ o ik T ig % o

EY R RUL- TS Nt 0 T e P VR S
B & 1% R4 B £ 400 B o i T f LKL A
GRS T S SR S Ly T El R

HH2 ol 7 B FHOLRETEEHFLE 540
5.2.2 RAFW Mg B E HoHk

' 27

Bl 5-17~8) 5-22 2 ol 5 & & B 5 <5% ~ 15% ~ 30% ~ 50% ~ 75%
9 100%E FRDRBY R o B P EEBEE 5D R B IR A R
Hob R 2 MIT-S1 B i e % o g0 d - kel @
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F IR MIT-S1 #5583 it 5 B 4 3 ol § B a8 (FC<5%
FC=15% ~ FC=75%%2 FC=100%) % > #c @ Wit % 29 SR B
W OAARE B8 o (e B FC=30%3 40 0 BB Bkt & | 2 23
AR e £ o R u] B AP A 4TV O RF R A S BOR

E ey WA A KRBT A EH DA o

-
=
E-)

b2 &Rl g i FC=50%$ R EMaBR B AP

BRI IFERT Ao P icaci g LCC 1+ > 2 BB AR5 7403

IR BHIRR A FIE T FC=50%E ¥ RS I 4 4 e s ]

2 dmofd d ) 20 B eni B 12 7 5 (Transitional behavior)(Nocilla et al.

2006) ° @ ¥ 13yp i FTE FHEPFLT 2 dp 0 F R EEH Ll

5B 50%:finT o 7 o wd — sofefld s (Critical State Line,
CSL)(Huang et al. 2004) -

Foama ol £E SRR BY R L% hoB 5-23 97T
SF o R R e SRR SRR S B L 4o (FC=100% 52 4877
th) o HAR R R S5 B COBIRGRER % 5-4) 0 B g et fe 2 5
EF g B en B iR B R B R 40 SR i B
g S FHMBEE O FH A o P KR BE RS TR
e ERR RS B ST SEANC R L= P .

PR pRIE AL S D D FH P REy g kAR P

e

B o HRIEBIL i 8 RFIV L AP S F Sienimil g Lot e
Sk e o0 A 4 ¥ gk frik(Nocilla et al, 2006) o #7172 2548
VR HEE A e 0 Bd St eil B SN 40 00T SR e0TE R R o T

SRR PP S L Y SRR
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R H#)

BHPRE Y 53 4EH 20 - B 524 2 B HPORBES B
FPETORMENMI G W PR AR B B Rl R
- LCC 1} = p 3§22 FC=50%n$ F RIS » F LMD 3 p)d &

AR 2 BB S o ST TG H R R R T B e

BEREDFMHY AR FN R el 7293 BT UL G
FC<5%# FC=12%+ B384 o BE2R 'Y 5 2L 4E & 3548 > lfiﬁ [T
MIT-S1 53" ¥4 % 2er) ;A AR 7 B e 1068 o ] 5-25 5 B 22/ R B o
AU Bl o NS R0 VI IR0 A e K 0T g ey i
PABE B LR R B Ao (2 B d SDZLIE R AR o [ g 4 dt B
PEW FAT o T T R R PN T L Ky SR 2R B R Al o )
P IRE RTINS Y L R SO R B g
LT AR R B R P TR N BB IO e o

TS E SR A RN EKENRDSRS(A P FaE Lk
e LCC ik fis » #7033 5 8 (7 B lE i) -/ T MIT-S1 R S5H050

FEf &% R S8 R ¥ LaF 2 a Tkt R ey i

U E A A

5232 m@%’ﬁb‘_
W¥p&E2 547 7 4p ) » #l4e:Quartz sand (Yamamura et al, 1996)
Toyoura sand (Miura, 1979) ~ Ticino sand (Carriglo, 1989) ~ Ham-river

sand (Coop, 1993)% & R %) 3 A M4 P i FFR: S A L
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Bt TP B REREd O R SRR L I
4y T' 24 -ﬁ‘_,,xE‘.)\ LCC( NCL)]I oo

R 2 WENERH S BN E FREHDORBEST
B T AFeEHERE G R DF 2F)(FC<S%) > B BRI T 530

WEHNIEEDITFE RS B FRHPARIT G EDEFTHEF

ﬁﬂ?&@@J%@iTWEi%ﬁﬁ%Wﬁ%%@5%%jﬁﬁx

£ LOC Fffe o 1o & R B 2 164 S ARIEE $ FF) 12 42
B R A o AGHER B 528)2 (R R AR R
PR GSREA Y M AL S R RGBS mE s EHE R
PR AR @ T A ] F OB G 2308 11e2% o 1A R R Al 8

w AN PR i e b o 1Rk B (1997) ¥ & R ) ST g
%

(4

o dt o & 5 R B (breakage potential, By) i 0.21 5 & 4t

+]» %% Hardin (1985)%3 H U F) 2¥riien B, i~ m B 227,11 B, & &
0.49 > p+ & ¥7 Ham-riversand: e Byagdple 28 3 227 R B R

PO A R TriE r LCCTFEC o A M ER B a5 R 282 PP &g o

Pl AR i s LCC FPEZ 6B 37 5 H.d 3pket
R ST AR A T A AT RIS REE R R DR R
Hftooom 2 iE 2 TR Y PR 2 R4 S 5 F] ) (rounded) & & A

(wgmm’ﬁ*ééﬁrgaa&w%awWifmﬂiﬁ%oﬁwwﬁga.

T\

PHREESFFHER RN FRGEEORFT R FIZFEME F AT

PSR

EERRE TR TS R TR AR B B R el
WHEF o4 s 4e A AR B s F e e
7] Hleﬁq\.@ﬂ”ﬁiﬁﬁgét ST IEURUE I -0 IR DI 31
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AARPRG R o R Lok RBEITE DB F L - H S

o+

5.3 CK,U = #hirs&

531 % kT4 %R

FEDT S BR G A IR BT R R SRk - B
N A I FH BT AR ORF P EIENT SRR L
LM o H R AT 0 BT 4 A HTE G T 7] S5 (Holtz and
Kovacs, 1981):(1)3" 4.+t 2 a3 R R S Q)RR 254 ~ Q)i & v d &~
()3 & e AR R > (S K (O) &4 otk is ~ (7)3d = -] ~ (8)
R TS AR R IR o T R SRR T 4 RS el 7 R
R4 s R enR it % 0

Bl e AR ihd-Eap g AT T THF e R H 2 Pk
TARAEEF N KRB ORM A S 1T RF) ~ e 1

PR KRB KA T ahd Bk T 4 R T o SRR 2

SRS LS (OO $phe R~ AT MK R b

, (o +ahj (0' —GhJ
J— q:
IR IS RN ¢ [ 2y 2 ) e far o

& FE
AL A EEA E Rl § R BB R R (OCR) - 35 X
I E G AR KT 4 R PEE B 5-29~F 5-36 5 2 Rl i £

5 R LR B AL AL BT R PR T BB AR 2
86



VBRI B fa ke el
BAOE T ¥ RBEER BTG

g x 3 OCR=1.0 ~ 2.0

K

d B 5-29~F] 5-32 7 g R F el 7 i e F B R 4
RE2ME N B BEEL T AR UGN N EN R e 7§
5% & Frim % 0 Hehmil g REE AR LK) 10% 1 85 gl
brE s 5 LR pulE 3700 & 365 o el ERAST 30%
PR Tl B A R T 2657 0 2 el 5 B M4 D S0%PE AL ¥ A
£

d R AR el S 3N KR IR R (B iR e R
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% (0OC):# 4 » & jod Ko &2 i8R % vt (OCR)2 [ e 1% o

T ¥RH
W3 gy It F R B D B Kone BHEF 2 3 5 0B
imﬁﬁmﬁf’ﬁﬁ B chlg (47 4 o1 & (Jaky, 1944)

Kon=1-sin ¢’

R F R SRR ERREEI S T Kone=1-0.987 sin
i tay 0 m K=1-0.998 sin ¢ B it 1§ * 3t 2L B M4 2 3 (Mayne
and Kulhawy, 1982) - B] 5-41 2 B 5-44 52 2 F ol 2 £2 & Fm R
wilEfe? K, E'EFRRPE e il 7 2<5% 15%
30%2 50%: % FF) 0 H Ko # B % 0.68~0.71 ~ 0.60 ~ 0.58 - B2 ZX
Wy B AR 3B om0 R A B Ko TR
FREFAELR S A5 MAcadk g oA B 5-45°1 B 5-47 B4 w5 R
e s 2r e K BgiERd Ko ls 7 o4 2 F onff (2§ - o
B 5-45 % B % Y-1~Y-3 s | +RF) 2 fse 4% i g = d Laval sampler
AR P e B B R 2R B SRR T TR AR AT 0 T B B AR A
FIEFRPREFAK, TR FRALR HP PR E 2 K
T2ETF - RARBE OB (R o ¥ b LR B R Rk Ry B
HF)F 40 IR G (B 5-47) -

PR F AL RN AR DR )
BB R RN Kope T 225 F B & PB4 m K 0 i 2 RGP
FIV g AR L R R FISHW R A S it L B
R REARY Kot 2 B A2 OORET 4 %Y R
344 f B e (Chu and Gan, 2004) » 7+ § 4p ke foft A & et
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2 5-1 ¥ F R = iAW hTL 2 R IE 2

Test NO. | FC(%) | OCR €e Konc o' o'y Qe Vs(m/s) Gs p(kg/m’) | Gmax(Mpa)
M-0-1 0 1 0.843 0.69 38 48 37 150.3 2.61 | 1873.576 | 42.324243
M-0-2 0 2 0.83 0.69 45 50 37 N/A 2.61 |1879.781 | N/A

M-0-3 0 4 0.827 0.69 55 50 37 156 2.61 | 1881.226 | 45.781517
M-15-1 15 1 0.853 0.71 37 48 36.5 143.7 2.69 | 1912.035 | 39.48292
M-15-2 15 2 0.814 0.71 53 50 36.5 141.8 2.69 | 1931.643 | 38.840005
M-15-3 15 4 0.837 0.71 53 50 36.5 155 2.69 | 1919.978 | 46.127477
M-30-1 30 1 0.744 0.57 29 49 26.5 136 270 | 1974.771 | 36.525358
M-30-2 30 2 0.727 0.57 37 50 26.5 141.5 270 | 1984.366 | 39.731471
M-30-3 30 4 0.722 0.57 50 51 26.5 139.2 2.70 | 1987.224 | 38.505727
M-50-1 50 1 0.723 0.58 33 48 26.5 N/A 271 1992455 | N/A

M-50-2 50 0.697 0.58 39 50 26.5 138.32 271 | 2007.661 | 38.41141
M-50-3 50 4 0.668 0.71 50 52 26.5 137.73 2.71 2025.18 | 38.416756
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% 52 A = phiR R ELE Rk i

Test No. | Depth (m) | FC(%) OCR Kone €c o' o'y Qo Vs(m/s) Gs p(kg/m3) Gmax(Mpa)
Y-1 3.69~3.85 48.92 1 0.53 N/A 93 178 383 161.3 2.71 N/A N/A
Y-2 3.69~3.85 50.62 1 0.75 1 96 160 383 139.4 2.71 1855 36.047028
Y-3 3.69~3.85 53.23 1 0.57 0.978 90 155 383 166.5 2.71 1864.509606 | 51.688401
Y-4 3.51~3.69 47.78 6 0.57 0.86 30 36 383 N/A 2.71 1919.354839 N/A
Y-5 3.51~3.69 47.89 6 0.54 0.87 27 35 383 133.5 2.71 1914.438503 | 34.119602
Y-6 3.51~3.69 49.57 6 0.84 0,83 24 . 383 138.7 2.71 1934.42623 |37.213892

% 5-3 B 22m = W iimE & R % i
M %5 | Depth (m) | FC(%) | OCR ec Kone Qi o' G'y Vs(m/s) | Gs p(kg/m®) | Go(Mpa)
K-1 3.69~3.85 | 24.43 1 0.866 0.52 40.5 91 175 163 2.65 | 1884.24437 | 50.06249
K-2 3.69~3.86 | 21.89 1 0.897 0.56 40.5 98 175 166 2.65 | 1869.79441 | 51.52405
K-3 3.69~3.87 | 14.61 1 0.859 0.65 40.5 113 175 161 2.65 | 1887.57396 | 48.9278
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L54 B RR - RARIIE § AR ARG por 002 0)EF S MR Tk

(Cc ~ Cs)

(s [Few | G| o | e |0 | ce | o5
C-0-1 0 500 1020 | 0.333 0.55 0.185 | 0.006
C-15-1 15 300 650 0.283 0.6 0.137 | 0.008
C-30-1 30 300 290 0.225 0.6 0.121 | 0.007
C-50-1 50 250 N/A N/A N/A 0.109 | 0.009
C-75-1 75 200 0.9 0.112 0.01

C-silt-1

C-silt-2

49

0.37

0.02

C-silt-3

48

0.53

0.02

C-silt-R

C-K-2 12.2 170 70 0.12 0.009
C-K-3 33 210 370 0.29 0.6 0.111 | 0.009
C-K-4 5.8 210 370 0.29 0.6 0.155 | 0.011
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GO / GO(nc)

100
90

80
70

60

50

40

30

20

10

/
- /
/
- /
/
MLS, FC=30%
n (GO(M))=AO(£]”O
D, D,
A=1.07
- 11,=0.79
| | L 1 111 | | | | L 1 111
10 100
p'/p'.

B 5-7FC=30%% % #) e Gy & 1 25

102

1000



100

—

90 | 7

80 | d

/
70 e
/

60

50 |

40
<
&
2 30 MLS, FC=50%

[GO(nc)]: AO[E] 0
| D, D,
/
20 7 Ay=4.39
e n;=0.49
/
/
/
/
10 | | | L1 11 || | | | L 1 111
10 100 1000

c', kPa

B 5-8 FC=50% % % #) 1 Gy & v 25

103



GO / GO(nc)
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O first-loading
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G() / GO(nc)
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Void ratio(log-scale)
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Percent passing, %
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Silty sand
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