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Measurement of stress history normalized behavior of MLS

Student: Jui-Yang Chu Advisor: Dr.:An-Bin Huang
Department of Civil Engineering
National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

Cyclic triaxial tests on Yuan Lin silty sands have indicated that as the fines
content (FC) increases, the cyclic behavior of Yuan Lin sand gradually changed
from sand-like to clay-like. Tests on natural Yuan Lin sand retrieved by Laval
sampler showed that the effects of FC on cyclic resistance ratio (CRR) and shear
wave velocity (V;) are signifcinatly less than those obtained from tests using the
reconstituted specimens. It was thus hypothesized that the effects of fines were
also age or stress history dependent. The author performed a series of
monotonic and cyclic triaxial tests on reconstituted Mai Liao Sand specimens
under overconsolidatewd state to verify the above hypothesis. Results from
monotonic triaxial tests on over consolidated specimens with FC < 30% showed
higher deviator stress at critical state than those sheared under normally
consolidated condition and similar void ratios. The stress-strain relationship
from these over consolidated specimens did show a normalized behavior, where
the relationships between deviator stress divided by the respective confining
stress and axial strain tend to collapse into a narrow range. As the FC reached
50%, the consolidation curves showed a transitional behavior between sand and
clay. Based on this series of tests, the author was able to establish the criticla
state lines and determine the state parameters (VW) for the sepecimens tested.
Results showed that for Mai Liao Sand, both normally and over consolidated
specimens shared consistent and unigue CRR—Y and Vs—Y corrleations when
FC < 30%.

Keywords: Stress history ~ Sand-like or Clay-like behavior ~ Normalized
behavior ~ State parameter ~ OCR
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e it g & A > Yoshimi et al. (1994) % CRR 2 & i+ & iz % Seed (1979)
ATEEGR IO o Hig MR PR P PR R TE 2 T AR R TR
B W &4p % v= & Tokimatsu and Yoshimi (1983) 12 f§ % ;2 #rie4- 8 2 8 4 %
feieF 3 Rb o BRES g F R %Jimﬁflf/ ki B CRR EF 0 2
BooF 2 MR R PRE > KRR CRR E M E R o

N ERERERERS 5 AR R FRE IR TR RS
A 5 E P PR HRRE RT3 CRR 2 2 3 5% ik Pyke
etal. (1975) e 3 > REFRTAL Kp F 3w > L P % T H > vk

%s% 8 ¥ 2% (Cyclic simple shear tests) # 5 % 3% # i = #h325% (Cyclic

12



triaxial tests ) # % FogF AZFEIC A KRR > ek F ek it o Seed etal.(1978)
EHRILE AR B e R R £ F R (g [00) 0 R % 2
FRAHEHT %L 10%  m e (K #1) 2 F B4 2 F RH T 35%

2B = sk (K,=1) TR B A Tt (24) #50 (25) LM

«,»\

A S

v\\x\-
=

I

J =0.9% (CRR)¢ =0.9xC, x (CRR),
O' field

(CRR),, = ("—J

20,

F3h 2 R4 ABK ZIPFCRRE I 48 C 431021152 FF-%K, =04

FF o B Cp & 45 Finn et al. (1971 )~ Seed and Peacock (1971 )~ Castro (1975) -
Seed (1979) £ A A uFE NhEH AN » F i EHF Hrefut g o bk
Coo B %4k 22 #7577 c 247 7 & * Castro(1975) #1391 2. % % C=1.15
% K=1 ¥ CRRfieg®? CRRy 2. FFernig &+ Hafics 1035 H @2 ¢ 171 %
AT T E I K=l (7% 0 TR 4 CRR ¥ 7 21

13



422 F Hregutig o a# Cr

(1% :xp Kramer, 1996 )

Reference Equation K,=0.4 Ky,=1.0
Finn et al. (1971) C =@1+K,)/2 0.7 1.00
e asciidk?lngl?l) Varies 0.55~0.72 1.0
Castro (1975) | C, =2(1+2K,)/3J3 0.69 1.15
Seed (1979) C, =(1+2K,)/3 0.6 1.00

14




2.3 CPT i v it 321

CPT it i & ) 4 2 £ CPT-q. & SPT-N e &2 7L > &
I 1988 # Shibata and Teparaska & #7 . & % % i 2. CPT % &) 2% =
—QcR L TR b AR o

CPT (Cone Penetration Test) i& * »>j it Jfrat 355 p > '% 1 @02

E-)
W
Ee
|4
R

BEFIELE T SPTHREL 5 g o put iREES 32
B CPT#RE%ALE W SPTHRZE A 2 s S

W RBRERPRGEEL

B PREIET sl T
LI A R UG B2 gt A

Robertson and Campanella (1985) i35 Seed et al. (1984 ) # {8 i~
< 2 SPT 88 E » 112 AR~ ] Dy o A H 5 CPT 24845 [E4RE Q,

P, B 2R B4 o i3 D 15 (p=98kPa > 1 % F &) diq, E4eT

PpEre B4 8 My 5 £ %% 4 > 2 Seed and Idriss (1971)
SR AN (2-1) 2 F B4 BANGERSAR L TR IRE Y

4 - Seed and De Alba (1986) ~ % i35 Seed etal. (1985) #73& & chiz i #)

SPT (N,)g¥t 2 5% (2-1) CSR i i §ofh o 4 > o #5072 2 3354~ ] Dy,

15



hap

M

BAE S (N 5 CPT 2 4aa fedriiqg @ @ F »afhd B

BRI 2 Qo A2 R (2-7) 0 BRGSO T 2 TR W R

Qesw :( 9 j[&j
paz Ow/) (2_7)

# ¢ pp=0098MPa - 1+ F /& -

Shibata and Teparaska (1988 ) 1z 125 B3t & it 2 2% v R &) » R =
PRSP EHCSRE A 2 SR ] Dy, * 3 0.25mm A 55 EE)
] 350.25mm 5 el 4 oo ikdp Ry 2 capk L o) o =M ERE el
22 R TRA e

Stark and Olson (1995) 4%t 180 B I3 (v % 2% (4 & 6] » T3 I
Wi CPT £ %23 (21) 385 CSR &> FRA I gipicmphd i, 2o

§cE®F 45 B %k &) o Stark and Olson (1995) #-3R3» 4 3E A~ ] Dy &

It

Mo EN 7 epled 2R TR b 4o B] 2.2 A7 o

§c%#%) (Cleansand) 0.25< Dy, (mm) <2.0 FC=5% ;

¥ 4w (Siltysand) 0.1< Dgy =0.25 > 5% <FC<35% ;

# 2 B R) 2 F)F 4 2 (Silty sand to sandy silt) Dy, <0.1 > FC=35% -

Robertson and Wride (1998) & * CPT #F& &% 2 & R 7 » [Lin
(Normalized CPT penetration resistance, Q) 4 % i #Li* A=t (Normalized

friction ratio, F,) > # 41 3 3#& PERE S (Soil behavior type index ) |,k iz & 'm

> m

|

16



I, =[847-10gQ,  +(og Fr+1.22P]** (2-8)

Qr = $£3 B+ 2R a edi= (.0 vw) /0 v’
Foo= $£2 4 2 it =[fs/ (g.-0 ) 1x100%
|, ¥ FC 2. 5ok Bl 4% (FC<50%)
FC (%)=17510-37 (2-9)

RPpl B s R AR TR TS K o KB FF - 4573 28

@

,\:

LRy

£1,>1.64

I 4 3 . 9 2 —3
K, =-0.4031¢ +55811% ~ 21,6317 +33.75, —17.88 (2-10)

£1,<1.64

d N (2-12)%-F w3 B 2R, B N ECE R 2 AN R
(dein)es ©

L (2-12)
Boisd 34 (2-13) & (2-14) 35z wmbe 2 Kk aF Rredut CRRo
% (Gein)es< 50

17



CRR, =0.833 [(q., ). /1000]+0.05 (2-13)
% 90= (Qyy) <160

CRR, =93 [(0y)., /1000]° +0.08

2 Seed and Idriss (1971) #r3& e 3t (21) 8+ 2974 4 hCSR» 4o
PF ko (2-15) 3B 2 kit % > a0 (2-15) ¢ MSF i R

H4c2x + #F]+ (Magnitude Scaling Factor ) » o ;% (2-16) % i&-%_- % FS<1 >

4

Pl 2e AT F FSSLoPATI A TR A2 RN E -

<

~

Bl 238 ricEme s by d B 1ot T 0 eh CRR B T2 d &0 o

18



Seismic Shear Stress Ratio (SSR)

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.0

FC=35% 15% <5%
/ M=7.5
/ /
e
50 100 150 200 250

Corrected CPT tip resistance, q_,,

Bl 2.2 7 ol 7 8 2% 1 B TRl & AU

(Stark and Olson, 1995)
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

04

0.2 —

00 | | | | l | | | |

quN
Bl 2.3 §ciEp)e L5 5 ) 2 R 1o 2 5 CRR B (2 )

(Robertson and Wride, 1998)
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EHGARRE R A

ER EEE AN R R 3 SRR Tk AR PR S
By 2 A EES ‘“ﬁ*ﬁﬁ FRAEE - 2 T2 38> 5 Higadah &
BRBRR Y s REBOBF SRR I Rk EEE R RERR
£ 0l i 2 5% o 4295 Tatsuoka et al. (1986 ) - Ishihara (1993) > ¥ 11 &3
DR FS N 4T

= = )- J-/

Dry deposition, DD ( iz % ;% ) 4= Air pluviation ( % /%

MEFFE- TBFR > BRDOAPEATE £2 Trgo

Moist tamping, MT (& % /2 ) 4= Wet vibration (;R 2.2 ) 1 /& % 2 2%
JEARELFROREZKEH8% RSA KK E M AN > F K

PP FEFRILRLERAE S RMALRAP L 2§ RBER

B R RE e HfepF s LIS R EMpL R L RER

N
il
&
F_&

o

>
5
g
_'?}\L

@EEﬁ#%%%&(@%ﬁ)oﬂ%%Eﬁi%‘k

e 8 BREZ AL ERTFER A A EROp £ EH L L

k@ gt = (Water Sedimentation, WS ) ik 4 A i ( Slurry Deposition,
SD): k¥ jwrs 2 AAHRSEF R BRI IR iR 2 2 R

21



%%4ﬁ@ﬁmﬂ’3%ﬁﬁﬂﬁ%%%§20mm24m’iﬁuqaféﬁ,g
ARF RIVE R G R % FAF Y 1S3 mm s F AU BB et i
LS = SR Lﬁ#\T ER S SR e RTIREE S eI

BRI R o R TR - R R

PERI TRt aRafl A 5 o iappety gk [ 2

A T AR A E R SRR el § R e g i T8

=

dfled E oo hE A SRR S e § B HE) L B R PR

2.5.1 SR 3 Fup 3R 5P

d UL K R B e 3 e s B S S R WA v

FPARCAEZRFALI FOEHFMAT N AP I 2R

Mulilisetal. (1977) % # * Monterey No.Q #) » » W1 R % £ &8 § 52

BER R pEk o SRR AR DG R RIRE ARHE R RARRT R

A 5 M

2]

o

o
W
3
cr
A
W
<l
0
N

Tatsuoka et al. (1986) % BRI FEZCRIESBREORY T
FEEe A 2T BT AR ORIRAE B BRRIZRA B
BoHXBRBLIBREPIEZ R UEE > AN F EERAE BN o

22



Amini et al. (2000) i * Ottawa 20—30 #)i® & M ¥ M wmfl B 15 £ f6 %
e inifl 7 € 323 (Uniform) 3248 4c4 & (Layered) 3288 > & ¥ 11 & f8 7
g2 RREFH L= dhd% > SR A TR TR g it
R L BT A HP RS E S N R e g A kP
ERIEAR N AN E-E st i A

Yamamuro and Wood (2004 ) % 12 4p - =59 Nevada 7 ~ 48 F endmsp sl 2
B 20% 1 2 4 fe c3b At RoE TERSE 0 F IR Y S Wz B E IR
WIS oA F AR S E 20 R 2 WAL FHR E RRGFIEE S

FRAEARILESL o

252 sl EHE I PR B A SBE

—\

AL ERRICELY XS RANIEN G o R p AR awi S
5B kol JR4RIE R A7 1 4 1 (Seed et al., 1983 ; Seed, 1987 ; Seed
and Harder, 1990 ) » & 3 Jmspsflenp; 4 H iR it (7 5 B30 F)ve 3 7 I o F]t
TERFIFHEHNL G w2 BT MR R A e

R RNPTLWA R A L RT 2255 0 - K4 R

Fampl 7 EREEHROT B2 F R EE T

Lomydfulodpis o] P A& UE) 23k R R 4F 3 B3k D G e
REE D SRR S - kR A g M
%’deﬁﬁ*’@%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁgaﬁfﬁﬁﬁ

iR RS 0 RISRMLS G 2T R R ke
Az 2R FHE LD R

23



2~ imglz Pl g

3 F) I HP L

4~ AT R T e

L g e & A B AR

Thevanayagam (1998) 15 ) D/d ¥+ ** 6.5 & &
SRR A P D B AR hI Y R
FUMAEAT Mmp R Z B o A dgdE R RS 0 PR

SR g AT

o

V)

- ARd 3 0 g kot eh (4 4p e (Plastic index, P1) &
AL BRI R AL 482 > Z ke AR A
AREEEEL I EF RO B ERUF
A A% > ks Pl By ¢ B8 U 3 A 4T

% Thevanayagam (2000) # ¥]2-% 4+ (Non-plastic) 7
Tkt > B EITEEY) Al 7 & 20%~30%2 B 0 B

Tk flz 73 3T ekl 7 £ 20%

F\o

P

Pl B~ s £ FRFHITw > HBREGHHEITEL G 2
AEEBRBHYy L HRpRFHELEF LA EHRIFHS
2 Fjd e

DTkt 7 R ORI 2 Rl § B 2 E R
FERF AR AR BCE T L Ry 0 7 dg iR EE
FHEF ARhgHm o d W E G epolawd o Bap
FAHRBET B o age e G rr b o Tt % 3
BrsiricEed B 7L chiphdp it > B e
Fy2appg ol e kN b2 dpikdkE o 4o
¥R R34 H e( Global void ratio )~ e, Skeleton void

ratio) ~ e (Intergranular void ratio) ¥ V4 (884 & *
24



it ) & ; Politoetal. (2001) Z #4p¥ R A ~e 1 2

PSSO I FINES - PAR TR G S T

&
FRARFR 2 TP TPRHBA Y
R F RERT o AR R -

25



26 Ep ¥4 ik £l

# WY =~ & (University of Texas at Austin) 4] #* % 4 % (Shear plate)
(Shirley, 1978) :£{7 3 3§ 4 A @ B F B2 TP FE% > T4 P T
ERARTKHFAR AR R o AR APHZPY PR URTEIHE
srte 2 3 4 g 22 (Bender element) iE BB~ g 4 2 5 P oan BN 4
FEPR BRI E IR - T AP A BREFTA REDER S REBEET
/ & B ¥ (Series connect) £ ¥ 7 (Parallel connect) = féif 4% 3% > 4o
245 2 e N g3 A PR T M P B REG E S T o 2w
FE LIS B F 2 0 TEEET A S e e F AP B B
A BEREAT A AAFZERT A A - a4 2 F (Function
generator) g P4 b 0 ¥ - s 4 47 d 74 B (Oscilloscope ) &
T DETT A R A IR QTS T4 A 0 4B 2.5 from o

TARAERRY R BERFI TR EL - PR GEFRT 2 2T F)F

BN

O gEERE T R AR e 2 g A Eap R

HAFNFLFL  RP e RIS eT

26



-
e

(ENTER

P CENTER ;‘; ELECTROODE
.+~ ELECTRODE
P -
DIRECTION OF
DIRECTION OF T POLARIZATION

— POLARIZATION

. SURFACE
ELECTRODES

SURFACE
ELECTRODES

e
e
|
|~
|~

(@)F =5 (b) - 55 58
B 24 54 g AgErs N

( Dyvik and Madshus > 1985 )
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Function Generator

@
ﬁ /Top Cap

N

N \:u
(N N I O = %HiBender Element
| (Transmitter)
PW-145 ‘ . .
Lo © | = Soil Specimen
[ © Je=[ o |
N%
|

=~ Bender Element

M | |
— > (Receiver)
{ ) Pedestal

Wave Signal System

B 25 74 2 RIE%KT LR
(4k## 15 > 2003)
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261 ¥4 AR

Dyvik and Madshus (1985) 45 1 3" 4 j ~ 2 3 24 2 e T 7 & 4
ﬁﬂ’%%%*ﬁ%ﬁﬁ*i@%%Wﬁi’%@%ﬂﬂ%@ﬂ°

262 FEn B2 ER

BT ML el gEimt (poling) &% 3> it TR+ | 2
S o A TUR T M2 # e F]pt Viggiani and Atkinson (1995) 4 i 2 3%
PA4RARRRTRT 2 FFTRI-RIFF T RBBI P EN TR
—dkm g o TS LR Y 2R HAME TR 10 REFL L F
PREREE R TR B ATE 10 RE - FRIK-E EATRLCRT A el
Pl mAREHRHEY 2 EF TR 10 kiEF o

263 FHEUNLERE R BRBEFL 2

S S R AT R B S T e TR S T S ERD
SR ST £ SIS SIS S PP 1 SR
*Ap ke o

AP AAERE 2 o R w R 2 B YL @ AR >0 (Near field effect)
L v ko - BRI EOR A ER TR 2 2 A i TR
2 F e

Sanches-Salinero etal. (1986) & % # B & g " U WP 4 F P > d -

BLR A 2 R ETG IR LA AR PR R - BURIBE B R T 2 3T

29



=y
Y
=N

HEGRNT R GRS RS R R B B )30

d = A BiLiedy
A= FERE
f o= g g
Ve = okl 34 kg

BEEHRCETR B AR O FFIES ) DT g
AP TEATRFIFHCPFF S BUA A ERE > € AT A LA TES
WA IR g FURMEAE R <0 T 4 > Fpt g2 ¥4 2w o T8
FEFET A R IR G A AR

R, 273 »d B 2.6 »~ 9 12R,=1.1% R,=8.1% F ;RRT I &¥ 7 %>

¥ ORI PE S BB AR Y PR 0 AR R AR B AR DR R
o FIR T AR EEBRE AR FEFIESILT 0 FEBOTREARL
i BIEARY > BT AR

%ﬁzjﬂ,%0i%11@#%ﬁwg¢%$ﬁm@(ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ
Jertid & )0 @ Sk BNE2 P AP AR A A TERER o Flet ¥ V3 T
PR 2] o

LS SR S L B R L 2R B om L B 2
B AR BE B O i B A5 F k2 pFRY £ 0 Abbiss (1981) i

“‘f;‘:

4 P EPER o R A2 - FTEEL R d 2 S g

BARZA T RAEF2Z 8 0 g RBITATPF EER TP B T
30



REEF BAA O BB E - B s FUIERA G EFRAE H
HpE g Ad ﬁi%J R SN SRR 2 3 S S B S R T ke d
A2 PERE 0 e F b X FIRB TR R o

Kawaguchi et al. (2001) ™ % 248 £ & (0.65cm % 2.76cm) i& {735
o Bt A54cB 2.8 (a) 7 o B A~B-C 2 DEEL # Fe 2|87 5
Zghod Bl 28 (b) ¥ fFEn Cglérs R DIER > PIFEMI L7
Rl 4 KT ¢ XDEHER AR

AT P AE e o Flt Aps - L ) T
Kawaguchi etal. (2001) =4 d1d B 2.8 (a) ¥ C X475 T 4 AP /Y

gl o
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Transmitted
+5V / \
/ \ = %1
(1 \ / e
\\ /
5V - \ '_/
+2mV 4 \¥ / \
e \
~-2mV - \.4
Recerved
5 :
> |  Transmitted
Q.SV - |i
0 - | g1
I
-5V 4 ‘I R
+2mV ¥ p
04 |}
-2mV 4 ‘.j\’ V\/\/\'
Received
| 22 k&L X A ' o ) ' 9.9 ,\0.9 ' -9 U9 ' L XM BE |
-05 00 05 10 15
nT,

B12.6 7 I Rd 8 855 1R E% 5 %

(Jovicic et al., 1996 )
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Voltage

+10V-

0

Transmitted

-10V
+2mV-

-2mV-

O—vam

R
M\ ;ﬁ‘/ \ff\

;
\1} Received

-0-5

0-0 0-5

T,

Bl 2.7 %443

(Jovicic et al., 1996 )
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g“ generation
||
S Time
D
| v
ot reception
)
5 A
‘ I\V’\v\a- >
A J Time
c
l \1 (a)
S0 L EE— Y .
- O:p,=1.88g/cm’,L =0.65cm -

O:p,= 1.85g/cm>, L =2.76cm

(b) 7

EWMMMGM&)
y 8 8

E

o g D0 1 e,
-—

0 A \ . - -

B 28 # PEERFIERETRMEELEYT 4 Hik (G) i

( Kawaguchi et al., 2001 )
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264 FERF2LER

Dyvik and Madshus  (1985) #& 415" 4 jk s #4F 5 cree % ¢ B 4Tk
A2 Jrtg Aol o BT AR AR RF RS I EET R Bk € A
2B AR CRFE IS VARG R REEIE S R F R R R R

B E RN P SRR ST BRI S o M E I 2 A2
B iE g 4F 5 - Dyvik and Madshus (1985) £z % 4 w22 sk v &
* 5~100Hz 2z = ;& » @ Viggiani and Atkinson (1995 )£k % & * I 5% g pF >
HE s 4+t 1KHZ~10KHZ 2. FY » 397 @ B AR 2 iy o

Rypw Big (2007) 5 4 AEFRF ALY 294 A2 i
BkHz prgz 4 3 € 5 B~ 2 Jrtg o Flpt AF7 % * 6kHz H - ¥ 0 72 L 175
B kA, o @ FETE 4 L ) E pF R gk Kawaguchi et al. (2001) #73& d1 d )
28@)" CBiTLaA LA T T2 FFRE -
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2.7 Tl 2 E 4 i

271 fRA R EER AN

fef 4 3 4 & (Critical state soil mechanics, CSSM) & - #3 * L4
Y228 R 3 M en{T S o A B2 P P - B4R A5 (Critical state,
CS) pF» 5 telbHrang »opd BavH v Mo @ 2 i &4 RILE

B -

Tl R A B8 ¥ g sy 1) 1936 # - § # Casagrande % ¥ 4 £
A ] $t RhE) & ?Méﬁ AR RIS F YR I i Endt I o B 2
fegef 3L f v (Critical void ratio ) - @ 27 5k i # % 4 Roscoe et al. (1958)
& o dp ¥k BREAIDZ fER Y > FHOWFB R S 0
- BRUVECRE  BEHEFE 3 200 o A d WEHK D 27 o
< A2 LR & (Steady state, SS) e L3 0 AU A RERE A PR
G2 P T I o @ d 2 ks ¥ @40, CS & SS AN AR
(Been et al., 1991; Verdugo & Ishihara, 1996; Riemer & Seed, 1997; Li &

Wang, 1998 ). @ % jg & ¥ 7}9 fe e e ™ s 24 Critical state i 5 H — en%

2.7.2 k1 33

A f& 2-# (State parameter, v ) > dp 58— & 7] = dhiF%R F T CSL 1 > &
- dp LT A T FA IVt 2 CSL A E o 4o ] 2.9 AT o

e A T



\ = state paremeter
€ = fﬁ.‘)i 3t ﬁ' e

= A T4 sk 4 T oo CSL st Bt .

2.7.3 TR AL & MRerfbiFis

P % 2F (Intrinsic properties ~ &l 7 ) dp A & £ 2 g REF R
AR ER A g X TP AR BRIT] o 4ol RIEA G~ 3
A BFEF LRI RS REE o PR BERI RS R
gl F Ld»,r%" T R o

W Y s EP AR AR X DT RSN Jratdl e
- % CSL + » @ m AR H 47 4ok i - (Been et al., 1991; Ishihara, 1993; Verdugo
& Ishihara, 1996; Riemer & Seed, 1997 ) e # ¥ 1t & KL FE 4 =
;= (Sample preparation method, SPM) =82 58 > 4 44:z 2k > Ishihara & 4
(Ishihara, 1993; Zolatovic & Ishihara, 1997 ) # * 7 % % ;£ &7 37 &
E I fken CSL > 4 2 3 A el B & 3 ije

SCEEW T gy WAR'T o

sk ™ Been & Jefferies (1985) g% 3] » M3 &l 8¢ 8 B0RA Bk i

WA e P ey { E hiTE k4F e (Lade & Yamamuro, 1997;

Thevanayagam, 1998; Ni et al., 2004 ) -
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Void Ratio , e

[
7

Typical State Point

/

SSL

Log 10 p'

B 2.9 k& T A&

( Been & Jefferies, 1985)
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274 Rl Rk %k

Been & Jefferies 1 2000 # gLz #icfisc i #) v CRR &2 y 20 fF caff 7% 3
oy E'F MpF > CRR 3 F 2 edgd ﬁﬁjgf’aélttﬁr%] 2100 @ y A& i eniz
BB IR R q‘{\»‘oﬁ’h”k BRI 0 B A BORR T TR
AL fEATRIRE -

)

2.7.5Qp &k ik 54

A% CPT 388 P~ {8k ik ¥ 2 & 1980 & iliiﬁlé d Been % A #73%
4 (Beenetal., 1986; Been etal., 1987 ) » & 146 fediid Q, T & 5 °

m Qp&e y il T d Jefferies & Been »> 2006 # & &) - 4B 211
REHF I3 P erp) 2 > FAENF AR & Qu—y M e > 38F 1
D= BEEwhF o

Qp = KX exp(—m) ..o, (2-20)

A9 ek m 2T M o

39



0.6

0.5

04—

State parameter, vy

Bl 2.10 5z:£#) CRR—y B 1

(Jefferies & Been, 2006 )
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(@:-p)/p

Qp:

1000

100

—+—— Montery
—-<— Ticino
—&—— Hokksund

—~H— Ottawa

——=— Reid Bedford
—#— Hilton Mines
—— Erksak 355/3
—FH— Syncrude tailings
—— Yatesville Silty Sand
—H— Chek Lap Kok
——A— West Kowtoon

10

1 | | | | |

-0.3 -0.2 -0.1
State parameter, ¥

Bl 211 §2i 7 Qu—y B %

( Jefferies & Been, 2006 )
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28 r)t /A2 75

J€_1980 # Rk o 2R A MR LS h3 2 A R hE ¢ FE R
(Chinese Criteria )> 4*4t#) 2 22353 {7 & 7 L A4 & ¥ Wang (1979)
WY REE R AR RS ar it TR BN g% % - Seed and Idriss

(1982) #-¢ WIER| S #cfFh 3 [ ¥ Sum hd HIFA |+ 596 LL<35

9%°F @ >09LL pF > ptpFAES 33 B vz 5 o m Brayetal (2004 )
BL% 1999 & Kocaeli ¥+ 112 B 3-at > &7 PI<12 ® ©.>0.85LL pF > #)

FEAXBERGERI ;A 12<PI<20~ @ >08LL pF > PP R 2 5 % it
e i3 ¢,k Hond (Cyclic mobility) -

2006 # ¢ Bray & Sancio (2006)#& ' ¥ 7 7 FfE el 2 R L B TR
Fudik o el 2120 TR AEFRTE R Ml P FIRIELS T o 3
kR R BRPDERT R F LS EREF A 2B
(Boulanger & Idriss, 2006 ) - yn s B3 30 5575 2 (7 5 (Sand—like ) : 7%
Bl Rl = heES Y o f Bhe R FE S0iR L T 305 s RR p4ET 0
@ 4p4k2 (Clay—like) 2 p’RIP & >0 B 2.13 RIAA A e 2 3% 4

W

Bl AR R A M A H LG - BA RN R
O i o F X % (2005)F]* Laval B~k B8 B Hhp) 2 2LIE B R R

7
T H 2 Btk BT it 3 B L1B0GH 4e B 89% PR T 5 R i
#
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40
30 j-.'ﬂl?!.?fﬁ?ﬁ?'}?_'f _________________________________
E 20 e e
. Mnderately Suspep’uble
LR Susceptible
D T i T T i T i T
0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4
oJLL

B 212 ERENED Hp B =R S 2

( Bray & Sancio, 2006 )
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CRRclay-like

s
CRRsand-likc - o

Transition from sand-like

to clay-like soil behavior _ _
rd

4 /

/ /
/ s

_ Recommended guideline in T

N

" absence of detailed laboratory testing

~

LAY

0 2 4 6

Plasticity index, PI

Bl 213 rid /A2 58 PIL2Z B &

( Boulanger & Idriss, 2006 )
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20 4 B $H4 HA R R o

291 R A Hik 1 R OB

d i3 he gV R R g R TR A - Seedetal. (1975) 1!
* < Al Z# o (Shaking table) {78k » L% 4c 7 AP § 300 BRFE 5
G Bl FILHE R SR X te3 B X 4596 0 4o 2.14 #1 g o

Yoshimi et al. (1994) $FzER85 4c 35 L 26 e SR 34 dhd B2 )
% 0.1% > 7 0.2Hz F {5 4c 10,000 =x -] g & mde 0 7 4R 215 ¢ g didn
v A R ARG P AT R o ¥ ¢ * Toyoura Sand (P A& AlSTER 2 - )

be o~ 5%® Ag 3 WoER 2 R 0 % R PR3 4 (Yoshimi & Goto, 1996) -

292 RlE R REREF L FHB PR T

HPRCERERPFLH enR T AR AL
1 Efple R4 KRS L # 4 (Youd, 1975; Pyke, 1973) -
2~ FHUMACFREIEIHALF o
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035

] I 1 | 1 1 T
030 .
025 -
0.20}— —
T/
QIS m
Dy =55%
D;‘:rq'ﬁ
Pluvioted Somple ﬂﬂ‘:‘,:j::m
0 10}~ No Pre-shaking ™
005}~ ~
) | l 1 | 1 | |
1 2 o 10 20 20 100 200 200 1000

Mumber of Cycles Required to Couse Ligueflaction

Bl 214 5+ fr o $ie i 5 R 8%

(Seed et al., 1975)
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10

T . e—
L
£ Vingin sample o
OB © Sample with strain history - : 1
& AMher a frecze-thaw cycdle
& Ahler a freaze-thaw cycle
{eamliniing slress renreed)
. |
0.6 L .
3 . |
=
=
#
4 !
w
g o4k 4 Lk
TN Re e _
'h-.“ 1 _______ q}
1 b -
o2 -
| |
0 L i i | [ 1 |- 1 | —I
2 5 10 20 50 2 5 10 20 50 100 200
Number of cycles 1o wo,' = 1 Humber of cycles 10 £4, = 5%

(=) Adapted from Singh et al. (1982),Dr=48%
(+) After Goto & Nishio (1988) ,Dr=90%

W 215 4 B¢ EHiR AR

( Yoshimi et al., 1994 )

47



293 BREHE) I 5 R AP

Leonards (1972) J1* ¥ & & B Rif% 4 T F 2R 12> # % 100 = &
TR ERSFER RSB FIRBBY KRR P PRR 0 D
v A0 = IR BES (R 216) -

@ B 2.17 P &_Schmertmann (1991) # * T FRE RHIGEEEEER
el B4R 3250 - pEIR L 844 s R AP RRP Y FRER
AT AT 350lb R Bdew THEST 0 WP FRHE Y BRI
(Aging effects ) -

¥ - @iz d Eide & Holmberg (1972) & 41 > 4-) 2.18 » 5 i 4
PR FERPEAGRHEF S iR e R R RK > VU RARAE Y
WHRRE R I RS kax o S ,T&;{g OCR % <3 1> 3P 7 Aging *7 4
A PIERBITE o

% #ig (2007) 41* Laval Sampler B~k BB~ 18 B +hp) cnzidf 6 i2 48
EEEPRBREIN o EERTERARET A LR % d B 219 7
J‘z-g il 7 439%22 89% s CRR &2 V, i # 18%:E 7 i # it {5 > 2L3p &

% oF ,@zguj VLR R R PRk P oA RE ;‘;gz;’@;\g j\,gJ » ZEP T
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1.8

1Fg
107 pars
SECONDARY COMPRESSION T

Void Ratio [(100)

1.4 -

(Leonards, 1872)
1.0 e ;

0.1 1,
Eff. Pressure (kg/cm®)

(Leonards, 1972)
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0.3 T — =
~ From Plate Test On Dry,
~ #20-50, Qtz. Sand

Pigte -1Z2 min.
Settle—
ment 844 min.
(in Aging

0.5 | UF K-—Box 8

’ K= Active

250 300 350 400

Load On 8" Diam. Plate (lbs)

B 217 TP LR B RS 6 A

( Schmertmann, 1991 )
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V. Eff. Stress (t/m?)
6

N N R
(from Eide &
Holmberg, 1972)
‘#Triux. P ‘
Oed. p'
o\ % .
Dep’rh 5
(m) 1 F\ ®a,
= \
oh o ‘ .
AN
\
)
®
NC \
Marine \
Bangkok
Clay
10—

B 2.18 i 3 HAip R (T 5

(Eide & Holmberg, 1972 )

51



0.8

Parameter Ratio
=
o

=
L

0.2

| Parameter Sample -9
@ CRR LS
. @ CRR WS
@ CRR MT
L [V, LS
+ V, WS
B B MT
. | | | | | |
0 20 40 60 80

Fines content, %

B 219 Akpimfl 2 £ 2 2 )% CRR~ Vs it & 3 7% @]

(% #E, 2007)
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2.10 SHANSEP j& 4 %t

SHANSEP ( Stress History and Normalized Soil Engineering Property ) &
4d Ladd (1974) &4 > ABZ 3 0F 5 > BERRKRE  FRIPFE
Bmvt (OCR) ekt » #-H 4 R RER GRS T F i gl » 8 1)
T R Tl Mo 4oB] 220 BlY R r oV RBAED 0 R R
¥

hA

Ry MM BRRRA LG AN RBIEE P T D
L f:rf% o

Vb ladd $7 A2 A E KRB RKE Tk gL D
¥ 5&1}?“&%‘OCR5§4( A ¥ AL GRS B3R AR A - T

% o hoB 221 0 WAERT BPM LA T S

HP miEgs® OCR it » Fltge whr2 2 miz» ¥ U RKREZ F

OCR T 4&rqfrdkd 2.2 k5 4 55 & -

53



2 |
Fe = 400 KNATE
100 = T _
/ |
75 ] ;
3 / |
i m —_=_:.
L) / &c = 200 KNP
a —
/1
0 { |
) 25 50 75 00
AXIAL STRAN, %
(0) TRIAXIAL COMPRESSION TEST DATA FOR 3 = 200 AND 400 kNAW
03 . 5
e 02 / ! 'l : T
> o
5 Ol | ——
& |
05 25 50 75 100

AXIAL STRAIN, %
(b} NORMALIZED PLOT OF TRIAXIAL TEST DATA

Bl 220 & ¥ BRALS 2 B4 2 ¥ 0473

( Ladd & Foott, 1974 )
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“ILL

34 1.0

W

b

&5

65 | 41 065
g5

Su’/ Tye

Note :
Sy = byl max.

r 7] 3 € 8 10
OCR = Gy / Gy

B 221 L3 ¥ PR B ERD

(Ladd et al., 1977 )
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211 $ R 2 A2 F

LAPTEESHEFP L wp) g e L e R A o
%o AH AL EER (1997) EPiE (2002) £ynaiE (2004)
RN LR

2111 $ ®R)2 Rk

AFPTR*2ZF) I S EF R - R BB FFH(MLS) -
SEAEE LT A AL RS RS SRF A AP X S iR
ikt Nwmp) 0 AR FFLH

frs A Aok bl o AF SHE M I A PO R T HER R
AiEd AR PHENRESBEBOEE > QR EEFFHDEEFE B D

PR EE Y RN od R R AN ITE R kA

\4—
*‘k
b

N

et 2F o d PHEFTERHT T 3 2R R T R

E: A AL R AN A

2112 $ 72 ArFRPF

d ILEBwd Fr)d 2 X

S

il g B 5 15% 0 H R T A oA RAcE
2225751 o Mkl T & & i iE2005L & (3L 0.074mm) 2 F 3SR £ 2.4
¥ FF(MLS ) H & éﬁ%c‘ ¥ A2 ¢ FQuiou(QuS) ~Toyoura(QS) ~
£ Ticino (TS) #jz A AEE - v e o MLSH i 200 BLéF 2 422 % |+
TR (LL) 5232, ®##22r (PL) 524> EEREE S (PI) 58° 3353 330

S REE VORI Bw 2 MLSA %7 5 SMASP o Xk it o 72 % 8T & %
S (quartz) *t:& 3 5 ¢ 22 (muscovite) fri ik %
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(chlorite) - B]2.23% ;- MLS L& g3k ey + &k (SEM) B 5 > 3f
ALK S A= & P (sub-angular and flaky ) - B]2.24% #MLS 7 FF 'w

B REL R E L (e, B ey, ) 0 AR w3 B AZE50%

1Lig e e FRE B K o B IV (B x5 R B ) E3945ASTM D4253
S E1A @ % ERR152.4mmp A2z 3R (A =2830em’) e F A4 R
M2 G tcldkPa o R4 0 RIS F T RAdRD B 60 HZ 2 41 F IR $+8
Mg e B IVH (Bl i B AR ) Z995ASTM D4254= ;2 C > i@ * 2000cc
2% B Ax - #1000 g2 qo@) e » AR IR AR R ¢ B RN T §0R) 2
WHEAEEF B2 ich 2 F & KA & LASTMAR S 73 * 20wt
7R MA15%2 £ o EF G T EMLSZ B BERM AR R R KA KR
%@#ﬁ%#ﬁ%%&ﬁﬁi%oﬁﬁﬁﬁzaﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ%wo
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Percent finer by weight , %

SE’C- CSAANRDSE MEDIUM SAND FINE SAND SILT SIZE CLAY SIZE
100 T ||||’\ T T T 1 LLLLN L
90 - -
\ @  Sieve Analysis
80 [[]  Hydrometer Test
70

\
\

10

olurri | lnah o s o 1T
10.000 1.000 0.100 0.010 0.001

Sieve opening , mm

Bl 222 & Frj2 ks d &

(5 £ 1, 1997)
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%23 ¢ wmER et AR 0 # (295 Almeidaetal., 1991 ;
Fioravante et al., 1991 ; Borden, 1992 ) -

e & FF (MLS) Quiou %) Toyoura #j| Ticino #)
v EA
B4 N
(muscovite) £ % (feldspar)| # (silica)
KRN B (CaCOy)
% & % (chlorite) % ¥ (quartz) | % & (quartz)
% % (quartz)
% ¥ (quartz)
Dso, mm 0.125 0.72 0.16 0.53
D1, mm 0.065 0.14 0.13 0.36
Cy 2.15 3 1.46 1.58
w3 2,
15 4~20 0 0
%
g 2.69 2.71 2.64 2.69
= 43 = &35
(sub-angular) = &35 = &35 (sub-angular)
A
5 A5 (sub-angular) | (sub-angular) &2
(flaky) (angular)
€max 1.058 1.281 0.977 0.931
€min 0.589 0.831 0.605 0.579
d)crit' 31.6 - 30.92 -

Qorit = TR AR AT 2 Bk B i
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2@ .8kV X159

fo3Ek (RfE <0.074mm)
B 223 $Fr2%+ %k (SEM) B¢

(2 % ,2000)
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Void ratio , e

3.00

o emax
+ emin o
2.00 |
<
<
o <
o © O
1.00 |— 4
+ -+
T+ +# + 4+ 4
0.00 ! | ! | | | |
0 20 40 60 80
FC, %

Bl 224 ¢ Fropity 285N fode [ 3L 2 B R E

(2 %=,2000)
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2112 $ g #)2 B ¥zl

Bagit 75 gt > A R A F S A AR A - Rt o AR A
FPEHLFLET  ARBEAF AP G Mo AT LR F3 2
AEEEL He AR BHEKE Z WRERRDEE 0 R Refl g
B ) R R R o

sEE i (1997) ¥ #49¢FicEr (FC <5%) i&i7H » B A F5% >
H oo RBHGE SAcR] 2.25 417 GAple i RIEET 0 3 g R PR T
CE T ERT R SR AT - LA R ET o A H E AR
HRAT > FRPOMEFIF S OHAERGE - Flt o PR - Kp Lo
CHAHTED AT 0 $RHET B R BREGE

2] 213 (2008) v i il 5 £ 0 & - MLS ¥7 KHS 3248 &R 2 255

(TR A TRk SR B TR AR IMPa RGBS 2 Hwfl 7 B
R H e o MLS 22 KHS 33882 B % 17 4 > & 5 B 302 sk € e

*E B AR SRR 2 B 4] 2.26 -

Ep i (2002) 4 ¢ FReiT- k% e BRBE% > B 2.27 o &
% # & FC=0~15~30 £ 50% (4~ 4-4p ¥ % & (D, ) 30%% 70%z2 &) A
FORBRT STz phd o BRR& T2 e 81 5T mER((o] +20])/3)F
2 MY R TR R 5 FC<5%2r FC=15%FF » = $h/B %244~ 4odp $ %

& D,,=30% ~ 50%% 70%z Rizd sy P AL R 5§ FC 2/:E 50%p+ » @48

2R F AR T SRR R R e D TR R AT

]

Brhe hiF ST RBE L e B Matey, o FIE F R B R %

2 ¥
B 3K °

NEERE O RS2 I

=i
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1.00

0.90 4 | Dr=30%
A Dr =50 %
B = o Dr=70%
0.80 - ;
Quartz sand
B Loose
070 | = - = = = Medlum
: \.(amamuro etal. (1996)
0.60
B Dﬁ % A% @l@i vy
0.50
040 11 IIIIII| 11 IIIIII| 1 1 IIIIII| 11 IIIIII| |
10 100 1000 10000 100000

log p', kPa

F 2.25 8 @ &R 4

(3 £ 1, 1997)
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Very Low Low Elevated High \I_/Ifgr%/ E:gﬁ
1.0
08
0.6
Quartz sand (Yamamuro et al., 1996 )
— L.oose
0.4 - . Medium
—&— MLS(FC<5%)
| —a— KHS(FC<5%)
02 bl vyl vl oy vl vl sl vl 1o
10* 10° 100 10° 10° 10* 10° 10° 10

o', , kPa

® 2.26 MLS » KHS & % = F) B 5 d 21 i

(%] >12,2008)
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1.40

C FC = 0% C FC = 15%
C Dy, % C D,, %
1.20- ——30 C ——30
L€ —o—150 i —o— 250
. ——70 F Cnax —>—70
1.00 - ‘\’\’\N —e—85 N —e—385
0.80 - T T - :%N%
- S C W
::emin .
0.60 N L —Cmin .\‘*.\H
0.40- 1 1 IIIIIII 1 1 IIIIIII 1 111l L 1 1 ||||||| 1 1 IIIIIII 1 o111l
1.40
[ FC = 30% I FC =50%
i D, % ™ Dro, %
1.20 j:emax —e—50 N —e— 50
1.00F -
ol e ) F
060 —ey, I %
0.40- 1 1 IIIIIII 1 1 IIIIIII 1 L1 11111 L 1 1 IIIIIII 1 1 IIIIIII 1 11 1111
1 10 100 1000 1 10 100 1000
(o', +25')/3, kPa (o', +25")/3, kPa

B 227 $FF2ZE R MA

(W i, 2002)
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2113 $ P2 B AR BT IR

W 228 2 W 229 Bor— ;7S RHF o BRI 2 -Kihe RiEZ ik
FE 0 RE CBRORFIHOARE G RS BRAD 0 2INE AR Y
F* oait MT 3 28 iF>FC=0+~15~30 £ 509¢ > :#48 2 Ef% & I Ef ’
poe BEEREE 2090 ¢ # FR W T G AR RA K E (Critical
state) (Beenetal.,, 1991) 5 # — EE 02 2 Tt AR AR BL * — B4t o
%%KﬁT $ RO FRRM B BRT RS (F AR RR) 2

R 2% FC WA RE L P& - B 230 ¢ “13 p’ (=
(6’vt26°W)/3) 2 g (=(0’-0’n)/2) B a2 TRl Ak Ak L1 B ARABIT ) M B A2 A
HF Ms=121-124> =

_6sin A
© (3-sing,) (2-21)

SR e )4 SR AL (YY) 5 802°2 30.9°, sy H FIFC @}
PRI E  F RS FHRBES w2 B

(Intergranular friction angle ) & &_%g i e -

2114 $ SRRk G ¥ A

JEP A 52002 £ £ NC $ %8 WiFT Ak 543§ CSLo e
B 2.31 o #-= dhigsk 17 P TRk AL Bkl B4 k487 5 CSL > J.,».._} > F]

)

Redbem R T A LG PEOITE BEFARDEY S T
Foﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%%iﬁ%WWEMCﬂJédm%ﬁﬁ%W“f’@Q@ﬁ$
FIROEAFERRPLL S AT LSRR OTIRES 57 L5 2R
RN UL e T
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(c'y-c'h), kPa

Excess pore pressure, kPa

800

600

400

200

600

400

200

-200

FC = 0%

FC = 15%

_[— K
e
———————

0

10 15 20 25 30 O 5

Axial strain, %

10 15 20 25 30

B 2.28 %7 FC=0 2 15%:= did b+ ~ R 8 AQHH I KR Ap T B 1%

(¥ ig, 2002)
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800

i FC =30% I FC = 50%
600 — -
(a
4 - L
—Ib‘—_400
>
)
200
0 1
600
[0
[a — -
x . —
8'400— e 2y |
2 L T . =0
L
S 200 r
[¢b]
5 - .
o — e
o o=
> N0
L — L3
[Py AP N P O N Ll Ll

0O 5 10 15 20 25 30 O 5 10 15 20 25 30

Axial strain, %

B 2.29 % % #) FC=30 & 50%= #hid % & 4 ~ ¥ EALFF ok RAp T B 1%

(¥ ig, 2002)
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(c'y-c'h), kPa

800

FC = 0% FC = 15%
- 1.24 -
500 - . B 1.24
1 e
i —A—ogo i —— 0.76
' —— 0.73
—=—0.89
400 — e 089 — —— 0.71
e o —e— 0.70
B 082 B —— 0.69
200 — —078 - —=— 0.67
e 077 —*— 0.67
B ' B —— 0.65
0 | | I | | I |
800
| FC=30% e | FC=50%
—o— 0.67 e
600 — —=— 0.67 — —— 0.65
400 — 1  —— 059 - ] —=— 056
—<— 0.57 —— 0.56
- —s— 057 \ —— 056
—— 0.54 —o— 053
- —e— 054 - —=— 048
0 ! | I I |

0 2000 400 600 800 O 200 400 600 800
(c'y*+20'y)I3, kPa

B 2.30 & FF)= dhidsk et BT

(¥ ig, 2002)
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1.2

10~

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

FC = 0%

o initial state
e critical state

1.2

10

0.8

0.6

041

0.2

FC =30%

10

100
(o', +20')/3, kPa

1000

FC =15%

10

L FC =50%
| ® O. °
- 8 o 0
® o
B (o3 ] ° o
1 Lol 1 T O N N
100

(o', +20',)/3, kPa

Bl 231 ¢ FHTRAR LY R

70

(%M g, 2002)

1000



- .
¥z Ay
ARARAREIPRFRDRFE D2 ARG HELE - FE Ko E

?}ifﬁ Fégﬁ _?L"/\ﬁ,’flwﬁ-i mﬁ;;%ﬂjx"—r - -_‘q?—_ﬁ:?‘gﬁé%%__ HE IR o

3.1 & {5 = phik

HAFRFESP A F RFEF 5 § R

ok

BT S BORIBKE R GUBLEE

B 31 St =dhiFRXART TLE ) 2 EFHIES 70mm . § A
140mm 5 R EE R AR &R - EERE o Hg - HT S A

(Bender element) % £ g3 4 g o

jmE & (Load Cell) Btim kN » X BB P 2 BB F 2 o 4o
BT I ERM AR R A 50 e B S A AR

= $hE } 3% F - F Ra (Double bellofram piston) > p 3%z 4 3 & *
- H 2 & (Bellofram) > ¥ 41 % jp> F Bizdl£32 R4 0 @ s BT

[ X
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——drive shaft

motor chamber
attachment

LVDT

—

)

bellofram

specimen pedestal
back pressure

internal strut
-——base plate

bender element
~——acrylic tube

load cell
top cap
soil specimen

-

| N J

= piston head
i piston clamp

[-C=
=

12

 —

piston pressure
cell pressure
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3.12 F BRE 4 4k

LU REEY - ERMNAZ B TREE RS S E TR
— IRA o FEd A Iumper %7 3 ob < 3¢ 24T A 5 5 3§ 614400
Hood WIETRF 0 T ARAUERRAT @ R4 Ipdlagh L 4 <
AR LRERER L ol et 1l

FORted k538 PID w230 RgpdE M hph L 4 o AR5 AR
£9c Load cell 57 B X #7415 M UFRE S 3 > dopt £ f w4 R -
FiEHE Y Labview #2582 5 £+ (NI PCI-7344) i :# #ii=2n %% Terminal
Board (NI UMI-7764) > & %—émﬁif@ﬁ%}i B BRd B 5w 5E5%

B d] s A AW A BT 4w 4o 3.2 A7 o

3.13 §F BE-KREFI A5

TR LR B TE RS 2 kR B4 UL 10 kglem?® o 41
FARRAEEFITT L RUR R KRS TR S U RIR SR
FokAE o I LR PR RORBEAOTEHMP N RS AVHETRERE R

KBz 4l s R L 0.2 kglem? o
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Power Code

encoder signal l/l

Compumaotor
. | | | DYNA%?V ///
° sk
\ \ g Z
NI NI o1 [1] Z
PCI-7344 UMI-7764 7
Driver Yo

B 3.2 B g kT 3B

(4 4e, 2003 )
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314 & x5

ARHEREAE G o oL ~phe ¥ FIURE QAR RET S
4~ i (Bender element) -

dher £ Bl * nk e € &~ (Loadcell) ¥ * & p):Z 5kN » H p 2%
REEF A T oo FERIEEFNRES QR R
BEILINFREREAPAIZIEONR Aot fE AR F BRLIRS 0@
P EMFIRATEE phe BR¥ 2 £ B # * Linear Variable Differential
Transformer (LVDT) > ¥ £ B 50mm 2. %35 ; FI/RZ L -KBRERIFHF* &
st & 7T00kPa -k B 2+ (Pressure transducer ) » &8k #7i * £ 38 € 3K & 2. ¥

4o 3.1 #7or o

3.1.5 AEHE 4 3

AIEH 4 F BimEpF o 2 & 8 Load cell (#h i &€ )~ LVDT (%
A ) A BORREY (BURZEFRR) 28 E AFT T 2F R
RBP4z NI USB-6215 #5~+ » #4f1t 5Lig 5 B @ w 3

% 1 fie & Labview 42382 (7 T pERs TR & 1 AT ek & o
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% 3.1 #

L

ft = fhidse &Rk SR A

BES % R4 ] T &
ORI S v <10™%
LVDT 50 mm 0.01 mm
MR R E 5kN 0.1IN
KRR 700 kPa 0.01 kPa

76




316 ¥4 i £ ks

TARARRER 2R FE- LRE S RPITERTF FIAM L
Frakr > flr ¥4 AR BR M2 T4 g miEd R
RS R 2B L SR o T R R R RRT A T
(1) B2 B = & % (Piezoelectric ceramics)

AT AT 2 KK AP FEEZT A R ARk BB
BRI L VHIHEZEfoR I EFHFEK VR I ES T2

By E fod-Benderelement g » = iz ER P TR ER > LR Y A FHF

Al
A
ot

3

@

ey AR O} ﬁﬁﬁf%“i fhg B4 it (H
3mm) -

(2) &334 4 ® (Function generator )

4B AF 2T NA A E HP3BL20A ) SikcA 2 BV AT B
maEgk o~ Pk~ = 4k A2 Random wave > T od fEA e &2 T Ak A
PEE- AR o S p FHERBAASR AT T D E - LA Ay
@FR IS E RS 10w HZ-15MHzZ 5 i) 2 4R 15§ FIAR B 5 i »
Z A S e A R ARBSR R T A 5 500 0 g k< 3R
tg = 50mVpp~10Vpp -
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(3) ;BB % 5L

W ERE - R AT T FE T RG> Hiesz o
ER e HETT A A PERER MR AL P E G - By
(Channel) 2 - B4 I G 5LEE (P nEff o R REE) £ % 7

T 518 RS232 & HPIB 4 6 #3U8ifi o1 % B 3-8 % 7|8 > @ ARk

o3

Trofe £ MBI+ 2 1 %iéiﬂ ~ & (#5083t — 4 s 8 0pl 2. Terminal
board) YR AT 4 A A 2 orpedF 2 TR, X0 kR
BT IEE S0 0 Bt BB S L 25KHZ o B e ic i 4o ]

3.3 #77F ©

3.2 # = phik

FRZPhERDER CHI AT EF L phiRAR o Bt L B EF
CSEEUBERIA O BEER AR A TR R S PRRE R LA

B ETA kY o
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| FREQUENCY | LINE | AUERAGE | INPUT || FORMAT | TRACE | EXPAND | HARKERS | nATH |

48 .393n

Processing Data

Alt + Cirl:
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F 41 # i = hipshes 4

No. SPM FC(%) OCR o ('(kPa) final P’ (kPa) €c Vs (m/s)
20090830 MT 0 4 125 378 0.83 -
20090831 MT 0 4 50 138 0.89 -
20090908 MT 0 4 25 59 0.92 144.8
20090927 MT 0 4 100 296 0.86 -
20090930 MT 0 4 100 255 0.88 -

20091021-2 MT 0 4 25 212.1 0.90 -
20090825 MT 15 4 76 242 0.76 -
20090826 MT 15 4 125 359.2 0.71 188.9
20090827 MT 15 4 149 156 0.76 -
20090908 MT 15 4 25 61 0.83 -

20090917-1 MT 15 4 50 112 0.81 136.8

20090917-2 MT 15 4 100 319 0.72 -

20091023-1 MT 15 4 75 106.1 0.86 -
20090822 MT 30 4 44.1 81.9 0.77 181.3
20090901 MT 30 4 125 171.7 0.72 -
20090902 MT 30 4 75 99.6 0.74 -
20090904 MT 30 4 82 215 0.70 -
20090907 MT 30 4 27 33 0.80 -
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%41 ¥z phEsk s d ()

20091001 MT 30 4 100 240.8 0.75

20091021-1 MT 30 4 50 106.3 0.75

20091023-2 MT 30 4 50 156.1 0.77
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Excess pore pressure, kPa
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Excess pore pressure, kPa
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Excess pore pressure, kPa

30

-
O
-200 | | ' '
0 10 20
Axial Strain, %
FC=30% OCR e, g
—o— N010914 1 0.608 200
—— N010915 1 0.610 100
—F— N010919 1  0.565 400
—&— 20090822 4 0.770 44
—4+— 20090901 4 0.720 125
—@— 20090902 4 0.740 75
—4&— 20091001 4 0.750 100
—l— 20091021-1 4 0.750 50
—%— 200010232 4 0770 50

Bl 4.9 FC=30%MLS » q % A2355" M KR & dho Jis % B 14

102



q, kPa

500

CIU test FC =30 %
OCR
1
---------- 4

0 250 500
p', kPa

] 4.10 FC=30%MLS » p’-q Bl 2 +* #

103



500

FC(%) OCR

400 = + 0 4
< 15 4 Y=0.772X-0.563
i ® 30 4 R?=0.989
300
)
o
X
o
200
100
0 I
0 100 200 300 400
p', kPa

Bl 4.11 OC 3 AL TR 16 B 7 9

104

500
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7. 4.2 B = phigB e A

NO. SPM FC (%) OCR po(kPa) | p's(kPa) CRR N¢ ec Vs (m/s) ¥
6-28* MT 0 1 100 4.8 0.40 60 0.78 176.7 -0.05
7-4* MT 0 1 100 0 0.45 14 0.80 175.8 -0.03
7-5* MT 0 1 100 0 0.46 8 0.80 - -0.03
C9701 MT 0 4 100 0 0.45 39 0.82 201.1 -0.09
C9702 MT 0 4 100 0 0.52 3 0.82 203.4 -0.09
C9703 MT 0 4 100 9.5 0.49 0.81 199.7 -0.10
C9902 MT 0 4 80 4.9 0.44 8 0.94 172.5 0.03
C9903 MT 0 4 80 17.8 0.40 30 0.95 165.1 0.04
C9904 MT 0 4 80 21.0 0.38 78 0.93 166.8 0.02
6-8* MT 15 1 100 0 0.35 12 0.80 - 0.14
6-17* MT 15 1 100 0 0.25 138 0.81 160.8 0.14
6-27* MT 15 1 100 0 0.32 20 0.80 156.5 0.13
C9603 MT 15 4 100 9.0 0.25 339 0.85 155.2 0.02
C9604 MT 15 4 100 8.5 0.36 19 0.85 178.6 0.02
C9605 MT 15 4 100 5.0 0.30 84 0.83 - 0.00
C9707 MT 15 4 100 3.2 0.45 102 0.81 138.9 -0.02
C9804 MT 15 4 100 0 0.40 161 0.81 180.0 -0.02
C9805 MT 15 4 100 0 0.52 15 0.81 192.6 -0.02
C8603 MT 30 1 100 15.8 0.14 8 0.80 163.1 0.251
C8605 MT 30 1 100 25.3 0.12 10 0.81 147.2 0.261
C8606 MT 30 1 100 12.3 0.10 37 0.81 145.3 0.261
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#0428 = dhiEgk e gt ()

NO. SPM FC (%) OCR p'o(kPa) | p't(kPa) CRR Nc ec Vs (m/s) v
C8607 MT 30 1 100 20.2 0.09 67 0.78 135.6 0.231
C8608 MT 30 1 100 35.3 0.12 13 0.8 141.4 0.251
C9503 MT 30 4 100 19.3 0.3 21 0.78 172.9 0.025
C9504 MT 30 4 100 4.2 0.26 192 0.78 156.8 0.025
C9601 MT 30 4 100 25.8 0.35 11 0.8 - 0.045
C9602 MT 30 4 100 8.3 0.28 53 0.8 174.5 0.045
C9905 MT 30 4 80 0 0.25 109 0.83 155.2 0.064
C9906 MT 30 4 80 2.5 0.28 35 0.83 128.8 0.064
C9907 MT 30 4 80 26.6 0.3 10 0.83 141.7 0.064

416# DD <5 - 100 - 0.29 36 0.764 170.69
417# DD <5 - 100 - 0.35 15 0.777 187.24
418# DD <5 - 100 - 0.26 92 0.776 175.63
408# DD <5 - 100 - 0.25 42 0.815 167.97
426# DD <5 - 100 a 0.3 3 0.816 170.41
430# DD <5 - 100 - 0.23 85 0.8 172.74
402# DD <5 - 100 - 0.275 3 0.861 162.63
403# DD <5 - 100 - 0.24 20 0.847 156.66
406# DD <5 - 100 - 0.21 57 0.85 -

407# DD <5 - 100 - 0.185 138 0.845 156.67
427# DD <5 - 100 - 0.25 8 0.844 170.44
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% 4.2 % fi = dhidsk bk ()
NO. SPM FC (%) OCR p'o (kPa) p's (kPa) CRR Nc ec Vs (m/s)
12-4* DD 15 - 100 - 0.3271 8 0.715 157.42
12-5* DD 15 - 100 - 0.2925 16 0.721 154.38
12-8* DD 15 - 100 - 0.2822 27 0.724 157.98
12-1* DD 15 - 100 - 0.2547 5 0.777 146.2
12-2* DD 15 - 100 - 0.2109 13 0.794 145.64
12-3* DD 15 - 100 - 0.1958 26 0.785 145.8
423# DD 15 - 100 - 0.225 7 0.856 133.2
425# DD 15 - 100 - 0.19 29 0.853 138.05
0425-1# DD 15 - 100 - 0.15 66 0.838 144.86
702# WT 30 - 100 - 0.205 93 0.635 181.49
0702-1# WT 30 - 100 - 0.25 8 0.638 181.28
703# WT 30 - 100 - 0.235 12 0.63 177.96
629# WT 30 - 100 - 0.15 95 0.658 172.7
630# WT 30 - 100 - 0.185 28 0.66 175.42
701# WT 30 - 100 - 0.215 9 0.653 167.63
10-11* WT 30 - 100 - 0.1997 0.762 147.08
10-22* WT 30 - 100 - 0.1808 12 0.761 144.68
10-24* WT 30 - 100 - 0.1538 33 0.761 145.58
616# WT 50 - 100 - 0.11 28 0.656 154.01
617# WT 50 - 100 - 0.13 8 0.664 146.43
623# WT 50 - 100 - 0.1 30 0.666 155.86
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% 4.2 % fi = dhidsk bk ()
NO. SPM FC (%) OCR p'o (kPa) p's (kPa) CRR Nc ec Vs (m/s)
T174# WT 50 - 100 - 0.15 38 0.626 174.34
718# WT 50 - 100 - 0.17 11 0.628 162.19
719# WT 50 - 100 - 0.135 54 0.625 156.57
T712# DD <5 - 150 - 0.333 8 0.787 17451
713# DD <5 - 150 - 0.29 14 0.779 193.27
114#% DD <5 - 150 - 0.28 26 0.779 175.51
0714-1# DD 15 - 150 - 0.2 18 0.767 167.47
715# DD 15 - 150 - 0.187 54 0.775 175.3
0715-1# DD 15 - 150 - 0.223 7 0.773 176.11
0502-1# DD <5 - 200 - 0.275 15 0.784 210.06
0503-1# DD <5 - 200 - 0.24 44 0.773 218.11
504# DD <5 - 200 - 0.35 3 0.77 219.88
501# DD <5 - 200 - 0.25 3 0.831 206.18
0501-1# DD <5 - 200 - 0.2 27 0.821 190.84
502# DD <5 - 200 - 0.175 328 0.838 194.07
508# DD <5 - 200 - 0.22 5 0.876 198.46
0508-1# DD <5 - 200 - 0.2 9 0.873 200.3
511# DD <5 - 200 - 0.195 15 0.862 195.84
514# DD <5 - 200 - 0.16 45 0.862 201.75
522# DD 15 - 200 - 0.24 7 0.653 204.66
0522-1# DD 15 - 200 - 0.215 14 0.648 196.68

109




3428 = dhiEgk e gt (F)

NO. SPM FC (%) OCR p'o (kPa) p's (kPa) CRR Nc ec Vs (m/s)
523# DD 15 - 200 - 0.205 19 0.654 195.11
0523-1# DD 15 - 200 - 0.18 42 0.647 198.95
0517-1# DD 15 - 200 - 0.23 5 0.709 195.36
518# DD 15 - 200 - 0.225 9 0.718 195.29
520# DD 15 - 200 - 0.215 17 0.704 201.96
521# DD 15 - 200 - 0.18 47 0.714 198.8
515# DD 15 - 200 - 0.205 19 0.787 182.38
0515-1# DD 15 - 200 - 0.16 80 0.774 192.22
516# DD 15 - 200 - 0.225 5 0.774 178.51
524# WT 30 - 200 - 0.17 10 0.638 206.3
525# WT 30 - 200 - 0.155 40 0.644 206.9
528t WT 30 - 200 - 0.145 69 0.638 199.33
704# WT 30 - 200 - 0.15 15 0.67 195.57
705# WT 30 - 200 - 0.17 8 0.667 202.21
708# WT 30 - 200 - 0.14 45 0.669 201.94
603# WT 30 - 200 - 0.17 2 0.706 180.61
604# WT 30 - 200 - 0.15 11 0.703 186.62
605# WT 30 - 200 - 0.13 36 0.703 177
529# WT 30 - 200 - 0.15 8 0.732 186.95
530# WT 30 - 200 - 0.14 18 0.741 186.54
531# WT 30 - 200 - 0.13 18 0.734 189.23
601# WT 30 - 200 - 0.12 67 0.741 192.94

ki 3RERE (2004) #:r: fRE (2007)
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4.4.2 CRR 275}k £ $8c2 v &
B 4.26 & W) &% Jefferies & Been (2006) erici#jdicdp 32 & R 75
% CRR-Y i 4B » ~ Vajﬁ’»?fiﬁf%é FIIRE RNl

Clean sand (Jefferies & Been, 2006 ) :
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< EH Q- T @ P4 (2-20) B
Qp = KX exp(—m) .o, (2-20)
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% 4.3 ¥ 5% CPT #% & &%

FC | Dro G’ f AU . ' P
TestNo. o oo | K | kpa | € U | pa | kpa |0 MIN kFF)>a Yol kea lg;
97-1113-D-S 0 50 0.5 49 0.872 2.65 13.2 0 -- 32.67 -0.027 32.67 80.12
97-1114-D-S 0 50 05 98.1 0.867 3.99 35 0 -- 65.4 -0.022 65.40 60.01
97-1115-D-S 0 50 0.5 196.2 0.857 5.98 61.2 0 -- 130.8 -0.011| 130.80 44,72
98-0505-D-S 0 50 1 98.1 0.89 4.66 50 0 -- 98.1 0.012 98.10 46.50
98-0507-D-S 0 50 1 98.1 0.89 4,79 56 0 -- 98.1 0.012 98.10 47.83
98-0510-D-H 0 50 1 98.1 0.89 4.47 ** 0 -- 98.1 0.012 98.10 44 57
97-1002-D-S 0 50 1 49 0.895 5.08 48.8 0 -- 49 0.002 49.00f 102.67
97-1110-D-S 0 50 1 245 0.897 3.81 18.6 0 -- 24.5 -0.005 2450 15451
97-1111-D-S 0 50 1 196.2 0.878 8.57 101.9 0 -- 196.2 0.03] 196.20 42.68
99-1120-S-S 0 50 1 98.1 0.89 3.32 10.9 -30 -- 98.1 0.012 68.10 32.84
97-1220-D-S 0 50 2 98.1 0.87 7.18 108.9 0 -- 163.5 0.013| 163.50 42.91
97-1229-D-S 0 50 2 196.2 0.85 13.1 334.6 0 -- 327 0.044) 327.00 39.06
97-1030-D-H 0 70 0.5 49 0.837 4,78 *x 0 -- 32.67 -0.062 32.67| 145.33
97-1101-D-H 0 70 0.5 98.1 0.831 6.8 ** 0 -- 65.4 -0.058 65.40, 102.98
97-1108-D-H 0 70 0.5 196.2 0.824 7.54 97.4 0 -- 130.8 -0.044| 130.80 56.65
97-1020-D-H 0 70 1 49 0.856 6.88 ** 0 -- 49 -0.037 49.00f 139.41




%43 $ 37 CPT % 4% (F)

FC | Dr G’ f AU . ! P

TestNo. o oo | K | kpa | € I | pa | kpa |0 MIN kFF)>a Yol kea lg;
97-1027-D-H 0 70 1 245 0.858 421 28 0 -- 24.5 -0.044 2450 170.84
97-1023-D-H 0 70 1 196.2 0.84 11.71 *x 0 -- 196.2 -0.008| 196.20 58.68
97-1219-D-H 0 70 2 98.1 0.846 8.84 128.5 0 -- 163.5 -0.011| 163.50 53.07
97-1223-D-H 0 70 2 196.2 0.825 14.89 316.3 0 -- 327 0.019] 327.00 44,54
97-1204-D-H 0 85 0.5 49 0.736 4,73 42.7 0 -- 32.67 -0.163 32.67| 143.80
97-1208-D-H 0 85 0.5 98.1 0.732 6.53 77.2 0 -- 65.4 -0.157 65.40 98.85
97-1129-D-H 0 85 0.5 196.2 0.727 7.93 109.2 0 -- 130.8 -0.141| 130.80 59.63
97-1117-D-H 0 85 1 245 0.735 5.35 52.6 0 -- 24.5 -0.167 2450 217.37
97-1118-D-H 0 85 1 49 0.733 8.12 120 0 -- 49 -0.16 49.00f 164.71
97-1230-D-H 0 85 1 196.2 0.716 12.15 265 0 -- 196.2 -0.132| 196.20 60.93
99-1216-D-H 0 85 2 98.1 0.698 10.27 184.1 0 -- 163.5 -0.159| 163.50 61.81
97-1222-D-H 0 85 2 196.2 0.688 17.7 426.4 0 -- 327 -0.118| 327.00 53.13
97-0331-D-H 15 50 1 196.2 0.766 8.77 33.2 0 -- 196.2 0.09] 196.20 43.70
97-0327-D-H 15 50 1 294.3 0.754 11.34 40.1 0 -- 294.3 0.12 294.30 37.53
97-0417-D-H 15 50 1 98.1 0.785 5.58 *x 0 -- 98.1 0.068 98.10 55.88
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%43 $ 37 CPT % 4% (F)

FC

Dro G’ f AU _ ' P
TestNo. | o0 | oo | K | \pa | © I | pa | kpa |0 M kIIODa Yl kea k%;

97-0611-D-H 15 50 2 98.1 0.795 9.26 *x 0 -- 163.5 0.078 163.50 55.64
97-0612-D-H 15 50 2 196.2 0.74 14.66 ** 0 -- 327 0.12 327.00 43.83
97-0227-D-H 15 70 1 49 0.729 9 65 0 -- 49 -0.008 49.00 182.67
97-0213-D-H 15 70 1 49 0.729 3.01 ** 0 -- 49 -0.008 49.00 60.43
97-0217-D-H 15 70 1 98.1 0.722 7.02 *x 0 -- 98.1 0.005 98.10 70.56
97-0213a-D-H| 15 70 1 196.2 0.712 10.6 72.1 0 -- 196.2 0.036/ 196.20 53.03
97-0217a-D-H| 15 70 1 294.3 0.704 15.9 *% 0 -- 294.3 0.07] 294.30 53.03
97-0501-D-H 15 70 1 294.3 0.704 14.44 104.1 0 -- 294.3 0.07| 294.30 48.07
96-1111-S-S 15 70 1 49 0.729 6.12 50 -24.88 -- 49 -0.008 24.12) 123.90
96-1127-S-S 15 70 1 49 0.729 5.66 44 4 -10.01 -- 49 -0.008 38.99] 114,51
96-1106-S-S 15 70 1 98.1 0.721 8.52 85.2 -58.01 -- 98.1 0.004 40.09 85.85
96-1206-S-S 15 70 1 147.1 0.715 10.27 85.6 -48 -- 147.1 0.013 99.10 68.82
96-1230-S-S 15 70 1 196.2 0.712 11.61 2.92 -51.44 -- 196.2 0.036/ 144.76 58.17
97-0120-S-S 15 70 1 294.3 0.704 14.91 10.6 -242.85 0.05 294.3 0.07 51.45 49.66
97-0304-D-H 15 70 2 98.1 0.708 12.7 96.8 0 -- 163.5 0.02| 163.50 76.68
97-0305-D-H 15 70 2 196.2 0.702 16.38 ** 0 -- 327 0.082] 327.00 49.09
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%43 $ 37 CPT % 4% (F)

FC

Dro G’ f AU _ ' P

TestNo. | o0 | oo | K | \pa | © I | pa | kpa |0 M kIIODa Yl kea k%;
97-0515-D-H 15 85 1 294.3 0.562 16.12 *x 0 -- 294.3 -0.072| 294.30 53.77
97-0520-D-H 15 85 1 196.2 0.566 13.19 ** 0 -- 196.2 -0.11| 196.20 66.23
97-0523-D-H 15 85 1 98.1 0.572 9.35 *% 0 -- 98.1 -0.145 98.10 94.31
97-0605-D-H 15 85 2 98.1 0.57 12.2 ** 0 -- 163.5 -0.118| 163.50 73.62
97-0610-D-H 15 85 2 196.2 0.566 18.18 *x 0 -- 327 -0.054| 327.00 54.60
97-0710-D-H 15 50 0.5 98.1 0.775 3.22 *x 0 -- 65.4 0.044 65.40 48.24
97-0723-D-H 15 50 0.5 294.3 0.744 9.03 *% 0 -- 196.2 0.068] 196.20 45.02
97-0724-D-H 15 70 0.5 294.3 0.729 9.18 ** 0 -- 196.2 0.053] 196.20 45,79
97-0725-D-H 15 70 0.5 98.1 0.741 6.29 ** 0 -- 65.4 0.01 65.40 95.18
97-0805-D-H 15 85 0.5 294.3 0.569 14.07 *x 0 -- 196.2 -0.107 196.20 70.71
97-0806-D-H 15 85 0.5 98.1 0.577 9.18 ** 0 -- 65.4 -0.154 65.40, 139.37
97-0708-D-H 15 50 0.5 490.3 0.725 15.07 ** 0 -- 326.9 0.105| 326.87 45.10
97-0807-D-H 15 85 0.5 490.3 0.563 21.7 ** 0 -- 326.9 -0.057| 326.87 65.39
97-0811-D-H 15 70 0.5 490.3 0.72 19.6 *x 0 -- 326.9 0.1] 326.87 58.96
98-0528-S-S 30 50 0.5 49 0.69 0.83 ** 15 0.26 32.67 0.044 42.67 24.41
98-0423-S-S 30 50 0.5 98.1 0.677 0.94 1.1 90 0.3 65.4 0.049] 125.40 13.37
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%43 $ 37 CPT % 4% (F)

FC

Dro o' f AU _ ' p
TestNo. | o0 | oo | K | \pa | © I | pa | kpa |0 M kIIODa Yl kea k%;
99-1217-S-S 30 50 0.5 98.1 0.677 0.79 2.6 82 -- 65.4 0.049] 120.07 11.08
98-0409-S-S 30 50 0.5 196.2 0.655 1.87 25.2 90 0.54 130.8 0.064| 190.80 13.30
99-1210-S-S 30 50 0.5 196.2 0.655 1.4 4 75.96 -- 130.8 0.064| 181.44 9.70
98-0312-S-S 30 50 1 49 0.67 1.18 ** 150 0.44 49 0.032] 199.00 23.08
98-0122-S-S 30 50 1 98.1 0.65 1.51 15.1 107.3 0.16 98.1 0.041] 205.40 14.39
98-0305-S-S 30 50 1 196.2 0.631 1.87 16.3 169.9 0.45 196.2 0.076] 366.10 8.53
99-1023-D-H 30 50 1 98.1 0.65 3.64 23.85 0 -- 98.1 0.041 98.10 36.10
99-1107-D-S 30 50 1 98.1 0.65 3.81 26.13 0 -- 98.1 0.041 98.10 37.84
98-0324-S-S 30 50 2 98.1 0.653 2.05 15.92 194.2 -- 163.5 0.081] 487.17 11.54
98-0329-S-S 30 50 2 196.2 0.621 4.48 81.27 129.72 0.39 327 0.129] 543.20 12.70
98-0125-S-S 30 70 1 98.1 0.646 1.49 ** 0 -- 98.1 0.037 98.10 14.19

Test No.: year-number-Saturated (Dry)

Standard (Half-size) cone

**: Sleeve friction reading not recorded

(12 = p Huang, 2007)
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PEFTILIHARRE R G/ Hy e L33 2k4  logo)
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