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Approx. range of
uniaxial compressive

Grade Description Field idemification strength (M Pa)
51 Very soft clay Easily pencirated several <0.025
inches by fist
52 Soft clay Easily pencirated several 0.025-0.05
inches by thumb
53 Firm clay Can be penctrated several 0.05-0.10
inches by thumb with moder-
ate eflon
54 S1ifl clay Readily indented by thumb but 0.1 0=0.25
p-gn:lralcd only wilh great
cfiort
55 Yery suff clay Readily indented by thumbnail 0.25-0.50
56 Hard clay Indented with  difficulty by = 0.50
thumbmrail
RO Extremely Indented by thumbnail 0.25-1.0
weak rock
R1 Very weak rock Crumbles under firm blows 10-50
with point of geological ham-
mer, can be peeled by a pocket
knile
R2 Wieak rock Can be peeled by a pocket 5.0-25
knife with difficuliy. shallow
indentations made by frm
blow with point of geological
hammer
R3 Medium strong Cannot be scraped or pecled 25-50
rock with a pocket kmife. specimen
can be feactured wilh singie
firm blow of geological ham-
mer
R4 Strong rock Specimen requires more than 50- 100
one blow of geological hammer
1o fracture it
RS Very strong rock Specimen requires many blows V00— 250
of geological hammer to frac-
ure it
R& Extremely - Specimen can only be chipped > 250
strong rock with geological hammer
Note: Grades 51 10 56 apply 10 cohesive soils. for caample clays. sihy cluys. and combinations

of silts and clays with sand. gencrally slow draining. Discontimuity wall strength will generaliy
be characterized by grades RO-R6 (rock) while 51-56 [clay) will generally apply to hlled
discontinuilies Isee Fillingh
Some rounding of strength values has been made when converting to 5.1 units.
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S G R ER LR RS RS SER R EE EF 12

WwIEIt 2 1720 % ke G § fi?‘g'ﬁii%ﬁﬁiﬂflzﬂiii N
SRR A %Ii?u e IFE Y o AR E B (1999) ~ AL 5 (2001) 22 Bl =
84(2002) 7§ B2 TR G4 E BhdheT

2.1.1 fir F e & 2 K

- Hd p ¥R A& 5= B FFE(Barton, 1993) :

(#& i v % (aging) » Y IFE R IPRHAESR > w25 @R ENR
P pEeE) 2 fL G #2175 2 (aged sand)

(2)% fr= # T * (mid diagenesis) > #) 2 535485 ~ ¥ 5 (bonding) 2 %
3 4f 15 * (interlocking) {& ## %= 52 B 4 #) 4 (cohesive sand) > % & & #4141 & 2
AR BT 4 B o

(3) & pF R E - iF* (induratiof) > f ¥ o B S T A TH F B e

Barton 325 i) = 208t 2 2 20 VAR ARBA Y > BRI F
" %~ Z oDobereiner et al.(1986)7 7 * 4p i chig 3 > T34 5 b 1t (weathering)
dREEAGR - AR E(R22 AR A NS EARTAHEZ R A

9% Barton 2 %% > FI'FR LA A2 1 Flo B2 4
HiF 50 R A i @ e 4 4 (v (lithification)2 428 » 49} %
HEHOFTLBHECTEP AL w2 FA U F o 44T I (MBEE B R
1992)

(1)5 F ®* (congelation) : 4oir L erst-K{oad It 15% » B 1FF L & 5
W o A5 25 FT e TR N T HA -

(2)% & 1% (crystallization) © 25 = J 4 en¥ FEEenit &5 > o f U Lo

Frifgdn P AT FHY > VAR T A F IV RS H B F A~ o

N

]
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Metamorphic
rock

tgneous rocx

B 2.2 #0335 £ &= F;r & Bl(Dobereiner et al., 1986)

(3)E & & ¥ * (recrystallization) : o **J 4 i 4e A H # F|F 2 B FA
AR A LR T SRR blded f T (aragoni) i 5 ¢ R T .
HEFET '*%f%fr@z* LSRR & S P RN EY
WEE S RETRR R Az AL B ERERBRLG RS T

Z]j‘%\;-ﬁ- ‘/‘J'uj%:‘ f/T:‘q* °

a«ﬁ‘

i

=

5)% & i (cementation)z’ RBERCKIE R A KRR LT AR
‘fLLFmF}é ] E \%K/\ 258 E T ELE "L«f’” Bl "ﬁ SIOZ ’ CaCO3’f‘-"FCQO3 °
AT LAY A "’h"‘F‘ffli*i"E WHRHELPEEE > Wi

*

ABRERAE R A EEd P RSP ENERT 0 FEER

Bl it 1% (aging) > FIS ROl o 2 Biv* foFit (8% 272 2o @

FAGREF AR EFMPE LAY ET RRR RS e E o B
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Bieniawski(1974)i 2% #c 2 18 Es5 & 435 1 3 25MPa 2 F - B 2.3 %
Bieniawski(1984) 12 2 RFH L s g 2k > R P V5 I L R W E A
SRS B

Wmdrd 25 ¢ ISRM(1981)12:$;‘§ 2B T E B PUR 5 B (q)# A
Pl g R 2.1 B0 W R R ERBA LS S RO~R6 - B % & o

@ ISRM T_& 2 $ic 4 H & 5% )iigsfﬂfffl i F 7 B M k2 (Hard Clay) ~ & i 33 2
(Extremely Weak) ~ 2% #0335 £ £ (Very Weak) 1?2 2 #7335 £ £ (Weak) & {8 4 o

B2 4 B2 A #a deth § ISSMFE)shLfiede £ ¢ > Mgt 2 T & &
H $hi R 5 B 4> 0.5MPa & 25MPa s+ & 434 o T 1L 0.5MPa 32 d >
- ALY cnE R B ¥ ¥4 0.5MPa 5 @ L+ FLek TR G R e

“mlL

Zyp o 2B BRI ARG S LR A B L rens g 5 25MPa &
A T Ty

Johnston % ISRM(1981)i&ixk i1k 2823 » 5 B(B 24)  HHERBRBE L
7 % 0.5MPa 3% 25MPa1F£"?Eﬁz‘éTé P o



Uniaxial Compressive Strength , MPa
0.1 1.0 10.0 100.0 . 1000.0
L s . NP, P | " NN | L - L]
Very Weak Weak | Strong Very Strong Coates
i * i 1964
Low Medium | High Very high Deere & Miller
Very low strength strength| strength | strength|  strerggth 1966
. . Moderately | Moderately Very Extremely Geological Society
Very weak Weak weak strong Surong strong strong 1970
Soils — Rocks
Extremely low | Very low Low Medium High Veryhigh | Exvemely high Broch & Franklin
strength strength strength strength strength strength strength 1972
Soils Very soft Soft Hard Very hard Extremely hard rock Jennings
rock rock rock rock 1973
. Low | Medium| High Very high Bieniawski
Soils Very low strength strength| strength | strength st.r:ynglh 1973
Very low Lowstength  |Moderatd Medium|  High | Very high {ng;;"‘
T T T T T
0.1 1.0 10.0 100.0 1000.0
Umniaxial Compressive Strength , MPa

B 2.3 £ &l edERag g 2~ % Bl(Bieniawski, 1984)

Clays
_;;; : e | Very A
o [ooft| Firm | iff | oick | Hard
] =5
| Med. Very | Extremely
Ex;;qenlze? Very weak | Weok |Gn Srrmgl LR il
Rocks
l | , I | i o
00! QT | 10 100 1000
Uniaxial compressive strength, g, (MPa)

B 2.4 ISRM(1981)i2 %2 = ¥ H 4L ¥ 55 & A 454 % Fl(Johnston, 1993)
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Johnston (1993)in i Ml s REH * 134 B U7 4 2 ppngl &
Y BB R TAROTI A 3 0 ARG BOR S REBIERT (A
ﬁﬁﬁ?w@*%%ﬁziﬁ&@@\@£&§ﬁ\@£@ﬁﬁ£@¥%
LK AR 3R o Dobereiner et al.(1986)77 2n 5 st 444l 4 B4 430 3 A A
B2 e AL - (1993)s A AR 012 B o

Iy
ra
D=3

N}
kiia

AR - (1993) 5 WAMNBER R LI XIRE LT 710 > &
Oliveira(1993)3p 21 4 # % & FagiR Ak &£ 2 ij §TR % (slaking) > ¢ IR % &2
#@ﬁmﬁwPMogEmmﬁ‘Hﬁﬁ%%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁAﬂﬁi%ﬁ

M %o

BN T ¥

011veu~a(1993)#ﬂ KB EAEFEFRICHE > HIVH T AR N EHR
i¥% (leaching) » % S HAl e XTI in 4 » @ & 2 3 (void) —"F’f F_Fh 1 0F
o R ARSIy %?TL R rid ﬁ’!éﬂiﬁ(ﬁssures) o F|IL A F B o F] e
KAt 4 4 APEIRGE o ok F A 10%E 20%2 B (A 2 i -, 1993) -

IR S

Bell (1993)4*$t#c7) £ W™ 7 > FRAA R lr #2 4 FHF > &3
RO AP EOLE c NHERREM f’éﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁw%iﬁ
BRAGEE VIR A ERBREF Y 35% 0 @ il AF doih
TR EP Ry foaliir B L ad o Tk fpat Pl S foahE B R

10



% 0 Ao ABOR R R 0 TG doE M S e o b dpoat -
FoOBARRERGE S FEAIRFDIH AR D F AR RA
33 o A MR R e # 0 4 (Johnston, 1993) o Johnston and
Choi(1986) 2 + 1% i # (synthetic soft rock) ¥ F ¥ B 225k 4 g% - & {- 7 K £
AXE o P HREES R T AR o

Lin and Hung(1982)4p &} » $x33 # F % k33 (L end ] > 2 d 30 D (1) k&~
HETRNEEL B AL BFET QR P IVRESH TRk # 2

(dissolution) °

ES X L)1

Oliveria(1993)3%. 5 #33 £ 7 B4 R L& 7 KB ¥pF > 774 4 ch%
E 4

VR RET LA ARTHF LRI HEEARVE A DRT] 2 EHR

BEZFRS AL PLEAL 5 BB G RREN E A RR Y k(T
Ao BELE A %%#&&505%%@a W’%&ﬁ%%iﬁﬁ*ﬂé
Ay FIRHEFER AR o Tl e W A2 AR S L R
R

SRR APPSR ET S

S RAFHEAEES R T LS FRED S B
SEPED 2 SV RECRIERE R AN Tt

A BRLET oA
fE Al % 0.001% T R4 - % E SR %(Tatsuoka and Kohata,
1995) o — FL R & ¥ | IR ERTRE LA R

Stimpson et al.(1979), Burland(1989)4p 1! — 43 A F]a (T30 & 4e 52
m@%ﬂ*mmﬁaw@?h’pﬂhtﬁﬁfuu%@%%W@ﬂﬂiiﬂ%ﬁ“
Kim and Tatsuoka(1994)4y o #i # Z AP R TR B friid T4 iR T

Flene Bezbd - koo p %\Traﬁl“:‘%s-ﬁi”‘f [ % 2N R RE o A N
ERIRT 2R AT D B Eg P vE < 3 B fr Ere /] B % T 3
R F RARBEREFIDE AP g IR E & 3 FIR EgE-] > o &
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SR TR 4R TR R R R
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v EE 0 & RIRRGEER S A
W — AL A é] 1 :fi\i

IR T I P

TP ERE DR

)

Esec im = L/] T“E‘,’»Emax - X o Emax .ﬂ-@ ‘fF] 5& )i L B & %J {400

12

A R BT AL £ TR
THRGRE F5 0 AR R K

rE%E 0.1%

iR - X

7] 1000 2 fF o



213 LAY B LM A

AT TEY ZHBH AR LEEAATHRFT LR e FE D
PR R RTE 2R o drd 2.1 o
PEFABDI N e B FLrRT AR F s RTRE SR L
4 ; B Hod b ATH B

VI RN Sl A
Eﬁ;’?ﬁl—i'% o %y -1 ﬁ%%ﬁﬂ-&r’—f

22,1 SMEMBELYFZ LA K 4 (P4 3E, 1986)

E&| o &% 4 ki EREE | LR P H
BAN | &M. &k 0B | #4.8 cv. i b EA. &
2 FENY : i ~2R
ﬁ (BREFLE) - W) R A LA E%ég

B SEER
-5V { 2HA 2R SEER
;% KA E kR sk RE
# = RigHT 5 b5 R
HA ——— vEk
= B R +=trRE
J.* .
%, | *F AR MaLwe | BELE
i z
BE(EHA *“:’g"“ iR iR
;; ﬁ?‘ RELDE i
i P2 L ) e i
B[ -
fg % KR RRDE kg |
2 %R s |
A
5| X%R BERE
ﬁ FEe KA
AL BES |
;’*}E Ei5LA .
7L
L P ey
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- LA
ALK LA T 3 ,amv% LA A2 anfiy T bl
FE L FAS R c AEFT LA REEE - FBEAR (VLR ) -
%#E%w(éiﬁwowﬂbﬁiﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬁ%mhmﬁﬁ%*
IR o #EERAIFE NG CEBEEE A A EERELY MR
R digpa & o R Ed REFHF RS ﬂ%é;&fﬂa@%fr’ %/é;’ﬁ,
BA A RBIEF D ARGEY 5 @IV IS > FokE s
HphiR %R 5 12MPa 71T > & A #ORUE '\’/PSE‘VD@:@/’LFi’JFF 52
A e P b P Z 8k E A AT BN ATAE A g # i 3Y 0~30% e
- R fA

-n\

wi

*D~

7'.L

\4

=
F

AN AE BT RAHEILRAFBAE > Py L E R
(i 3 R R R RS RBH o TR

fek BERFAISAHR IO HERE - L TT AR L G RED

FARMme 2Rty D& Zdpthh o AR L0 AT Bkl
;Lmﬁ?w%’ﬂﬂzﬁﬁﬁbﬁﬁmﬁﬂ BT R A e e Ry
FOOLAR R E R L he b LR A R B ERALLR o AR R i
ﬁww7é4mhw%ﬁ9A%éﬂﬁ’%ﬁﬁéfﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂ&%ﬁﬁ
MOFIF A NI BREBIR) R o AR E ghR R A F & 20MPa 1

T BB A nuaré@%%@&ﬁ*ﬂ’Aﬁ%ﬁ@wmﬁ%ﬁo
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- ~ 3} ]“}’Eﬁ‘

R R (1995)K 4 - L HE 2L HBBARRT A LREAR G 44
B2 9035 # P AR T FN A ran D B E g 42 2.0~2.6g/em’ 2 F
PHRDERGESTE LR e B2 LR o

REHAIINIED g 6@ A3k H2 4 W EATAFALE F L4
2B F B An 0 A B K 2R Y 43 2~0.075mm 2 B e 3
E2RNE N F I IR R T e (S E IS T ER A CERE Y
ZERE o

AR 2 HOBIT(199) £ H F Lk ® 5 7 & 2715 B (TrATH gL )
ZRFEEFA LA N E L3 256~275 0 HimE 430 1.92~2.2g/cm’ & >
LB 8 A 0.26~0.38

HE RQOONHF L F2 T Bp Ry T o v E 264 § it
H = F9 1.87g/cm’ » 3L 18 0320410 F k£ 9 0.7%~3.3% o

- A FPEF

it £(1995)4 4 0 F) g2 T8t (modulus ratio)E/o, - B ¢ E & s
Bcro. s HBR AR > X R A S50~500 20 BF > £ 2 ficde P 43 10~200
i 820 vt (poisson’s ratio) & 0.2~0.5 2. FF » B &£ % 03~0.5-

MAE A9 F R atp bR Ip I T AT 7 ERME PR 212
FHEREY > B ERRGHFARY T AP RSB EER
58 & X A 3t T~13MPa > @ %= $h2. ¢ B9 1.5~3MPa> y & 5 /i >+ 41°~43° -
MoK R fhTIEZ cEX 5.2MPa y i 5 29° -

T 4% E”33{’H"‘E'"""’(1998)3@1 T LB RAEFT AT HE R R A
0.14~27.4MPa 2 & » A 33 SokEE SRR A KD
& il < 5 43 30~300 ¢ fg@, oMt 2 B o2 (7A 2 SCU = #hig
e B BcA W E_c' ¥ 40kPa sy iE 5 53°; ¢'iE 30kPac yiE & 54° o

TRR A (2001):E (7 8 phRSFeds% > FoLFRE BB A 40 5.5~6.5MPa >
& ISRM $>v i B eh & o BB RN 13 1%~2%2 7 -
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2.2 4 i%#fﬁii
FEEA AL RN AR TR R DL EH
AL > Stimpson(1970)% & % % i3 # £ ¥ 17 5 A8 %k 2 * 0 @ {35k &
BEnv o 5d 3 - RUMRR S AR itk > M E R g o ¥ - R
Al A~ L %ﬁﬁ?ﬂf%'ri vm @R TR PR
ARG AL G L @kt gl R E RS AT e
Tk Hibie % R mfgb»upé £ B S o e A2 R
PR RF I HFF A R REE 0 BT RN §
BT HREET 53 E%aﬁl Moo FJ 0 57 PR P AE R ’*?ﬁ%m—&,’]‘?n’
ROEFET R B LA E R AR REE T AR 0 L ERT RS
B 4 7 a2 o Wk F(2001) R B2 AR AT T % TR BT & 4

#23% Johnston and Choi(1986)¥: Indrartna(1990)# 11 A & #it & m,&g‘g,ﬁﬁ?
MNEMT T gL
(DR A2 @ 4 -
Q)& o
Qv i F ARt -
(4) e Bk FE b Fo 4 8 B R ik o
G)R TR * KR o

SR AR IR T T4 R
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221 X327 Ap A ianig it

Stimpson, (1970) ; Rosenblad, (1969)4p i & # * & £ 7 i
B R P e T

() fEpF2 1 (Fp 2 o

(2)% 3 349 -

Q)F EAFUTE L7 b Sk 2 34 o

(4)* EpFRFiRF -

(5) B s i 2 B 2 H o

(6)i% B G AL ey & o

HeY 2 EpRF kG A ;j*uﬁﬁf*ﬁf' Mo o g E oy ZRE A E
FLo R R G E L R B AR EETV AT EEA L FYE o

Stimpson(1970) % A X & & @ B I 2 A7 I e 0 do@l 2.5 4
T R R R AT A A 2 EER ¢ s B R R LR
U SR X A g R B el R I e B E LR
PR A B R

Indrartna(1990)& &~ # dili > LHEPHR R TR & ch X @7 2

Fipwt o RARELT AT Bixe
(DEESHE G h F 350 Loipa g
QefkEP » FHEAAEUT pppe e Qivd 4 FHU AT
2 RAY -
GMFRT > +RMEFTF LR $FREERAET I AR -

&

A RFF R PFEFREN REACREERDFER -
() BF 58X Rgcp i 2@ g 34 0Bk o
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222 A 3R AR EEES 2 e A%
BHE AR i3 ke H

e w s d R F

fiert @ = e Gu et al.(1993) %4y dii7 &
BLE >
T A S B AR 0 Ao R fE B
R R LTS

PR T IR RA R S
fEA g o QNS
ﬂkéf—'ii—w /\ﬁﬁ @

22 Ak itdeT

222 ApMAET AR

ETINS

gh’(

PR T
- ‘A?LH SR N R

7GR A
A URICE S

=2l S
B ARG 2 B enip
I RN N |
1A gAY 2L R4 o
Y E % ¥ RIERE

7|J %

i WP | LR ERH R g ie 3
Johnston&Choi(1986)| & f At 2 |KIFBE Hietd | fevt o~ BHRS ~ £ 3%
Guet al.(1993) Hawksburry Yy

Py
Indrartna(1990) W33 i T8 mr)
T 18 77(1995) cERE | BT R fert e~ REHEF ER
% &
= ¥ (1995) o s ”Ef:—"i’ﬂ]‘ e
3 2 £(2000) SWEFTE |p¥ A s | e Sk ERRSD -
% Er ‘23’ ~ KRR _{‘?E
Tien & Tsao(2000) T R HE KRS IES ER
1] Cele-y !
4t 4 17 (2001) B0 A2 AL R P s EROR R
#]3& B4 (2002) L R 2 gsi w4 %
J5 3% ¥ (2003)
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(1)Johnston and Choi(1986) ™ -t & f: AL # & B % - fRFsiz 5 4

SRR MRS TS o RS AT R R ERRE RS LR RSB
KR 018 0.025 v BIE 4 18% B i E ke ST R RERRE
Fooh e n i R o B dofliE » B ERWE Y o B RE 4 ERR R
BB RS 1~30MPa BR% K 6 | s o R ETE > AERMYA &
g o

B 2 P BRBRA R RIEA P e kR g £ 07
e E'ﬂfﬁ’”f‘-”z KB kA B R 042 B - Johnston and Choi &7 — % 7 2 p
4 %ﬁ%‘rgﬁ,ﬁﬁgﬁﬁ,*ﬁ AR e (8] 2.6) 0 X4t R L IEE K
fﬁéﬁf@@ﬁﬁ?mﬁl ERAE R E SIS L N
L gt B R E IR G o AR R £ 9T 391 o F]t > Johnston and
Choi = 74 ¥ ”%i Diafian o 2 4 BB FERITER AR B B HE

. MPa

8r.e b

A & 4200
Lo | —
= 6l= L1 g
E .\. 2 — 900
E B \- g . b
2 \“\ g ~2eq ., e
n w L .
R % —600 R st I ;?-
Q c
g (3
5 5
2 = =300 Range for
3 © natural mudstone
= Range for m
o natural mudst o)
- ural r Iuos one / g 0 | | /
3 11 13 15 17 0 ® 11 13 15 17
a Saturated water content w: % a) Salurated water content w: %

B 2. 6 Johnston and Choi %] i* £ 2 it £ 2. B B ¥ = & £5% 2 % (Johnston
and Choi, 1986)
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(2)Indrartna(1990) 4 $it 33 7 ff # & g P 0 372 - & 4 B P OiGR
%Eﬁ CERTFE R A RAL L 10%E F ~T5.8%mF) ~ 14.15% K ~0.05%
R 2 fert e BEdoglE r ARE R P R > T A K AET AL
FesE aTaaTk > - LBER A B 12 AR RRA > BIE
BB ET AL 4 & W oIndrartna i {7 - k)4 Fpsk o H g Sk ded 23
Bl 2.7 9777 » 235 4 B Sl R A B R RIZ N 0 2 B IRG
AR AFEERERR A BET IR A E AR AT -

# 2.3 Indrartna %l 72 4 i #c # 25 - ¢ % (Indrartna, 1990)

Material property Symbol Unit Mean Standard deviation
Void ratio e — 0329 0-004
Porosity n % 2476 022
Elastic modulus E MPa 1463 953
Poisson’s ratio ! — 0-256 0-056
Frictional angle ¢ deg 32:0 —_
Cohesion intercept c MPa 0-86 =
Strength reduction factor § — 090 —
Unit weight 1 (wet) kN/m?* 2181 0-10
Dry unit weight 14ldry) kN/m’ 19:56 0-05
Uniaxial compressive strength a, MPa 344 0-46
Tensile strength g, MPa 0-258 0-050
Failure strain & % 0-357 0-035
Critical strain €, % 0238 0-028
21
Floy = 5-2MPa)
18
30
Sample A 15 E{o;=3-4MPa)
m D gy = a,
: o [ ot
§ 201~ Sample® 3 j5/',‘/ C{ay =21 MPa)
|7
< o / By = 1-4 MPa)
1.0+ 6 Algy=0-8MPa)
0-0 1 1 1 1 J 0b | L
0-0 01 0-2 03 0-4 05 00 24 48

Axial strain: % Axial strain, £4: %

B 2.7 Indrartna @l 72 4 i $ic & H R ¥ = $hig % % % (Indrartna, 1990)
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(3)Gu et al.(1993) % 7
TR R % i%s-%i RS
?%ﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁWOEQW%a
B~ REIRA S FERRE TE
"1 15% ~ 20%%2 25% % F
R4 R IERE S L AR
T L
4

B

;g ,{;ﬂ 2 T iRk
Hawksburry #) #
B sk 2 A
RO B o/ PR N N

% 2.4 Guetal @ iFz A g gpfyx

% 4 Hawksburry #) #

Lend B {7 Z

“\»

J?f”r-ﬁ—/

% g #4400 #2(Gu et al., 1993)

Parameter

Hawkesbury | Anificial
Sandstone rock

Dry bulk density, p ( g/em?) 2.37 1.8-22
Porosity, n (%) 16 —
Void ratio, e 0.19 0.05-0.22
Dry UCS, o, (MPa) 40-80 3-28
Saturated UCS, o, (MPa) 25-40 —
Secant Young’s modulus, Eg 8-20 3-14
(GPa)
Poisson’s ratio, v 0.2 0.1-0.16
Mean effective peak cohesion, ¢ 4 0.254.5
(MPa)
Brazilian tensile strength, o, 2-7 0.25-3
(MPa)
Ratio of UCS to Brazilian tensile 12-15 9-13
strength
Dry sonic velocity (m/sec) 2050 —_—
Saturated sonic velocity (m/sec) 3350 —
Mean effective peak friction 47 54-57
angle, ¢ (0)

22

- T
C TR H SRR R &
’W%%fﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁwww\
7 Aler T Age s
"*’/F’/%“ft" EHCis 5 A 0.5 1~ 2 22 3MPa VR Hi-
EX L0 Mé;wa«e:fwg

EF LA FEFRETRER
Ed g eadpiutt s B& 240 5 ¥ b x o
AT B BRET o A7 AW ITERY D

/},{ﬁflj PL ) o




(4 BA7(1995) 5 bt o 8 F B lc o ST v @ % 2§ 51 R
AL > 0 1:08:0.04(FF 17k 8 3)2 LBt L4 2 His ;‘flzéc#% » 4o B
BERES HER BB E PG BRRSE R0
SR AREERRIC BB RERAE

@i e R FERA D RER S F R M FERE B 0O
A IAEEES FRFE - X AN REEREREEEEERS
BURRBATR 0 %R AR KRBT IR ORERIR

(S)TEHE(995) s A A @HEARPFZ EY 2 F SR 1
0.8:0.053(% F -k :&d)z glibpet » el » 302 h 4 R4t
Mg e  AREFERIZ LA > 2 ERAE NBEFNHERS
7~ 4 Bk HE - F lglem’ . H Bk 5 71.3ksc > Bl 297 0 A
W 3.7 5 F ¥t (poisson’s ratio)w 0.2 2TV F (n) %) 50% 0 2R A (0) s &
2.7ksc > B d (y) i 28.1%e B ATEN RS- A X ARy H AR o R RCERH
PR ERR L RRPRAR R AR &REF Y FEM ARG R .
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¥y ,‘Lhtqu_o A
LA PR R R T R

BB

(6)2 & 4 (2000) e s+ 4 e 4%
I
(%

P AR o MURR
RAEE S REFIEERR o H

B4 AT

)Rl =1:

L g * -R ik (cement)
FWE I ARE T2 Ap iR b
> A B R
6 %2 KKk E
BHdod 2.5 %05 o

%25 A@EMEEs 4 EPE(Ie 4,2000)
S Por L A

e 8 = F (KN/m) 20 21

§2 ¥ = F (KN/md) 17.4 18.1
£ Gs 2.6 2.7
U (%) 33 30

H % 5% & (MPa) 7.4 5.1
5 4 3 & (MPa) 1.0 0.7
5814 - #c(GPa) 1.84 1.3
#F 4 (GPa) 2.1 2.3
B d y(©) 34 16

55 B v (0o/or) 74 7.28
oo (Eloe) 248 254
m; 6.2 2.4
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(7)Tien and Tsao(2000) 2 #7733 5 & £ 5 P k> WiT A i e &

o 4 L m,T&Lfﬁxgﬁ?ﬁ,pr,ﬁ;rﬁ; BB ae & o pk
BAER] e A MAF S 6 0 MORIREIE S B EoR R K Y TG
Kk 823 3 ol W E 4 o 8172 2 pl R L 80 T A iR e
Wig - s Re AL > 8L > & K L83 Fafortgr o
REZRBEFSERAS RS 0.TMPa ) 104> 245 /BH 70 & 1381

by

Tien and Tsao - iT4F 4 i3 3 B B 113 o d RGP~ H w225
PEP R o BEFRSL AT R ARG TR e S B B
FApn > Ry R (7 5 enfiC3 200 o ¥ b > SEE TR & 7
& gd i o 5 Tien et al.(1995)F k2. ¥ & 4 & ;" FEEEI R £ 13
L R TR R T R S R = ST o

(8)4E5 F(2001) ~ 5] & 55 (2002) e B AT 1+ (2003) 2 & i 2 57 L0 g

ZLBBF)E S PREP R R PBE AR R DR AT L A A B
W E AT > 11 200 BLE R ER D S Bmdn okl A g o 10 1 1 B4 ik

PAE 26%2 Kip iR TR TR BRR S HIFN g A

»% ok
E=h

#(2001)% 7 & or ﬁ@\<E@fW“2S~6SMPaw%ﬁ 2%
H 0 2 E & 43 250~550MPa > $ X R F) £
FlE et (2002) MATHFLE RXRHEIHE KT WA
FREFAFE > DRFR AN 2 KPFER > BFE%RE % No2 2 No3
FlhS g h410F 2 » R KRGS AP EE B2 BURHC 0 &2 F R
Th BBZFA, e £ 25744 &i“ééﬁ@i:%%ﬁﬁ;g E
FAFQR003) MATAFLE BRIARHEIHE T HREY LW
WD AR E o TR A iit"li&fééﬁﬁ’i"‘"l%ﬁéé‘%%’é%ﬂ}éiﬁ'lﬁ(F G)
BLEMP N4 o U F Btk (TDR) ZRIZMAZ « £ 2.6 7] &K
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% 26 5| mer L7 LpE

AR AR 2 B % i 2 (RIE R 2002)

WAL BRI | Bn A | HEBER | FRHEA RO LqlEe
(kg / cm?) (day) (MPa) (MPa) (MPa)
No2 | 55.56 4 3.1 9.15 1345 | & &4
No.3 88.89 4 3.20 9.06 1.1 FReY
Nod | 11112 4 4.57 1560 | 21.66 & 41
No.5 | 44.45 4 3.04 10.91 14.64 %41
LT EREG AL RN AR AR AR % 8RR 2003)

| RS BB R | RMAMEUKE 4 FBG[TDR| e &

%% | (kg/cm?) | (MPa) (MPa) (MPa)

No.l | 5556 3.5 7.62 120 |4 |4 [400 4% R+ 75

No2 | 13889 | 40 “f 10447 216 | & | & MTS

No3 | 13889 i 17116 3| 1 MTS

Nod | 13889 30 | 1434 | 1872 | & | & MTS

No.5 | 138.89 25 | 1012 | 1239 | & | 1 MTS

No.6 | 138.89 i 1459 | 1697 |3 |4 MTS
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2.2.3 A 4p R

E2RERI RGP OFRET TR A3V a0 B HEF P
e f T o Ar g s R R ELF (760 0 Gu et al.(1993)% #8 2 % 7 E A
BH R RGE B E DS oAp L > IR T 2 B

(1)i% B3 A2 7+ endp it -

QDA g M ERARET BB R TIRE B L -

G)r I AL T 2 X ARB LI M TEIR S B o

FHER R gyt o 30 R E o RS > RIJR R Y AR
i o gt Ap 10 T4 H03] (Model) & J 3] (Prototype) & » H 4= 32

B 123N 4eT

|ls
e}
F_*
)
i
g

Ip =S¢ X1,
2oL R A RAZ PRI, MR 2 R E 0 SR A
et ] F]#(Scale Factor) =% Sr@ 4253 17 4 7 #4142 £ &2 R A
LRE e I A
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2.3 49 AP R 52 B A

FlE s (2002) 44 44 - L E 7N AAHCK T Rip b 1}%4‘: vLETE & 4L
Johnston, I. W. and Choi, S. K. (1985, 1986) ~ T %(1995) ~ 2 & £ (2000) ~
Kentaro Yamamoto & Koji Kusuda(2001)% 4 » ##-H £1@ & & F dsede™ > T
b ] (2002) ~ BT H(2003)2 B 5 & % o

(1) Johnston, I. W. and Choi, S. K. (1985, 1986)

MEEMEBITIHRS S BT - FFEPARBHHERER DR
Wi i - TR A A#H T 5 o 12 mudstone powder ~ cement ~ water f- accelerator
W HRfe s U BREFRS 0 B DA HORBRY I 28BN EHT
e RE o AR FRB RS RRF (] hIt IR MR TR SRR 2
PR E BT AR 4 S S 300mMmY 8, 200mm § ok # A 10%~20%2 FF
¥ B35 B 5 2MPa~7MPa ¢
WK (B 2.8)8 > %

lCcmpressmn load

Cylindrical
/stoel block

'—}ASIEPI

Wt |lJ / reinforcing

=

I~ —300 mm dia
sleel cylinder

i

]

B

'3/ Porous plate
]

l[—Il'_ll“_ll“""lI"_II_]

Perforated
sleel plale

Reaction block

B 2.8 E /& 300mm :#48 2. $ic & 7+ & Bl(Johnston and Choi, 1986)

‘v ik 3¢ % Baldwin Hydraulic Universal Testing Machine » 4" % F ¥ 4%
R Al R X 2T R LRk FEEE 0 iR
rfEA R EFERTHER - 2 5220100 500KN ; FRE¥ ER[% T ¥
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b XA A G %3k dial guges M kA A G L FEETA 2 ch o

v R RS AR (7 pile 3;@\ P B BCAl & Smm- 10mm~25mm = fé
Bi kB 10%~20% > 12143 0~10 % F L/D EHE g T 7% > 9 5%
EEY FREWALBRELAEFNE R L RFRY L NER R
AEP B A o0 E 245 0.04%E T E ek FRFEMW o iR 2R
FE M eRRORE BN P FE S B Pl R E(F 2.9)

fuilure
major yielding [

Appled load
o2

Displacement
Typical load-displacement curve.

B 2.9 Johnston *c §* j7 & &2 =4 e % Bl (Johnston and Choi, 1986)

point 1 ;5814 25 ez gk
point 2 : i & *F K3z &
point 3 : 3 & *F KR & (S
point 4 : B3

&t 2 R P 4 7 (stereo- photogrammetric techniques):

B e s BT g gk T o B2 WEHP A 4T 0 F ik

Gl B TR R AR s o LR % 4B 2.10 -
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Point 1 Point 2 Point 3 Point 4

(O

™~

\

" ring crack Gy partially fan‘shappd

o formed sheared '”’d?"
cone zone
radial crack
formed in
plane of
fan
Failure mechanisms observed for L/D ¢ 0
Bl 2. 10 B2 g 7 22 B % 4 (Johnston and Choi, 1986)

R B EAERRERE FZ 2MPa<o<TMPa > $HE & Smm <D<
25mm > F5E N JER B RE SRIO<LD<10 Sd RES T 0 U A
BT A AR R A AR R 5 - B R T R g L/D=0 2
L/D>0 B o % fp 2 et L/D=0 = > ring crack 7 ¢ # 4 > @ Z % & 3|
Z 1+ BlY point3 P¥ o radial'crack ¥ % RERHF 4 B g X EMA G ko o
BLHELPE > & g M sk g v AT

BREy e B i (1)- B#E%- X T i ¥ & load-displacement

curve t - B o Q)G F 2 R TP L DT R o

iz

A& ' REEN I A § "partially formed cone " % '"fan shape wedge"
A5 o fowedge 15 X iBARY 0 R hT G b F bk g3k 4 BA
Aot bk R P G ERGFHAUR DL T I g R IURE S ahs
T Red AR S -
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(2) 5= £(1995)

MEF ka3 =1:0.8:0.053 % feit > 12 #iTAEa Y T
TG kLT R AN AR R

B BCA] e 3 A B 201 7
(1)ELE(Engineering Laboratory Equipment) = # #7#[i¢ 2. 50 2w /R 4 % > ¥
A5 F =B 5 5~0.0000121mm/min
QB+ &£ 52 F 4k UFEA B e D
(3)50 ¥ j= £ £ (load cell)* LVDT = i > * 22 & | A% & &t kag o

(EeEx)

£

k4

NS =

m®] pi@3

MEIEZMBLIOH D
MEBEMBINHE
A4

(R Fp #LK)

AR AT R

B 2,11 Sk iask k B2 K 7 L BO™TE L > 1995)



FEe LA TR ET BRI > 2 0.09mm/min E F 8 4R 7R
B oo B EE TATER Y GERE 2 1 5 20em(& )x20cm(B )x15cm(5-) o H H i+
£ lg/em’ > ¥ B35 & % 71.3ksc > ##crt 297 > 55 Bt 3.7 F > (poisson’s
ratio) 5 0.21 > 3“ M 5 (n) %) 50% » & 4 (¢)5 5 2.7ksc> BE¥e i (y) 5 28.1°-
HE Pk RAcF) 2.12 7

| IR e ey
- 4;:12%155:&)

250

»
8

E]M
=
=
“100
> X 71.3ksc
s0 |
= BX C= D
oo 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
ST ¥ (mm)
1. A& (AR) 2. MR E(BE)
| s | | s |
77777
s Y

3. =EEFHERFECE) 4. AEFERRFERDOE)

R B
EX. ¥ X3
EX 3 ¥ ¥ 3 :

EX 3.3 % 3

_ AT EFTM T » FRIARERFFEATIREGF O ESRBIFR T

B 2.12 7 FFFE2 AR IR % (T %,1995)

BB A7 5 Bz !

(DA WFFE(A ®) ¥ TR B P BRI % -

()% KIFBEB %) kAL ERGAE2 1214 2 A4r

T PR DR

G)VLBRAMFEC F) PAET > AMES 2R BRI &K
R

D=7 L EARED ®)

DREF IR R e 0 2 B Mg B
KO A A %E“?vii\‘ifé& ’ <

AT
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(3)2 2z £(2000)
PUHE AR 0 et A B AR AR T Bl AR RS T

2 R RF o R R BT 2 BRI E K Bt (H/B) R#R N £ E A
z{uﬁ%@w 2H B 0 T A TR B R RN
EEAMET B AR RT 2 KPP EL v d - AR R
%o AT

Bodg Rl g 48 F 32 % -k ik (cement) 5 3 BB EH o gt AR B A i3
AHE A RE T2 A0 aR Y  ER LY SR EE | E O N
Bl g RS RP BRI HE T o MR DR R =106 2 KR
FARAR=LIT 36 BFERRD

BERAAERN AR R F R KBRYE TR FETER
Bdle 2 2ol BB - R0 > BE ek - F%0EFAAKT
FoR(F2.2.13) 57 R BAAAAGTE e PR DR AR F L
AFHRHT S G PR A BRARE e s LR EAARRHLLE 0 ER
MU EES MK d T REEEFATES PEFER 0PIV
40cm>20cm*20cm » A #H E B A m 30 L irB] 2.14 17 o

o ~E
= £
sz »'%
m %
L
T @
|
L|:| @
%‘ 1] mmn
RIE R AT S

B2.13 #icR8K % B(2 2 & > 2000)
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3

~ ¥ etmm

i
T v
}}lsmm L 20mm

30mmI

€

Omm: 60mm :

ERT e [
__:_::4'5: e 5 6
AR T

ETEREAE R E WA T

14 AAHRERERAR 4T LRI(2 2 & 0 2000)
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(4) Kentaro Yamamoto & Koji Kusuda(2001)

AEEEES et R S S IS R ETE =
(B 2.15) -] 484(50mm & > B /&4 % 5 1.6mm ¥ 3mm » 2 3:2 ehd
Bt RAEA) TS R S B 2.16) 0 & B E BB THREN A 4T o
BRI i P A B &gﬁ 4o

VAR KRS F AR iR g A

a5 TR

2.0 R AT w B aigi o
3.7 & X RIBEEA S
47 MBI L EART R o
59 7 e s engae et KGR B A angE e o

\\\

o kg

[e]

displacement
Sindicalor

l-é_s

speed decreasing gear
Anator

016

N

H load
indicator
1 Aoading plawe
e - -
2 - 0. ln B
W 1.24
/ IU 20
e s
15 0. "\(]
| around by aluminum rods |
/ ! Lo i
1 a .
[}
1) 40

& funit m)L
1.3% e

Schematics of test setup.

B 2.15 A R%T % Bl (Kentaro Yamamoto & Koji Kusuda > 2001)
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R HHR 5 y=21.85kN/m’ » y=25° > n=20% (e=0.25) » ¥ 12 1

mm/min. displacement control % % Imm 7T Fak &— =X T e PFIL 3 B 5

v

Pl 50mm TRAE 5 ok e

........

loading plate

@ 00 6 © ¢ & 0 0 @
© 0 @ 0 6 6 @ 0 O ©
Z/©o® 000000000500 06050
5 @ 6 60 0 6 6 0 0 6 0 0 © 0 © o clcinfrcingmaterial
:El © © @ @ ¢ 8 © 0 O B @ @ @ 0 ©
%, 5 ® 06 @ G 0 0 @ 0O 0 0 O 0 0 O @
§ 6 © § 6 0 0 @ @ @ @ O © O @ O O
0O D 0 0 © 0 G O O 6 6 & 0 6 0 O
¢ 2 9 ? @ @ © & @ @ @ @ 0 @ O O
—fig © 6 9 6 0 00 @8 0 0 0 o o ofrEET]
I 15@2 em=30 cm | 160 la_rrcion :

Arrangement of marked points of aluminum rods.

Bl 2.16 {3t 4 2 4rtepe B Bl(Kentaro Yamamoto & Koji Kusuda > 2001)

- 4@ % > fsandy ground % 4% 53 B & Y S/B=0.1-0.2 FF > @ fpt HgR
FoT™ XM RR 3 S/B=044F > I FLEHR2Z BB 23 4

NARFEEE S B217 5B Aubre 8 A 47 15 chi &
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=0
scale for displacements
- for daplaceiens | 1 8 (cn)

unit : (cm)
0 2 4 i L] H'.l_ T.?_ _!-l 18 18 20 2z 14 2 ?! II-
n-i.-"m:u

O Setfiemen © mm
' Sanl k--'l!-unm

1891 o & s @ e » e * ® % k.\\n-—\.ﬁl-....."
124 & @ L N L T T D T I R e
1‘_" & . " L L] '] ] » & " ® § F @
1.i - [] ™ . " [ '] L] L) » & '] ¥ ¥ ¥
_1‘{. * s g L L S e "
el . . . . b L L . [ [] » '

B 2. 17 B ijubrig s\ » ﬂ}‘r = S (Kentaro Yamamoto & Koji Kusuda > 2001)

BERET ALz BEE

i ¥ % (active pressure wedge zone)

{5 541 7 4 % (radial pressure shear zone)

A ¥ (passive zone spread laterally from the wedge of bottom of loading
plate)

S/B=0.12,0.28,0.44 = @ FF B AT AT FI IR % 4o B] 2.18 #7o1 :
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—  Slip surface

unit : (cm)

& 7 4 & B 18 1T 14 38 15 20 22 24 26 22
] H : i ol

I-—ﬁ'l—l
-2 i -
. - - - - %
-t
« * @ .. . -
-8
- . . L] . - -
s . L L L] - - -
4 a o o o & . . s =
24 s & & & » 0 o 0 2 & & & 3 5 .'
“-14d ® * 3 P 4 e e g 5 s s e oW e ll
-8 . - . . . L ] . L[] L] & . . - # .:
- L] . . . -
1ad L4 w * . w " '3 » .I
. . . & . ™ »
24l L4 . - L [ » . . »

'
-«
-
« T & 4 * 8 & 8 * a
L T I T T
-
.
-
- ®* a « * =
" = ® ® 5 8
. - *
.- m ® = &

()

L - - - . -

. .
- - -

Progress of failure mechanism for CASE 1. (a) §/8 = 0.12; (b) §/B = 0.28; (c) §/B = 0.44.

.18 S/B=0.12,0.28,0.44 = i Fg F o rBL 28 3k 48 4] 3R % (Kentaro

Yamamoto & Koji Kusuda > 2001)
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(5)%] % £4(2002)

MHEAFLE XA ELHE %R £ SRR
HoFEFNAAPY KPR R FRART LRI WLHHEE
FOARA BB S D o A 2 H R T R BRI
24P 3 & 49 I 3 Ladanyi (1972) %73 Bis— defd ~ 285 3V 0 738 4 pliken
B2s 0 AR ApEd BRI G > AyrT S mﬁiﬁ_,ﬁ%)ﬁmxﬁﬂ/%
Flo oh #& o 05T A 2 ek B AL 0 X pE R R ABARR 0T B0k
oo BRE? AZHERFTETAD L5 o ARPIAFELT > AR TR

AR NT R

(DAFBLREQMFLBREQG).LET A6 @Q).2FF

*‘?ﬂ

;\—Eﬁg«gg{ppﬂ; Bl J s 2 ot Bt BY Mg @

%g'ﬁq‘ 3 P A PRI % (Aol 2.194(a)) -

AR RS LS G s SR T A G hd A A (o]
219 (b)) e s Ao < REggdbs d A X BE LA ENF R o F i
FANMAFIREIRP IR RS DERDPE - By AEER
g‘ho

3. ?5’34?"" #;_ggi\gﬁ IR o R T N = A VAS & o S Hwm g a3
< AR F(4r B 2.19 (¢) o T B A AR TR B F A2 T R 4 2
B enlp BF > % (RBE2 (5 P B o

4 B EIEIUREPA B VAR F BN TR A G L 0 A -
B & ey ARG (B 2.19(d) o #-2 AR 5 R UK 4 g 3 g o

[\
F_&
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crack @)

- — j—— ——— ——

(b)

shear & crack

(d)

B 2.19 Ik i 2 HOA] AR AR BUR R F o & B (18 e 2002)
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(5)/% #F 1¥(2003)

R LB T R AR R B Btk Bl R (2002)2 R A R R R
¢ g—_%}"\l/\ B "{P'% » TR (TN ég{ﬁ_mp ,ki\‘ﬂ—gsg » T -,'W\VL:E;‘;E‘JT%‘
=, gp;:@ugﬁg R chg\qu‘}{ﬂwL},i/? B?(FBG)? Pl E AP IR

(TDR)z £ i ?" Fir o VRlERHER 7&§“£¢'§‘:ﬁ PHEES 2 Y 2
HEZFTEPZT 4 Ay v B2 S5 224 BT 77 A
EHRDTFIRLEA S > A IR P o

HEF-RT 8 & R 4] LR 414F 8407 (No.3-No.4-No.5 2 No.6
)
LA AP A o BRI %D B2 e "l e 4em 7 B4 F ¢
TGy e BTG PR R IR 4 g S A 0 (e 2 P EE(] 4.20
() °
QEABEREGAZECFPHEH EEF VA h2 a4 (W)
4.20(b)) o 4t pF3R 4 B AR RARPIRE S 4 B G X R E bk o d AR R
ToLchar W R o HFEFERE
3. )% (KBRS 1\? 4 #,;zgi‘a v kAR Av A FE S & n}«»‘;;,ﬁaj';]J—7 me »ﬁ
W R ]2 & 750 6 R R R B S (] 4.20(0)) o gt PR A R IR
FH A wARFRF I RGN o
450§ EIHEIVRP A PO EZ A A LRE GV P g2
W5 A RIS R R 0 doB] 4.20(d)4 T o

Fw
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B 220 No.3 2 ¥ A# A RHRRFT L BUF A 7 > 2003)
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24%%%@&%@

A E T B AAE S RO BT R
?%ﬂﬁ*’%i*ﬂﬁﬁm&¢’£%ﬁ%ﬁgﬁag,
PR EE S 2T RHELRPF L e LA

F1224(2002)F - SN AR TS AP MAT L e IR ¢ R A#H
RS A SR i s R AR ek 0 ¥

HEIR G SffbdeT™

241 2 25 X AFHT & crplE BN

0ot B AR TR B TR me’éf*%H+m4§H
Foradifa s~ F K4 ke s ab ok - FIR.
ﬂ%ﬁ%%iT,%;zﬁﬁg PR €2 0 ST
A% o el R I % BETR R
(D E =+ F %

Bl 2.21 % Ladanyi (1972)3E 80 — A4 » 26 5 3L 4 73 4 8 » L3Rk 0
T2, P ig 18 2 B9 o Goodman(1989)#-2 %+l ek AL fF Jp 4o T

(DB B - 3 EHEPEFEE > A FEn ST HE - FHH
heir g HET €MV E(R 22la) PR AL R MW E H I pir
B FEARFER S > PR T TS SRS oA > 3 4 A o (R
221b) e d HEB G o KX L d fi T PR sk A g e b
B B2 sk e HY A& %-%%iﬁi'lﬂ d %o (Bl 2.21c) - 9
WAl R RAREEESG R B AF RN D B R
%27 E IR 2.2la—c T I - FEEC o R R o A EER Pl

1*4*’

S AR Bl SE N N *f#_mﬁi% g {5 A A
Q) HIE S B AmFEY o bR ERRR DL B BFH RS

BH > RFZIREHARDFE L G - TR EZ R RIS S
= 7F » /7% 3t Bk (punching)”(®] 2.21d) °
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G)E T L 2oF s enB G ph s ¥ 4 5 RIS 4ok 1t enghd TR #
2 - _\ N = Y= ] I A —‘—’w_\:
AEFERRGFS > AEBFENETIRESFET 4 28 SR (B
2.21e) °

Cracking

MWWMMW}I

Crushing

B2.21 # 7 A#PE AN (Ladanyi, 1972)
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(2) 25 5 b hwif

P RAOEIRAS IS RS R P AR S AR s A
BHREWPHEF DSR2 > AR L0 2@ e BIREEE > B 2.22 97
% Sower(1979) %74 Bk st o FAF AT AR L @+ 5 ¥ &
R ART R 0 AARAS A B R B 5 HPE
PR < ARG 1 A LSRRI AR %
A RA L F SR IER S AHTRT 0 P a0 g 2 B4 (splitting) sk
#(Davies& Stagg, 1986 § 504 @ f 4™ gt HoR U@ % 8 1 0t fomk 3
A -

R RHERE N - EaHnEk BT RE B OEEE S F
12 g (flexure failure)i72; 38 18 5 BB H] o 4ok £ Gk ol £ 7 ™ > .48
334K 0 ¥ i €% 4 7 3 gik(punching).c [ Sower 1979, Wyllie 1992 ]

Tfﬂ_ ’

S S -7
Open joints, S< B Closed joints, S< B Wide joints, S > B
Uniaxial compression Shear zone

Splitting

Rigid! A E Riqid
‘ S i Weak

Weak
Thick rigid layer Thin rigid layer
Fiexure Punching

Bearing capacity failure modes (Sowers 1979)

B 2.22 fﬁ“i’&;‘ 4 B 7N (Sower, 1979)
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242 % T Bu AT i RN

5§%ﬂﬁﬁnéaj’ﬁ%&§ﬂ§ﬁﬁ
SESEF CNL AT

-

FI e b AR
MOEEI SRS O S P SR E
ﬁ%&@%ﬁ@&’ﬂﬁéﬁaamékﬁﬁﬂai ::

= 7K ¥ = _§£§~ ’1/;,’!‘ -
B H £ (Vesic, 1975 ; Poulos, 1976; Schmidt, 1977)

<

F1223 5 AR @H Lo d ST B AT S 0 R BRI LR A
e H IR 0 XIS A R aElR AN 0 @ i

B EBUR A  E
2 Bl (d)# 77 20 952503 o
@)~(c) % 7z N335 2 Z A A BT 6 f & ALk (Planar
sliding Failure) ~ #22 /§ #- st 3% (Wedge Sliding Failure ) ~ {-#s 5] £L3% (Toppling
Failure) o
BE T AEFIRE G O A R MERIESR R S e 0 BIF R AT A#HD
AR 4 4e (d)*7oF 2 Fl3%

A58 3% (Curved Slip surface Failure )

o R H G T 7 B2 R e
oo R EH G EE |5 g4 Jk B k3 (Buckling Failure) 50 5
(O)F % 336 1F

Trofrdla Mo ipFr > @ FRROVT N> EEAHT 2
PSR LK 0 Arg F oA Flt s

b

S

3

/

}é]m,whﬂ’%t X m )%ifé%}

Fob o FRBHAER AN 02 0 L) BB > B E RAR T
B 75 H 5 A% % 1(Vesic, 1975) o

SH Ay AHR 0 ) S H R 2 BB

R e S E T HRGTILE
O HWH R A PRERT A LA FIEHE AR T L RE BT
SRR ¢ 4 A
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(e)
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IRAR T ARPA 22

RAKPS BARARME DI > FRAGIEEHETA G o
@*ﬁiﬂﬂ%mﬂfxﬁi RGPS EET 0 4 PR 2 gl o B
Foed A EER2ZERME  F AT BT g ¥ RS R
ﬂ\*‘}*lﬁéﬁit@i?% AP TS AT kR B E R A R
4 %L$£ﬁ°

w\ug»
}ﬂ:.

(1) % 4% *2-T 2 (Plasticity Equilibrium Methods)
(2)#%& "2 &~ #7:% (Limit Analysis Methods)

251 2 HA#HBS KA BHLH

(LRI A S RIS ARG T K Bk S RO U
(1) T i

G ERAAT 4 BB RS AR f R 2 AR R i 2 B
BRI 22 4] dgd AT iyt & a2 48T o 2RI
T fFT 171;12 4% J&Exq,};\;& 3
(a) Rankine (1885)

PLARRME S RS 2585 5 L Rankine(1885)#14% 41 > ¥3 i 4 &2
AP ART P A F 2 b A A T AP

2
1+sing Jf 7 ¢]
= = 1 — 4=
o, y{l—simﬁ} JZtan (44—2

BP om0 skt ipd SBIVKES ~y s 2RI L VYL B

(b) Bell (1915)
P iR R A A A AT 2 A AR 2 34 - Rankine(1885) 2 Ak
40N AT RN EEB NS E o BXR B{_\@Tm%g&m,ﬁﬁvm I %—/ﬁ’fﬁm
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NER P iﬁé‘&(ﬂ)'—ffi’&}tiﬁ‘e"v(l)’ﬁrlﬁ 224 47 o % 2 HPIPF R
gg\;']‘_fg_;_;lu. hl)’%?} gl ]'ﬁ‘],g,\*ﬁ-y ,ﬁ,}%’g sﬂ‘q']_g. ﬂﬂf&s ﬁ‘sﬂ(s’i\."@zzs AT
m)e H o deT

U =0p :qu+?tan0jtan26+2ctan0}tan26’+2Ctan6’—,’9—! RN RSN
gD REFE S AMEEE D, 3 AAEEER 05 14

Bt o2 WERS B LARTA -

Bl 2.24 24 %822 BRXAL K ¥ & (Sower, 1979)

o

B 225 ® A AFEEe LML 37H (Sower, 1979)

(c) Prandtl (1921)

LR RR N 35 230 £ 2 0/l Y BBIHEEUIRE R
T AP T IR s IR UK A a5 o H
(D& %3] 3¢ A AR T o BRFE -
Gi)A AT 345305 C%iiﬁz%°
(i)A#H KGR = £F > TIHAG g B o
(VAR KTG BSR4 G LEd 25 1R G o
WML FEANAAFL T T 20 T 4 g o & %3 B3R Rankine
2 # R4 % 1 (AABC) ~ tg5+ % IL(ABCE ~ AACD 7f & & 5 i 32
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(r=re"=¢){ )% Rankine ##> 2 &+ % II(ABEG - AADF #f #5 5 3 &
SRR 0 P BT G % (45°-¢/2)) 0 4] 2.26 FT o
NN Y e

2SI 3N B .

iqj [tan® (/4 + g/2)e7¢ —1]

ta

o, =

Ho ,Gu;;ﬁxq,;)@w NVEE 3.3 SENFEE §-3- T
"2 Prandtl(1921)#% 91 2 K4 2559+ 5 5 gk 2 3 (c=0)R] o A
S(0,=0) BN A ALk A R T RRARL HAGER

) oo

— =
/ Zone of active stote

Zone of possive state

9,

. T, 7 A A A
XS 3
Tangen! A O = ¥, *
\‘u“gf“ﬂ;’m
S oK .
Plastic zone repewtang
Logarithmic spiral I .

B 2.26  Prandtl 2 A # A #0585 & Bl(Prnadtl, 1921)
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(d) Casagrande&Fadum (1944)

MR FR A AP AP oL R A A 2 BB
FoT 2 U4 25N o b ] 227(a) 90T 0 K AR 5 2b A AT 2 4R
A AER L2 ZHMEFLEAH T AoB 227(0)F o F M P E Lk
LAEFARD AR RETH T RS L EE A o4 17 Rankine(1885) % Z
Bell(1915)42 = 5% » & 84T

o, =4c =20,

ETTS

IR

A4 oo, 5 2R ~cEHERY o s ERHA
—-— b -+— b —-—-J
Ty
6s REEER
Bl N S L S ST S O S S S Sy VSl P K S PALSZS
o3yl 91 T3=yd
b ¥ Y ¥ b
Lo R
24 dl—’-‘ u-‘:crm-ﬂ L-crmza"’-- --t—o"i 2b
I *0'3 o fﬂ'j f0'3 1 l
e 26— —L«— 25 —4-!* - 25 »J
(o) orzyb +4c
Zone 1 o3 yb Zone I
o= yb+2c d,=yb+2c=am=yb+26—:-l/l—-— o= ybt2c
U3=)‘b.
r b opyb +4c
b f—— ‘ T
| I
T=cC | T=C ' r=¢
\ '
i !
” -
'-*yba—r-' —— 2C ——— — 2¢ — -—*-T
e ——— Oy ¢ 46‘ — ]
(c)

B 2.27 Casagrande&Fadum 2z #-X 4 -5 7  (Casagrande&Fadum,
1996)
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(e) Terzaghi (1944)

™2 Prandtl(1921) ek § S Bk 4e 00 i 2 01 B 3 K @ % 2 33N AA
B o B 4rT
DAAT 207 E+2 13-

() AR ek T AR 43 g 3G i AR E B Ao

(iii);‘ L EEARAAFL T TEI BB A2 26 P4 BRI ER L
g A) o

(1V)Ztk1%T 3] 4 (Rankine 2 #5/B 4 % 1 > 4o 2.28 #777 ) A #HF 6

Aot B T gk i FEH (AC 2 BOE kT § 494 o

(V)i # % % Rankine 2 # /&4 % I (AABC) ~ 1§35+ % II(ABCE ~ AACD #
#45 sup ("= )1 %)% Rankine 48 2 &4 % II(ABDIF »
AADF & 3 5 B S 0 2 &R T g & 45°—¢/2
(V)gh &4 H 4 foak > hoBI2.28 514 24 E(A'A ~ B'B ~ AF 2 BF)2 A&
SRR
(ViR A1 R E e € q=7D 1k =

H O N geT o

do :§N7+ch+qu

He g B2 AP ~qilgfFie~yitBEL - BLA#H
BA N GRURE N 2 REE R oAz BT N Foond SRR
A BRRELEC V)R IEZ T N, G IEF LG i’éi"éj%%ld&i
B eI P B0 B 2.29 5 & RE Tl Ak 2 B G o
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i g Qu K-
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= = A
2 : E* T @ 1} i&FER i J F qﬁT
t \}" ' (.1 ,__)
| q 2
H
Ll E S crEGJ_ i ' Tangent
D, D
m Q. Qs I ¥=0
B 2.28  Terzaghi 2 AA# K H 54 7 &, Bl(Terzaghi, 1943)
A0 e < : ' v -
~t~_| "] N[N / M| 1]
) TS I
4 5 )
B AN \\ Mo gudl N0 ||
1T \ | o= 48 N+ 780
0
- \\ \ \
W - 1]
3 \ \ \
T\P A |
>

0 L i

10 o0 50 40 a0 20 10

HEEEL
Ak

Values of M. and N, 5710
Ultimate comprossive siress;
General shear Tathure: g = V. "pDNrr | S)EN.r pet unit length
Local shear failure: gy ! g JeNg +yONg 4 ; 18.&!.} of looting

Salid curves Tor general shear Tailure

Dattid curves lor local shear Talure

20 40 60 B0 100
Values ol N'T
Foundation
—s § |4
V GS

WAV %’a’?ﬁ'\‘f.ﬁ
Rough base &
e

Unit weight of soil = y

Shear repistances=c o tan g

& 2.29
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(f) Meyerhof (1951)

$e 01237 12 Terzaghi(1943)2. gt 4 230 > H Y fox 7 b s £ WBURF
Bog 03B A (4o 230 97 ) 0 R IRAA T RIFE G B i
B oRig A 4 < 20 Terzaghi(1943) 22 3¢ > BRK % # # Fe >t Terzaghi 40
()2 B FE I ARFEAZ BE)R 4B F T+ 4 o
(i) e 3238 CE 2 CE 5 ¥l g8 ~ 2 M EF 2 E'F #ri= o
(i) Bk A K 2R E(C0)L2 7% »2%F X f d G (substitute free

ground)AF » * 2 §8 & (%)% %@ o

(VERAd & AFZkTq & 405 Ad % & (B/D) thddk -
WA FAEN S HEES & RV Einl8d4sergn i o

H o ;04T 0

qu =CN, +DN_ +0.5B)N,

2 S fcdo e it Terzaghi 5% 1\;\ FlHcio B 2.31 ~ B 2.32 #5o1 o

#1535 Skempton(1951)# dj$har = Al 2 F1 4] AL & A4 2 8 & K 7
Ho o 4ol 2.33 #757 © Meyerhof(1955)3 i -+ A 4 £ 2. i3 K" Fldc > e[
23457 s R H AN AL alfge & B Ry 7 e B Jo K

i Fl¥c > 4o Hansen(1970)% Vesic'(1973, 1975) % & &
l

(@) Nc AND Ng : (OX Y

Determination of general bearing capacity factors for strip foundation with rough base

B 2.30 Meyerhof 2. F # & i #-7% + & Bl(Meyerhof, 1951)
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B 231  Meyerhof A 8 FI#icst A & B i% Fl(Meyerhof, 1951)
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Fig. 5
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234 Meyerhof AV E & 1 i §* Fl#(Meyerhof, 1953)

=& m = > 12 Rankine ~ Bell ~ Casagrande&Fadum ~ Prandtl ~ Terzaghi
% Meyerhof & 4 #7if 2 K44 271 R BRI WL 25 T 4 BUK(complete
T4 PEFUESY o i BT R INRE
79 B3 (Local progressive failure) 2% # 4] 3% #L3% (cracking failure) ¥ % if * o ¥
Naten 3 205 1 g U F 93l de 2 BaEm FUR L v 4 R
AL TR § KGR .

shear failure) » ¥ ¥ + 82 1@\ 4

RS

s} ’L,r:"_ﬁ_(\?\v‘]»
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(28 1T 45 3

KEB

L 702 ik L& T P2 32 (Upper and Lower bound theorem) »
ISR EZ PREETRE - § FTREPFF - TSRS E -
F @ TR P fk F ¥ R H(kinematically admissible velocity field)

-~

\

M HAGEBR P LR R R (Compatlble) BB G AT
A4 2% e oo 77 o AE RGE & &y 4 5 8 R (Plastic Flow Rule) © 41 #*
BRI PE oh 4 FF P BURS AT 54 2 ) S R e L P Rk R T
FARE A E R mﬂﬁ@ma%wﬁo”Fiﬁﬁﬁ PR
MR R S RRE R R o R e AR e
%\,ﬁﬂ’rfwﬂgwg ir#nnoﬂ‘?iﬂ—g—a‘é@& i“ TR

B AT R L 3F & 4 H(statically admissible stress field)if 2 0 & & T T
45 IF’%E?L ﬁfﬁﬁi*&—@ﬂ R CEAS A A A
PR o A AR U A7 A s R TR e ] 2.35 AT o

o
\\\
\
=
[

‘\

T

B

—\
/

Lower-Bound Solution <«———»% Upper-Bound Solution

Body and
surface
Force
Fi, T

Displacement

U;

Equilibrium Compatibility

Strains
Eij

Stresses
g jj

Constitutive laws

B 235 Frlga@er T g 2R % Bl(Chen & Drucker, 1968)
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FERASATE TR BV AT E T G R EFEET o AH ﬁf
B 2 g P 3 BB RS L - PEw o BLFEEZ PR

ERIE A THTEET o QI R B GEL s R T R
BT P AR Z A S o LR N AR RS - g e e (mesh) » 1 * B iR
B B R AR o S R B AR L B B A s
FoRpEMSE o T RN L Y KRRl B M R R
PIFEE e Ry 2t eI R REE I RZERFER S TT
KN A A AT AR A ERT %wi'\;"‘ o (Lundgren &
Mortensen(1953) -~ De Jong(1957) -~ Cox(1962) -~ Spencer(1962) -
Sokolovskii(1965))

AR LN R EE TR IR Mza‘i’&;“ P IV R A2 2
BPE R e M ERAEF L 2R ’}‘rﬁﬁpmai\ c ARMFT T 3T

Chen (1975) B3k A # M AL PF S A FE > B I 4723 5 H A
EORER 2 2Ra b e 2 MaiR LR £ o

Mandel & Salencon * 1972 & 24§28 % A k32 4 32 45 UK
44 > Matar & Salencon ** 1977 & a0t 2 220 3 2 T4 55 RAEFR
R SRS S

Michalowski (1993)12 i &> &4 4572 £ 2L2F 33 H 5 R SRR & v

i%ét ,, ZiE T 2 fg;im k;\.J o

Reddy & Venkatakrishna (1982)4% * Prandtl(1921)4% ! ch4 R a3 i &+
oo 1 PR Ie R EE R Zi\@ﬁ z%"ikjﬂ%ﬁ’ik Eo Mt 2 4K ;\.4 o

Solan (1988)# J1'5d 3 'L~ %2 2 M %)% (linear programming)i*

E3rT g RETG J& %% ,;L—ri,i»\i\‘. 4 ;g[;:r;z &R R T LE IR
Fd BB o477 FREBITEF iR KP4 B o
Solan & Kleeman (1995)17 + Uz I8 R jZIDE 2 2107847 £ 1§82 &'

KA o
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252 RERHBG KL S H

PaARRE R P2 A G KPS PG 3
(D& LT 2
MR A 2 ARUL R PSR AR ARA M LI

A e
(a) Ladanyi (1968)

Bk H AR AR PFSE 1 Bell(1915)3% 1 2 #2253 4 Busk > H 385 &
Fairthurst g 3% & B (Fairthurst, 1964) 12 & *3-T 7= ;2 (5 &2 3*?‘ 3o

a = P+ i+ (+1) |- o,

Ho g iU  ni 2 rERBANEPBARA VB 0, 2 B 7
HRwR -

(b) Ladanyi & Roy (1971)
BRAARTEHEE G 8 2o 4eFl 2.36 #rom o 14 4p e Ladanyi (1968)
TR Z AR R R w T g P2 T AR R ILT e 4502 R E R

xf\l,};\;\::i o
C
Q= |:O-3AN "'(tabﬁj(Nm_l)}

F e fUir £9,=0 ¢

H

N S Iy -
ol g4

_ B G _
()-3’A_(qS+2tanl,//ljN J{tan@)(N@ l)

a=tan’(45°+4,/2) 5 N, =tan’(45°+ ¢,/2)
2P oo q B TR S sci e BRES CBLAATE ~y i He 2
Mhk pA A BEERE L ETEEE LR 12 284 K0 126 20

FE AP rLe>0:
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B 236 £ =4 o A#AALE4]7 & Bl(Ladanyi & Roy, 1971)

(c) Davis (1980)
PARILT s KBS TG R T 2 RS o R BT
LaEiEANAHA S BENT o BERE -

HLAFEEFE &R BEFLRELERGHEZER -
i, & LA FELR ) S AH TR 0 T HFILApT LT o

N, (c, + qtang)+q
Ng = K Flie o 2 &I & @ A e, 2 i & B 2.37 417 -

cs ®

P iﬁi\‘lﬂéfﬁ s 1) 1,LL—L- )"J SN _ka

(cf/cs):(cf +qtan¢5)/(cs + g tang) °
_ﬁt’ aqoévfél‘ﬂfki\li ‘Csﬂ?bﬁ_g_r%z'igi/?\i \Cfﬂ.n‘l _7\/},{/%‘,\ ~

Qo =

gEAEd c gr EEARL o

» Nauss

| Uecontinad comaraspan 3
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(d) Pell & Tunrner (1980)
Pell & Tunrner FLE 43385 5 % > 1% #502 Bell ehfp e 4 T =iz 1 4
BA TR BRAXHT > E L EFITREPRLRE > B 2L
g, = o, tan’(45+¢,/2) =0, - K,

He o q iU s g LB PARABREL o, A FTHERBA o

(e) Goodman (1989)
Goodman ¥ g 8] 2.21 a-c ZZ BRIk o — EVAHFH T A R

SRR ERAERS RIAL FRR A AAHT B E R R AR
238 TRz pHk e BRAO X R AW IR 2 e R 5B 238
S B S B A KRBT S HAE (R 238 ¢ B A) 2 b4 kT
BREPyP, ¥d B238° % B Az HRRAE KT d B 2387 7
-l RS K T 1@\,4 PN 2 TS R BRGER
ARSI ( 1)

Ny = tan2(45+%¢j

Y g ERBA ¢ BEERE
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Strength of rock mass
{region B)

Strength of rock mass
after crushing
(region A)

]
o
vy

B\
R =

Analysis of bearing capacity on rock.

®2.38  Goodman # £ A 4 4 4757 £, Kl(Goodman, 1989)

() Wyllie (1992)

Wyllie(1992)#.% % 34 4. £ % (Porous Rock) ~ &3] £ % (Closely
Fractured Rock)frii 33 £ % (Very Weak Rock)z #LH: 558 2 4 £ B [ » 4o
B 2.39 #17 o#g 02 Bell(1915)4 > MR R F A A#H T2 L 2 8fka 5 3
BAERE &85 LEBRT A ZRE T Bk 2.40()977 ) o #5 B
BT 38 2 54 R B Bk 4o = $hR 53# 5% 0 ie £ Hoek-Brown 53 B L3 I R
(4o 2.40(b)# 777 ) ¥ =R 2L R BB T 2 AR S o SN BB T

iR AT TR A
A AR E M A G B2 T4 e o
i £ L

% 0,=0

~ C“s“ou(s)ll+ (ms""5 +1)0'5J

F
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% 9,>0

He

‘m->S

= Hoek-Brown sk 2 p) 2_ #

_Cﬂ[(ma O'3+SO' )0 +0'3J

a —

L TER g

:é‘ iﬂ% ; O-u(r)

v
*

k49

EETZHRGER S 58 AP o) b ol =(noy,0,+50,,°) a5 Cp b
Sower(1970) 7% 2_ £L # A/ & Fl#c

®l 2.39

q
et s
™ 1
\,‘\\:\: B — t\ R U - B gl ot
- =
e g ) e TS

i R A

k=

(a) !

= Rock strength, zone B
71
=
@
=
@
P ot
175}
Rock strength,
zone A
S
(b) Suemy q
Normal stress o

@mzm%wﬁwmz af M i F

(Wyllie, 1992)

(a)

Major
principal

stress
61
GU(m)‘Iﬁ q
a
= [ 1
O3a = Oym)

Strength
= GCia

o = (45° + §/2)

(b)

Minor principal stress o,

B 240 (a)iEx

AR X ]

7 & W,(b)fe &

Hoek-Brown #L3% & || & 4

F1(Wyllie, 1992)
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(2§33
IR A  E AT R PR T R AT B R R LR
ST AR BB B AT KR L B A 4G

(a) Hill (1950)

LB R B 5 5 B AAOC ~ $ 8l e 2 & 595 AACD 2
B8 AADE #7 e & > 4] 2,41 9975 o 1 FURIRA 4 0 4 oh 3 47 iF e
HERENBWASER G FEF LG AAMED £ REEITRES 2

37\: °
q, = CBCOt¢ e”“"“’ tanz(—+—]—1
' { 4 2

B oo s UK v S FRREE S A THERRY CBLRAA
WA -

Bl 2.41 Hill(1950) 2k & & & 7 BUg 48 4] 7 R BI(Hill, 1950)
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(b) Chen & Drucker (1969)

$PR D B B T MRS T LR > R N E EAARA TR T
2RI c BREF F R 2EL RIS LT g RS BR DB &
PR AR R > G &R BIPRS00 LR R R LR
PA2 R T REFETRALT > B AABILG doB] 241 977 2
SERBEGRE > RE BT R EREGHARERER LT FEREEE S KD

+£5_qu34$§$ 2. b Y47

) (H/a)cos ¢
cota = tan ¢ +sec ¢{1 i (f./f, J(1-sing)/2]-sin ¢}

q, = ft‘[lj'a—tan Qa + ¢)—1}

Ho g s TR g L BB 2 AL A FHEA
HPsg - HLIARBAS ah AAGAM L .

TITTITTT I T 777 7777 rrirr;T

2b i

Valoelty
Relations

i ol
Q, »2aq; )

f}?
L

{a)

o FIFITT T T IT 778 P2P P A ddeiidd
| - r‘
9 " e
{c)

B 2.42 BE3K £ F A T & Bl(Chen & Drucker, 1969)
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BRZ AR HAcR 2.43> T Uz Bd By TR i%‘%‘l-}‘ﬁ’fé_“ifﬁf
40 T ABD 2 4 T fFe g E & BURER > R RIHEITR S TR
i

{a) (b}

rcol y

p snig+y) A8
ain ¥ (e

B 2.43 = 35k * F Ff2 T *Lf22 7 X Bl(Chen & Drucker, 1969)
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253 FA#HIFEL 2 HF2 KPS BH LA

NOAH A ] NT 7 L B AR WL R BT 0 Fa

Bg 2 Rl 2 B Bt [ AR KT S G 0 e
BRG AR o B E R o B Mt TR A
EoRANE LIRS L;Je v B gm};&&%i o HF* 225 T 2 (Limit
Equilbrium Analysis Method ) ~ #&*3 4 47 (Limit Analysis Method) ~ i # &t
/% (Slip line method ) %

AL Jﬂz 4 Meyerhof(1957) ~ Gemperline(1988) ~ Graham % * (1988) -
Saran(1989) ~ & % 1 4p B &~ 47325 o

(1)Meyerhof(1957)

B 0E 2 4p B Meyerhof(1951) sk b £ ¥ 2 & fE = ehi@ b da
A TR ) ik B Ao R] 244 47T Meyerhof Bk el b
(F - D55 b)2 & XA ABESR > LR ok T L7 Finig & 81 K
AEFG - AEFG ¥ 11 - 48 % J&# & i (equivalent stresses)Po v So 4 %[ &2 {r

THEAEG > @ a a8 RTdhk b PHEOT A4 BR S

T f=ctotan®
BY bc R 2HARA O S AL 0 2T A bt e B
F]t > Meyerhof 4& 33 & -] 3% 40°p 1’3)&§“7‘ AT LI

qu:CNcq+%yxBN7q

kR m RS 2R 7

a, = /BN,
e SRR S I

g, =N,

He o gad B2 Uk ~ca 2HRARS ~y i BEE B A
AR~ Neg 5§03 SGFURY 2B Ee 4 (0~ W) Tk 2 ILFLFIH S N 5 Bt
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Plastic zones and slip surfaces near rough strip foundation on
top of slope

I TTTERg
B 2.44 % ﬁ,‘k#\u’f*‘iﬁf? T llz}lj;iﬁifgs % (Meyerhof, 1957)

e Ea AL e, )
el Wk s

Bl
o

400
D D
f N el .
B . B !
300
B
R T o ____:'*f_:__'li_—?j
200 = A ==
o e i
P L~
40°.-1
o 100 ~Z ¢ = 40°
L7 0° f/’f;:&—_
0° ///&/,""' ¢:30°.
50 “/7"‘ T Pk e oetont el Rl
A=="30°
25 / 0° ¢' = 30°
10 / 30°
o7
1
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
b
B

Bl 2.45 30358 4 4 32 N Fl#k (Meyerhof, 1957)
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30°
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0 1 2 3
% for N, = 0; 2 for N, > 0

B 2.46 ¥t3° &
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(2)Bowles

Bowles 3% L Hansen 2. 2> ;% %3+ ¥ #&*T-K{' 4 » Hansen i I 2 3t
—_— ’ - 1 , -
Oue = CN S i, +aN;s i, + E}/B N s I

Bowles #ZZ3& N, ~ No >~ NJ 5 i3 E {8K§4 4 Flfic» i3 5 2 U HRE 248

/\;:ﬁapg YT

(a) N. @ gk m ade=L, & adE=L & > i3 & N F 3N, ©

' Ll
Ni =N —
0
(b) N; : " ecfg & Efgz & &t > B N, FIIN ©
N(; :Nqi
A
BAA NEN o AHA G2 GRS B/B=15 & 2o
N, ~ NSRBI o d 210 v 4 2011
¢ 84_[0_ 7ANTTX ! B TANAINANN __’,-’fJ
ey g=yD D da=af 1T 4
e dddddi P T i
a /BN ¢ /s

B 2.47 A# 8 2 KT { Bl(Bowles,1989)
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128 A REEL

Rz

c

Bearing capacity N;, N, for footings on or adjacent to a slope
Refer to Fig. 4-4 for variable identification, Base values (8 = 0) may be used when length or area ratios > 1 or when b/B > 1.5

to 2.0 (approximate). Values given should cover usual range of footing locations and depths of embedment.

N; ~ N/ (Bowles,1989)

D/B =0 bB =0 D/B = 0.75 b/B =0 D/B = 1.50 biB =0

Bl $d=0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40

0° N, = 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 7531 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 75.31 5.14 825 1483 30.14 7531
N, = 1.03 247 640 1840 64.20 1.03 247 640 1840 6420 1.03 247 640 18.40 64.20

10° 489 7.80 1337 2680 64.42 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 7531 5.14 835 1483 30.14 7531
1.03 247 640 1840 6420 092 1.95 443 11.16 3394 1.03 247 585 14.13 4081

20° 463 7.28 1239 2378 55.01 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 66.81 5.14 835 1483 30.14 7531
1.03 247 640 1840 64.20 094 1.90 411 9.84 2821 1.03 247 565 1293 3514

25° 451 7.02 11.82 2238 50.80 514 835 1483 2876 62.18 5.14 835 1483 30.14 73.57
1.03 247 640 1840 64.20 092 1.82 385 9.00 25.09 1.03 247 539 1204 31.80

30° 438 677 1128 21.05 46.88 5.14 835 1483 27.14 57.76 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 68.64
1.03 247 640 1840 64.20 0.88 171 354 8.08 2191 1.03 247 504 1099 2833

60° 362 533 833 1434 2856 470 6.83 1055 17.85 34.84 5.14 834 1276 2137 41.12
1.03 247 640 1840 6420 037 063 117 236 552 062 1.04 183 352 7.380

alr: | E |
% 29 A#rang N;(Bowles,1989)
) o

D/B =0 b/B = 0.75 D/B = 0.75 b/B = 0.75 D/B = 1.50 b/B = 0.75

Bl 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
10° 5.14 8.33 1434 28.02 66.60 5.14 835 1483 30.14 7531 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 7531
1.03 247 640 18.40 64.20 1.03 234 534 1347 40.83 1.03 247 640 1579 4545
20° 5.14 831 13.90 26.19 59.31 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 7I1.11 5.14 8.35 14.83 30.14 7531
1.03 247 6.40 18.40 64.20 1.03 247 6.04 1439 40.88 1.03 247 640 1631 43.96
25° 5.14 B8.29 13.69 2536 56.11 5.14 835 1483 30.14 67.49 5.14 8.35 14.83 30.14 7531
1.03 247 640 1840 64.20 1.03 247 627 14.56 40.06 1.03 247 640 1620 4235
30° 5.14 8.27 1349 24.57 53.16 5.14 835 1483 30.14 64.04 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 7492
1.03 247 640 1840 64.20 1.03 247 640 14.52 3872 1.03 247 640 1585 40.23
60° 5.14 7.94 12,17 2043 39.44 5.14 835 1438 2394 4572 5.14 835 14.83 27.46 52.00
1.03 247 640 1840 64.20 1.03 247 5.14 10.05 22.56 1.03 247 497 941 2033

DIB =0 b/B = 1.50 D/B = 0.75 b/B = 1.50 D/B = 1.50 b/B = 1.50

10> 5.14 835 14.83 29.24 68.78 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 7531 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 75.31
1.03 247 640 1840 64.20 1.03 247 6.01 1539 47.09 1.03 247 640 17.26 49.77

20° 5.14 835 14.83 28.59 63.60 835 14.83 30.14 7531 5.14 /835 "14.83. 30:14 7531
1.03 247 640 1840 64.20 247 640 1840 53.21 1.03 247 6.40 1840 52.58

25° 5.14 835 14.83 2833 6141 8.35 14.83 30.14 72.80 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 7531
1.03 247 640 1840 64.20 247 640 1840 55.20 1.03 247 640 1840 5297

30° 835 1483 28.09 59.44 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 70.32 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 7531
247 640 18.40 64.20 1.03 247 640 18.40 56.41 1.03 247 6.40 1840 52.63
60° 5.14 835 14.83 26,52 50.32 5.14 835 14.83 30.03 56.60 5.14 835 14.83 30.14 62.88
1.03 247 640 1840 64.20 1.03 247 640 18.40 46.18 1.03 247 640 1672 36.17
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(3) Gemperline %55 3% (1988)
1988 # > Gemperline 2 215 i 4 49385 5 A#H > 4 - L B2 12
2 UK 4 g0 IR Meyerhof ervicgt 4 o3t
0, =CN, +%7BNN
fc=omopl q- BN,
Be r a2 BENE L B L A#ER 0 N 5 afd e
Gemperline 1395 F 5% > J8 % 11— 250 ¢

N, =f(s)x f(B)x f(D/B)x f(B/L)x f(D/B,B/L)

rq

x f(B,b/B)x f(B,b/B,D/B)x f(B,b/B,B/L)

f(¢) — 10 (0.1159 ¢ -2.386 ) f (B ) — 10 0.34 -0.21og B

f(B/L)=1-0.27(B/L) f(D/B)=1+0.65(D/B)

f(D/B,B/L)=1+0.39(D /BYB/LY=T+0.39(D /L)

2
2+ (b/B)*tan( B)

f(B,B/L)=1-0.8[1-(1-tan( B))°1{ V= (B, A1)

2

f(B.b/B,B/L) :1+0.6(B/L)[l—(l—tan(ﬂ))z]{2+(b/ By an(5)

=f(4,4,B)

2

2+(b/B)’ tan(ﬂ)}

f(8,b/B,D/B)=1+0.33(D/B)tan

A= AR nB A (n=1>23..)  ® MR HFE B U HE T E

Gemperline 55 %% 2> ;¢ "% TR B A G 4 TR Gl
b AT R n B2 F o @ 2 Shield - Bauer £ 4 35 fds kS % F R
D/B§2’frkngl$, qu g—ﬁr'gféﬁjiﬁd%(o
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(4) Saran if 8 4& Tk 4 (1989)

Saran(1989) %>t i3 + % A A K 4 & I 4c R 2.46 #1771 » BRK AL &

Hifpa o HiRpERTEIFRA#FY DEKI (485 ) i - + 2L :f DEFG

SEEAEMEG o A fTdeT
[ % : B2z & T 5%
0% * AEK 5 #5584 % > o 35 $Hcb g
% : DEF EE & %

Saran - A 5 AR AR L 2 E L R B
kR g 4 5 R o Saran 3R G 4%.e 2 B Z_ 0 P 4 AE R
P EFLT EE 0 RIEAF T ADE S o A L EIMB R IET 4 5

BREAz 2L B9 4 5 AL
T=m(ctotano)

v

B mi¥4 RoirdBi0nt AL C LR
& * Terzaghi sn€ & i 725 ”'“r:]“»%f:’%&_“lv&f 4

1
qchc+7Dqu+5yBN7

Saran '/ 4)3 ¥ T ﬁf'ié": ’—"’ﬁ‘ﬁi’f’? mig - H ﬁi’}?“—é‘--ﬂc W EApF 2 AB% > T m
"L D/B Dy 4v i 3 4o e Eif3 & R Aedm B0 o4 2,12 7 FAHIFR
R AR FEZ T4 FHA m (0=40")

+Oq 8
b [5) Vp 0, L vy
L D¢ ]
N, ke D'?r‘-":-r‘-—'“-'rf———-~-'1:’q/"
5, oy O ESmb i, 4
Wl t e 1 g¥h - T5-0
= R by m/2
K i m b
90+ 3 ’,’ F
: AT

Saran i# 3 73 2 % 5 M @ M % W

B 2.48 Saran i# 3 ¥ A ## T R Bl(Saran > 1989)
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%210 2 F A#HIFRE %> & A Flie2 74 ZF AR m(D=40") (Saran >

1989)
Typical Values of m for ¢ = 40°
For N, Factor For N, Factor For N. Factor
D./B B m B D./B D,/B m B D./B m

(1) (2) 3) (4) (5) (6) @ (8) (9) (10)

0.0 30° 0.635 30° 1.0 0.0 0.565 30° 0.0 0.836
1.0 30° 0.805 30° 1.0 0.5 0.631 30° 1.0 0.903
2.0 30° 0.908 30° 1.0 1.0 0.738 30° | 2.0 0.950
3.0 30° 0.967 20° 0.0 0.5 0.599 70° 1.0 0.833
0.5 30° 0.733 20° 1.0 0.5 0.775 70° 2.0 0.968

0.5 20° 0.822 90° 1.0 0.753 .
0.5 10° 0.929 90° 2.0 0.932
0.5 5° 0.972

(5)Graham, Andrews, and Shields(1988)
Graham # A @& * Jip 4 oz (r A0F 802 )3 0 0 Ay b s d

(c=0) ¥ 2+ 5 x4 & %?{ﬁﬁﬁ"%&f A2 RERI247T BRy AHTE

N°egbd N 24 T N”EEpF » ﬁ-frv%ﬂ_ﬂ_hr} P’eLd P gRamM i3 P L
F] g N’P’Th = — AT B  ’ B ;*L ’Ai\M‘ o M APt fRiE > IR E
T R

q, :EJ'BN;q

B y=2 A E  B=A#NA > Ny 54 Bl Ny =560

= # h 3 f-ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’%ﬁ- s Dr=A#wiEp=4 1 & B 248 %
Graham,Andrews,and Shields #& ' N, 2 Bl %

B 2.49 Aspkfs b 2 A # Graham % 4 2_ f#;2 (Graham Et AL. , 1988)

75



246 CAN. GEOTECH. J. VOL. 25. 1988
HiB=0.0" i e e H/B=0.5 * a=0 (GRAHAM AND STUART 1971
|OOO T T T T T T T T 1
o (a)d = P (b)+ - ¢ {c)4
I 5 r 45° = - 45° =
k¢ ol 1ol E
45°
- -+ g 40° al B ]
" a0 . \
o | - b = = % -
N 00 ] 35 il 35 3l
Z 4k Ak i 7
o] mgei R e 7 T 4
R \\.
- - \\ — = y -
10 | | 1 | | |
40 O 10 20 30 40 O 10 20 30 40
a (DEG) a (DEG) a (DEG)
Fic. 9. Predicted N, -values: (a) D/B= 0; (b) D/B = 0.5; (¢) D/B = 1.0. (H/B = 0.0, 0.5.)
H/B=1LO = === H/B=2.0 * =0 (GRAHAM AND STUART 1971)
1000 T I T [ I T
B r ¢ (c) ]
Y 100 8
Z ’
10 I | | | | | | | |
0] 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 O 10 20 30 40
Q (DEG) a (DEG) a (DEG)

FiG. 10. Predicted N, -values: (a) D/B = 0; (b) D/B = 0.5; (c) D/B = 1.0. (H/B = 1.0, 2.0.)

B 2.50 Graham % %« N, 2 Blf

-

F 7K
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AR IR F SR S RS SR kP
IR LR S s £ RS Iﬂ;ﬁnln\ﬁ%ﬁ@;@% g
BEF A B AESMA T RAHEFH T A HT 2R L
EEFEF AR o VA TR AR A %j%iimbj\ ELUC S
(1) % B3 F 30 A #HK 4
ERAFNAARG AP R R e 2 BN AR S o
C N, +( N,

ta = FS

#7 Cypo A 1

Ng ~ N

N,

)

GE S
S \RE

fe pb oo 5\
KRS Sl A

A B 251
rH

= #& ¥ #c (Stability Numben ) ==

Apy

3

C
A SCdR SR
7 7L\$\.4 ;,L ¥ oo

(B R 0°~80°) > ¥ 7 1§ * §
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factoj N.ru

Rearing capacity

1

=

oo~ Q
ot &

Bearing capacity factor N,

—_—
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MNo=3

e ——

T s S
1 1

Q 20 40
Sicoc angie B
se i,
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(3) £ (1993)

TREEeEe FHE L2 AR e ¥ FE 42 Slip Line
Method % 3 :zfsf * »* 2 ¥ - 233 % 2. Hoek——Brown # % 3 }iieih&i%?“
BRAOGETP LS E o a5 H L RAKP S TR o H AT
PRoRTEAZEEE RN FEe féiizl_\z{ﬂxﬁu iﬁiﬁ&‘}ﬁ’é%
Rof— kFHb| AR EIr s kTR £2T o d 35 a 5 addEr
ﬁ&ﬂ@ﬁ’ﬁ%%%%@&?%ﬁ&i@@i@&%¢a%ﬂoééﬂ
b+ AT R AR T RS Fdd X R A S 60 R P
A S 25 RH KPS Tl Bl o RS Tl A 2 hol L 9T 2~3
B FARBTHE RS LA B FHG T2 AAH SR g
FlEPE BB BER AT D (EFY 0 1993)

(1) #MBHFHE > ATEZI T A £ -

(11) F o pR & p 2 & BRI By R R o

(1i1) FI# 7R AR BB HRE S 2 2 2214 -

(1v) FHF N MR T 5 0% P St 2 1 o

(V) B3R 2 To ks 2 H2BP s 2 4 v 20475 &3 o

(vi) B PR3 #(yield function)z & %> THSIURBE L E R G M4 5
W (o, =0.(y)) -

A4 YL IR &M %fe & (4oB 2.52)Hoke-Brown gLk 8 pY >

A B R oo P T AR o R AAET 2 BRI B o 2 5
W fE4eT™ o

!

O-mz_o-mlz_;jlzﬂ“idl// /\)—:'1/?’@4\5{
O'mz—aml=_J':2/1jdl// ] /ﬁ’ﬁvﬁ)ﬂ

Ho
A= oo, -o)+s0%) 2o,
B:%{mac(am_ )+302}_26L{m( o, —0,)+250, }20‘:
HY >m-~s 5 Hoke-Brown £ 4% %8 o, » T323i 4 (o, %);G
PR TR (0,20 o R AR EERER(0W) S v E R L

2
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(4)Serrano & Olalla (1994)
MR A AL E B KPS Bt g R
3o~ H bR 5% R 2 RMR £ 8= Sl WEIER KPS o ATEG N
* Hoek - Brown % B g3 3 P> 43 e f2 8 0 8 KA LR % £ 58
2B AR b o MR RN RS A E R b AHPE R B
Bz gy Bt ER o U RE RN URT S o HIHEK AT
(A # 5 &L FG -
(AR e @y oz 2P -
(i) g #Wp L5 -
lh?{ﬁ 5 Hoek - Brown 353 & gl 2P| ¥ fie £ Serrano ** 1976 #& 11 2_ g2 ¥ &
#= 4 (instantaneous friction angle) Z_%; :

oY E Ak 282 (p-p)=al T WAG 1 R Bt

H R B4 B 2.56 #ror

sin p =

. 1-—sin :
UL e

T = sin 2
1-cos2p P
s O I'=simp .
o,=— =——" (cos2p +sin
0= 1—c052p( p+sin p)

240 p=(0,+0)2 > a=(0-0,)/2 ~ {=8s/m* im>s i HHMFET d RMR

ERCYARIE 1

SIS R E B LIS L EE VR s 2 N T TR

&= zaj»_\}%ﬁi AR Mo B T
dy _
o, = tan(+u)

Bo u=Zopf2 B Ak B x bt & 4o 2.57 S

B EMp €723 Bldli(p)rdy =0 > di(p)=- 12+Su;pdp s sin2(y +a)=—
sin” p

:',E(;T%A:\%;?/fg . |(p1)+l//1=|(p2)+l//2
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r
q
e o R 12 28 2 A#F AR BER 12 Fh 230 W 2.58 #777)

W sin2(y +a)=

v+a=r/2-¢

2
g=lsin’1 sini cosi—1+s_m’0— o —smb
2 2sin p 2tan p-tan u

o

DAHAER ARG AP ERE AR R ER AN L

%@Qs}éh’\b}{i\lri o

@®

Boundary 1

¥\

Boundary 2

Fig. 8 () Mohr's circles for the same tensional state. (b) Representation of Mohr's circles.

B 2.56 & f Fle3k e L5k 4 & 17 Bl(Serrano & Olalla, 1994)
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. O CHARACTERISTIC LINE

4 f# CHARACTERISTIC LINE

Bl 2.57 E W & & Bl(Serrano & Olalla, 1994)

BOUNDARY 2

POINT 2

BOUNDARY 1

POINT 1

k O CHARACTERISTIC LINE

L}
8 CHARACTERISTIC LINE.

Bl 2.58 A #:E R i & Bl (Serrano & Olalla, 1994)
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Serrano & Olalla »* 1998 & 3% J %3t & 'L &
M2 K4 mp ot 2 REERRFEAY
TP OB A %&iﬁ g Hoek - Brown 3 iy &2

. nEA

2

mn

RAIEE T A
= % (Serrano & Olalla, 1994)
vm A e PR LHE

7~

B oA L S Sl BB B R e 2.59 2 K

’4} ;\4 o

2 )

= i i# * Serrano & Olallae #-7 & %

261 H4 KT 4 B s 10R)E N & »
P.=B(N,-¢)
F==3 S=—

m> s = RMR # 8%~ 58z,

b RS 3 R 2 e

R A B A 0 4eB) 2.60 ~ B

’Eﬁ m*ﬁ“q 71\$\; 4 o

5\1?4

WpLERA o

%r‘r')":;‘ ’P"’nglié’kﬁt\"“i .ﬁié:‘gr‘]_% ,/FB%-; ;J'—f;"fv“ﬁi‘_;'g\ﬁi
t1 B e
§ = FARURE RORESTHE FLANEs: u"r”&?gmsss
koo 4. e b ope | 4t i 1) Vi ot e i
Hy 11T
B 2.59 Serrano & Olalla 2% 7 & 5 %8 :F 7 ;& & (Serrano & Olalla, 1998)
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.

Yatues of the load factor (¥,) dependent on the normalized external load on Boundary 1 and the iaclination of the
load on Boundary 2 {herizontal surface; x = "),

B 2.60 kT &7 €T N2 E(Serrano & Olalla, 1998)
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BOUNDARY 1

Fig. 5. Values of the load factor (¥,) dependent on the normalized extermal load on Boundary | and the inclination of the

Bl 2.61 & 10 B %

joad on Boundary 2 (slope inclination; ¢ = 10°).

fF§* £ 7 Np 2 iE(Serrano & Olalla, 1998)
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