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Calibration of the CRR-q, Correlation for Silty Sands
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Student:  Yuan-Yu Tai Advisor: Dr.:An-Bin Huang
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National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

The simplified procedure commonly used for liquefaction potential
assessment starts by considering the granular material as clean sand. For sand
with fines (particles passing #200 sieve), an adjustment for the fines content (FC)
is required. This adjustment becomes significant as the sands in South Western
Taiwan usually contain high fines contents. The available schemes for fines
content adjustment are highly empirical and may lead to different conclusions
depending on the method chosen. Recent stduies have indicated that in using
CPT for liquefaction potrentialy assessment, the fines content adjustment
becomes important only when .the fines start affecting the drainage condition in
CPT. The objective of this research i1s to conduct a systematic evaluation on
the CRR-q. releationship using available data from previous studies and from
additional field tests as well as“laboratory experiments on high quality samples
taken from test sites. The author performed a series of CPT at test sites in Yuan
Lin and Kao Hsiung. High quality silty sand samples were taken with a Gel
push sampler at the Kao Hsiung test site. Results showed that there is indeed a
general trend in CRR-q, releationship that for a given CRR the q. decreases with
FC as suggusted by most of the existing simplified procedures. The CRR-q,
releationship was however, much less sensitive to the fines content as what has
been suggested. For CPT in natural alluvial soil, the drainage conditions are
strongly influenced by the possible existence of thin layers of clean sand. It is
suspected that these thin permeable layers caused the much reduced fines
content effects on CPT in the silty sand mass.

Keywords : Silty sands ~ Liquefaction ~ Sampling ~ CPT ~ Shear wave velocity
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o

RS E AL = PR T 2 F BIEFut CRR AT ACER R Ll o 4> i
HARZ R F0ER T AT ofpd aofpfhd &> & ¢ CRR k-2 %
P AR R ede i = iRk 0 oM AL Y E R FERATE o “f
2 T AREEF AL RN G IEBEER AT SR -
Yoshimi et al. (1994) % 2 3s /kifiz 2P AB PN 6 el bt = # B~ {8357
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R 2 2R R R RS B A KOk iE R RS RTT BH
AR TR iRk o TN E - 1 g o SPT gk o RIER
B SPT2 (N), B23p&i=iE%k2 CRR(EBI () E255E02
it g & A 0 Yoshimi et al. (1994) %+ CRR 2 2 i+ & iz g5 Seed (1979) #7
Zkeho 34 o Yoshimi et al. (1994) dp 8 iR PogR & 3 P 3FSR 5 & 9riE 2
gL R R TR 0 A 4p ¢ v & Tokimatsu and Yoshimi (1983) 12 f§ % ;2 #7
AT R AR ARF S RV PR R %Eimaf?/ » 7k % 748 < CRR
BRI E R R 2 MR R DR Rk #E e CRR B MO E F R o
NP ERERARE 5 AR L FRE IR R R R RS
RAFRE S Z R EPFEKRABRRE FREEFBE > F P B L E%RF
Biedurt CRR 222 it > 5% » @& Pykeetal. (1975) =% » i+ Rag 4
kp it %TH S ek BNET E% (cyclic simple shear tests )
R BN AL = shiEsk (cyclie triaxial tests) #% goF AZZEIC KRR o 4o
@ 3t o Seed et al. (1978) 2k 2 K B > by BRFATR X 2
fod 0 (e /0l) L et % F RS H TSRS S 10% 2 E (K, 2 1)

&5

2ZFERBAVEF RETREH AL ER (K =DTEBLERI T

*N(2.4)8 N (2.5)2 B AN kAT o

T
( — J =0.9%(CRR) 35 =0.9xC, x(CRR),, ..., (2-4)
field
(CRR),, =( Od j ........................................................................... (2-5)
20,

B RS IR =R RrEfut g B#C Y 1.0 &2 115 2
B o % K,=04pF > P C, &9 Finnetal. (1971) ~ Seed and Peacock (1971) -~
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Castro (1975)~ Seed (1979) & A #ro wjE dichiek o v g B H

¥

T
1=
al

Wi G B S Aok 22 977 o AFE T Y Castro (1975)%7# 1 2.
% C=1.15> % K=1 FF CRRgq¥¥ CRR 2. FFenig & Th¥ics 1.035 H @224
%”%-ﬁ‘ 1> éél = ;E ’:Ll'/fg’\ CRRtx lé': K=1 Bf—'?‘/{. 1/’2 L K_O 5 CRRﬁe]d CRRtX

z Fenig ¢ Tdics 0.69 o

21

e

2.3 CPT i it it 3

4

CPT e it it 3% % 8/ £ 2 459 CPT-q. &7 SPT-N B 8 #:& (74 > ©
% 1988 # Shibata and Teparaska & #7a £ % R;% it 2. CPT %6 » &&= )

CPT-q it * Tt 41 -

CPT (Cone Penetration Test) & # % ib JBqg =5 BF o % R
FEFIEALN > v SPTREL Fenifl o 2t REL& 45 !

CPT 2542 5 v SPT $ X B % B h 7k o

WA S R o

TREI R~ EETRFTH

A gAY o
Robertson and Campanella (1985) 3z Seed et al. (1984) =77 chspis =

B SPT 5% & » 12 AL ) Dy, 3 AMHE CPT 244 [Rdaidq, »

Pog w5t R R ol 1 15 (p=98kPa > 1 % § B g, 4o
P. ~o.
Gt = G () e, (2-6)
GVO

opFrie g4t 3 Ep it % 2 > T Seed and Idriss (1971)
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TR AONQDLAF RS RN EN AR TR R R
# o Seed and De Alba (1986) » % i&¥5 Seed et al. (1985) #7#% 41 gz 2 F)
SPT (N))g ¥ 2 3%(2.1) CSR e it b o &0 e 14 4 AR~ /] Dy, 5 A&
B B (N s CPT 244w [edniig @ (FF 5 2cht RS B2 4R

2 gy e 27 TREUER RN TG LZTRR Y A

0.5
q. | P.
» :[ I_] ..................................................................... @)
paZ GvO

H¥ p,r=0.098MPa> 1 ~ § & o

Shibata and Teparaska (1988) 12 125 3= kit 2 2% v X 5| > k=
bRAHACK L EH CSR o A 1A AR ) Dy, <2t 0.25mm b g2
F)oo0] 3t 0.25mm 5l Ry 2 el ik Ipkgd Bk £ o] o B e N ETER R T lm
AR+ 2R gk b A o

Stark and Olson (1995) 4%3 180 B IR it 2 2L7% it X &> T 3T e 35
T CPT £ 2 25%(2.1)3%% CSR & » @l 4 s il & & §ER)

(FC<5% ) 7 45 B % %] - Stark and Olson (1995)#-3.3+ + 1R+ /| Dy,
AREZRE o BRI R 2% TRl b SAoB] 2.2 AT o
§z% %) (cleansand) 0.25< D,, (mm) <2.0 > FC=5% ;

> 2 B ) (siltysand) 0.1< Dy, £0.25 » 5% <FC<35% ;

# 2 BR) 2 F)F 4 2 (silty sand to sandy silt) D;, <0.1 » FC=35% -

Robertson and Wride (1998) i& * CPT i#&& %2 & R it 7 » [L4n
(normalized CPT penetration resistance, Qt) 4 % & it B =it (normalized

friction ratio, F;) - #% 2 3& 3| f 4p #(soil behavior type index) 1, % fz & fmif

s

A -
% >m
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1.=[G47-1000, +(0g Frv 228" (2-8)
He

Qr = ¥ b4 I Ri1 % FLFY = (¢, -010)/ 0o )

Fr = #2354 11 B (= [f5/(q, -0v0)]x100%)

1,88 FC 2. 55 B % 5 (FC < 50%)

FCOR)=LTSI =3 oo (2-9)

Fypl EEn 3 E IR BT S K o K B - 4=
EE " B A

F1.>1.64

K, = —0.403lf +5.58113 —21.6313 +33.751, —17.88 (2-10)

F1 =164
=10 o AP E (2-11)
BN 2-12)#- 7 okl p) SR o, BT S F0E ) 2 AW R
(qclN)cs °

(qclN )cs = Kc ) qc[N .......................................................................... (2'12)

Bfed NQ2-13)8 (2-14)3 5 4 7 ity 3 Kk Bredut CRR o

%ﬁ%’ (qclN )es< 50

CRR, =0.833 [(¢.).. /1000]+0.05

........................................ (2-13)
B 50=(g,y)es<160
CRR,, =93 [(q.,x). /10007’ +0.08 (2-14)
"2 Seed and Idriss (1971) #7# e a { QD EH B9rA 4 a0k B R
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4L (CSR) > 4rt 7 i 238 (2-15)3 5 4 K g it % 2> Thdic > (2-15)58 7
MSF % & & 4ic?c + ]+ (Magnitude Scaling Factor) » d 3% (2-16) %k j&-2_o
FS<l > Rl& 72 3E A2 R FFS>1 QAT 2T € Fl» RAZL R

PGB 23 A IEAEH ) 4 K IR % N e CRR B W Ao

CRR x MSF
CSR (2-15)

FS =

MSF =10** /M >

24 BEFIFHI R HRL TR

L LR EZEE SIS SibiE R R R L N
A TR A E RS RRERS PR SR kg T
Pt B oo A ERA N RATR RS il 7 F ) 2 R R R PR

o

Z]

24.1 SR BRI FUR B R R IP

d NEE PR @A 3 R LR S R E A G
Wi AR ARRFIF ROEHFMEAT N P w T = 240
PR 2 e HERALELIT s 25

Mulilis et al. (1977) & # * Monterey No.0 %) > & |1 R % % 8 5 &%
BITHHL 2 ES 0 B R AR G BRI AR B AMRRT 0 R
REFLR R RGO F R

Tatsuoka et al. (1986) A7 3 g 1§ %2 ~ iR% 2 ~ BREfokd it
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FELS AL S U RN

2Py ﬂ)&/f i R B
BoOHXBRARLRDZERY UEZ > AN EERREBM

Amini et al. (2000) # * Ottawa 20-30 7 & M % il 8 (£ £ f6 7 I

il 7 8 9353 (Uniform) #4848 {c~ & (Layered) :#%8 > I ¥ M L /7

Rk BE RS 2R ITo i PR it
BAWED % > B RS E

=

PR A R o ok R
AN AN EE gt - A

Yamamuro and Wood (2004 ) #% 12 4p - e Nevada #) ~ 4p e enfmpft 2

F 20%1 % Ap e 3t o ks TR 0 B IR Y TR E Bl R A R W
LA A BRI R 20 ir kR BRI E R L

’Egéiu tiza o

242 il 3 L HF) 2 LR VBB ERE

LiBEER R 4 BRI 6 0 KA p AR )
X 3 E G dmpotd R R 7 3 45 I (Seed et al., 1983 ; Seed, 1987 ;

Seed and Harder, 1990) > & 5 Ml ey 2 H g it (7 5 B3 5 3 FF o

IO T R E 5 F F ST e Ry 2 BT A BRI AR

Himpoll 5 BB B % A0k

- 3BT Z b2 Bk ERAcE 23 4
T e
B3P s BB b2 T E I T

1) 2 dulmdpole < o] 0 A& E) 2 SR e k¥t BR D :

FOREARE AT 0 d A RERE S - R E ekl 7 £ Mo D/d ¢ EAR S

RA R AR R b Al R S I I Y R 0 RIRRRR R G R 4P
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Fehpopl 2 £ 30 28G5 594 o4 o Thevanayagam (1998)
Fpdt D/d G x2 6.5 BPE S IR S 0 B AT gt R

B0 AR KR g B0 R S MR PR G P

2 B PLE - a3 o R Pl EARA pE o 2
FR R AR FamEREd LR A RFEE AL L F
Feng BH4ea B U F 3o d o mpflen Pl 64 6 PP U 3 3l enfiie

2t ; % Thevanayagam (2000) 3% 3| 2£% 4+ (non-plastic ) eimspl » H 7

3

B8 wwmpp 7 £ 20%~30%2 F > R R a2 £ 4 @ATEER S e

B G R 20%R -

1]

3B A FHE A ke Rdes s BB PL B LG AL HY
RFIE PLERA 5 F&EFHbamd o _,ﬁ@égrifa%?ﬁa*ﬁ 22 EHHBB
2R} BRARERNEF AR R L °

4 Adr ke ol Al 7 BB 2 il B 2
FUTEF AR R E L 2 2 RiadiRkE s ¥ ¥ €7 7 ke
Bwmood WE G wflap) 2 o HApk i &7 & el e £y 2 (clean
sand) § 463 o0 Flot o %0 @AATICER Y B F L S A ik 0 B K
e R ARG R A R A P2 AR A R R T

M.+ e( Global void ratio )~ es( Skeleton void ratio )~ e, ( Intergranular void ratio )
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2.5 EHCEE T N

Bz phiESk T o d IR A EER D By FIEL Tl R EP

R 2 EE T \/]*93&7;7 ERAER o2 TN 5 H R R

(\

RRRR L N S REOBEABERRE 2 Rk EFE 2R hER
P e B 2 5% o 4345 Tatsuoka et al. (1986) v Ishihara (1993 ) > ¥ 1 &F
10 AR g (55 e

Dry deposition, DD (§z % i ) = Air pluviation ( § %72 ) : g % 2 2%

»

2

oy IR N R PARRL BRI T IHPN 0 TP AR EL A
ﬁw%@%%w’aﬁﬁiﬂ@’u@ﬂ%ﬂﬁigﬁa;ﬁﬁw1mmwa

Fpead REMEEp 2ol 0%

ey
._l:
)2
[N
(7
BN
T
=k
A~
=y
p—
c
w2
=
—
XS
N
©r
o~
=}
12

oo ¥ b RePfopF > T TR EHMHE 2 R 0 W REFREME
mW%?uE(@%ﬁ)°7%%%%ﬁ%%k@’&%%ﬂ%aﬁﬁ%@

4

o

FREFR-IRRBRDONVPERANE R BRAE -

m%t

Wet tamping, WT (/&% ;2 ) f= Wet vibration (J& &% ) 1 /&% 2 2 %-%)

jiigag%g,}g,@gg,»g,g@ 8% » RIS R H#m)t B »HEEPN » & &

EF o RS BRE e fepF > FTHMATE RSB L RER
%iﬂﬁ?%?%ﬁ(@%ﬁ)°ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ?%&%lkﬁn&*??ﬁ
e 4 BREZEZAZRZRTF AW 2 L0 FHhp 28 RFHCE

Bl 38 nE PR RZBERRCBREDI DZRET UIVBRLE S -

N
e
e

it *% ;2 (Water Sedimentation, WS )fv ik J“Fg: i *% ;2 (Slurry Deposition,
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SD): ok # it i AR HE F R BNHE B 1% R Mg ew) 3 A
%%*@ﬁmﬁ’ﬁ%mﬁwﬁm% 20 min-24 hr» % ¥ kEF 50 0 3
AL R RINE LG PR S < o I 13 mmo T HOR R R

LrhgEg o maEpk T»\T 2 R 5137‘273"?;‘%

-~

8
&*ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁlﬁ%ﬁméw’~ﬁ%iﬁﬁ%§$ﬂﬁ%%«ﬁ@,

n o AU R eR R h R iﬂﬁﬁi?%&°%24éiﬁﬁ
FFME T N2 et o

26 ¥4 pik £

% W4L Y ~ 8 (University'of Texas.at Austin ) ] * % # % (Shear Plate )
(Shirley, 1978) &7 3 ETA R R en@F iz T P Bk T4 » U T
EERT RS AL AR Re IR P2 B 0 P R TR
srim 2§ 4 0 22 (Bender Element) B~ X 30 4 5 p g g 4
FEPNERE Y - 29 4 2 <2 (Bender Element) 27§ 4 jgig ih
TR RTMET A~ 5 B B (series connect) £2 ¥ 5% (parallel connect) =
FAEZRS AR 24 A RFEESEF P RORTEN ) P EBEHRE
el L R 2P FEATBOS B F 2 TR A S R
FER S B mJIrREBILTA A AFZERT A LB - L
A5 4 4 B (Function Generator) a5 4 A » ¥ — s 4 A ¥ d 74 B

(oscilloscope ) & T "ot D473 4 A pEF > TV 48 T4 R 0 4o

2.5 %7 0 ik E MR Z 7 WP o
T4 RBHREEAOR 2.6 777 0d T4k A ERBF R A E R T

19



SRR
TARAERHRY A IFEFH TR PEARERT 2 X T
BE 5T UFEERE T RPN R N

NHBFE LAY RPN FEIFY O EL T

261 4 A3 e
Dyvik and Madshus (1985) ’JfF' Akl D SRR 2 R AP L E- ) A

R B> wpgd R 2 B REe T 0 B E ﬁ%*]t"|€%§lfu$‘i"‘ °

262 FEn L2 ER

BT3B il AR i 1R Tk (poling ) (% B 0 4R 1 T R4 ] 2
S o AR T L2 #125 Flt Viggiani and Atkinson (1995) 45 1 4 3 %
AR TR Y 2 R RE R AT RERT HA BT TR
—dam g o PP R FRTR Y ZBRT MR TR 10 RFL A 0 F
P REERF TR TARE 10 K& TR EITRC BRI A c g

Bl EARRE Y LR E TR 10 R

263 FFEANLEHZ L ORFF2 Y7

FREET AR AR REHR - LI HEYE - AL AN K

FAN - S EERE - O ¥ - Tz o B B2 ) Er

TD

ﬁ]#ﬁ}?- o
AP R AGEHEZ T o A w ARiEd B YL @ ARE s (near field effect)
fﬁ%—?‘i?‘/}?& s - BAFEN B A NER A A 2 BB R R

20



7‘ —g fg‘} o
Sanches-Salinero et al. (1986) & % # & J @ "W T /1 F P > o
- BR A BT PR R APRFREII R BPIEEH R 2 (R

17> m B R REA T d R RSk E I FlF REpFIELPIBEAT T B e 25355k

d = BiEiEd
L= AL
fo= FE A
= Mtz T4 i
BAAEFMREYT L GERd R SRS ] FMT 4 g A
S PES WER T R, FIF RO PF RO A € AT LA TE

~’

A PI f S FIURGFAHE R AT A L F g2 T4 h2 w10
FHRFET AR PR F S HE R
R,FEFFd B 2.7 2% R=11%R=8.17%FKRTILfgv¥ 7 f&
B RO PE 0 AETEAR PR 0 A g RAPER S PR AR R R
o FIR T AP REME RZ PR EFREILT > FREMO RS
AiE B RARE > AR R R AR L o
B 2.8 ¢ 220 281 2 BA bt € F RO % (R RRREE
Merrig )0 @ Sk A2 PR AT R FE R
PR R o

B PV e R ¢

e D SR S B 2 2% By b B A 2
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B R AR BE S Bl A Bk A F gk PP AL Abbiss (1981) i
TARFIEPPEFER > B2 % - FITEE SRR d b3 g L op 3
e ARZ g 2 AR S 2 el 0 R BT E R DA RS
TR FAA BB - Er o FOUL R FFEAE 2

AP R B gy T A B R 2 R LT B R O R
A E 2 PERF L S R F A R TR s e S o

Kawaguchi et al. (2001) ™ % F#FEHE B (0.65cm %2 2.76cm) iE {7 3%
o TR 4B 29(@)% T 0 Bl ASB-C 2 DG 7 e SRR TE
2o d B 29(0b)¥ 7 f2E i C B S L R D RIEM Y i Ard B on
T4 7 ¢ XDFMERDBL -

SR i e R P S R R 2 NS S S S A

Kawaguchi et al. (2001 ) #73% &1 & B 2.9(a)” C B2 %75 T 4 A FE L.

264 FEIEF 2 E B

Dyvik and Madshus (1985)#% &1 3" 4 jh e 4F 5 cree & € B 50Tk )
2Rl 0 FEA A AR EFRFEIELIIERF  BTATE AL
BAdRbg o LPRFEREAE ST ARG RGBS > )5 FE%k S R F
GE R B SRS RS B G B AT S 0 1B 2 MR B
i g 4 & o Dyvik and Madshus (1985) 233 4 g~ Ez F ok 7 & *
5~100Hz 2. * j& > @ Viggiani and Atkinson (1995) 3k % ¢ * I 52 pF >
#E 5 s 4 %Y 1kHz~10kHz 2 [ > 357 i B AR sl o

v

155 g (2007) $19 4 hFRGE - AEL TR 2 F 4 )

(=

S

7 OkHz Py 2 3 ¢ 5 B % 2. JR g o F]pt A7 ¢ * 6kHz 8 - ¥4y o 520 i
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LA, @ B e 4 4 1) PR 2k Kawaguchi et al. (2001) #73 ) d

B 2.9(2)¢ C Biv % dn it Tl 2 R g o

27 $ RRBIZPEE

AEL B VA BTN SRR A AR T AT
B3k (1997)~ #4542 (1999) - 2 (2000) ~ E=p E (2002) % 3%
S (2004) 232 0 B pAEd T RS G wp L AT TS

SRR R

2701 $ %62 w2 Rk

0 L% AR R AR A A i REARY 0 & R F L EE R

FPERERIEEYTARESBBARLBEE ZE T EE L R SBTB R
T2 lwipk d N F R 2 e AT e R ER2EH
ﬂ'\ﬁﬂjbl-&%*’l’/‘lg"ﬁﬂ\\;f?f’ﬁﬁl—%‘fﬁ} 37‘% - &1

w2 B gkt wmp o AL $ %% (Mai Liao Sand, MLS) > 74 1 & % A

PRRATEAR R o R ORI 2 N ER S gt TR 2 e

272 $RPAIFER

sk (1997) MR R $FF (FC=15%) “Ti&i72 AP Pigme
IV ESREAITE RPN E T2 S E iR AR X RS
17E o AT 2 okl T &k 5 i 200 BLdF (342 0.074mm) 2 Hk o X
REFE2 Pl (PLE) 30 5 B2t a2 F e (silty
sand ) °
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WEER ATy kg ASTM 2 R BB AEFRE%R > 2 REFR 2
5269 $FiciER (FC<5%) 2. £ 5 2.61; B2I108 xR EFwR
2R A T E B - 2 A KEE (USCS) T AL SM 2 SP o

% 25 % % %% (MLS)~ Quiou #; (QuS) - Toyoura #; (QS )~ ¥? Ticino
Fj (TS) enfA 2 H o & 26 E2 ol 2o € ~ b gy
Bl scH mE 2 24 - Bl 2.11 Bgor & R AT S miERR) 4 T 3 Bk
(SEM) P& 5 » 3pk a5k % 5 =X & ~ & ¥ 3 (sub-angular and flaky ) - B 2.12
FdA il i B2 B AV B E IV PR A B o A d 2 Bk T

Y Cmax Fod ] FU WY epin % 3 BRI 2 e o R ar B L X s S 2

2. kA2 %% (Travenas and La Rochelle, 1972) » %l 3 fmffl 2 2. 82
@ E ~ QUS 7 epax T Cin # QS TS v& = » * MLS 2 & fie #i QuS
:‘% f:% ’ é“:'/ﬂ Cmax ‘fr’ Cmin ﬁ;’“ QUS

273 $ %72 i ed

BAgG s a2 > AR AT Ao A - Ejd o A Y
AFEHEFEFET ARGFEAF A0 G Mehe A7 1 & jd 2 2

A g B RR G R E 2 RS OR  R O R

EEF (1997) & 840§ FaziE8) (FC<5%) & 78 » B %A 5% -
H oo RRSGEY SAcH) 213 410 5 ARk b BREET 0§ R ORERT
CE BRI R0 3REAT A LA RAET > £ HF AR KGO
HHERET SRR ET T OB RGE - Ft o ApRST - ) d o

ERHFEm T 0 FRHE T R R REFHE



EPaE (2002) 44t E R GT- kP2 S0 R TRk B 2.14 B
FFFAEFC=0~15~30% 50% (44o4p8t® B (D, ) 30%3% 70%z2 FF)
BECKRT AR dhE e R R%RTEZ e 27 2T FRER((0! +20))/3)
Rz B tad & % &% #) ik 7 £ (Fines content, FC) 3 FC<5%% FC=15%
P = $h/R %R 47 4o 4P ¥ % & (Initial relative density) D, =30% > 50%%2
70%2 BdEd AF P ASLE KA 0§ FC I S0% > FH 2L § e
FEP T RER R 0 IR A D, T ER G RS L - e f3F
SRRTRBEZ e Mite, o FIZ R FREH - F P FRHTR

FEFRHBEMI PR ERBUELIEKEAF AR

274 $ R RETRE

B12.16 2B 2.17 Bom -5 58 RR) % w B %3 £k phe BiE= fhid
%o B B RPN E GRS BRI 2INE RN Y
ﬁaﬁ@WT%g@ﬁ,ﬂkmﬂimﬁfm%,ﬁwi?%amﬂig’
h e fi‘ﬁ%%“ T 20% 7 @ BERR T G E AT R & (critical
state ) (Been et al., 1991) » & — ZEZ% a2 2 Tl R R BE@ * — 35 4ei o
ﬁ%ﬂﬂ6ﬁ@217ﬁﬁW%{%?%&ﬁ?%ﬁﬁ%#ﬁ*@ﬁ@%ﬁ
(FARQIFMAKE) 275 f BRHK2ZIRAEFCH A T L 4P ¥ o
B 217 7 #7F p’ (= (0F20'm)/3) & q (= (0'\-0') M 2 Teft e g &

MABIT > P ERZAF M=121-124>

_ 6sing,

B2 ) A AR B A (4 5 30.2°% 30.9% ¢ A FIFC A F P
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BaRg2Z B F REFRHE LS ok H 3 2. B4 4 (intergranular
friction angle ) J& €58 i cv 0 [B] 2.18 £ 445 = dhif sk #7187 Tt & L ghad 4% A
2R R (B T ORRZ B R o ep ) FREZIRA
HAEY REPERTY AR AT F FC=50%FH R kT ep’2
BMihe g2t - dMAE Tl E2-RAREYR 270 BFEFH2

TR 2 R X5 s FIREI 2404 o

275CPT e FF7P 2 2 p R

L —

Fle b FHLEFRLEHL RGN > @GR zEpTEL 2T

i
@)

Tk RILE R T E FE Y TACPT B % 2 jafl 12 it 3 £ 4 CPT 2

=

B

Z]

GOEERATAERL 0 ] Aok FRcigh CPT B % b e #2794 BA

‘m\i-

FEAFUR R o FRAHEPARRATR Y T 2L BlAc B 2.19 4f
7o B S Ak R Y R A% 2 LA (Huang et al,
1991) o 2 5 - F4L3) > 43 7 $ 245 525mm > % & & 762mm I
813mm 2- A civzdl o Fl4ip » RE B W 2 23 F 3 Ep QR4

HEE T E e FM2 P T2 L5 3 R¥ 9 (porous plastic) v

—i

Ko RBp IR @ A F 2L P E L mER RS Ry

-}

B BEH SR BB 0 Rk R o R P F A R A
7o BRORE o TR {2 k2 ] e

Fwp2 CPTH-23#5% %7 942wl £ (FC) A~ = e #;FC=0 -
15~30 22 50% > 4 sk 4pfrp) 3 FME TR 2 A X RS 244540 4
% B (Dy=50%~85%) % &+ o', (50~490 kPa) ™ % 345 -k L 4 (o)
Boyzwim (Kp=05~2) %2 opFd Rl RiEp LR

26



FRBE 23V (e )cFC=0 £ 15%2 % T :#48 i * 2 % ¥ FC =30
2 50% 2 2R R 20T CPT 2 idmk2 B 5% ¢ 4451

(g ) BEEFEL(S) M2 A8 2R TR F2ZAZR R (n):.

e O~ R H 220 mm/sec =+ 0 p rFAR & 700mm oo ¥ CPT
TR EE AT +f"—£1r‘|€"f RSk s E s mEkE P kAT E

RE)ZARE R 2 Bl 3 R ool Sl i ¥ CPT 3= f i 1 e ¥ o
WEER 2L TR

RBE X RFIG AR FERENM R REFAL WSS 224
B OARE AT ONPETA A IV HORR €3S - 200 2 404 [ 4o F] 2.20
AToR o BT E A FERR L B B E F2 . & F o Balighetal (1981)

v Campanella etal. (1982) # 112 Fidat dn & ¢

o TiEie PRl I (- T O~ st SRR (2-19)
Hv
Q> B {2 4N iR

u ol AN AT RFLI R

a [ 220 477 2 &

d 3 a ik %385 FC=30%% FC=50%2 :#487 ¢ 412 % 300kPa 2 w -k
I b b fo B PR 0 B § & FC=30%% FC=50%:e {7 KBS & 2
£ 5 AR Y FC=0%£ FC=15%pPF « #7i¢ * jo @4 > F1 2 q & q
#o ke o @ e FC=30%%2 FC=50% 4 fridtiz q 2 q £ B 9 8% 2 % o &<
#isit 2 CPTU 4 I it MR RSB T = 5 q B

harfoz goiE ¢ (Gl 3 120 5%) & * ¥ R4 E ~ KRR CPT >

Flr BB EOKET T8 A B oRER 0 LAY w7 B B B AT S
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Pl B FE e h 7 3@% P 259 & FC=15% -~ 30% ~ & 50%fFnT 2

G e d FREMY RF T 5% o B 221 B ipl iRk s
#o § FC=15%PF 0 fodefoidfip cnp ~» %% § q Pl f

A S%rp o e B F FC=30%F 3"k # P q T Eda{riidg 2.7

@ § FC=50%FF 5"k 3P qT30E 5 & frid i 22 % o Flt > §

FC 3 %t 30%FP CPT 2 ¥ L ARG kg% > P CPT R » 2 REF »
R2. %] AR E e e
LAV H B REIRY ¢ 88 Beenetal (1986, 1987 ) ¥ Wroth
(1984) % 1 21 48 « redu (normalized cone resistance, g, ) PEA -
v=(q.-0y)/ o,

He

co= JTHE? (o)=(61204)/3)

0’o= BT 33F 4 (orp=(0"F26")/3)

% % 7522 Almeida et al. (1991) #7#4% 4! Ticino v Quiou /2 2 Da Nang
(Huang and Hsu, 2004) #j3“ [+t 22 g,y ek T2 Bl4o B 2.22 #77 - & G2
Quiou (L ##)) File i Bz 7+ > fipl ehq v iR T > FC=0%¢h3t
vt P& < 30 FC=15~30Fr50% > wApfe it fois# s ™ » FC=0%
1q,y B ¢ - FC=15~30 ~ 50% %) % ¥ + - Ticino ¥2 Da Nang #) &_% ¥
SEM T ER) 0 BV ol A2 gy #1 rﬁ%%l’riﬁh} RF)RIF G o
Ft A B AT ORI B lde § § R 2 R CPT sk TR 248 4 2 Rf
2R o

#- Fioravante et al. (1991) #f Toyoura % & #) CPT & % #& 1 2. 'S5k 5"
e ig e & 2 (2-21)
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P=8ov 8 =2+ 5 R4

Pp=¢ qF 8 2 % 7 B4

eCc = AP R B {8 2 3L gt

Co,Ci,C,C = S5 #Kk

%027 5 CPT H-Ridshz %% o & 572 #8hdndl > bk R FL R
Z_ApBE hdc o & - 7}@3‘3‘1)){&?&%’3 ER*A P2 S s FE Aot
Erird G CPTREPFRE hopm e mfl 7 £ - % FC=0-15~ 2

30% 3 FRZEEEHKES NF RGN AN i EF - el p

?‘“
e

fpﬁ? (regression) 3155 ¥ Ho B * 238 (22D 4 B F ikl 7 £ R

b B2 Sk aE R ARG ERE S & 2.8 o F]I FC=50%2 & % F)“Tha
Rk F " LR SR K Bt B o B 2.23 Bor CPT R 2k itk

B o Nz g s B NQ22D)F e

C, x[K]* xexp|C, xe,]= LZ—’}{P", } R (2-22)

a? o

v

Bk n =(C+C,)> @ n ;I* e 4 4 #c (stress exponent ) » = 3% (2-22) ;I*
% T E o, Rl R 2 g W ¥ 2L 5 g, (Robertson and Wride, 1998) ;
% 7 > i v Stark and Olson (1995)# Robertson and Wride (1998) i& {7
g BB E F TR g,y BT,y o

don =dun = Cox K xexplCoxel]
2 2.8 B FC A0 %M 4c I 30%P% » n & (C,+C,)4 i€ 0.45 3 4c T
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0.67 » ¢ — 4%% 2 Olsen and Malone (1988) 2 7 3 %S% - &k - C, &2 C, 2 &
$EAEFC 2 4o m h 0 B adple 54 RET i 5 BH S F
Rz R Agtts W2 RS (FORERC] ) - MR ERE L ZFIAT » 2

o ¥ FC 7] 30% > CPT % 30 ir - kit » 1 q 112 C 22 C, 2. 8
HiEx PR TS o (e g d 3t asE FC K 4e > 710 F o\ B4 it FC # q
2 BG4 B 224 REBE AN Q2D E VB fES Xk EE D@
FFF? oqc kRt 2 FC 2 ApI MG Ak 2 e~ o), /p, 2 Ko
iR > FC=15%PF 2 q (q FC=15%,) * FC =0%P*2 q; (q;(FC=0%)
Mo et A BEo),/p, 2 M AR B4

B 22557 & %7 CPTH- 285k 2 % »7 1l [ 2 8 B T} B
Baopz gz v $FMHERCPE 32 [ ol £2 MG
Robertson and Wride (1998)#7af'a & — 5=+ > B [ < 5 43028 32 g

FC L ¥)ug endd 4e o

2.8 Fpdp) L FIHR

WG AP ERERFWIRANT 45 2 - JE S SR £ PR
FERGHR S oA RA il grRRAEELY o B R A &4 ke
TP b K 2 IVHOR R R E PR E LR B 0 S22 G
By Y o B AR RUGRREFEREI B BN B
Hed ARE RIS AR AR Y A R o MSRRR KL T LT SRS PR BUE U 2
X AR E AN -

Yoshimi et al. (1994) & r23s kifi2 B p A6 i B & 7 B 7 570

2R E R EE o R FERE Y PRI EFRE D hEK o F - 1
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B 5 BFE R 610mm AR FERE o &2 kik 800mm E 2R 0 F R
R ¥ (-196°C )30 o) pFe 18 (-30°C ) & it 47k -k (calcium chloride brine )

12 2 b FRFRE AR Pofk o LB FHET S EREF M F VAR KD
PERELEPERITE > AFHEER Y 2 REEE > TR AR R ARE
R

Hofmann et al. (2000)r2 b= /KRBt > E 2B P &5+ 7 27 3 37
DR BEBLE D SR kT 90,000m’ ;% f& § » (FEPFER
£ 384 P (16 % )e A2 k2 2 FHRFATCLREF EE
PR ITE » 91y (bRt o

Konrad et al. (1995) &_% — =& * Laval sampler >* ¥ ;§ & #-1< il 3
TR+ = B’dfidﬁ » Laval sampler #zlza Rochelle et al. (1981) & 4 3 & &7
tgrsiabd Pothm Kt ¥ R E L 200 mm &2 £ & 600 mm 2§ 5 F2h
=L “,‘T? 7 P~#% » Konrad et al’(1995) = 3% 417 Laval sampler #) 2 #4483t ¥
BT B AR T RACEM TR/ R INE R R R KT AN g
for il F i EARY AP o kR chilEAR Y TR R E A IR 2 FU K
JETRRR/TERIREE D > Aot T UL R A 4 D o

Hoeg et al. (2000) ¥ 3£ * ¥ /& 50mm SGI ( Swedish Geotechnical
Institute) F R P E > AF BT AR P AR B E I E o U2
#* 2 /L 73mm > F EE Immo ¥ £ 260mm 0 F 0 A A 25m T B i
PR ERE r D A B B AE ey £ B E E 95Smm
NGI (Norwegian Geotechnical Institute ) 7 % P~#% B P~k ¥ > 02 = 5 B~
HiEEEE i T&W*"—“ ke b ent mf R4 LK o v P
FRE oSG PR BB aEf f » B 3T 2 BT € G B F
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g
m%&&#gﬁ#ﬁ%ié?%’ﬁﬁﬁ B8 R R e A 4p vt

# > Hoeg et al. (2000) 7335 SGI 7%

2

Pl B 4B (7 Al B2 gE B e o
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%21 & IR

oS S

WOIRER IR R iz 4k B i (Youd et al., 2001)

SPT

BPT

WA R it BT
2

- M %L

A E R
ER R RN T
ﬁ‘:ﬁ‘,g’ﬂ z_ 3 /é]i‘ﬁm'
Fé'ﬁy)%ff*

B Rl 1 fe it i

iR

o

W =
=

FUR K A R

A3 i

%R
ELIR

-

£ Rl4p i
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%22 F HrEfut iz ¢ % Cr (2 :xp Kramer, 1996)

Reference Equation

Finn et al. (1971) C =(1+K)/2

Seed and Peacock(1971) 0.55~0.72

Castro (1975) C. =2(1+2K,)/3/3

Seed (1979) C =(1+2K))/3
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23 w7 FHET R R REEFE R ER R DPE
(3P iE,2001)

Chang(1990), Chameau and Sutterer (1994),
Vaid(1994), Koester(1994), Singh(1994), Finn
et al.(1994), Zlatovic and Ishihara(1997), Lade

and Yamamuro(1997) % «

Chang et al.(1982), Dezfulian(1982), Amini
and Qi(2000) % 4

% FC 3 4v > 3 B ]

¥ FC#{4c » 5 & #

% FCH{ 4 % RF T & Law and Ling(1992), Koester(1994),
18 £ 5 FC 3 e 3 Thevanayagam(1998), Thevanayagam et
. al.(2000), Polito et al.(2001) & *
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124 = BeEA e S N 2 t g (W 0 2007)

B es

% 1% p

AR

Bk iR e e

n R TE

;zf},%ﬁ;ﬂvz B

L

E= % Wanr i Wc

e =S

] 1% et et
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%25 $RpBERB R AMNEF 200 R
( Almeida et al., 1991 ; Fioravante et al., 1991 ; Borden, 1992 ; 5k &, iF, 1997 )

% F Quiou #j Toyoura #; | Ticino #)

* % (quartz)

v Z # (muscovite) |#%f& 4l (CaCOs)| £ % (feldspar)| #  (silica)
%k Z (clinochlore) | # # (quartz) | % & (quartz) | % ¥ (quartz)
% % (Feldspar)

0.125 0.72 0.16 0.53

0.065 . 0.13 0.36

2.15

15

2.69 2.71 2.64 2.69

=% i_ﬂj =% i_l'lj

(sub-angular) = & 2 = & 2 (sub-angular)
A (sub-angular) | (sub-angular) & 2
(flaky) (angular)

1.058 1.281 0.977 0.931

0.589 0.831 0.605 0.579

31.60 30.92

¢crit = el kT Bk R
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%26 Pkl 7 E TR A EE ) cEE (RETFE, 1997)
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% 2.7CPT %k /s % 4 (13icp sE &1, 1997 ; ¥ 442, 1999 ; 3 %

Test No.

~

,2000)

97-1113-D-S

97-1114-D-S

97-1115-D-S

SCIL|e
W | |

98-0505-D-S

98-0507-D-S

98-0510-D-H

97-1002-D-S

97-1110-D-S

97-1111-D-S

99-1120-S-S

97-1220-D-S

97-1229-D-S

97-1030-D-H

97-1101-D-H

97-1108-D-H

97-1020-D-H

97-1027-D-H

97-1023-D-H

97-1219-D-H

97-1223-D-H

97-1204-D-H

97-1208-D-H

97-1129-D-H

97-1117-D-H

97-1118-D-H

97-1230-D-H

99-1216-D-H

97-1222-D-H

97-0331-D-H

97-0327-D-H

97-0415-D-H

97-0417-D-H

97-0611-D-H

97-0612-D-H

je=) el Faw) OO 1O
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Test No.

~

97-0613-D-H
97-0227a-D-H
97-0213-D-H
97-0217-D-H
97-0213a-D-H
97-0217a-D-H
97-0501-D-H
97-0227-D-H
96-1111-S-S
96-1127-S-S
96-1106-S-S
96-1206-S-S
96-1230-S-S
97-0120-S-S
97-0304-D-H
97-0305-D-H
97-0304a-D-H
97-0305a-D-H
97-0515-D-H
97-0518-D-H
97-0520-D-H
97-0523-D-H
97-0605-D-H
97-0608-D-H
97-0610-D-H
97-0708-D-H
97-0710-D-H
97-0723-D-H
97-0724-D-H
97-0725-D-H
97-0805-D-H
97-0806-D-H
97-0807-D-H
97-0811-D-H
98-0528-S-S
98-0423-S-S

NN N[ —= =N N[ === === === =N

SlL|L|feeeeLe|eele
R N N I I T A N N RS,
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~

Test No.

99-1217-S-S

98-0409-S-S

ClL|e
W | |

99-1210-S-S

98-0312-S-S

98-0122-S-S

98-0305-S-S

99-1023-D-H

99-1107-D-S

98-0324-S-S

98-0329-S-S

98-0125-S-S

00-0517-D-S

00-0513-D-S

99-1224-S-S

99-1230-S-S

00-0114-S-S

00-0118-S-S

00-0219-S-S

e e e e N e Y Y N N (O T B (S T U e e S [T

00-0310-S-S

[E—
(9]

00-0225-S-S

00-0324-S-S

00-0330-S-S

00-0420-S-S

00-0413-S-S

Test No.: year-number-Saturated (Dry) — Standard (Half-size) cone

**: sleeve friction reading not recorded
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3 2.8 % ## CPT ehissh ¥ #&

Ap B
0
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Water Increase in pore

X Surface
surface waler pressure

i settlement

A X KM RN

oP0%0

909020
090%9699%5005

5)0 00 816,678 870608 808
o] 00
00 00

00

Effective

slfess
Total
stress
(a) RXRRITRT : | (c) RAITHELR
= i 4 I OF TESY TS . ik ek

B 2.1 ;% i 57 % B (Ishihara, 1985)
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Seismic Shear Stress Ratio (SSR)

0.6
F(U=35% 15% <5%
0.5 "
/ M=7.5
0.4 / /
0.3 /
0.2 /
ol /////
0.0
0 50 100 150 200 250

Corrected CPT tip resistance, ¢,
B 2.2 % Flofl 7 & 2 7% o 2t & 5B (Stark and Olson, 1995)
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

0.2

00 ] | ] | ] | ] | ]
0 50 100 150 200 250

quN
Bl 23 §cEme 27 ey 4 K 1 47 e CRR B 2B

(Robertson and Wride, 1998)
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-
s

(ENTER
CENTER -] ELECTRODE
,1/ ELECTRODE
s e
o DIRECTION OF
DIRECTION OF T POLARIZATION
L ry——
- POLARIZATION
: L~
| SURFACE
» ELECTRODES
SURFACE >
ELECTRODES |~

(a)# 5 R (b 55 5
Bl 2.4 94 g~ * 0 (Dyvik and Madshus > 1985)
!‘. 4 i J | “ ;

S
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Function Generator

] Top Cap
o o R = e
N I I = I\&—Bender Element
\ (Transmitter)
PW-145 ‘
-0 @ |~ Soil Specimen
[© Je=[ o] |
%
1
% = ~—  Bender Element
— AN (Receiver)
/
M Pedestal
Wave Signal System

F2.5 ¥4 BirlEsk & (HH 5 0 2003)

b

c

E

':E:. L - o . -

E 0 e =T ] T U&W—H

g.:-:l : / .

E_C.A-

3 ast : : 3
{8 . -
_1|}L i 5 _J

L : i . . '
=2 { 2 04 06 08
Time: ms

B 2.6 34 L ## 2 s %% (Ling and Greening, 2001 )
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. Transmitted
+5V ! '-,I

-5y .‘-. i
+2m\ W |
o ”\/\‘\

=2my = ‘\J
Recsived

&
3 f
= | Transmitted
+5V - ||
| R, =81
0- df
I
_5,1.;_ )
+2mV ! [ih A
04 i/ W
—2m\ 4 i,' (|
Received
LN AN I B [N B e B A [ A N S Ew |
-5 00 05 1-0 15
TiT,

B 2.7 7 Ip Rd B2 87+ “iRkggsk % * (Jovicic etal., 1996)

+10V-

Transmitted

\/!
O prtbmriomiss s M v \ Jﬁ
-2mV \ !

31!| Received
L] L] LI l LI 1
-0-5 0-0 05 1-0 1-5
1T,
B 2.8 B4 > 0> Zgew i (Jovicic et al., 1996)
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1 generation
S Tine
i
E*‘ reception
|
} Ao .
* J \Y Time
c
l \J (al
SR T SEEe——— & o — T
- O:p,= 1.88g/cm”, L = 0.65cm
S a00p O:p = 1.85g/em’, L =2.76ecm T
& | i
5 300} ]
| '
E 100} .
G i i B 1
S-A 5-B 5-C 5D
Travel time

B 29 % PR iEeT 2L
( Kawaguchi et al., 2001 )
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Percent finer by weight , %

100

90

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

10

GRA- |COARSE
VEL SAND

MEDIUM SAND FINE SAND SILT SIZE CLAY SIZE

-

Sieve Analysis

Hydrometer Test

10.000

1.000 0.100

Sieve opening , mm

0.010 0.001

B 2.10 & Friz ks ® e m (REF, 1997)
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iR+ 500 2 (.4 <0.074mm )
B 211 %735 5# (SEM) B% (2 %>,2000)
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3.00
o emax
+ emin O
2.00 —
o o
)
g i <
o
> o o
o o
1.00 — O O
. +
T+ +8 + gy
0.00 | | | | | | | | |
0 20 40 60 80 100

EC, %
r]2 12 } )?'P/ WJL—’F? —LE;LE"J‘ A ﬁ"l it ﬁ b (emax‘f‘?emm> Fﬁg 'é‘

(2 %z,2000)
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1.00

B ;ED MLS
090 | H O DI‘ = 30 %
A Dr =50 %
B ® Dr="70 %
0.80
0 Quartz sand
B Loose
070 - T === - - = == Medlum
S.{amamuro etal. (1996)
0.60
~ AR A%@@m )
0.50
0.40 Lol L vl ¢ ool C ol |
10 100 1000 10000 100000

log p', kPa

B 2.13 8 BRI & (3£ 07, 1997)
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1.40

1.20

1.00

0.80

0.60

0.40

1.40

1.20

1.00

0.80

0.60

0.40

H

[¢)]

emin

FC=0%
Dro’ %

—e—3(
—oe— 50

max

—x—770

0\,\‘:‘0—*‘85
——e—o 33

- emax —e— 50

FC=30%
D,, %

ro?

—x— 70

—_

10 100
(c',+20",)/3, kPa

1000

FC=15%
D, %
—e—30
—e— 50
—<—70

—e— 85

i ——

0\0——.‘.\.‘.

max

min

FC=50%
Dro, %

—oe— 50

—x—170

max

o m

—_—

10 100
(o', +25')/3, kPa

B 214 #gpz S5 BRed R (FPE,2002)
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(c'y-o'), kPa

Excess pore pressure, kPa

800

600

400

200

600

400

200

-200

FC=0%

FC=15%

15 20 25 30 0 5

Axial strain, %

10

15 20 25 30

Bl 2.15 3 %% FC=0%2 15%= $hidB &4 LR EARFEI KR pT M

% (3EPiE,2002)
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800

B FC =30% B FC=50%
600 - -
-
~ - _
= -
D 400
- n
L
200
0 | 1 1 |
600
<
- - _
‘M .
— = —
2 X = ¥ =0
s o
2 200 r
=
% i PPN
Ee——
= B |
_200 | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |

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

Axial strain, %
B12.16 % % #) FC=30 £ 50%= #hi#se b ~ e R L AL HoK R 2 49 5 B
% (3P i, 2002)
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(c'y-0'y), kPa

800

600

400

200

800

600

400

200

FC=0% FC=15%
— 1.24 —
N 1.24
[ [ e
i —*—ogo B —— 0.76
—EI—O:89 —— 0.73
— 089 — —— 0.71
i e 085 i —e— 0.70
e 082 —<— 0.69
| ——0.78 | —=— 0.67
—— 077 —— 0.67
— ’ — —>— 0.65
I | | I |
| FC=30% e | FC=50%
—o— 0.67 e
— —=—0.67 — —— 0.65
N —e— (.63 5 121—9— 0.63
1245, + 5o “—— 0.59
- 1 —— 0.59 b 1 —F— 0.56
B 056 3 —— (.55
—=——0.54 —oe— (.53
- —o— (.54 — —&— 0.48
| I I .
0 200 400 600 800 O 200 400 600 800
(c',+26",)/3, kPa

B 2.17 & R &)= dhidsed o4 BAZ (P E, 2002)
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1.2
i FC=0% | FC=15%
1.0 —
= o 3
o e~ .
0.8 . — .
[e]
i i ° oo 8
o] [ ]
0.6 —
0.4~ o initial state B
B e  critical state -
02 1 r 1 a1l 1 L1 1 100 N T | N T
1.2
i FC =30% - FC =50%
1.0F —
0.8 —
i [ ] o o) o i ° O. o
T "3 : L v,
B i ° o
0.4 —
02 1 A EET | 1 L1 1 101 1 L1 a1l 1 L1 1 1 111
10 100 1000 10 100 1000

(c',+26',)/3, kPa
B 2.18 & F &)= dhipsk 2 Tk i (FEPiE, 2002)
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cone
container ]
Ve drainage
L\\\\\~ port
SN —
porous
top plate element tie
rod
membrane

N

specimen

piezometer

N

cell
wall

1500my

bottom plate — |

o

[ CI0T L]

& pressure transducer
piston
ring piston

wall — o |

/R Y N
=N Zi=
linear ball
bearing

e

piston
= shaft

B 2.19 7 47 fod i 2 1% 2 1% £ B (Huangetal,, 1991 )
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-
-

' iyyy—— PORE PRESSURE

\ AREA OF UPPER
SECTION OF FRICTION
SLEEVE, A,

=+

WATER SEALS

AREA OF LOWER
SECTION OF FRICTION
SLEEVE, A,

\ PORE PRESSURE

l At |

NET AREA RATIO, a= :_':

FRICTION SLEEVE UNEQUAL END AREA,
Aj+A,

B 220 4w is > X4 G L2 13 1
( Campanella and Robertson, 1988 )

60



Depth of penetration, mm

D
S
(e

700

800

FC=15%
-1 dry (97-0501-D-H)
 msat. (97-0120-S-S)

FC=30%
< dry (99-1023-D-H)
& sat. (98-0122-S-S)

FC = 50%
o dry (00-0517-D-S)
@ sat. (99-1230-S-S)

Bl 2.21 §2% 22 40 foif ) CPT 8% 5 % 21U i
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1.2

+ Ticino (Almeida et al., 1991)
- X Quiou (Almeida et al., 1991)
Xx o  MLS, FC=0%
% 0
Lok x o MLS, FC=15%
X A MLS, FC=30%
i . 0 MLS, FC=50%
F @oo>§<0 o ¢ DaNang
X O
08 H

04 ] ] ] ] ]
0 200 400 600

qC,N: (QC-GO)/G'O

B 2.22 % 5% # ~ Ticino ~ Quiou £ Da Nang #)3* K+ & ¢, cRE 1%
( Huang and Hsu, 2004 )
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Computed q,, MPa

30

<&
o
o
[ Q
20 o S
O
<O
B 1) <o
o <><>O
@
QL
10 [ € o
COéE? O
FC, %
C)@<Q3089<><> O <5
& > % 15
© A 30
A
£ 4
0 l | | | |
0 10 20

Measured q, MPa
® 2.23 ;éfﬁg(#%\l;’i’ “_‘;“5‘5} AENESE Sa T
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=0%)

15%)/ Yirc
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Soil behaviour type index, I

Zone 2: organic soils-peats

_ ~Recommended

i < 1 lati
- general correlation
Zone 3: clay to siLtry/clay
7
3k 4 2
Zone 4: dayey %
s1ltv Cc
& . .
Zone 5: silty sand to sandy silt
2% %
- /@ Zone 6: clean sand to silty sand
/
1 E
Zone 7: sand to gravelly sand
O 1 I A I 1 I 1 I 1
0 20 40 60 80

Fines content, %

B 225 $®A2

I w5 B M %
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=% A iEaRd)

AR AR L 2 FRRBE TR o L HE G WERE A e
T8 BIFAEEFHEFME G = phids% > 2 2042 5 {5 % Gel Push
Ptk B P4k B 470 Gel Push PR 2 M B 32 (76l = dhid Sk 2 B i &

WAL (T m 2 Fy i o
3.1 @R

AL ARRS R FHERGEME L Z % R BRE KRR
Ptk o i BRI AR BlA4o R 3.1 -

EH 2R EE A IEERRAET P 2 FIP AT A dhE
FHEYiT e ERE G (1997) 374542 (1999)~ 3 % (2000) 7 CPT
WHREAE2AE > B 32 5 CPT#% 7 Flofl g £ 7 sxFI/RERF I
FRvb B Bl MY 28 i = B B 2 FC<5%¥% FC=15%1# * 50 %
i FC=30%% FC=50%1 * B 4 i » % 3|28 40 cndb 1ot 22 4 e R 2 8
Eiker CPT@#%Api > MEFEF A LAMAED Pl 2 7 2 IR
R oo L ke s CPT#&¥iF2Z S8 £EF Flap il 2272 I
T2 q it 0 %9 CRR-q ¥ CRR ¥ V,2 2 i it o 8 o7 5P 3
(2002) # F fmpfl 5 8 2 42 2ok A 30 3135k s - #ic (state parameter > )

(Been and Jefferies, 1985 ) &ofu it 3p B2 B i o h it 282 T X S F
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PUER » A P T IR e R TRIVIY e 2B 0 T y=ep—ey
4] 3.3 °

d S EREGEM T 2 R AR AR RE Y TR i B o B
RIEFIRF RBERE PR RBRFLCHFMZ I - B RESH
AU A R R B A B R GRS S F A (2007)° gt it TR
P AT 7 Gt b 8L 17 Slow CPT 3% £ SCPTU i (734 MK R 4%
B o BAEIRBAHHE (TILE EA W ILE B 0 L % E(F SCPTU £
Slow CPT &5 » |40 ] » i@%k 2 48 & [E4iE 5 R Pofk 5 B (7 Mg

Gel Push B~ P~ 10 3 W MBS SN A s 2 BT R% e 4 §

>

PLF RS M E AT B S PR D RO R AR 1 R 2 1R

Ef:‘

Fu b5 B o022 2 ILE RE8 CRRuq M o 3 2 & R 2 D/ o

TR M Z MR RAE R R E P A R RS S

FORECRBREA] A s BRIKE R BB kM o

321 =ph%
Bl 3.4 50 ZfhRRA AR TAR > 2 HBFHELS T0mm § A
140mm ; BT EE KRR T RE - B RHF - L L - HT 4

i+ (Bender Element) » # r2jc & £4c ¥ 4 b > 3 3.2.6 & o = fhipk
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%%iﬂ«"lﬂﬁéﬁ%l‘\i%ﬁiﬁbi—“%‘“?‘f%‘%@ SRS AR SRS ]
F oA P ARG FI ZE R E MR EED =
PhE RN L LT - fHPfREE

0 RRRRHELF TR L dhe 4 0 BjFE A (Load Cell) Z® =
PhE PR EETEN T ;ﬂ'% Flie R % BEpRE 4 rig A2 L o

Z 3 % - F B4 (Double Bellofram Piston) » R 383 7 3
=] 72 2.5 £ (bellofram) > p* ¥ jpz e B4 > @4 BREFEEX

BB 6% o R LT G R

322 F RiFE 4 p st

FRAES #&5aP iR RY - L3 B1TR 2 3827 TEEBSRE
Bt o> i Az /IR 5 i (Dynaserv. DR 1100E) - 5 2 € £iF 26 kg »
Box g4 2 1ION-m> % fh FUR 5 4087 kg > & % dbhw id 5 2044kg -
BB EfET R S EF 614400 5 o T od H Bl & IR S o] e
Wi e BR R IONREME A 2 A BRRT O AP WA
a4l s B f 2 B @R o

T Z KR FRH /RS RESE BN B AR (ball
screw ) (THK BIF 2005) % tx##h (THK LBF 25T) » # 5§ i& oo 6 it #

AR H G c HRMPEFER 2 & RIZ4oR) 3.4 F IO o JRIRETHE F T 5

A&k
ETINY

fodt

ERE o RRAEL AR TR MATEE Y RY
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TR L RS FRZ R R LA BRI

GECT IR g Uy

323 F RiREHd 45

WHLIeF RAEAPARd BEAL > FEHED LabView 4250
# 5+ (NIPCI-7344) 1% :i% #2183 terminal board (NI UMI-7764 ) »
1K %%"UIQ%JJ_ BESGFRPESRRLEAL TER 0 S EHR/BIH] AT

LR A BEFAGLIB ST Tl BAEHEERIRES 2w oo

323 §FRAKRBREF] LR

RSB R RS KR R A F s 10 kglem® o I £
ARG GER TR 2 FR K GKURER o iﬁ;‘é@@ﬁ@*@@*%
FokH o AU ER R KoK RS STEMA I RS AV RIRE R

KRz Al s MR G 0.2 kg/em® o

324 £ s 5t

AERERRA 0 k- B WRKRTE R L e R T
T2 AZFFICHORR o VT2 T R E N PR~ - BT 4 L~ (bender
element) > B P eh A EREM2 T4 i L) o FEEIN 326 5 o

dher g€ BRI * -k N E A (loadcell ) #-H % 3= g 7B (4e

B 34) 2 FEAT ¥R Rphe L SKN SR E AP RS



EET A3 -RECoFEFRIEEY N FEA L ERAER BB T
FREAPAZEZODR ot fE A R-TF BELA RS 00 3 T
BRATFER S fhe ¥ 2 £B# * Linear Variable Differential Transformer
(LVDT) > ¥ €8 50mm 2 %735 ; FIR % 3L 4 -KRE R4 * ¥ & /& 700kPa

-k &3+ (pressure transducer) » :RZE#T# * £ 38 § PR & 2 Aok 3.1 47

7T °

3.2.5 MBHE 4 5

ANEEEA 4 F Bimd o 2 & Fpl loadcell (o & )~ LVDT ($h
winAs) 2 A BoRERY (FIURE E AR R E e AT RY AP R R
REO P78 i$ 2 NIUSB-6215 #5584 B) 3.6 > #-37 vb 2 858 5 fici 2U5E

Wy F oo £ fie & Labview £2 593807 TEERs% TR~ Aok b o

32,6 ¥4 g s
TAgA@da e WRAFRES TE S FPTERTF I AN
SRR D LR R S SRS S RER  EE S S A E

bap BT 3 k2

\\ﬁr
g
4
bt
o+
wl
.
s
(=
|k
=
ok
-
D7
FTS

b4 ,I‘/l—"-;}s“ TB;

RA .

T\4

1 ~BR7TM%E %5 (Piezoelectric Ceramics )

AT TR Y LRA G FEELTA REER R BT ER2

]~
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HHBRL IS8 PHEHE EToR) 2 R ARE VIR - WL F

2 F1 3§ e % Bender Element 4t » = phEs#f 1t TTHE Y o AR A F

11]

BE R £ SRER 41ﬂ§§]3.7’#ééfT’.“; FFTTHEER R LAY

1/4 ~ 2 & (X3mm)> %= {82 385K & 4B 3.8 -

2~ 4354 4 8 (Function Generator )

o4

=2

|
A
s
F_&
he
)
[
i
=3
|
[
&t
It
%\ N
¥

At B TR

g

=

AT SRTRER IR BRI MBET S o AR 2 Sk

A4 BED BIE P N F 5 A5 L HP33120A » &0 LRE DS
A, kg s 3k s = Ak s A B Random wave s ¥ d LT H2 T fE

AP EE- R &) PEERESR A T E - LAl
R AL BRSPS 10 HZAISMHZ § 6 0 2 dR g 48 AL B W
2 S fefoly N A R AR LR N 500 0 B

< =ty 5 S0mVpp~10Vpp °
3~ BLFEE kAL

TLLEME - RS Y TR BT B T iedk o
T AT R AT ATERET ) MR ARRET P E T - B
(channel) 2 - B H Gy (P afds#ERd RhE) Fi* 7k

¥ % i RS232 & HPIB /i & #-3 %’i%] B BRI D AEET
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R &M B RJIEF 2 ’?*u%] £ (#H i sgiust— fm s pl2 terminal
board ) 4T A AT 4 A A e 2 TRMA 0 TP A1 R pFiE
FMELTIEE B EF A 0 B BrgAE F 5 25kHz o 3SR i 4 4o ]

3.9 #4555 o

33 $RBEHEML BHEN F

FREEEEME G = MR 2L FR AT
(DA 2 EF -

(2Q)7f M2 K -

Q)2 2§ o

(4);F R824 o o

(5)F 12

(6)F # piE &P o

(7 fi = Bhigsk o

EXEE SR

3.3.1 #2 B f

TREFHZ PR T E L 15% 0 AMBREHREY ekl s A4
5 <5%~15%~30%% 50%2- & ¥ F)o ik A BT FR) e miER A 4o
FeREk T & 5 200 BLE (0.074mm) 7 b o 3R T & L1 200 B E 2%
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A R R E i iR E A ITRR O AR L E 200

gLér 2 &

I

13 S% s gt g BL o %o A FALE B RALATEE)

e ] AL ﬁﬁ2%%ﬂ%¢&+,vigﬁaﬁgwwqa s H

\id;

g
[l

ducga A4 A e

G

7N =

3.3.2 pé“'ﬂ-» 7h ‘

RS2 FME 2 N R % E (wet tamping ) % 52 % 72 (Dry deposition)
M E T2 g R 2 AR awd IR PN > T AR KR
LEIRP o RERD AR @R E K2 B BA 0 BT 10~20kPa
T4 REWMESF) 2 R haciaad IY S HERY YRS T R

b FC<5%fe FC=15%p% (25 M i Y3 @ FC=30%1r FC=50%4%_i¢
ORI AEMEA TS NNIRE EAREIEARELF R RE

KB 8% UGS R HIRIL B MR PRI SAES R 2R AL

Boo#MAPaigp 2 7ol Rp 3 HlE AR ENE L )

R

S E AR TREAR Y R T Y R LR e 0 R0
EAN EARF ER O FERY R BV E L AR s 3 R A
B ER e AT UL f LR A 2L TR
EAR S R4 o

%%ﬂﬁgw&ﬁﬁi’ﬁ»@%ﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwo
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2 BB E By ARG e PR B3 EEZ I I

Mo & R ER A A

(7%

FlrkzghReErm2 €3 0 fI* g% Rivd] o
ERR - AFTHEYEEZREN8% AT A FF L o dck 2L RN
§oR) A Ao RIEE DG o BRIV A B RER I ZEE I TR RS
HF R R BHMA I ETR

3 MY TR RS EY ERA Bz hF 2 P AFFE L 0 T F
EREMPFHERAIFER R FEHAN RBHM AT 297

AdiEim b R REITRNL LB I RAS AR -

333 Az #§

Bophz e A8 B RBY L 10~20kPa > #EMafap = 0 il
Fldr 2§ PR (CO) 2 PR UEFHFHP N5 L 2R 5 Y
SkPa o i » PEM 6 5 30~45 A 41~ S § ARG 0 f AL F
'k (deaired water) > @ 3 F o :FHF > R B DEMP LKL F R E

1)

334 #2 4
PFRIE EFFHI A e B THRERER O EWE AR
KBRE I ATZ2RA Gk RFEF A A2 FORR G S 300kPa o 2 4 koK

R 2 ARJepE R 5 12 | PP 2+ 0 217 B-check # 1% > 10 2| 2 3248 8 F & 5
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efe BE 095 0 P T EEFRG -

335 #FH2Z BB

e BB TTRFRGES  TRBRBPEALY FHL I LR

TR R BERFHE AR IR B R TR o KRG
A2 E o RS RKE DR RN SHEEKRM P > E

kB2 He s B% TERRRA S VREAT - BRLERHH - F
WS R KB AL RN B kMM PG kR R
Th TR SRR E SRR R E AT e BB R RS

/?‘Jﬁé%ﬁi i" 4 /}ixé T & ﬁj—@ ?_@%&_\:‘l Fé.gﬁm—r;}-ik -—ll, g o

3.3.6 T4 g £ip
PRS2 REATS AEER - M IS L g ¥

VR AR A BARIFOF A ¥ - R @A IF L e AT

2 Al BE it % 4 @) 3.10 #1570 i 12 Kawaguchi et al. (2001 ) = j* | %7
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AR BEpER o

3.3.7 # {5 = #hids%k

BEZghiz fhe o P EEZLERGMERDT - A PREEB &1
Wdh o @75 % sk o RS- dhdhe B BRI PRE > Al
Heigie? oo gL el f 2kPazZ p o AFERIRE E P4 2 1] g
BEP~ kSl gy o b e Pl TR BB Z ks F BB 4 =
i BAE X 9 5 0.1Hz -

CRR 2. /&%) ZEEH (moment magnitude ) M,=7.5 > E»xk Him
% =X #i (Number of equivalent’ uniform.stress cycles ) N, = 20 (Liu et al,

2001) > “T¥ 2 F B4 o, /20 5 Bk

~Mr

L= $hiESk CRR 2. -2 N = 20
SERZA AT R R 5% k2 0, /20] o B4 = phiEsk
SR RRIFMIR T R RO > AR A RBRIGEY e B G

Al R AR TRy S A F
344 3 Ry M b4k

-G TR AR REBHRNENFMES > R £ R
et D gﬁggjr\,ﬁ,i_};,a T ol & Rk afﬁmg fgs s Rl R E e
TEigZ Y A i 2 T T3R5 wag Y S8 S R EE LR S Jf‘?:b‘g Hoeg

et al. (2000) 2 #7 % » & i % 23 B Y LEZ T w2
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2 A BEL o FP R AR 2 A FREP TR RS M BEA] L
e
BREEPRER VML EPFEE TS AT~ F RS S
BAFNFAORE o FFrORAUERBE P RAF TR TG € RS
L7 "f AAE RS G RPN L o Laval Sampler 2 = # 2 & 5
HP AR * o N h= F R HRE T A 27 c AT Ry gy
Fplagp & A AR FHR0 ¢ AL (KISO-JIBAN) % F= B 3 2 Gel Push P~k
E;Gel Push iE P Bec L WRERPHRBSE TR Y EET » 3 2
B Mg Rl 2 TR 4 R (3 %%, 2006) 0 2T 4 %] 4% Gel Push

ERPEEE RS -

3.4.1 Gel Push # 2B~ B

Tanaka et al. (1996 ~ 2000) % z& i * 5 f& = ;N30 4L+ ¢ Gl MP & R B
> B %351 * Japanese piston sampler (JPS)#7i¥ 2 ;248 & F & Laval
sampler #f 17 o JPS $ * Osterberg B~k B2 LA > & * ﬁfﬁﬂf}k\i K&K » B
g o @ GelPush BB FHd F)2 @224 L JPS A % o

GelPush B4 f 2 & Im 2 /2 75mm> & R JPS &< 2 P Z5 7 » BFF
PR ER O E N VL B AT H R T e M P R
BFEEFAAY »ELY ¢d FMITR g PRI G~ F B

3.01(a) B HEF A FARAEE B P AEREEET 5 NP AR
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3AL(b) > Mok F BT R AP B2 RIS FE T - e M B HT R
SRR E MRS R B A I BRGNS~ e BEHT R
S s p bR Y k2 B SE  FIEEZ R e = 20 » R A (S
Gt e b 07 MR R I I B AR B 0T R0 R SRR T S5 i

Fom 3l A AmE R A fASE R BPET 30T Lk SRR s T -

3.4.2 Gel Push 7# 2 B~ 25
#* Gel Push BB PR EBpF > AR K2 A 2 FFURR > %2

PAEFD A SLRET I EREER 3.020) 0 AREES L HE

B F AR R RN L ERE T F 0 4 K doB 3.12(0)
RN R R EF Sy s (A T RS FN R
Mo TR A R R R F BB ET G RERG 0 T A AP
MR BT e PP MRERERACNT A F R > B T

o] 3.12() 57 5 B 15 4R B B I gETY Ao ] 3.12(d) 0 L A AL IR B R o

Gel Push P~ 2 b AL E R M2 H A L d @& ~ FHEX
SR E EHRG TAR > ERRE BHEEENERN IR

Fl A S A RIS A R R R e 2y o v Iy

\\ﬁr

® 3.3 &
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3.5.1 #2 B i
d 3P B BTG 7Smmo @ = hiE M E 2% 70mm & 150mm -

Tt PR R B T e B F LR R R

4=
H

F o deB 3130 @@ F B 5 70mm 0 4o B 3.14 A7 2 A 44k [F] A0 &
HAFWE BT 5 T0mme BR =S {68 » F BREMBEER» 2 %
IR RGP EF SRR G E L 70mm F A 140mm 2 {4
SXRY > hoF] 3.15 A o

T i L 3 L ERR 283 > FP A3 %% Dharma &
Sanin (2006) % ¥ - if & A 3 &y FH 20 sampler holder > ¢ + 3 EfR 4
Pk B {8 3R o sample holder 2 3K 34 & & BIEE P 4o » — BB W A
B 3.16 ; #-H A %% » samplerhloder 1o 23 B 4 i /& R 45 - R F

r1 3 » sampler holder > 4] 3.17 » § #48:& » sampler holder & *xf# 2

by

B o 1% R RS SR Ml Rl B R RN o] 318 1

RO AB B R RIOTR G2 e ) TR oA 568 SRR

element & M ET E W hR BT R Z B REF o BB FEEF 2 A2 B

MITEZENZpRET AL » DWFW 3 2E gl o Bz p 2
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353 Az #§

|
l

Bz dh e ER AL B FEBRYL 10~20kPa > #EMadap = 0 o

Y P PN “f% 'k (deaired water) > 1 7 § d :#48F > £ B FIEAH
LES T T S

Wi e s FHBR S - P4 BRI B = MR F SR 33

SN
'%.\\
o
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+ , A= BN %
7 3.1 B = dhiEBR P F SRR A
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R E LA
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A

gl
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AR

A

b Rk
23R B PR

LdD MOIS + NLdOS

-

R Fysnd [0D

A

QTR P

A

LR o

A A A A A A A

w7 # TR e

o oL
i

gho|| i L -

w R AR || R

| e o & | &

Bl 3.1 #F5% i A2 R
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08—

0.6 —

0.4

SSL (FC = 0%)

SSL (FC = 15%)

SSL (FC = 30%)

Chamber specimen  Preparation
FC,% method
O 0 DD
A 15 DD
O 30 MT
< 50 MT

N
A
a
®

10

100

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

Bl 3.2 CPT 25§ »c IR &0 B % (57 Bt B (4 )

&3



Void Ratio , e

(¢4
4

Typical State Point

V=€ -€x

, Ass

SSL

Logiwp'

B 3.3 ks 28 E & (Been and Jefferies, 1985)
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piston pressure

cell pressure

N

0
_

s
7
S - D)
Q o o) 1)
© Q 5 o ST
&= = =3 m.. m = m 8 = m
= S S 9= g = o O 3 - & 8 £BF
S — = g ° £ 8S=5b 7 s .2 £ & s
°o &8 5 ~n55E% =% 2 53 8 H¥g
58 8 Z£Zz3 588 % E ﬂ & bvﬂ
/// : — ~Iin
) 07777 i i
L\ —F o A R
- L I _|_|_” ﬂ\; B i "
N
MR, \L& / :
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Power Code

encoder signal
Compumotor
\ | \ DYNASERV 7
— @] 7
7
| il Z
NI NI fo1 & 7
PCI-7344 UMI-7764 7
Driver i
motor

B3.5 5 2mbrod] s an 2B (FRE s, 2003)
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B 3.6 NI USB-6215 31 535~ +
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3.8 jraapt 4 gk~ 3k 4
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| FREQUENCY | LINE | AUERAGE | INPUT | | FORMAT | TRACE | EXPAND | MARKERS | MATH || TASKS |

48 .395n

Frocessing Data

Alt + Cirl:
HEASURE ETART

B39 % 4 b = i%2xsk 20 B i J AR
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Amplitude, V

0.0004
0.0002 —
0 :le |
| |
| |
| |
- |
| |
| |
-0.0002 — : :
| |
| |
| |
= |
: | At=0.929ms
| |
_00004 I| | I| | | | | | | |
0 0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004 0.005
Time, s
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4?
KB

TR

=k T T

Al i T3 R IR N e
=

A s 4 |

SHMERE - /s

2 g ) 3

N

R R IE IR

\\

(a)

Bl 3.11 Gel Push /& 2 P~ B 2. B (% &% % £ ,2006)
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éf?fﬁ?ﬁf \/
N A
W N _'V/MVVN R
v\\l o BEE B /nuv\
AN

== -
~~
<
N B / \W
N—

/%Zliﬁ///

%] 3.12 Gel Push /% % P~ 42 &
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Bl 313 #jE ¢ B30 g BT B

94



B 3.14 7 &4 F125 % 2]k
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B 3.15 2 FfRE IT
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] 3.16 Sample ioider *
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Bl 3.17 Ffsiﬁ i Sampler holder
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] 3.18 & * sample holder i%zE :#4¥
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Srd PRMFEZ MRS

FRIFEZ0F%ALE P anp KBF) 3 cnfiip it 55 & Tk fIefut
CRR» Fy 4 2 i it 04 o s A2 5% R AZF3E Mok By, £ 5] 0.95 5 4
o bow (T8 RE 4 Z % TGS B MALY o, ~ fh B0
2ok Gl AT E - R A etdod 41 Bl 41 A LR
HoL 4 o, FRHhe ERXEFTHRELH LR B 42 ;
p=(c' 420" )3 dhE 4 Bihe RFEIE B 43 LT 4 A BEER

B o & RE e B Y ST KR .

4.1 F Bt fs = phidR Rk

AT T kP2 F Fwd - bhaidtk 0 H@EBR S S0k 42 7w
FC<5%% FC=15%¢ * ~ FC=30%% FC=50% * ;&% i > Bl 4.4~
B 4.5 #3258 o718 2 Bdp A 0 1 BARKC TS (N=20) % =& 8 fuip i 53
B CRR> £ 7 322 1 »cF/RA 5 5 100kPa &2 200kPa - [ 4.6 2% 2 #)
B 0L = PRk R TR IV p= (0", +20",)3 M B > 2 el 2 #
ZBER I B p=(0,420", )3 % & AR GESKF RN 0 F B = 0 T

2. CRRE % 258 (2-23) %7185 gqunviE = 3 CRR-qun2- M R 5 5 & o

42 % F# CRR -~ qun &K 582 B %
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FI# 3E@ g (2002) “7iF2 7 b fokdd 5 B 2 AR TR AR 4o F) 2.18

¥ 5 11 CRR 5k i& 4~#c (state parameter > y) 2- B 4.7 » FR 3 S 8ich £ 2
BFFRIG Rt g R 83 R OCERLPE S TR Sl

Furi s A CRR ™% » ¥ 4 CRR &0 fi S8l & - SR 2> 25
(4-1)> H4p 8 H R 5 0745« F#- CRR 1% 258 (2-4) 274 B2
* K=0.5 i » B CRR $Hit i S 8cho B 4.8 > B AREH fdo 5 (4-2)

¥ K=1-0.15=¥=0.2
CRR =-0.5009 *y + 0.2298 .....cooiiiiiieiiieceec e (4-1)
% K=0.5-0.15=¥=0.2

CRR = -0.3456 * \f + 0.1586.....comussss- e ereerrrrrreresseseeeeeeeseennnnn (4-2)
30§ F &)t FC=30%8% €PT & JRE$Ek a5 o q % £k itz B8

(FC<5%~ FC=15%) T #1380k (7 57 quy 2K & 382 B 2> &
B AR LT gy R Sl M

1% (2-23) 2] EPFE (2002) 4wz K=1~ K=0.5 2 g,y 2k
fe 52 BTk Aol 4.9 2R 410 0 d B 4.9 3 quy Bk S B2 B TREA
4o CRR £k fi -t ML % chd > AP ML RT 6 0574 H R 72 q i
HTPRM 2 B %7 st 7 B § K=1~K=0.5 FF g v &5 i 582 B A 9|
bR (43) B AR (44);

# K=1-0.12=¥=0.14

101



QiN= -69.6642 F Y + 72.7765 ..o (4-3)
¥ K=0.5-0.12=5¥=0.14
QuIN= -69.6642 F g + 727765 ..o, (4-4)

43 #F# CRR & qunip M 22 32 >

g3 F FR P L= hiE% CRR BEE A K=1 FRT*# » FRIR

B P FRBEFRTH LR PR &N 2-4 ¥ CRR & WU+ B30

BRAV(K)FE2Z B BRI 5 K=0.5 ¥ & Castro (1975)#73 412_ %

Z]

-

%278 1 CRRgeg ¥ CRRyZ B enig i afic: 0.69 o d 2 3¢ (2-23) v .58
g 3L RAEE N7 Pl 7 B RMEREIA T O~ FE4RE qun e CRR “TH
Z_ B vt g Stark and Olson (1995) &% Robertson and Wride (1998) # 4 % ¢
Fl4c-B 4.11 2B 4.12 -

i}u} wEmZ o gl g BN T5%pF (k75T )2 CRRE q, 2
B % BE & "3 7¥ 7 Stark and Olson (1995) #7i&:k FC=15 2 35% % 2 @ > 1
PR FC 2z iegmy PREZZLY i*u Robertson and Wride (1998) z_ = j# %
Hd <o FH M g £ 2 2 CRR &2 g M EYRE &1, 230 2.1
B24 2 FF 5 PR B R 2.25 #7on FC 221, B B % > ¥ 72 % 4- Robertson and

Wride (1998) 22 B 48— RKehe FIp» Mimdl 5 £ & $ 75 8 mfli

N

a+Z
& & ik 7 4 Stark and Olson (1995) ¢ Robertson and Wride (1998) iz

ERA e
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d 3¢ g E w3 2% & 7 e Stark and Olson (1995) # Robertson
and Wride (1998) > F]yt 287 3 d 238 (4-1) & (4-3)~(4-2) & (44) 1

ok Sl wiE K=058 K=l 22k 5 TRILERAR 0 4B 4.13 ¢

4.4 2 FR) AR EREE

FRHT A REERRE R 4147 0 AR ET TS LN

A A g R FR R RET 4 LB RIS > FC<S5%E

Z]

FC=30%t} »<B& 100kPa & 200kPa F& 3 T 4 jif w fF 438 & T (7 4 ff >
Fj FC=15%% 4 A vigaa Jmdw w2 £5 P2 F o

441 $RTF 4 LB HEI B

B FHRETERZT ARG AT LAETHRT (K=1) fFiRT 3 R
B TR EHEEE EFRR K=05 iR T 2 4 L 2Rk
SR T RE R (KB LB AP AN R 5t Eok
TR GFETERT A LE > F R R ET R RS
TAOREZHL A A3 5 - KA RRAFELETTS AF TR LS B
4.15 22§ 4.16 A W] 5 FC=15%% FC=30%T7% 4 A @ it B 27 b 4 i
BT e d BAISEAIOFRAET 4 EET TS L w FRL 3
wETTR S FC=15%p7 Fd2 4 TH K=052 K=1 274 g i@

4 0.915~0.938 » ¥ FC=30%pF K=0.5 22 K=1 T 4 jt & * & ¥ 0.905~0.94

103



P H T ok i@ 5 0.925 ; Stokoe and Santamarina (2000) if 4§ 4 & ¢

A o FRLER S e P A s F e (45) 2 M

KZCSF@F?](%% ............................................................ (4-5)

Cst 2T ¥ I

F(e) : d“* M+ Sndic
o, tH A LB B2 G sk
SREEE £TPLN-4 Ch il A JE

PilAFR B, ok
na=nb=0.125

Flpt =R Cs &2 Fo) g e » 34l B> » b 2 5 22

Kl

=100kPa » 2 1 3R R Sow 225 22l 4 o', =50 kpa (=0.5%¢",) >

-—r\\

K=0.5% K=12 fo+ B 1 tafics 0917 2 2575 o RS % =10 4

I # 0.925 48 F HiT o

i

=~

T AT A sk K=l 5 TGRS RS K=0.5 FmT 23

ok

PR B #0925 273 L o

442 T4 gL ORI 28 4 2 B
~F7 7 2 * Kawaguchietal. (2001) 2. 7 7 2& k4" B 2.9 ¢ C LG s
T4 ADE2 pEREL B 417 294 A ERIZ % T4 L G

HP4 Q@B RABE 30T A2 1d B4177 2 AL T
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4 R PIEEFEREL Bl 3 C Bl P4 AP ERERertE g4 i

T%~12% o

443 $# %% CRR ¥ Vi M 4
$%# CRREV, M > 29V pE5% »ch 4 B4 (100kPa)Hig &

(Robertson et al., 1992) #7i8 » e 3% (4-6)

APy il 2@ 2T CRR-V, E5&E (2004) & 5% vt > 4R
4.18 > M 3 »<F/R 100kPa S FCx5% % FC=15%3c % 2 3 B3 a 2
(2004) - :A8% > & FC=30%£ FC=50%;2% = % % & §%a 2 (2004) 7

PEALR > AT HTEPIZ T4 ke o 5 BB 200kPa pF > 4B 4.19 >
R 1

\rm\-

FILCRR BV, 3P % agtan® (2004) k2% 4+ bt ] B &

l\ |
™~
T
pacs

® #) T ¢ 4837 Andrus and Stokoe (2000)#74 11/ it R Ao F A H S g

0

/.)9:

\m&

F/& 100kPa * FC<5%%? FC=15%p* > 4r[] 4.20 » % 3 CRR &2V, 1k % 2k
B2 X € 7% & Andrus and Stokoe (2000) #7iEik¥ Rz o @ A7 FEEE
3T CRREV,2 4% 4p 4 - R > ¥ % % 4 Andrus and Stokoe (2000) %7

o

ne

dog el BH AP CRREV, Mg Empl 7 £a v
B A B L wis2. CRR B2V, %" # Andrus and Stokoe (2000)

2T RS Bl 421977 c X B Z RS ERHLV, B MR

Z]



2. 2 'R FIP- 2 CRR £V, c0h 28414 € % & Andrus and Stokoe (2000)

kY Mz o AT &7 xR 200kPa PFAal 3 B 2 i

\\%

i 7 e
Andrus and Stokoe (2000)#7i£3% » H# CRREV 2. MG T a P keni B > @
P H CRREV,2 A%~ EPE - Kk o

- H T A A PR g B U2 B B 422 R 423 465
* Kawaguchi et al. (2001 ) *|%7% # R 3|PFRF C 222 A ghiriz > CRR &V,
Z B d T 4 R EERZ 2R 3T REARPEY 10%
A REV, RS E N 125m/s~165m/s> Flpt & F P4 h i@ G (TR 1 B T
HRE S KB 4 L FIE PR 2 2 € 1 Rk~ 2 B2 o Lee and Santamarina
(2005) Z|%7vR— B4 53 phpEenEFE a2 ol ~ B &2 %E

53 M 12287 " benderelement3E 73 3§ 4 L £ T X

=t

B2 ETER] o Fptir e - T4 LGP 2GR > HL R .
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F 4.1 ¥ 35 = dhidsk 5 F i A

: : Ratio of compression
: Axial strain ) )
Specimen No. o amplitude to extension
Yo )
amplitude, P-/Pg

Deviator Stress |[Number of Cycles
(O kPa Nc

Back Pressure 300 | DA< 1% 0.99 82
up, kPa

Preconsolidation stress

— 0
o', kPa 200 DA 1% 0.99 82

Effective Confining Pressure

— 0
o', kPa 200 DA= 2% 0.99 82

Wave Form sinusoidal| DA= 5% 0.99

Wave Frequency 0.11 DA= 10%
f, Hz '

Cyclic Resistance Ratio Number of Cycle when
csd/2cs'0 AU/G'() reach 95%, Nu95
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542 $FRF B2 P e B %

Perparation
method
0416 DD
0417 DD
0418 DD
0408 DD
0426 DD
0430 DD
0402 DD
0403 DD
0406 DD
0407 DD
0427 DD
12-4%* DD
12-5% DD
12-8* DD
12-1%* DD
12-2% DD
12-3%* DD
0423 DD
0425 DD
0425-1 DD

Specimen No.
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142 $RRF RE L BnRsir il S s s ()

Perparation
method
0702 WT
0702-1 WT
0703 WT
0629 WT
0630 WT
0701 WT
10-11* WT
10-22%* WT
10-24* WT
0616 WT
0617 WT
0623 WT
0717 WT
0718 WT
0719 WT
0712 DD
0713 DD
0714 DD
0714-1 DD
0715 DD

Specimen No.
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142 $RRF RE L BnRsir il S s s ()

Perparation
method
0715-1 DD
0502-1 DD
0503-1 DD
0504 DD
0501 DD
0501-1 DD
0502 DD
0508 DD
0508-1 DD
0511 DD
0514 DD
0522 DD
0522-1 DD
0523 DD
0523-1 DD
0517-1 DD
0518 DD
0520 DD
0521 DD
0515 DD

Specimen No.
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142 $RRF RE L BnRsir il S s s ()

Perparation
method

0515-1 DD
0516 DD
0524 WT
0525 WT
0528 WT
0704 WT
0705 WT
0708 WT
0603 WT
0604 WT
0605 WT
0529 WT
0530 WT
0531 WT
0601 WT

Specimen No.

*jRanE (2004) Hedh
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243 ¢ FRIARRAEET A A E LS

No.
060511
060512
060513
060514
060611
060612
060613
060614
060621
060622
060623
060624
060631
060632
060633
060634
060711
060712
060713
060714
060721
060722
060723
060724
070801
070802
070803
070804
051701
051702
051703
051704
052901
052902
052903
052904
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243 ¥R ARRA EET A AL (F)

No.
053001
053002
053003
053004
053101
053102
053103
053104
060101
060102
060103
060104
060301
060302
060303
060304
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Specimen No. FC,% o', kPa CRR Ncpps, €

co

0523 15 200 0.205 19 0.654

100

50

Deviator, kPa
O

Axial Strain, %

Pore Pressure Ratio, 1,

50 100 150 200
Time, sec

S

Bl 4.1 PR SE B4 po % - LA HOKR I B

114

250



G4, kPa

G4, kPa

_100 | | | | | | | |

_100 | | | | | | | | | | |

Specimen No. FC,% o', kPa CRR Ncpa, €.
0523 15 200 0.205 19 0.654

I

i

100

50

\>77
O S ="

-50

100

50 —

-50 —

Bl 42 pEdhips ~ e BREEPHLIES M HF



Amplitude, V

Specimen| o', At Specimen | Bender Element Vs
No. kKN/m®> | ms | height,mm length,mm m/s
0523 200 |0.677| 138.42 6.33 195.11

0.0003

0.0002 —

0.0001

0 I J\/\,\/\N\/\N\/‘/\/\_/\/\/‘A\/‘W\w
| |
| | V
| |
N I
| | At=0.677ms
| |

-OOOOI I| (| | ] | ] | ] | ]

0 0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004 0.005
Time, s

W43 T4k LT
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c/2c,

0.5

0.4

0.2

0.1

Bl 4.4 #

Nc

it = #hir% % % (o' =100kPa)

e, FC, % CRRy_,
& 076 0 0.329
o 08l 0 0.261
A 085 0 0.231
4 072 15 0.290
o 079 15 0.202
v 08 15 0.192
s 063 30 0.230
& 066 30 0.191
T X 076 30 0.167
+ 081 30 0.146
B 063 50 0.159
o 066 50 0.111
\\
+ A
v
1 1 1 L1 Ijll\l-ci;r 1 L1 1 III 1 1 L1 111
10 100 1000



c/2c,

0.5

0.4

0.2

0.1

e, FC, % CRRy_»
o078 0 0.270
O 083 0 0213
% 0.87 0 0.181
¢ 065 15 0.202
4 071 15 0.202
O 078 15 0.195
£ 063 30 0.162
e + 066 30 0.150
X 070 30 0.139
074 30 0.135
b
o
b
%\;
+
1 1 L1 11 II 1 1 1 L1l 11 II 1 1 L1 111
10 100 1000

Bl 4.5 & i = fhir%k &% (o', =200kPa)
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0.8

0.6

0.4

SSL (FC = 0%)

SSL (FC = 15%)

SSL (FC = 30%)

3
®

O
Traxial specimen Chamber specimen PreparationD "
I~ FC, % FC,% method
A <5 A <5 DD
® 15 O 15 DD
* 30 % 30 WT
| 50 O 50 WT
| | | | | | 1 1 | | | | | | | 11
10 100 1000
(o', +20",)/3, kPa
Bl 4.6 s = fhid S B4R TR 0F 2 B TR )
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c,/20',

0.4

c. = 100kPa
FC, % Sample
Preparation
B A <5 DD
A O 15 DD
* 30 WT
03 [] 50 WT
O c. =200kPa
A <5 DD
o 15 DD
n * 30 WT
0.2
B w
CRR =-0.5009 * y + 0.2298
R-squared = 0.745
ol
-0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3

state parameter,

Bl 4.7 & %# CRR & ki 282 M % (K=1)
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c,/20',

0.4

0.1 —

c. = 100kPa
FC, % Sample
Preparation
A <5 DD
O 15 DD
¥* 30 WT
[] 50 WT
o, =200kPa

A <5 DD
A ® I5 DD
O * 30 WT

CRR =-0.3456 * ¢+ 0.1586
R-squared = 0.745

-0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3
state parameter, y

B 48 & % #) CRR &}k it S#cz i 2 (K=0.5)
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100

c. = 100kPa
i FC,% Sample
Preparation
A S5 DD
0= O 15 DD
Q= -69.6642 * y + 72.7765 c. = 200kPa
R-squared = 0.574 o A <S5 DD
® 15 DD
Z
= 80—
70 —
60 . | | | | | o,
02 01 0 0.1 0.2

state parameter, y

B 4.9 K7 2T ERF qunB Rl S8z B (K=1)
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100

80

Jin

60

40

-0.2

o D>

— = -33.7098 * y + 54.2154
R-squared = 0.609

A
®

o= 100kPa
FC, % Sample
Preparation
<5 DD
15 DD
c. = 200kPa
<5 DD
15 DD

state parameter,

0.1 0.2

Bl 410 k757§ F 2 quu itk i 282 M % (K=0.5)




Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

dun

B 4.11 % % %) CRR-qun ¥ Stark and Olson j# 2_+* $&2

124

o,/ = 100kPa
n FC,% K
o 0 0.5
FC>35% 215% <5% ¢ 15 0.5
[ * 30 0.5
O 0 1
n < 15 1
* 30 1
| qF 50 1
n c.'=200kPa
FC,% K
B A 0 05
[ | 15 0.5
v 30 0.5
n A 0 1
* O 15 1
| v 30 1
*
v
| &v
* Stark and Olsen, 1995
i/
1 I 1 I 1
0 100 200 300



Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

dun

Bl 4.12 & % #) CRR-qun £ Robertson and Wride ;2 2_ +* &

125

o, =100kPa
B FC,% K
[=2.6 2.1 1.64 ® 0 0.5
| * 15 0.5
* 30 0.5
O 0 1
i o 15 1
* 30 1
| L 50 1
o, =200kPa
| FC,% K
A 0 0.5
[ | 15 0.5
B v 30 0.5
* A0 1
— O 15 1
* v 30 1
| Y
*
R/ Robértsonand-Wride, 1998
1 I 1 I 1
0 100 200 300



Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

126

o,/ = 100kPa

n FC,% K
o 0 0.5

FC>35% =15% <5% * 15 0.5
* 30 0.5

O 0 1

<& 15 1

* 30 1

qr 50 1
c,' = 200kPa

FC,% K

A 0 0.5

[ | 15 0.5

v 30 0.5

A 0 1

a 15 1

v 30 1

Stark 'and Olsen, 1995
| I | I |
0 100 200 300
dun
B 413 $FrRELFZTRIEENR



270

c. = 100kPa c. = 200kPa
FC, % Sample FC, % Sample
B Preparation Preparation
A <5 DD A <5 DD
240 |- O 15 DD [ 15 DD
* 30 WT * 30 WT
O 50 WT
A
210 —
£ L
>(/J
180 —
150 —
120 | I | I |
0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

€

[

414 $FHT 4 RE LRSS
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180

170 —

160 —

150 —

Vg, m/s

140 —

130 —

& B> o 0O

FC=15%
o', kPa

100
100
200
200

K
0.5
1
0.5
1

120
0.68

Bl 4.15FC=15%7" 4 A B3t 72 I 4 ix 22 B 7%

0.72

0.76

€

128

C

0.8

0.84



220

FC=30%
B c',kPa K
100 0.5
200 100 1
200 0.5
B 200 1
180 —
g i
>m
160 —
140 —
120 | | | | |
0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9

Bl 4.16 FC=30%7' # A &3t &7 I 4 ik 22 B 7%

129



Amplitude, V

0.0008

0.0004

-0.0004

-0.0008

No. 0523-1
| \1 W
| 1
| I
B | [
| I
| 11
| I
— | I
| |1
| I U
i | - O-A At=0.567ms
| I O-C At=0.665ms
| I
| I
I| 1 1 | | | |
0 0.001 0.002 0.003
Time, s

B 4.17 5 4 & 7| PR Y ETE
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

o, = 100kPa
FC, %  Preparation
i method FC, % >35 20 <5
A <5 DD %
S ]
¥ 30 WT
O 50 WT ’ ’ [
0.4 - X%
c.' = 100kPa (¥*Kuo, 2004)
< TS ws i
* 15 WS N
L » 30 WS X 4
x <5 WT °
x 15 WT : A
* 30 WT <«  *
| A <5 DD
02 o I5 DD ,%‘ o
« 30 DD & B
E
&/
i Andrus and Stokoe (2000)
0 | I | I |
0 100 200

*Kuo, 2004 % 384rE , 2004

Bl 4.18 CRR & Vg, M T2 Bl& &2 (2004) 2+ #& (100kPa)

131
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6
o, =200kPa
FC, %  Preparation
method
_ H <5 DD FC, % >35 20 <5
» 15 DD * ’ I I
o 30 WT *
c.' = 100kPa (*Kuo, 2004) ’ ’ I
04— < <5 WS X X%
2 15 WS
> 30 WS I I I
* <5 WT x
_ X 15 WT % €
* 30 WT ot =
A <5 DD .
[ 15 DD <
0.2 « 30 DD
i Andrus and Stokoe (2000)
0 | I | I |
0 100 200 300

*Kuo, 2004 % 384rE , 2004

Bl 4.19 CRR & Vg, M 2R & a2 (2004) 2+ #2 (200kPa)
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

o
~

o
b

o, = 100kPa
FC, %  Preparation
method FC, % >35 20 <5

A <5 DD %
Son Ml

c.' = 100kPa (*Kuo, 2004)
< <5 WS b & 3 ” I
. 15 WS
x < Wr ]
X 15 WT X A
A <5 DD x 4
@ 15 DD

Vg, m/s

B 4.20 & % # CRR £ Vg, i 2B (FC<5% ~ FC=15% )

133
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

o
~

o
b

Ox%O0OD>DHE*» e »

O & e+

o, = 100kPa

FC,% K
<5 0.5
15 0.5
30 0.5
50 0.5
<5 1
15 1
30 1
50 1

o, =200kPa
<5 0.5
15 0.5
30 0.5
<5 1
15 1
30 1

FC, % >35 20 <5

Vg, m/s

B 421 &% %2 CRREV, K i%HE

134
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

o
~

o
b

o, = 100kPa
FC, %  Preparation
method
A <5 DD
® 15 DD
* 30 WT
| 50 WT
c,.' = 200kPa
+ <5 DD
* 15 DD
. 30 WT

FC, % >35 20 <5

1]

Vg, m/s

®] 4.22 Kawaguchi et al. (2001) C 8-CRR 22V, 2z B %
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

o
~

o
b

o, = 100kPa
FC, %  Preparation
method FC, % >35 20 <5
A <5 DD
O 15 DD ’ I I
* 30 WT
O 50 WT ’ ’ [
o, =200kPa

& <5 DD I [ ]
= 15 DD
<& 30 WT

Vg, m/s

®] 4.23 Kawaguchi et al. (2001) A 2.-CRR £V, 2 B %

136
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¥IF R¥ERE

B 5 #) FC>30%P% ith 2 i b CPT 38k © 538 P40k 7 5 0 q 4 157

MBPREFLT2Z qPEIR - AL - A FR R ERTNEFH

WREORFLTRMVEAR L BT e B AT R iRk g 2
Flapjf » FI g ol 2 2 TRy o FRIRTRERTR I ZPERET S

R TR M EEY BT BRI B RKRFE o FIM AT ARE E R

- GREHRPE S el s E ek Bk FRELKEF ST CPT
%o HEIMETRBHRTR NP F LR RAR
iiiﬂﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%°iii$ﬁﬁﬁ

\"V

ﬁ%%hﬁmfﬁ’vL#p$%%¢%4éwﬁﬁﬁﬁéa’%
STIE g B IR BB R - 1 CRR & qun 2 AP M2 o T

Bre xR RFEF Y H SR G ST 3tk 2 (7R

5.1 R Hkid%HF

A Hhm) ik o] % " Huang et al. (2004) & § 35 (2007)

»

7
w2 N AEIRPMHER B wE A AR T2 0 Hp i 3R

Hps 4 ‘B’Jl/l/’\%ﬁ“}i?ﬁ » 185 4 /552“ I ;é:%?&g*%%?{o

R e A PRAE N
BB RN EHIFHRAY c L REBF LG RY

TR RS A AR B o - B R

(9 SRR S F 7 SR
BEOREGE 26mo B A 20 2 8 p2 4 K& A D mEi(SM) 0 2L R

R 2 REF ML BTk

(ML) =3 B (CL-ML)# & 12 2 M@ B Hr) 4 (SC) -

511 RHm A+ LF
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A +#) (YLS) = 44 Laval ;#%8 % R w3l 2 £ (fines content, FC) 4 %] &
18% ~ 43%%7 89% » A A 4ok 5.1 B JTAFF RE F F R0 e
B 5.1 4757 » i 18 200 5L w2 % 4+ 4 fic (plasticity index, PI) 15
W B FIZ. X ARG REHFE R AR (liquid limit, LL) » H e 35k
3 T o s D.,=0.246 mm > ‘w5 T d,,=0.034 mm > e jed 3 SE
Fz g T G 724 0 B HRF) FC=18% ~ 43%%7 89%z_ W & 4 >t 2.71~2.75 »
353 2 #c (coefficient of uniformity) ¥+ 3% 4> & F 2 #ic (coefficient of
curvature) » 3" A3 1 32 32/ #7105 B pfe 24 (well graded) 2 3% - 2
#-F +k#) A # 5 SM-SC & CL o

RHF) 2wtz £ 5% > Bdedper) 2 b F 7 25548E- 2 -
A A IR A T0% 0 iR R kRl e 2R S 5 ZEBAEZ A

2 -2+ HIARE BAF A MG 30% b 27 el g 3R Ak
52
Bl52 5 A e sl il 2 5 3 B e (SEM) /R 7 0 3425k 82 &

FRIABI > % A= & ~ & 325 (‘sub-angular and flaky )

5.1.2 B +:#) Laval 3FH# LR A
AT siE IR CRR & qunz M 05> TPt 4 B * Laval 2L4E %
PR AT ER R RS, c A RF R RN B L RS

drd 532 B 530 B 5428 55455 FC=43%# FC=89%%: it = Hhidsk

G

5.2 B 2iR%H

TR S B A0 RAREED B B o] 5.6 46T o145 G B2 2T 01

138



BorbA oy FHHFEL FRL L B R A BRI EEE T
kA TG E AT 00m~13me AR ZETH R 2

TwHE 2t BT B o

EH PER AR TR E S THAGFNE AT 1.3m49m 2
FoAiRibITHEnTRY  AINE F AT FHS - L& SPTN
B 1-60 B REAIRIHFT LR -

ok k2 R R T HE AT 49m~102m 2 o 1 & G
BA R > A2 TR R BN SPT-N X 1~5 Bl fhirt & -
HAIApRT kB0 A3 22~35% T35 28% 7% t+AR (LL) 9
i 24~42% > % i dn e (PL) ¥ 430 6-21% > fkedpii— 3 3 A 42 < A
B> CL~ML 2 CL-ML - & & T35% & ¥ 53m> > Ol & = & Tk -
BergiT B R RE T 5 2moo

ek B ek ZEAGRE T 102m-229m 2 F > 2 & b

2 F# > SPT-N 5 3~19 Biadri s ERF T2 E - RHEFR P
TO1 & shaf Ay FelF 1 P S EWED L AETLRAL -
Roo WAt £ ISm~lbm P A& S Fe ¢ Ry k@ 2 POB
AA TR AR Fwp dophd WRE TR R -

FIR CRIFRIE D TEAERE AT 229m~303m 2 5 3 &
AR FHL CEFAR LA 23K 0 SPTN B9 5 525 B R
Iefrmt o AR IHEp RY
R LL) 43 27~37% > % P fic (PL) % 43 6~16% > & ¥ b~
A3 A% A A ML 2 CL-ML -

727Kk2 0, 43 20~36%> T35 5 28% >

y‘d,
~

PR B FRRE D TEHELSGNE AT 303m T > 1R ZE S
k2 > SPT-N EX 5 5~13 B B STtk Shbiit & o &% 2
RE kB o, 903 1933% T 195 4 29% % R (LL) 5 4 Y 26~41%:
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Fptdade (PL) 43 6~19% > kypii— 2 A 42 4304 > CL 2
CL-ML -

SR B ARk EFRA Ol T RERE gL F e 4
T 26.5m~36.8m 1T > AR IPEERL  FAERAN BRI TR R

2HE) SPT-N £ 5~13» 2842 ? S RF Bk -

5.2.1 B ser) KIEH B
AT AR JRLRT 3 IH 2 TRz B Tt 3 e HOF Ol #
T 10m % 25m 2 <3 R GelPush F 2P H B TR FB4 Bz E 7
LEAcR 5.7 AP @EE P 2 @y%’%ﬂf 4o 5.8 WA FEE A
FEEARY AR FHEZIRUA AR E A BT HRTETHY
2R PR HBRRFT AR 540

522 BREAAPH
BRI E A 2642775 HURI WS- AR S L SM &

SP-SM » B zF) il 7 & /13 3~01%20F > 3 2R A MM FAcd 5.5
% 5.6 5 B 2R RS

S B 5.9 AR iR T s B A o

R A (R Y Al IR R EE O - R
%ﬁﬁ%%iﬁﬁﬁiﬁ“ﬂ’%ﬁiﬂiﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁ%ﬁi%
oo AFTY MR 1-4 5 1-5-251-9-5~ 1-11-3 ~ 1-11-5~ 1-15-2 £ » w2 2
WEFHIF ZE LA T o FIEIERE S < 3 0.074mm 2. e $E k0 i S &g
MEE2EERP I EAIL LI B8 E4cd 57 FEILE ]
0.074mm 2_ fm3pfs A X-kSEs 227 2 £ 41 H a8 %404 58
AT AR EABEI AL T AL ) RBELEE ST EANREE F)
B 2EE PR EFE LR F R EEIEBERF A FEELTE
oAz - L WA AR A 60% 1 e dmAER2 e A i S kT
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BEE S FEBEEL AT RS 0 EM 1-9-5 1-11-3~ 1-11-5 & 1-15-2 2. ‘wm3f
ik Ad ERE SR Er e B F A S T0%0 ) e
AT RS HMRBBRY Y ARG EFN TR TGS
Sk et s TR A B YT RACALELR o TR 2 ATk A % 54
Biigh2 B0 3 S HRR S BE 0 e A IRE 2 IR o
510 2 B2 32 i 0T F B AcRR B o B HRER AR S & s

A

3}‘

"Y—

5 (sub-angularand flaky ) > s* — S % & RF)F ¥ 977 2 4 B3k o

-~

523 BB PEREE

d %

i
I

¥ MR R R RR S B TR 0 A K FRME R Y 14
1-10~ 111~ 1-15 2 4 33§ 27w @idsk « 202 PO a5
It A 590 d K- 3 3L AERERZLEM Y SM (4 2 ’E'WP'/) ’ “%
1-10 2. 2 3 5 ML > 1-4-5 2 1-15-2 2 3 & 53¢ 5 SP-SM > 1-15-4 & 1-15-5
LK S SPe

MRFHDTGARE TRV R > S AN ¥ 2 BB & tF(double
amplitude) 3| iE 5% AZEE I HOK RV E 095 H @ B % B iod 510 1
oo @ B S 11 (RS (R 20 e B 1 B R ( moment magnitude )
M,=7.5 > & »xF % j= £ =x #i (Number of equivalent uniform stress cycles )
Neg=20 > *T$t 2 F B4 v o,/20', > KT HRBFR T RA -

ET R RS 1Y AR S Y SN Y TR A

L

S
(&3

I
N

A
o

7&_ N

a3 i F LI AR R R ] RRERFR
tAk ) R BRI R A T 4 F 2ARE > TS AERY SRR
RIS gi@*’“”?ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ i F PR TR 2T
% (K,) (Youd et al., 2001 ) £ F 12.70m~13.50m HFuk it 5% B 5 5

g

.\_\‘4_'
S
|k
& T
\
Py
\

i)

0.277 ~ 18.70m~20.50m H F; i 58 & % 5 0.278~0.300 ~ 23.70m~24.50m H

Fur it R N5 0254
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5.2.4 SHEF RN ST

ZHhEERT R B RA{S Y T4 A iE § R~ 2 (Bender element)it {7 3R
4% £ > ¢ Bender element jB| ¥ = #hiFp 48 3 4 L 273 SCPTU #7117
2254 i EAeR 5125 A d B S 12 B £ T 12.8m~13.2m 4 K A7 B

B2 2z pr@l 4 R B RRRS AT NIER ELER
PERERER:  a B U ERZIEFNTEZT A e RGP
o AR E 10% 273 WAREEFEE L BHEXRELY FHE]
Tt ApER SRRy A

5.3 B 1%

KEFREN - (TR EEFR $FF CRRE q M R P&
2R84 4% FC=30 % > 4B 4,11 &8 >4 FC=30%FF CPT 2 3% >4tk
B q X3k RE SR 2 5% Ko B KTy A 27— k7 CPT
UMK BRI AGRR 0 0 RS R RS I i CPT (7 ~# R 5 #
# Imm) > & CPT @B LGP -RITFRT A 7 2Rk 3wl 7 £

BRI B TR e

5.3.1 CPT #&%

Bl 5.13 2§ 5.14 » %] 5 B +h& 3 223 5% 350 CPT 3 » #&%eshod B
S132RSI4EREIEE T 22 e A2 0 22 H RTFL FOFRIVHK
B ARG 2 L e A E A q T NIRRT AR R A SR
PSP FRREIERRE FPL AL 2 o

—daqgt CPT % 5 7 » Semedk— = > A7 F313 KRR 4T
fs £

Tr QBT TR NIRE CPT R%F > A ST » lom jedhr— =
Aot S MR R R S BT 0 RT g L R
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B kR MR IR R E TR R SR E
R NS S RTER SN S S F
PR TR

2B HRHRE 3m~Tm Ao B ced-nk 18m~22m & & F R
HAcR 5050 FIMIME TR R QB AR5 E o BIVHORR

’TN

TSR q B PR E AT 0 AR PR RS e R S 30%PF q i
AREFICHRBRVIBRHR D SBEFARPE - AT 23R RKAY
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PCHoRERPAERE qE AP AR -

5.3.2 CPT 3“ M R B} 30388k

A Y CPT 3 M KRB Ak - FR Im 87 - F % 0 235 e
RE IR URRE > BEIHAR TR (PRIFRERS ) LT
CPT 7 »3#%k ; "M RBVIGERPFERF I AR -KPE 2R 59748 &
AARE B 2803 Frhk 973 it oRR VIR %RFER N5 6 2483 30 ~ 48 -
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FlE% o R 511~ %2 512 255 B RE B 22 FRICH KRR T 50%0pF
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FREORS2LFFH BHEEF DR EE
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BAE RS EXRPHIET G AR R TR A e
SEERT  BERE A 4 B ERIVHRRE B ] K
Bojdce FIP R R F I Bl 7 28 CPT k22 Xy P A2 M

o
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5.3.3 M i CPT &%

B CPT % > 7 »# & 5 20mm/sec » 2% 7 5 1 3% CPT #s% A&
- EORFERT R o Fptp r i Rt i Immysec 0 @ CPT i#% ¥ »
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Beds P B HATERICH KR Y B8 -RRIEEY EITFR 17~19m et & fo
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2. CPT#&&Ewm p »EREMR CPT&m e -RGFL rqEaP B

R oo
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% 5.1 B +#) Laval 3#f8z 12 £ (F #iE, 2007)

Origin

Borehole

Depth, m

3.32-3.80

5.90-6.41

29.11%
34.14%*

Eropkik 3 EE 2R
rfe g = dhiRSk sd K

7k E

ES S HE S N

I
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10.98-11.40




50 RHkema S0 5 7 A0 (5, 2007)

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

Mineral

Coarse, % Fine, % Coarse, % Fine, % Coarse, % Fine, %
2 2 2

Quartz

Muscovite

Clinochlore

Feldspar
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Specimen No.

% 53 R tkmids

~my

Vs
Neq:209CRRM7.5 (m/S) Vsl

hZ phiEsk e % (Beop § i, 2007)

water
content, %

absorption ,
c.c.

Laval Frozen, FC=18%

LS03-FR-60

159.27

LS03-FR-50

161.85

LS03-FR-40

0.286 15927 160.66

LS03-FR-30

162.24

34.45

34.14

N.A.

33.84

18.30

Laval Non-Frozen, FC=43%

LSOI-NF-58

153.68

LSOI-NF-54

154.18

LSOI-NF-50

0.258 155.65

LSOI1-NF-40

33.76

35.23

34.22

33.94

Laval Non-Fro

LS03-NF-48

LS03-NF-45

N.A.

LS03-NF-40

0.248

34.08

LS03-NF-35

35.95
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%54 3apBHEER
Sampling
Sampling length(CM) Actual depth (M)
GP75S 55 10.00-10.55
GP75S 77 10.70-11.47
GP75S 52 11.70-12.22
GP75S 86 12.70-13.56 P SEEMOHY 3RBHRIEP AT R
GP75S 76 13.70-14.46
T 44 14.70-15.14
GP75S 84 15.70-16.54 PR 2EGFHEE LD AT
T 56 16.70-17.26
GP75S 83 17.70-18.53
GP75S 87 18.70-19.57 RSB LD AT
GP75S 89 19:70-20:59
GP75S 89 20.70-21:59 o A S S
GP75S 88 21.70-22.58 PR 2Bk LD AR
GP75S 89 22.70-23.59
GP75S 88 23.70-24.58
100D 45 24.70-25.15
100D 81 25.70-26.51

149



Depth Soil
(m) classification

10.00~10.50 SP-SM
12.70~13.50 SM
15.70~16.50 SP-SM
17.70~18.50 SM
18.70-19.50 ML
19.70~20.50 SM
21.70~22.50
23.70~24.50 SM
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Tuber
number

Depth
(m)

Soil classification

Silt

Clay

0.005-
0.075mm
(%)

less than
0.075mm
(%)

10.00~10.50

4.87

12.70~13.50

7.59

15.70~16.50

8.11

17.70~18.50

19.18

1.13

18.70~19.50

54.8

5.7

19.70~20.50

19.29

0.53

21.70~22.50

6.68

TR Rl

23.70~24.50
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257 BRpiiR e d A5 R

Ty EER A%
}' :‘FE. = ﬁg }' f; E'BH }' :‘FE.
278 | 0.69 0.00
0.61 | 0.00 0.00

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

% 58 Fammiple s ds s s 2

HPEE R A%
k7 |[HRE| 2 FE
29.62 | 2236 [32.25
37.09 | 26.19 [25.15
64.98 | 25.17 | 5.74
65.72 | 24.13 | 5.23
60.64 | 2529 | 8.40
47.62 | 24.64 [18.23
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3

% 59 ¥
Specimen Sampling
No. Depth, m
1-4-2*
1-4-4* 12.70~13.50
1-4-5
1-10-3*
1-10-4* 18.70~19.50
1-10-5*
1-11-1
1-11-2 19.70~20.50
1-11-3
1-15-2
1-15-4 23.70~24.50
1-15-5

*p RS R o8 5 Bk

>3

ER R e e

¢
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Specimen
No.

Sampling
Depth, m

1-42%

1-4-4%

1-4-5

12.70~13.50

1-10-3*

1-10-4*

1-10-5*

18.70~19.50

1-11-1

1-11-2

1-11-3

19.70~20.50

1-15-2

1-15-4

1-15-5

*p ke 3 OTIE T B

23.70~24.50
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% 501 B HRHEH 2R R tso

*Laval ;848 #1718 2. FC

H e FC o SPIMER, B~ 16 2248 #1 19
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% 5.12 B EHFH L IFRE t5

FC ¢ Gel Push P~k & 48 &7 1%
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Percent finer, %

100 =

‘\ Borehole No. (depth) FC
90 |- \ ® [S-1-1(3.32-3.80 m) 43%
\ A L1S-3-2(5.90 - 6.41 m) 89%
80 - \ e 1S-3-3(1098-11.40m)  18%
\ - —=-MLS
\
70 | \
\
\
60 \
\
50 ‘\
\
\
40 + \
\
30 |
\
\
\
20
10 | N
OIIIIII | | IIIIIIII\\I‘~~I [ |
1.0000 0.1000 0.0100 0.0010 0.0001

Sieve opening size, mm

B 5.1 B +kp LSiEtz ks o # 0 s (§ i, 2007)
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2pKyY X158

"166un

e 32+ 150°% (s >0.074mm)
- . .-""-.: -' F:d_\

il ol s

AERT 4 3500 2 (s <0.074mm)
B 52 B+a T+ B (SEM) % (5 #ig,2007)

158



0.40

Sample FC,% e
B ® LS 18% 0.92-0.93
A LS 43% 0.92-0.96
§ m LS 89% 0.94-0.99
© 030k °
S
=
%
3
= - o
Az
w0
O
%
2 0.20 — ®
S,
@)
B @
010 | IIIIIII| | IIIIIII| | 1 1 L 111l
1 10 100 1000

Number of Cycles, N¢

B 5.3 A Hm2hagdid b i = dhidBk o % (2:cp 5 Mg, 2007)
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e -
-

B 5.4 B +k Laval :#%% FC =43%
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B 5.5 B +k Laval :#%8 FC=289% (& #1¢,2007)
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5601 2xbihs =5 m AW (FFp B EPiE0e)

1]

I

wil!

E BEAD

¥

0] &35 LU002eA 4% & X & I
A A #
4 @
Nk FuAdir §

Bl 5.7 B =% 57 3 B
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B S8 Pfrgt R LTRY
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Percent passing, %

4 10# 40" 200"
100 L
\\
80
| No. e, FC, % D, mm
\ + 1-4-5 0.847  7.56 0.288
O 1-11-1 0.848 18.6 0.123
60 x] 1-11-2  0.847 2031 0115 —
[ | 1-11-3 0.858 25.54 0.107
L A 1-15-2 0.675 6.04 0.479
> 1-15-4 0.766  4.26 0.299
| 1-15-5 0.762  4.28 0.305
40 \ —
20 \‘\
0 11 1 1 1 1 1 111 1 1 1 1 1 L L Iii L E_
10 1 0.1 0.01 0.001
Diameter, mm
COARSE
GRAVEL SAND | MEDIUM SAND | FINE SAND SILT CLAY
SIEVE ANALYSIS HYDROMETER ANALYSIS
B 5.9 B EpH L= Phdsi il F b S
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5.0kV 12.5mm x100 SE(U)

5.0kV 13.4mm x4.00k SE(U)
w3+ 4000 B (GRfE <0.074mm)
B 5.10 % 22,7 + Eik (SEM) B
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/20,

0.5

i No. oc(kPa) FC% e, CRRy s
0.45 - o 14 1275 2072 0846 0277
i <4 1-10 176.5  60.50 0.884  0.300
L1 176.0  21.48 0851 0.278
0.4 = O 1-15 2200 489 0734 0254
035
| <
03—
025
02— o o
0.15 —
01 | | IIIIII| | | IIIIII| | | IIIIII| | | Ll il
0.1 1 10 100 1000
NC
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100 150 200 250 300 350
11 T | T | T | T | T

B ‘ —— SCPTU
12 O Bender Element

13 S

14— O

15—

16 —

17 —

Depth, m
)
|

19 -

20 — Q

21

22

23 -

24 -

25

Bl 5.12 33 SCPTU &8 jix = fhid 4T 4 g 1t i
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Depth, m

12

15

5

J, MPa
10 15 20 -250

0

U,, kPa
250

500

750

FC, %

0 50 100 O
|

- a
— oV O
- \V/ q
— ol
= \V/ (0}
—v
- [V O
— v o)
= Vollln

™ .?' _'L-EE: :‘1" L
Pt e -l {
o

s EE 2

B 5.13 B th#ht CPT % 2 %
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Depth, m

FC, %

g, MPa
0 5 10 -250

U,, kPa
0 250 500 750

B 5.14 % z23-n CPT g5 % %
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200

MLS
—e— FC=30%
—o— FC=50%

600
| —q i
O FC
plov 11 800
50 1000 50 100
FC, % FC, %

B 5.15 ¥ EH%E %

MR TR QR
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3.5m

4.5m

| 4 |
S S
v

_
S =]
[\

-
Nt

ey ‘InssaId a10d

[ o 1|
(=) S (e} S (@]
<t (@)l Q 4

ey ‘9Inssald 210g

5.5m

6.5m

7.5m

[ 4 |
(e} S (e}
on (@\| —

|
o o
-

ey ‘9InssaId a10d

| _ | _ | _ | _ |
S O O O O O

ey ‘aInssaid a10g

_
S =]
<

_
S
[oo]

=
¥

120

ey ‘QInssald 10

1000

100

10

, SEC

LB KR H RS

Time

% (3.5m~7.5m)

=3
=

B 5.16 B +k&%4u: CPT 3
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Pore Pressure, kPa

Pore Pressure, kPa

Pore Pressure, kPa Pore Pressure, kPa

Pore Pressure, kPa

280
240
200
160
120

80

40

8.5m

400
300
200

9.5m
100

10.5m

120

11.5m

300
200

100 12.5m

_100 | IIIIIIII | IIIIIIII | IIIIIIII L1 1 11111

1 10 100 1000 10000
Time, sec

B 5.17 B k& 4a CPT 3 M-k B 4% 2% (8.5m~12.5m)
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9.5m

11.9m

<
0

eJY ‘9Imssaid 210d

_
\O
o~

_
e
[o2]

[\
o~

_
v O
N

g}
[o2]

QInssalg 2104

14m

14.2m

15m

140

[ |
S e
=] %]

—

_
S
N
—

BJY ‘9Imssaid 210d

60

o

S

—
ey ‘Inssaid 2104

140

B3 ‘9Mmssald 210J

1000

100

10

Time, sec

£ % (9.5m~15m)

KR R

Bl 5.18 ® z23-u- CPT 3* 4.
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16m

17m

|
S S
on

-

2
110

|
S
F
—

150

eJY ‘9Imssaid 210d

S O
O <
— = =
edy OHDmmO.Hm al0d

18.5m

19.5m

20.5m

200

Ll
o
NS
-

edy ¢

[

oS O O O
2004
1

2Inssa1d 2104

| 4 |
S =
N [*%]

—

_

Nt o
et <
—

200

B3 “9mssaid 210d

| 4 |
S =
N [*%]

—

_
=]
\O
—

200

ey “9Imnssaid a1od

1000

100

10

Time, sec

% (16m~20.5m)

=3
=

r

Ea

B
A &

W

 5.19 & s34 CPT 3 K kB
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21.5m
22.5m
23.5m
24.5m
25.5m

1000

% (21.5m~25.5m)

=3
=

100

E

1
175

Time, sec

10

_ _
< (e

_ | _ | _ | _ | _ | | _ | _ | _ | _ | _ _ _ _
(e} oS O O O S O O O O (e} (e} (e} (e}
O S O A 0 S n O n S (e} S [e)

(@\ (@\] — —

-100

= = o o 0 0 0
S < F =S S S S
AN — = [@\| — @\ — A Q S = S
1
ey ‘@Imnssaid a10d ed>] ‘2anssaid a104 ey ‘aImssaid d10d B ‘QInssald 910d B[ ‘OINSSA1J 210g

B 5.20 3 z&3-n CPT 3“4 -k B /}J%/{



ts,, min

A
A
] A H KHS
O YLS
B A MLS
B A\
O
O
| H g s
o A o .
A
ﬁl £ % = | | E | | A9
’ 20 40 60 80 100
FC, %
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Depth, m

12

15

Soil
profile

ML, CL
& SC

SM, SC,
ML & CL

FC, % q, MPa u,, kPa
50 100 0 5 10 15 20 -250 O 250 500 750 1000
| I | I=_4’_I I | | | I | I | I |
Cone area =10 cm?
a v Penetration rate
26 mm/sec
oV ] —0=— 1
20
v d Cone area =15 cm?
-—- 20
)
v )]
\V4 a
v O
V4 @)
—l— — — — _ -
NO O L a= o

Bl 5.22 B k3Fu i CPT #2228 CPT Bsk it %
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Depth, m

10

15

20
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