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Cyclic Behavior Analysis of a Silty Sand
in Central Western Taiwan

Student : Yao-Tao Huang Advisor : An-Bin Huang

Institute of Civil Engineering
National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Central Western Taiwan is covered by a thick deposit of alluvial silty fine
sand. The Chi Chi earthquake of 1999 triggered extensive soil liquefaction in
this area. = 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. The back analysis of liquefaction potential using
the simplified procedure for the silty sand:in this region often results in
different conclusions because ‘of the fines content adjustment and in situ test
method used for the analysis.. ‘Thererhas been no consensus as to how the
fines affect the undrained shear strength of silty sands. The knowledge on
how fines affect the in situ test results is even more limited. The need and
accuracy of FC adjustment in the simplified procedure have not been
rigorously verified. Mai Liao sand and Yuan Lin sand can both be
considered as typical sand in Central Western Taiwan. The author compiled
results from a series of cone penetration tests (CPT) in a calibration chamber
and monotonic/cyclic triaxial tests on Mai Liao sand (MLS) and made
systematic analyses. For MLS the shear wave velocity (V) and cyclic
resistance ratio (CRR) decrease with FC. FC does not have a significant
effect on the Vi-CRR correlation. Under the framework of simplified
procedure there does not appear to be a need for FC adjustment. For FC of 0
and 15%, CPT can be viewed as drained test, and there was no obvious
difference in the correlation between cone tip resistance (g.) and CRR as
FC changed from 0 to 15%. As FC reached 30%, CPT becomes partially

il



drained, and the effect on ¢.-CRR correlation becomes significant. This
finding shows that it is the drainage conditions not FC itself that affect the
q.-CRR correlation. The above conclusion was made entirely from tests on
remolded specimens. Research has indicated that due to discrepancies in
soil fabrics, there can be significant differences in the behavior between
natural and remolded soil specimens. The author used a modified Laval
sampler to retrieve undisturbed silty sand samples under ambient temperature
and preserved samples by freezing above ground. Techniques of cutting
frozen Laval samples and thawing soil specimens in triaxial were developed.
The cost of taking Laval sample and freezing above ground is much lower
than ground freezing and coring. With this new procedure, the author took a
series of Laval samples, performed CPT and field shear wave velocity
measurements at a test site in Yuan Lin. Monotonic/cyclic triaxial tests with
shear wave velocity measurements, using bender elements were conducted on
specimens trimmed from the .Lavalisamples.. The quality of the Laval
samples was verified first. The Vs and CRR values from Laval samples were
significantly higher than those-of remolded specimens with the same density
and stress states. Similar to MLS, the Vyand CRR decrease with FC for
Yuan Lin sand (YLS). FC had no effect on the V;-CRR correlation for both
natural and remolded YLS. However, the FC had to be much higher what
was learned from MLS for CPT in natural YLS to be partially drained. For
CPT in natural alluvial soil, the drainage conditions are strongly influenced by
the possible existence of thin layers of clean sand. The effects of drainage
during CPT due to these thin permeable layers may not have a direct
relationship with the fines content of the silty sand mass. In order to account
for the drainage effects, the CPT pore pressure dissipation test may be used as

a basis for the g.-CRR correlation adjustments.

Keywords : sand, fines content, cyclic resistance ratio, Laval sample,

liquefaction potential, cone penetration test, shear wave velocity
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to:r B4 kAR
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ViR
Ve 3 4 ik (shear-wave velocity )

Vit 53 2RI B B2 T4 s

WS @ -k#? #t*s ;2 (water sedimentation)
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, BT Eg k4 (0,=(0, +20,)/3)
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g, " TRRAAET KRR

VARRTER RNk
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ST TMIT R K AR BR RYEE A R Lt 0 W RS

|~

HWP - FEIERCFLLTEEEEAF AN o P F NI R
PR PLVHEIE S - B REFEIRRCFELTGRE S IR
Wk enis % 1245 5 2 (Simplified Method) 425 wz®is > @ § & % 2
VIFCER R TR R AR > AR R Rkl (A 200 BLE 2 4R

217 24

12

=
o

[
)

~

o

S
N

72 ¥ (Fines Content, FC =imfl € € (b7 4 & F 2

FAE) 5 H 2 fR h R R EHE AT R

322 RR BN TERRANE mf s £ D h 21 & L1

P RHREEFE G ER AP E 4 A e R SR

B3R 4 g fldeie P R Iy BB S O IR BT %
(Standard Penetration Test, SPT) ~ Fl48 3 » :#% (Cone Penteration Test,
CPT) 12 % % 4 ;& (Shear Wave Velocity, V,) ] > B w 4p Rk 2 F2 3 17
FLR 3 o d 37 heflp) 2 ER B RS BN AR B G 2
RALTER R o - PR 75’3 WEHCEMEFE L EWM A% (element
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[ A e 0003 e £ 2 T BT R Adp e chif 2 T AR 7R
MEF A RS T i F RHE L AR RT A R

PR g R L A G P RESNTH o

Y

B2 <8 (NCTU) 25 BIFf i3 L fice B 2% 59 o 2%

ol 2 KRB S RBRER > E P FRERE FRIET 2 2

AT FEE - k2 HARP AR LN B EHS - FEE
TRyt 1 Aed2 7 f3 > PR AL BRGNS 2

W/ AN 2 > TE i - I YR R TRE o
3 NCTU 7 3 B2t BE G § i sz & % > (547 %

A 2 Ry 2L B PR B NGRS SRR 1T - kP B R 0 R

—

SR L Ly

g

EATH e L FER A HHSRRE L TR

AR RRETR o hr A E AL F-F THE, > A BRP

g
B

AR RS T % 0 & g

‘1)1‘&

Ay AT Bk 2 TR R A
FiZZE PR LME A ST TR 2 0 CPT 2 P B2 8% dF D
B AS2Rmey e R ER S F THEL P E o Rp
AT 2 Pehdr i 25 2 F 2% TR R Y Ry
otk A BRI RGP BBl LR R RR G LR D
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AEFAEP B AR aER R G o 2308 ¢ FEokk Laval 8~ Ak
Laval 3248 % & 67 o 4172 S end BB i 8 =0 4 238 5% 97 odp
BiRshk # P A RAMe BH/FR-_BHERE T4 LR B RKE
ATOREEET R TR K BEFRP LB R RMRE% S E R A
B %I MR85 H%G, P23 EFHINFRTE 2
CRR-q,-V,Berfp T B 5> M2 B HE P RBERE BRPFT &%
FEP LB KRS R A E R E BiE R HF) CRR-q. -V, B enjp 3
BAEM 00 Boid $ R PR SRR TR A A T T A AT A R e 3
o 823 TRAHEERI e FE AR IAIRIP R R 2 %% R
Pl z £ 587 a0l BRIy e Fedriis
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12 2 i v i 3

Boan AR b BCWAR® UG IR I i 22 2 2 5 Seed and Idriss
(1971) #73¢ B e % ;= (Simplified Procedure) o ¢t — = /243951 1t 2
B A arid BRI G I RL 2B RT RS (FRa) o 1% e

RS E AR I EZ i R (ELe

—
T\
(R
g
g
N
|~
H
=
\\\?{r

Rz inkd Riug it % > e 22 fuRpit RS ¥ S IR
P REREREIEE ARRRER RFR AEERERE Y 5
Tt R* o TG 2 AR IR A o
12,1 f B i23mi 2 Bop it i
1395 Seed and Idriss (1971)pi#= 3 Baon-» % fi % 2 chZEHT - 2 R
(4oB 1-D¥ 2 krAd 4 2 PRI TR 4 Lk o pt P R4 &
Rpgreds B3 R4S 2y EHSF BE? v (Cyclic Stress Ratio,
CSR) - Seed and Idriss (1971) ¥+ CSR &2 4+ Zper g 4 2 5 £ &% 4cif B

24 .
maxﬁ""]j'—f Z Fﬁg ll?“ M

T a (o)
Qm=%ﬂ=0ﬁH%X?Wd (1-1)
7,=1.0-0.00765z ¥ z=9.15 2 ¢ (1-2a)
7,=1.174-0.0267z ¥ 9.15=z=23 2 ¢ (1-2b)
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pedd Rt

O-VO *

‘m

Ve o B ATR Gk
z LFR M RPE
BE R RE ERE S 0 b4cRE S ~ 2% (Standard Penetration

Test, SPT) ~ Fl46 7 » 3% (Cone Penetration Test, CPT) 1 % T 4 ¢

-\3‘§T

(Shear-Wave Velocity, V,) & 3 2 e S I3F 2 |p P RFBBAT{F 2.

) —

MRS R R AP SPT X CPT pw  § + £y

N~

T TR > AR B Y L R T L RS R
3

Poit g s w e @ R Rl A 2 L AR R

T G ARE Y G d SRR R PR oA A 3 (o B R R

\\\

R 2R B R AR AR R AR N A AR LT
WL 0 bldv b SU4ER » 3% (Becker Penetration Test, BPT) o 14 }
w B R RSk k2 A B RSB e R -] TP AR Y A R IF I 2
FRr2 2 ic 75 o T SRR KR 1 R TR 2 2 BPT &Rl

Fher2 R > T RS SPT ~ CPT 12 V% = A3 B2 irm iR

B T A0
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Bl 1-1 = BRI KT RS 2FPFY M (Seed and Idriss, 1971)



F 1-1 L fAIRP R 5T R (b [Rfu2 ik Bl i
(Youd et al., 2001)
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1.SPT j it Jedi 2= 1

SPT =k © ﬁiﬁrﬁﬁ#’# e mlgé; 7 FLoo BrrLp HM}U% Z_EriE

23R IR TG o Seed et al. (1983) #% ) SPT 85k #7 & B end= ¥ = i

N, B F Gt R B o hi o @R o, 1 AR
(p=98kPa) z_}v# X # N, » 45\ 1-3 #757 o
0.5
N1=CN><Nm=(p—?j XN, (1-3)
O-VO

G oRR A RA R

T
Bt p o FF (free-fall) #%i £ 60%:h

‘v

Seed et al. (1985) # 13+ # =X #& N, &

FTHEBN,, 0 R 2 FUR PR N, 2R AT

_(ER)
Ny,=C.xN,_ XN -
A9 ER:SPT #4er i £ 9 hd T T2 &

C.,:nE®igr aik

T xRt BRA A G E 2 ¢h o Skempton (1986) 2 &

N, B+ & 4RIt B T2 g £ Wiz v > g0 G#cEAcR 12
7] o St SPT iRk BN, 0 A A BT B 5N
(N1)60 = NmCNCECBCR (I-5)
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1’
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e
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2,k

C, t4F B0 B
C,: 4l £ RS2 ik



% 1-2 SPT % N @i ¥k (3 p Skempton , 1986)

v B4t

Donut hammer

T pak

Safety hammer

i 837 A2 B
Automatic-trip
Donut-type
hammer

65-115 mm

150 mm

200 mm

<3m

3-4m

4-6 m

6-10 m

10-30 m




Seed etal. (1985) L2 % ~p 22 7P I &

pocl

H TR RAL S AR

BRRG EH LA R R LR D

&

ISR e
( corrected standard penetration resistance ) (N,),, * & ¥ 12 Seed and Idriss
(1971) #rF M2 3% (1-1) 5 F BR+ v CSR @ &= B 1-2 45% 1 i
BRI o
W2 g SARET MR (N, 0 - A T mEER 7 AT
folimfl 2 2end K o @ [ 52 EHET SPT R it a7k 2 L UL ER
S B AR R R ZE DI EH (N), W2 > Youd and
Idriss (1997) # 1 enig & 3N 4o o
(N goes =+ BN ) (1-6)

» 22 1y 55 LY
BN NFS S I E I o

a=0 % FC<5% (1-7a)
a = exp[1.76- (190 / FC*)] % 5%<FC<35% (1-7b)
a=5.0 % FC=35% (1-7¢)
@l B2 i SR
8=1.0 % FC<5% (1-8a)
£8=[0.99+ (FC'’/1000)] % 5%<FC<35% (1-8b)
B=12 % FC=35% (1-8¢)

52

¥ §cEF) & E 4% =2 # (equivalent clean-sand value )



(N g.es ZHp (19308 2 v BREM,=T75 2 F Ryl

a+cx+ex’ +gx’
1+bx+dx* + f' + hx'

CRR7.5 - ( 1 _9)

+34¢ a=0.048 » b=-0.1248 > ¢=-0.004721 > d=0.009578 > ¢=0.0006136 >
=-0.0003285 > g=-0.00001673 > h=0.000003714 - =~ ;' ¢ X 2 iz ZF & B
BNy, > B PPV E 300 dodg B 30 BITRE F g R T o
B {8 11 Seed and Idriss (1971) #71#% dena 8 (1-1)+ & 3 BT A 4 0

E B4 vt (CSR) » 4t 7 ik 2 N (1-10)25 8 2 K e % > fadic
(1-10)5% ¥ MSF 3 ¥ 2 $i2==® %5 (Magnitude Scaling Factor) - d 3t
(1-11) %k i-% o 2 FS<l » Bldemd e A Lir i 5 £ FS>1> Rl &7 2 4
FEFH AL R -

CRR

FS = x MSF (1-10)

MSF =10>** / M > (1-11)
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CSR 5

0.6

0.5

0.4

0
O
Percent fines =35 15 <5
| '
) | |
| |
| | [
| | ! A
| | 4
) A / !
/
Iy
; '
/ /
- ’ oy /

d) Fines content < 5%
Modified Chinese code proposal (clay content=5%)

Marginal No
Liquefaction Liquefaction Liquefaction

Pan-American data [ ] o
Japanese data [ ] <& O
Chinese data A A
| | | | | | | | |
10 20 30 40
(N 1 ) 60

B 1-2 (N,)), ¥ CSR M (28 (Seedetal., 1985)
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2.CPT & iv s 3% fp
CPT (Cone Penetration Test) & #* ;% it Beq 3= pF > "f R
JHEFE I v SPTH BT § enifgh o gt iRELe 320
® CPT:FBkAAF ' SPTHE % A 2 i 53 -
O EZiEARE G HRE o
® EXRETELGHG DAL
® FHREIET Mkl FEA
® Nl SRR
Robertson and Campanella,(1985) @&z Seed et al. (1984) *7 ¥ 3k~
< § SPT ik m > 2 A s | Dya A3 5 CPT 2 444 [ fnid g,

Pt g B R RS i B (S (p,=98kPar 1 % F B)E dig, AT
=g, (Ley (1-12)
(o2

PR B2 3 RV > ¥ 0 Seed and Idriss
(1971) *t# H0A-D)2F B4 v SN gEm a2 TRt
B & 4% - Seed and De Alba (1986) ~ % x5 Seed et al. (1985) #73#& ) chiz
7y SPT (N,),, ¥ 38 (1-1) CSR i * fofb & &0 e #8142 AT~ /] D,

AR R(N), s CPT 248 [edniig m @33 2ch B4 B0

EEF g,y et 113 X EUFTTER R BN TR ZEE S M
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0.5
q.v :( 1. j(&j (1-13)
paZ GvO

H¥ pp=0098Mpa > 1 ~ F & o

Shibata and Teparaska (1988) 12 125 B3 e it 2 2% i X 6] > R A
B RARE P EH CSRE A 2 IR ] Dy < 30 0.25mm A §2
ARy o3 0.25mm 5 ey oo gk RER <) o R N igER 2
PR Y SV IR A L E=5

Stark and Olson (1995) 4%+ 180 BB L 2 2L i T 6> I &
Bl CPT * 2 10 2 i&38(1-1)3 % CSR &> § &0 RoiL TR @ AR
§eEF) (FC<5% ) 3 45 B S o e I T I SE8 < | D, A & = 4 >
BES 7 e 2R gk AAeR) 1-3 e o
® ;2% (cleansand) 0.25<Dy(@mm) <2.0 > FC=5% ;
® -1 FE) (siltysand) 0.1<D;, =0.25 5 5% <FC<35% ;
® i WRIRFH A (silty sand to sandy silt) D,, <0.1 » FC=35% -

Robertson and Wride (1998) & * CPT #skp % 2 & % * 7 » [Ein
(normalized CPT penetration resistance, Q) ' % & ¥ i BE#=t (normalized
friction ratio, F) B 41 7 i ) 2 B 2 2375 A g dc ], (soil
behavior type index) » &5 [, E e 35 2 EIERMELF B T F]F K 0 d
S-14)#-7 Al R 2 K 24w R dug,,, B S F0E R 2 AL W R R

( q.iv )cs °



Seismic Shear Stress Ratio (SSR)

0.6
F(J=35% 15% <5%
0.5 f
/ M=7.5
04 / /
0.3 /
0.2 /
0.1 /////
0.0
0 50 100 150 200 250

Corrected CPT tip resistance, ¢,

Bl 1-3 7 ol 2 & 2 % 1 s Tt o 0B (Stark and Olson, 1995)
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(gern) e = (K )(G10) (1-14)
Botsd N(1-15)3 5 0 5 wfle) 2 k o0k Bt CRR -

CRR,, =0.833 [(q,,y). /10001+0.05 & (g, )es< 50 (1-15a)

CRR; 5 =93 [(qui)., /10001 +0.08 3 50=(q,,,)<160  (I-15b)

ZN(1-10)7 3-8 % > %¥ic > 4o% FS )20 10 B3 e 2 & 5
e ol 1-4 B 40 A2 A b ol R) 2 K L9 B %A en CRR M i Ao
3.V, 0% i Howy 212

Tk Bk 3 R I w2 ‘frt SPT £ CPT ¢t » ¥ — B>

AT A RBV, R T4 A BRIE LT 0 T RE TS ARE

o é._%’,?_/;:{g.f‘ﬁxﬁ;d’)% Fe ’-if”‘/ﬁtﬂm?\?”@f’?&/?]°

P LG R R
® T4 IR EEES T FNERE N FROTR -
® T4 B GABIREER -

T4 EREEE G EenipE > ¥ Edvk CPT 3#5% > v A&

CERTETECEE PR
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

0.2 —

0 50 100 150 200 250
QC]N

B 1-4 gEp 2 L7 wble) 2 K 19T H T e CRR B T2 )

(Robertson and Wride, 1998)
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MTRFFFT A A FEY AIIER AT OFE > INT A
e R 2 BT 4.5 Gk o

-~

&!Jﬂlg

EREIA-EE VA T et
3 oF IS %[e.g., Stokoe and Nazarian (1985), Robertson et al. (1992),
Kayen et al. (1992), Andrus and Stokoe (1997)]: 5. » i -V, ek {:[e.g., Seed
et al. (1983), Lodge (1994)] ; f#+7#7 7 [e.g., Bierschwale and Stokoe (1984),
Stokoe et al. (1988b)] ; F 2% ¥ :#%[e.g., Dobry et al. (1981), De Alba et al.
(1984), Tokimatsu and Uchida (1990)] - iz 3 * ‘ff 7 Tokimatsu and
Uchida (1990) & * #: i = dhep B 5 %X ic /) (FC10%) » Rizin
W CRR *h > B g ik haS =Dt B B v CSRe @ 1 RIALSE T
ey 2 B4 iz &+ (Robertsonetal., 1992). s

Vy =V, (=5 (1-16)

GVO

Tokimatsu and Uchida (1990) > Kayen et al. (1992) » Robertson et al.
(1992)> Lodge (1994) > Andrus and Stokoe (1997)% Andrus and Stokoe (2000)
ER LB HICENE D AoB 1-5 20 3 E R N TGV, —CRR TR & Ao
H ¢ Andrus and Stokoe (1997) % & 3%

1 1
; ——)MSF (1-17)

VSl Vs S1

v
CRR=a(-3Y)* +b
(100) (

AP a=0022b=28¢F LV, ekt A 200~215m/s 2. B ( ik

Ik

Wi Ea ) -
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V=215 m/s F FC<5% (1-18a)

V., =215-0.5(FC-5) m/s F 5%<FC<35% (1-18b)

V.,=200 m/s * FC=35% (1-18c¢)
PORRATTA FlF MSF ah+ 0] i35 Youdetal. (1997) #7i& 2k = 5% (4o
F1-19) 3% > @ dpdion Eeh o] R /430256 (NCEER, 1996) 1 -3.3
(Andrus and Stokoe, 1997) z_ R

MW
F = 1-19

us [7 5) (1-19)
FUEE» BAMS7.635 5 Pl 0.957< MSF <0.967 -
Idriss (1999) &% & 3+ BABEAAEX ] 318 2+ F]F MSF > 4rit 1-20 ¢

- My ,
MSF :6.9exp(T)—0.O6 S5 (1-20a)

MSF =1.82 My <52 (1-20b)
Andrus and Stokoe (2000) ®021225 @B B X GIBR LT T B A B

ARG > TR ROY Rk P EA S M Bt E
FC=5%; %= #%r2 2 FC A6 34%2. B ; % 2§/ 2 H T FC=
35% o A H-TLE TR PTGV, RPN 1216 25 ocRh 2 R4 BT
RV o F Bt vt CSR 235 % 7 5% 1-1 ¢ - & %P8 Youd etal. (1997)
PriE ke ¥ (MSF) #73 B8 2HEWEB T 5 M, =75 B 1-6 & 7

H7 R ‘97'} ZEF Y E /ﬁ»‘ﬁ % CRR ’"'T}j::.—;/& it T\E-?Ld’ oo
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Cyclic Resistance Ratio, CRR

0.6

<
~

S
N}

0.0

s

*Curve adjusted using scaling

~

— Liquefaction

|
Lower
b

factor of 1.19 for magnitude J M w = 7.5
7 earthquakes
** Approximate curve for clean I _

sand & 15 cycles of loading,
assuming e, = 0.65, Lodge

L K,=0.5,1,=09 ) l (1994)*

"Best fit"
Tokimatsu &
Uchida (1990)** Andrus &

ound Stokoe
/ (1997)
Andrus &
Stokoe
(2000)
7
Kayen et al.
Roberston et al. (1992)*

(1992) —

No
Liquefaction

100

200

Overburden Stress-Corrected Shear Wave

Velocity, Vs, m/s

300

B 1-5 scEF) & 8V, —CRR =3k ¥ 5+ # B (Andrus and Stokoe, 2000)
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

Data Based on:
CSR based on MSF & v, A Mw:7.5
by Idriss (1999 .
o) >35 a 20 <5 Fines
i Urychemented, N l/ Content (%)
: |
Holocene-age soils I
Average values of
Vg anda, A ’ ’ [
A O
Liquefaction
No [
Liquefaction
[ Fines
Field A 2 | Content, %
Performance mOs<5 A
| ®Liquefaction :é 23“5’ 34
ONo liquefaction =
| |
0 100 200
Overburden Stress-Corrected Shear Wave
Velocity, Vs, m/s

Bl 1-6 7 wifl#) 2 V,—CRR ¢ 7 B] (Andrus and Stokoe, 2000)
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122 Ry P82 2 P F&% TG 2 R I

ok

LRI ARG R R AR R A AT - 8

ok Rl 4 ERUR DY 58 R 202 jE o Ishihara (1985) I F %6 CPT

Pk o BT CPT#% 7% q, B EZPHE L= WFEKRTEZLF R
FEfit CRRA-ZACEF) TR PR d > BB S 2R 5 50%F » XA e

&7 ey 2 e b R 0 om P CRR e 2 E 0 2R 6 SRR s f

Cc"

ZihiESk oA H r AR TR ATE o "f gz vk Iom IR
AR B R s pE bR R -
Yoshimi et al. (1994) g Jkipz .0 A3 P 6 kel kb = 7 B~ ¥

FOEFR) 2 2L b kA R BRI O 0 B R RS

-

L
FREYIHRTEAD L GhiEk o Pt TN E - 1 p F 25 SPT 3#5% o
RWygiy SPT 2 (N), EF P ® = dhid%k2 CRR (g8 1) -2
T RERZ R IR W A Yoshimi et al. (1994) # CRR 2. i3 i+ & _ik 35
Seed (1979) #72& &k h= 3% © Yoshimi et al. (1994) 45 1} &Iy PR &2 %
WRESTE gug AR R TRA Y R E v & Tokimatsu and Yoshimi
(1983) i ff » 2 irsedr AT H 2R ans 5 %0 FMs g3 H R D
%W’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwRRﬁﬁ*f“ﬁ%,ﬁ 1% B AR 0 Rk 2R

88 e CRR & 130 & 4 3248 o
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m B

cfi”
Ju

PhiRB F Hredut CRR 2.8 &+ > ;3% ik Pyke et al. (1975)

fek

'

T ORAF RTOAL KPS WRRFTES 2k BET R
% (cyclic simple shear tests ) 2 & % ;% # i = i % (cyclic triaxial tests )
Pk O ATIEICHOORR > Seid 3 R it o Seed et al. (1978) Z R IR
PR e R R R Rk (0. /00), R AT F RS
HPR%HEDS 10% (K22 F BRS vk BH J 26 i

nS

=tk (K=" @& k4 7% N(12D)2 N (1-22)2 B B8 & 4

'l"]“ o
T'C
[ o ] = 0.9% (CRR)& = 0.9 x Clex (CRR),, (1-21)
Oc ) fera
0)
(CRR), =( J (1-22)
20,
FELIRY GEK=] (FHRTER) BF ORI BD B C 4

10 2 105 2B o FK£E 1 (R¥F) BB C & RiRypd et
(¢ GERF I FRBERT 281 2 RS BHK(=l-sin (@) - &
#% Finn et al. (1971) » Seed and Peacock (1971) » Castro (1975) » Seed (1979)
FAMAURNPERON T RESLF RS B Gk C o BB

dodo 13977 o 3 B BEE ¢ =316 8] K =0.47 - F]p* » Finn et al.

(1971) 2 % Castro (1975) #1&EZR >N e Cr3t B B 254 #5317 0.75 -
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Reference

413 F Bredut i3 & 48k C,

Equation

K =0.47
(¢ =31.6%

Finn et al. (1971)

C =(1+K)/2

Seed and peacock (1971)

0.55-0.72

0.55-0.72

Castro (1975)

C =2(1+2K)/33

Seed (1979)

C =(1+2K)/3

24




WERIFHI%EDFR IR ~ ol 7 £ > Didp e
Fhe S AR E R S R R SRR P EA R E o H P ik W
2wt g B EE 2 BB RS R ORI S AR Y prendEit -

13,1 3ot dr) 2 56 B P 50

R LR S VLRSS £ =R LR

&
T3
-
i
]

Fhood o Eiva o Ly H R QR RRR L G
FH S REBOBFELAERAS DEOREEFEL A AR
;¢ o 129% Tatsuoka et al. (1986): ~ Ishihara (1993) ~ Amini et al. (2000) 1~
% Yamamuro and Wood (2004) % = },}f%ga—i\'- ) FOUFEIR A gk i E A

AR T2 e

® jc% ;2 (Dry Deposition, DD) e %% (Air Pluviation, AP )
SR ZEA MG ERLPN > FRPARLEL S T AP

£ R RN E R TN R RCL o TR e §

BB EEY 1020kPaF SR 4 BIRRERE R 2 oo r -

ey
-
B
G
fF
|

ok F (flush) » R4 Bépfoo F 5 E 0 B fopr > F 413
SEEA L R LRE RSP LE TR (BRT) 5 F ol
B P BtRLANERETENEEES - RF A AL )

%%%%%ﬁi%%&o
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® &% ;: (Moist Tamping, MT) fri& &% (Wet Vibration, WV )
BEF A RRR Gk RAZRE N Y% R4 K HF)

2B ORCEQN B K :é?i%ﬁz?%&:gi?z%ﬁﬁﬁ

A

FgF P Rkag S R E EREMA LN 2 o F

—

Gar

RIS o ARG R P F B BREIoPE > T 4o LR B sk
%ﬁi%ﬂ’uﬁﬁéwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁa(@%ﬁ);ﬁggﬁﬁj
FBR A P BN FFEMOIN O RRZ T LB RS FEW o A A
ﬂ*%%iﬁﬁéiﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁ’UEﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁi’ﬂ

{

faul

TS LR RS

® k¥ i (Water Sedimentation, WS:) ik Jf: it *% ;% (Slurry

Deposition, SD )

AR RER S F IS A S A AR s 7
d %ﬂ?’liiéiﬁr”’ Ao & RARLGEMERE E 20 min~24 hr > ¥ FREG R
b FA AR RINE K G R B % o BEFEY 1S3 mme T A A
ﬁ?@ﬁi?WEH’JWé?HLﬁLT PR R RTE A ek P
Pl BOTRRITIEE G AR R - IR RE N F B e
FORBE S FHEMALREL > BFERAMPFEN DA GE R B d

BT RS N 1T AR R S R FRA

|
|

Fo1-4 5 b AT N2 ekt o



21-4 F R EliES A2 g (8 p BEM I, 2002)

B

B iR

ARk R

Bk iEeged

2 A

??E#ﬁ

By

w2

LI ek i
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LA e gt 3 2ok T 4 5 R s 5

d l/ﬂ_%‘i‘—"zxramiﬂi“ B A pad fid e iv N g FRR

—\

AR ARRFALI RPOERFHAT N HH L T A R
AP Fe TR o

Zlatovic and Ishihara (1997) 4 %] Lagunillas #) & # 2 (DD~MT &
WS %) ~ Dagupan #s 2 F#;2 (DD & MT ;%) 2 Tia Juana #> 3 ¥ %)
4 (DD & WS 2) cnE Hf e 72 2R T 4 3% > 2% plk it B
B R BIRIEET > BRI T A PAFHEF AR TS B R
(peak strength) ¥54p i1 » (2 AZ ARG T4 50 B {5 2 A 4% B (residual
strength) R %8 ;7 WS>DD>MT & o

Yamamuro and Wood (2004) % *#*Nevada 50/200 #) 3 f4p fe ezt
Ml 2 8 FC=20% 11 2 fp e cat (v iB (7 382 5% > #F -k P o2 (WS)
EREEFLIARIET BT BRRKRS D F 2 05082 (DD) B
5 OIRR < ey SEEE AR AT 4 5 R #] - Yamamuro and Wood
(2004) $zEskerié * 2 F) 3 it (7 A MRAD 0 BB 2 AR T Sl
02 BB EPBELBE R AR S e R ST 0 W] 1-7(a) & ot WS 2 97 = aspe
PHAGE 0 42t WS E TS SR R e s R
(large—to—large, L-L) » #T U :# B X T 2 e S E M G 2k o @ ¢

» BN AT 4 55k 5 ARm o d DD 2oril vz e v N prid
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—\\

Fhespde e 3 o gt 0 H R A It SRR R o e

B 1-7(b)#771 » F] 5 ~ | 3p - 4&ff (large—small-large, L-S-L)14 % 3b [4 e

B TR AR PREIRKRIET D B4 R ) o
23 R 2 PR T R R

Tatsuoka et al. (1986) 7 7 g% dp i f %2 ~ B % & ~ BRZFfok ¥
T E A gl TR R R p R > B R R

Bh B > BHGRARLBIEE RPN E > a UG EERAERMN

Sy

Mulilis et al. (1977) % # * Monterey No.0 #) » A & 1R 5 2 82 £ 5%

7

Sy

FEETEF L Z ER - SRS RO TFIR IR PR RN
TR EAIURTEREZRE EES

Amini et al. (2000) @ * Ottawa 20-30.%) % & % 1 wnfd ] (7 & 46 4
IFlimifl 7 € o353 (Uniform) #48 o~ & (Layered) :#48 > & ® 2 48
Pl p R RE TG % RS A A E A TR
BCRBEANT AL > HY RS ESNK R LS A aEREE > R

R RE AR SN e
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Corresponding Particle Structure

Stable
Grain
Contact

(L-L)

L]

Large-Grain

Theorized that stable behavior
1s due in part to a greater
presence of large-to-large(L-L)
grain contacts

(a) -k # iz (WS) #Hspt ety

Corresponding Particle Structure

Unstable
Grain

Contact
(L-S-L)

I

Theorized that temporary
liquefaction may result from a
significant presence of large-

small-large(L-S-L)grain contacts
as undrained shearing begins

(b) 3tk % (DD) IR e i

B 1-7 7 3R iF = 2 2 3p4 e 4 (Yamamuro and Wood, 2004 )
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1.32 ol 7 £ #7235 B R
Limfl s B3 42k T 4 5 & s 3

@;I;L;r’ 7Rl 7 EEA LT 4 R PREE ;K{u FHo N
% A1 o Vaid (1994) # * Brenda 20/200 #;* > 13z % /2 (Dry Funnel
Deposition, DFD) £ & “Ff:ﬁc *# ;% (Slurry Deposition, SD) ¥ & #48 > & %]
B RS 0475 1338 223%2 FEFH e £ KT
Wok o BENTARR EEF w7 a4 A H 4o o

Lade and Yamamuro (1997) # * Nevada 50/200 7 * » iz % /2
(DFD) 2 # 348 > A w#-mfd 2 500~ 10~ 20 ~ 30 22 50 %2 #48ie
FARRT A Rk BEFMAELRT I RRIELF ol 2B s 4
L
2wt B ) 3 R 5 R R

M2 AR R LG  F R R
pkl o o E 0 VB R4 (Seed et al., 1985; Ishihara, 1985 ; Seed
and De Alba, 1986 ; Robertson and Wride, 1998) > #A @ p A R iwfg 2 & ¢
SiRAEE G ekt o Flp s PHF T T AZFPRAIEDER L R
TR RO A SR R A S B AR i -

FEAFFEHLET PR TR A 2 R R R

2 (Troncoso, 1990 ; Vaid, 1994 ; Koester, 1994) > d 3t 47 * 2 3 gk te

3]

31



WA N RERAGKR BT A ?f %42 & (34 14 v (global void ratio) » e 3f #-
3L M+ (intergranular void ratio) » fm¥p 3t 4 vt (interfine void ratio)¥? 4p %+

% A& (relative density)) ~ 2 3EH M0 2 RBE 172 02 B3¢ F)E P

UAREE T R G OB e T EHE 2 RADRFL L F iR P RS
FEFATERI W E (FO) H4e o 4 #ut (CRR) #

2004) 5 1A B HIR G R 2 ot g EH G 0 BOF RSO A e (Vaid,
1994 ; Amini and Qi, 2000) ; @ &ek5 38R %‘i‘—‘ﬁ#’t hEit el s £ PR
(FCp) i 3k » 30 5 fook § B3t BCy il s £ 5 4o pé » 2 CRR B /| -
eg itz £ B3 FCyo it g @ W*ems s 8 CRR & @ 3 4 (Koester,
1994 ; Thevanayagam et al., 2000 ; Polito and Martin, 2001 ; Xenaki and
Athanasopoulos, 2003) ° #p Bf < )I% ¢og B el 7 B R I S R R R
4o 1-5-

Thevanayagam et al. (2000) 2 OS55 %) 2 &2 fE g 3 fofd
(crushed silica fines) & # % #i#l > %7 kol 7 £ (FC=0,15,25,60%)
Frallz 8@kl TRl ol S5 FLRR ¢
Fliofl ez g m 258 H 58 B - Thevanayagam et al. (2000) ' ] 1-8 (case 1

I cased) WP i BRFHI OB LBER o BlP X 6|- (casel) §
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4
—4—-

FEREECE A BN T AT B 0 i i x
PR HEI S BEHE T e N R FE ATV B hk d
Sl il 7 BARD R o B) 3 d e Rl T B I ahds ik G B R
S o g il 3 B ARBI S (el Y Kb kB = (case2 £ case3) -

Bz 2 Al IR FE AT NE Y > ke § M LA R

-

EERL TR R RN S IER § R L LIER K
iﬁlj X ,\i—\ T i%%t ('lif"-%i I;l ) ’ “H‘J;}—';E”ﬁ L e Frfz—#ﬂ‘&??h‘_ )y 1% :!:_‘I_ = A

%z (fully dispersed) # i i 3> FI Nkl B 4o 7 2 /)3 4 B30

TR AT > Ra LIRS R e SH A 0 T e R
BH 4cts > By 2 chde i 50 R R E SRR -
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FC %t CRR 3 '

R

I

bR el

AP Rl BT E

FC ¥ +c » CRR i)

Troncoso (1990)

Tailing silty sands
FC=0,15%

e=0.85+ § »<F/& 100kPa > +* #
3 4I(Chile)® 83z % Fhihw) 2
CRR % FC=15% & 3 #)2

=2 o
P

Singh (1996)

Flint Shot No.4 sand
Pasadena,CAsilt
FC=10,20,30,100%

Moist tamping
(w=7-12%)

1.12 48 Fr 57 Dr=50%+" dix

2.FC>60%,sand grains > silt
fines ¥ &2 & 4 Sp PRI
AL R 2 d R
T &

3.%710 CRR%E FC ¥ 4vm > o

Lade and
'Y amamuro
(1997)

Nevada 50/200°sand,
FC=0,10,20,30%
Nevada 50/80sand,
FC=0,10,20,30,50%
Ottawa 50/200 sand,
FC=0%,10,20,30,50%
Ottawa F-95 sand,
FC=0%,10%

DFD (dry funnel
deposition)

ET I R

Hsiao et al.
(2004)

Ottawa sands -
(C,=1.18,C.=.02) with
Kaohsiung river fines,

FC=0,5,15,20%

34

wet tamping
(Ww=8%)

™1 38 e e, (skeleton void ratio)if

LS




Kaohsiung river sands,
(C,=2.5,C~1.0)
F(C=0,5,15,25%

FC 3 4c ’CRR:E‘E'ﬁ

Vaid (1994)

Brenda 20/200 sand
Brenda silt 0-22.3%

DFD (dry funnel
deposition)

SD (slurry
deposition)

1. ™2 4p ¢ e (skeleton void ratio)
iEE T v FC=0,4,7.5,
13.3,22.3%

. FFC>15%,5704 7 $x
ASTM 2z_#p ¥t % & (7 global
void ratio) F bt #& o

Amini and Q1
(2000)

Ottawa 20-30 sands

with 10,30,40,50% silt (local
construction sites-= District of
Columbia, Washington, D.C.
L.L.=20

PI=3

moist tamping
w=6-7% (uniform
soil condition)
wet pluviation
(layered soil
condition)

7 ] /& 50 > 100,250kPa
Dr=34-44%

e.~0.68-0.75

" moist tamping ¥ wet
pluviation %] iT > ;% 2_ 248 71 {8
2 i e CRRT P &g £ B o

Koester (1994)

parent sand :

M : medium sand

F : fine sand

W ! well-graded sand
low-plasticity silt(Vicksburg
Mississippi loess)

plastic clay (Vicksburg
Mississippi “buckshot™)
F(C=5,12.5,20,30,45,60%

35

moist tamping
w=7.5%

CRR »* FC=24%-30%2_ & & %o
L
103.4kPa(15ps1),206.8kPa(30psi)
e50=0.782 (post consolidation

void ratio corresponding to parent
sand Dr=50% )




FC<FC1}Z
FC # 4 » CRR j -/

FC>FC1]1
FC # 4 » CRR #§ #r

Thevanayagam
et al. (2000)

OS55 sand (from US Silica
Company, Illinois)
crushed silica fines
(FC=0,15,25,60%)

Dry air
deposition
moist tamping

AP B 3L e (global void

ratio) » B CSR % FC 3§ 4r @ 3
o FCARWE FCy ¥ > % FC
H 4v @ 3 4e CSR -

FC<FCy > 14 e ey(intergranular
void ratio)** #& FC>FCy, > ™ 4p
er(interfine void ratio) +* fix

Polito and
Martin (2001)

Monterey No. 0/30 sand

(FC=0,5,10,15,20,25,35,5
0,100% ) .5e=0.68
Yatesville sand, e=0.76
Yatesville silt

moist tamping
(saturation=50%

)

D,,=0.43mm, Subangular shape to

subrounded shape (Monterey
No. 0/30 sand)

D,,=0.18mm, Subangular to
subrounded shape (Yatesville
sand)

D;,=0.03mm, nonplastic

(Yatesville silt)

Xenaki and
Athanasopoulo
s (2003)

natural sand
(Shinias-Marathon, Greece)
w=18.5%

Gs=2.69

v =1.61-19.7kN/m’
FC=55%( natural sand)
PI=0

Reconstituted specimen
F(C=0,10,30,42,55,100%

36

sand D,,=0.12mm

silt D;,=0.02mm

3 < [F]/& 200kPa

Jt vt e=0.62-0.69 (global void
ratio)

FC,, =44%
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co O.5o00

O oo~ o0«

o “— o S 5o
o5 § Gbee

.
o O o

o~ 500
000000000
000000000
000000000

o ) 3T

[
[
[
1
coarser
grains)
C v eUava e ooy

00000000000

Lo O3] e IF(q-T) P

€,

00000000000

e1

(confined fines)

(1-b)fc
o, 0,000 0_0_0~0
90895959525955808
o OOO )OOOO
O0,0,0 lffc e ge)
o
° (clean
o coarser
3 grains)
Oououououovovovou

e OIq.Te 9J(q-T) °I-1

= W
%) °
m >

°
A= o~
<~ 539 o
= O .OOAFNGSHO

)

Q 4 L= 8%
m (Orun
— O %o
= >4
S b

(d) case 4

(c) case 3

(b) case 2

(a) case 1

> e, 28 (Thevanayagam et al., 2000 )
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N
;3

L7 R

g

7|

B 1-8 i
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1.4 $ G2 3P BHRFAT
d NI R EHR) S EMBE A FlEr o - 4 Jrgrzutffs_ WEiT3%

pﬁﬁ,mﬂ%w@@mv%iﬁﬁw’$wﬁbf CRER PR

&

il g BT e L IR RS i BHE 2 BRPEE .

L4 TR R REF- P3P EGER o R IERTR Y 2k

gl

EFRIPHERE R EIHMERA L EE 2 EFR - R

(m

BRI MAr A EBEG 20 K B2 AR E AT
J&ﬂiﬁ@%u%éiﬁﬂ% FHR.EHL S ey o Eé2 2
BE R E g% - FEBREE (199) >+ (1999) ~ 1 5z
(2000) ~ 3= g (2002) 2 RiERERE (2004) X A pMET Y 0 ¥
BRINE PN BHRATED AL HTRRE S M T 2 R eT o
141 $ 3R 2 hAm b g

FFrd 2 2 Rwil 7 £ (Fines Content > FC) 5 5 15% » H iz
bt AR 1-9 A1 o kel T & 5 i 200 BLéF (4 E 0.074 mm )
Z AR & 1-6 ¢ gt i 2k F L E) 2 ¢ 42 Quiou Toyoura
2 Ticino #j 2 A ML F fa— o oo $ R R/ E 200 BLéFr) 2 2 R E AR
(LL) & 32 %% (PL) % 24> % fdpdc (PI) 5 8- Ryt
- ARV RSP 2 TR AN 5 SM & SPe ] 1-10(a)£2 B 1-10(b)

AR BT R AR AR ) 2 2 X R MERTAT R & 0 X K MR
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P2 A0 B BcpAotitér A-1 2 A2 BB AL “,’TT & (quartz) *t & 7 7
v 2* (muscovite) ~ %k % (clinochlore) fv& % (Feldspar) - % 1-7
SERHEINRE IR I RIS ZER A o R P F
Eikw B2 729 A mipkm Y rE R Z 2 39% - B 1-11
Bom & R AR AR 3 h Kl (SEM) B P AR S
%=X & ~ & %35 (sub-angular and flaky) - B 1-12 R B & 7 % F fwofd
TR R A EE I (e, B, ) MBI Rl Z EALE 50%
EE e, By, PR RS o B IV (B IR B)A 9% ASTM
D4253 = i 1A & * 52 1524'mm MG 2 5 B A =2830cm’)» #t
RN 2 GoR) % e 14 kPaslyw B A RS T RIRE B 60 Hz 2 47

Fyrd 8 4h o Bk IV IR R )R A4 ASTM 1 D4254 = 2 C
#% 2000 F2 (ml) 2% R EH 0 %1000 25 (g) 2icki*r £ 24
%ﬁﬂr%%’&ﬁ%%T%M1%ﬁ{ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁiﬂ$%M1$a
Feid-F_o e £_ASTM {228 73§ * 3> fsfl § 8 M3 15%2 704 > BT 5

BRAZBREE APHRA TR RGGRERR A R A L
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Percent finer, %

100 -
90 |- \
80 |- \
70 |- \
60 [ \
50 - \
40 \
30 |- \
20

10 - N

~
I I T T O T | 1= = —LLi1 11 1 1

OIIIIIII ]

1.000 0.100 0.010

Sieve opening size, mm

Bl 1-9 & Friz gicm & 5 (3£ F, 1997)
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%2 1-6 ¢ Fmad et AAEF2 0
( Almeida et al., 1991 ; Fioravante et al., 1991 ; Borden, 1992 )

e EF R Quiou %) Toyoura #j| Ticino #)
% & (quartz)
v & g v Z # (muscovite) |## k4T (CaCO;) | & % (feldspar)] #  (silica)
'“" ik % (clinochlore) |# 3 (quartz) |% % (quartz) | % ¥ (quartz)
% % (Feldspar)
D,,, mm 0.125 0.72 0.16 0.53
Do, mm 0.065 0.14 0.13 0.36
Cy 2.15 3 1.46 1.58
il 7z £, % 15 4~20 0 0
g 2.69 2.71 2.64 2.69
= &7 = &
SE A (sulz;angular) S & 42) | (sub-angular)
el (sub-angular) | (sub-angular) 4 2
(flaky) (angular)
Cmax 1.058 1.281 0.977 0.931
€min 0.589 0.831 0.605 0.579
é.. 31.60 - 30.92 -

¢cril = Ak F:Eé—r L#h}\@%;ﬁ‘
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counts's

B400

3600

1600

400

" IThet

Bl 1-10(a) #e3pf$ F F)2 X £ $56 4 47§
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countsds

1600

800

400

100

" IThet

B 1-10(b) ‘m3gi>d F#)2 X K SEbt o 47 B
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Mineral

1T FREH AL R AN

Coarse, %

Fine, %

Muscovite

Clinochlore

Feldspar
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o el

R 28.0kV X508

36.

I 2o a X159

Fe 3kt £ 1508 (= >0.074mm) fmRER 4 5001 (45 <0.074mm)
B 1-11 #%/T 3+ 8 (SEM) % (3 3%2,2000)
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3.00

o max
- + emin
Lo
2.00 —
0 <
g
=
o |
E o
S o 12
o © S
o ©°
. +
T+ +4 + +775
0 ) O 0 | | | | | | |
0 20 40 60 30
FC, %

100

B 1-12 ¢ Fmollz 8255 fod VB 2B 2 (2 3L2,2000)
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142 $ %2+ 875
L& i a2 #

EHR) 2 BB e 2V P OB T e RSB
w3 #5/# 5 B (Ishihara, 1993 ; Yamamuro and Wood, 2004) - Ishihara
(1993) 45 &1 * R % (Moist Tamping > MT) ;# 7% i¥7) 3 #4 % T
#REAR @ ok? s (Water Sedimentation » WS) & [Fl <] - Been et
al. (1991) % Ishihara (1993) 05 FMEF = 2 K% 7F € {HR 2 Rh & &
2 x5 P A2 B 58 o Ishihara (1993) » Vaid et al. (1999) 2 2 Hoeg et al.
(2000) #%4p &t MT 7 e g W53 @5 7 < RPmAfiis 2 4 Ik
BEL2ZEHN e Ra s @ NP 2 BHREE T oy s B
pF P AT

% FC=0~15-30%2 50%2 3 Rriitfi—- 572 S BRBHE
= PR SRS KW A B S R TR S v BUR F 72 (Moist
Tamping, MT) ~ -k ¢ ;v *% ;2 (Water Sedimentation, WS) ¥ 3z % ;* (Dry
Deposition> DD) = 82 2“1 #4235 LA H& L = hiF%k B2 5 2 #
oo g AR $ TR 200 &g o RolE > il o gt RISE

o E FC#-5e ~ iR £ 355 - MT = #hiF 48 (50mm 2 /& > 100mm % )

A5 8% kBT Bl R dES 20 A S DD i

TR E¥04 2 )2 # % R RN T £~ Bl SR WS sk e
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S DD dgi o wE) 2 AT E- KR A CRE R WER AR
e F (flush) > ¥4k KR T &rfe > & fox & {52 4 100kPa 2 5 »< ]
B AR MR M B B ST EA 01 TS AL

-\

R E kBRI kG E AT el g 0 £
1-8 Bgm 2 P Rl g EFO)E Z REWZL BV &2 3 428 P &2 B
o BEm 2 B TE S TR AR e A BT G o B FC=30%
T WS 32 eriE R E g A A DD T2 B E HEE
T EwmAe® ATy A 7 k& 2 ¥ R Th#c (Coefficient of Variation) *’3
S o 1§ ok R 2 R IR AR

Fi MT 223 * BB @ gl v+ F e B2 334 X4 gk
* MT % ® %2 & F #) 348 72 5 &4 Ishihara (1993) Vaid et al. (1999)
11 % Heeg et al. (2000) #7if2 42 8> #7020 § FRINE N BBk T3 * 2.8/
Rz phEsk s i MT 2 v - MT @7 00 p 2 1l @ Jf G id il

BRI LR SR A0 CO M F 0 AR YR FRGE

N

REAIC @ S5k T B R F o # % 300 kPa £ KRR A foii gl A0
ZhiE 2 BEMRAE0IS M o FREBFLAY R 0 ARHe{rd s
SRR H e EItHRM A 0 F AR B FAWERY eI ok
o aBRBABRBAP R ER ISR HREMAL KRR K

AR # e ERABIHKEN R B AT E A RBAL ¢ B -



18 FHPN ok REEmi g AT (F5EE,2004)
T~ = P B
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2.8 B R L R

F) 3

-

£HEFE P?’L%?i\‘a‘zf?‘r ,ﬁ@ﬂwwﬂnf‘«z A2

¥

f‘m

(=

o @ PEAREGELOFL AR FFPR L AR DB
Bl I-B3E ol £ 5%EFHE s RIFBHREETEIHY ()&
et B A (o)) M aE BB 2pidskE % (Yamamuro et al., 1996)

Z e PRPBRBIFMARY T2 EUIT o NHRE 1-130 22 B4 A
500 £ 5000 kPa 2 F¥ pF > 54D, =30%) ¢ FH L BEFE N E FEF LS
%;ﬂLE%END56MQ FRPZBGER G FER D3 G o FP o 48
gt - Bt 0 XEHTEL AT FREE G R AL RGN

b H T RRETE L R BB ER 0 T AR MT
EH TR 1-14 87 & B8 A EC=0~15-30% 50%(4 44 %t % 2 (D,,)
30%5 70%2 FF )tk KRBT Az fhE o B R R T2 et 2T i

FUR((0] +20))3) B 2 B 5 50 WY 2 {57 € B ey o - KA 3

max

o

%miﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁiﬁﬁaﬁﬁ’@Fﬁﬁﬁﬁi%ﬁﬁ%¢°
% FC 3] 50%FP% > ;548 2. “/T‘sp A {eAe B R BSEA R R R
D ATiE RS “‘5{% H - Ee A SHRT RRBSZ e B MAte o

i H 3B @ﬂw’ NIRRT P FRFEMIL R HR R

—

s 2 ¥

o

ol

~=h

(‘m\ﬂ«

N
o
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1.00

0.90 as Dr =30 %
Dr=50 %
B © Dr=70 %
0.80
o Quartz sand
B Loose
070  Laun - - == Medium
S}amamuro etal. (1996)
0.60
B AR A%%
0.50
0.40 Ll Lol Lol Lol I
10 100 1000 10000 100000

log p', kPa

B 1-13 ¥ % B R S R (e-logo,' curves) (5% &1, 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

FC=0%

r0°

.

.

EX
=]

FC =30%
D, %

‘max —o— 50

—x—70

—_—

10 100
(o' +20',)/3, kPa

1000

FC=15%
D, %
—e— 30
—oe— 50
—x—70

—e— 85

——

0\0*._\‘_.

min

FC=50%
Dro, %

—oe— 50

—x—70

H

a
g
B

N ti:iiﬁq@

[um—

10 100
(o', +20',)/3, kPa

1000

B 1-14 & Fpz v BB R (FEPiE,2002)
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3.3 %2 RE TR

B 1-15S BEm- 558 Rp 3w BB 2 Rihe RiE= fhidk g% o
P R ARV RE S T B 0 2IVEHE Y Bk MT
%g@ﬁ»ﬂh@ﬁﬁOﬁ5%@%@1%%&&%5%’%é@ﬁ%
BEE20%M F @ FREEX T EE AR TR K & (critical state )(Been et
al., 1991) > & — BB TR 2 TR R G B * — B gLt o B 1-15 %757
1%%ﬁﬁ%@{$$%aﬁ$§M$%#ﬁ*%m?ﬁﬁ(ﬁﬁﬁ“
BokB) 2675 » BBH 2 G FCH &S F L 4P & o B 1-15(c)
#oarg pl (= (0, F207)/3) Bag(= (0hka) MR ek LB B4R

o rEMZAFM=121=124>a

M. = 6si1.1 ¢S"
~ (B—sing)
TR F) 3 AR B (F) 5 302°% 3097 ¢ 2 FIFC @

(1-23)

MRS ZRGY  FRESFHEREN w2 Bl
(intergranular friction angle) & & 28 e o B 1-16 4395 = ik #7(8
Rk iehdiida S22 AR & (VB T BRIRZM G
ep ) FFRHZIRRREY REpERTE A P EITEF FC=50%
EFHIRR BT ep2lhe gtk - bRk ATA 22 - ARG

WA AT R PRME R R G o RRE I 2 4] o
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FC=0% FC=15%

<

&

5 400 |- A

a

% - Z e
o o

g 200 —
8 "

2.

2 0 —he—
3 ————
<

8]

ey U P o B A B N B B
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Axial strain, %

B 1-15() & %7 FC=02 15%= thidB b+ ~ R BRI W R
13 M (FEPE,2002)
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800

i FC = 30% i FC = 50%
< 000 —
i, . i
=
5 400
_”
8 |
200 14
0 !
600
<
Q_‘ — -
'M o
g 400 —=——— = —
2 L Nz ] =0
5
2 200 r
5
e, =t— Pt
A 0 o
> ek
>
[_]’_] - -
_200I|I|I|I|I|I I|I|I|I|I|I

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

Axial strain, %

B 1-15(b) % % #) FC=30 & 50%= hiEZk B4 ~ R LARQFI - H LR
3 M (FEPE,2002)

55



(o'y-o'y), kPa

800

FC = 0% FC = 15%
- 1.24 -
1.24
600 {— ! —
1 e
B ogo B —— 0.76
0.8 —— 0.73
400 — ——10.89 — —— 0.71
085 —e— 0.70
B 0.82 B —— 0.69
077 —— 0.67
- ' B —— 0.65
0 I | | I |
800
| FC=30% 3 L FC=50%
—— 0.67 e
600 — =5 04 — —— 0.65
—e— 0.63 Lo o 063
400 — 1 —- k50 LA | —=— 056
—=0.57 —— 0.56
- —a— 057 - —— 0.56
i —— 0.56 i —>— 055
200 —— 0.54 —e— .53
0 | | | |
0 200 400 600 800 O 200 400 600 800
(o'y+20',)/3, kPa

Bl 1-15(c) & B 7= btk 3 >0l BT (P 3, 2002)
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1.2

I FC = 0% i FC =15%
1.0F —

L 6 R

I o
0.8} . - ]
o
(b - o \O*‘?\;‘\oo 8

0.6 —
0.4 o initial state B

B e  critical state -
02 1 Ll 1 L1 1111 L 1 111l L TEEEET
1.2

| FC =30% L FC=50%
1.0 —
0.8 —

[5) L R
oo o o . ° % S

0.6 \'Eﬁ’\\‘ 8 B v, 3

i i . o
0.4} -
02 1 Ll 1 L1 1 1111 | L 1l 1 L1 1 1111

10 100 1000 10 100 1000
(o', +235",)/3, kPa (o', +25',)/3, kPa

Bl 1-16 & % F) = #hidsh 2 500 Bk f&
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4.3 FRj2 0 i

B FE2ZF BIEst CRR A4 § B4 #0412 & fi = fhid Sk ik
o F A e MT €5 6 BB ol T RS » 2R 155 448 5 0.1
Hz 2 7 BghZ &+ o, o CRR 2 THE A 20 5 F X U(N)A & f s
P B E S%IT R 0,/20) o F A R E R BN AT ‘ﬁ“%‘éi\i%‘f@é
% 12 100kPa 2 2 B4 (R F i o ST ds i = ghik sk 302t ol =100kPa
FRTRELTINEFLITZ T c FCI 0158 30% - @B 1-17 B 7
U PR = iRk T o, 200 BN 2B TR e A0 vl 2 4 CRR
S FRGERE AL e TRl 7§ KB TH L= R o
EFRAE R R P AR BRI nE (51 e=0.80 (FC=30%
i AERZ Bt e )L E e=0.T3FC=0%4: 39:£ 5|2 5] e B) KRBT
o o W 1-17 > 20 A B e BT > CRR¥VE FC 2 # % @ T % o 5]
o dehy e 07382 080 2 FPF > AR E F AR IR G o

4o % BB 1-17 ¢ 7B 7 2 CRR &5 — {42 P 5 4 # (state
parameter ) ¥t/ 0 H &% #doB] 1-18 #77 - Bl¥ E ML By T2 M h %
# (coefficient of correlation) 3 0.81 o 4345t — B (27 * it Sl k ¥
$FF A FC=03 30%® 2 CRR tid~# &5 » p* B (25 1Lk 2 1345 0 7

ekl S E R 2 PR M o R S dS 2 AR BT B TR
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F¥EMEEF S 2HIFHBLEFT L2228 E3 FC=30% 2 &

"1))‘(

RAEEFTE L R R T 4 R E R (224 143 H i)
% R § MT 482 ¢ > #4410 WS 22 DD i# > 17 e=073 2 #4415 it
FiRB o B% 4B 1-19 #7712 MT 2 i34z & % R &% » DD
2 PTIE R 2 P R 5 B B o Pt — 2% 27 Vaid et al. (1999) 2 2 Hoeg et
al. (2000) 2% MT 28RE55 B B 2 S35 A ve & o po ob )/ 2 B ip| 8 % o

2 MT :#HE % m DD #H 5 0L o
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0.6

FC,%
B 0
0
0.5 — 0
0
0

04—

S >+ 0O ¢ - @ @ O &
—
()]

od/2o¢!

<
(O8]
)

0.3 &

02 %\}

<

/

€

0.97
0.93
0.85
0.80
0.73
0.80
0.76
0.73
0.81
0.76
0.73

CRR

0.18
0.21
0.34
0.44
0.52
0.32
0.36
0.44
0.15
0.16
0.21

0.1 ] IIIIIII| ] IIIIIII| ]

1 10 100
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B 1-17 $ F®EN 2 B % (/52,2004 )
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0.6

o', kPa FC, %
- O 100 0
& m 100 I5
0.5 1= \ O 100 30
\
B \<>\ n
04 — )
,8 \
* [ |
S 0 ZSTTAN
o u
03— \
n \
02 O o)
&
\
| O, O
\
01 | | | | | | | | | | |
-0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2

State parameter,
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0.3

Sample e, V ,m/s
+ MT 0.73 150
i ¢ WS 073 135
O DD 0.73 125

/20,
o
[\

|
+

01 ] ] IIIIII| ] ] IIIIII| ] L Ll

1 10 100 1000
NC

B 1-19 32482 % = 2 ¥ o, /200 2 B (35505 ,2004)
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143 ¢ ipmz T4 @ gl
%= $hE R E 2 R & b 4 % 4o Dyvik and Madshus (1985) #7i

Z_ bender element > L R ARD R A SRR T 0 AT 4 R

c?’
S

BEP R Y 10 R4F (Volts) 2w 7 & % 78 ¥ 2 bender element
A2 63 8kHzz H - 324 » 2815 @ * 57 L Bif £ % & bender element
Kl Bk 2 ISR o Bl 1-20 BT - £ BRI T R 2 R ph o
oo BoAFIEPFR 2 E B3 ¥ Kawaguchi et al. (2001) #1e&k2 425 >
boB] 1-20 2. CBEom o T 4 g 32 8 973 2 it B Heag T 49455 & bender
element B2 FFEE > B 12187 19T & FRERTH e V2
o5 B 1-21 Bsg i e &, & FCAL °32 95 Hardin and Richart (1963)
PTRERZ N VB eV B YT

v, =(a—44.6e)c’ |” (1-24)
+t3¢ a=91-85%2 79 puly FC=0~15% 30% V, 2 Hi=& m/s m
G. H_kPao 2 N(1-24)8 & F #)ipshkBcdp2 Ap M 48 FC=0+15 2 30%
A B % 0.93 ~ 0.79 £ 0.97 - 345 Hardin and Richart (1963) i i 2 &
AT > Ottawa #)2_ VB> Vo B 1-21 ¥ 21 8% % 30% ™M+t - % &%)

i B 0 H 4D 30%FF 0 V4 MEEZ T 0 GRM § R A2

bl R AR AT 9 -
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Voltage

0.0160

0.0158 —

0.0156 —

0.0154 —

0.0152 —

0.0150

0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004
Time, sec

B 1-20 & 3§ 4 4 BA)
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Vg, m/s

200

180 —

160 —

140 —

120 —

FC, % o', kPa

100
0.6

B 1-21
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144 CPT a3 Zmi® 2. 3 M2

Flrd P28 REGE BRS FEATEZ 2 ERZNALT R

PR A CPT B4 2 jaff > 2 il § B4 CPT 2 B FE 0w f
FET o A i rxenig * CPT R % > B P i iz FR2T 4 %R 5

BAFup g o B I-2EA AP BT  EAH 2 AR

A
-

G2 X RS AR F A oskd P R R #E% 2 LA (Huang et

>

al.,, 1991) o %A 5 FH4L7) > sc 59 7 $ 2 /2 525mm> 3 & & 762mm I

N\

813mm 2_ B iR o Fl467 » RE¥ X AW 2 2 B F 5 BN {3 F4
Tt B R R R 2 e oo F 2 MR SR S 505k % 9 (porous plastic )
fod B Rk E R 4 IRl B ARAL P A 5P mEy R E oK

P BEMH B kM B RS MRk m o B FHFEYA

5 G A BRI o TR 2 Bk 2 ] e
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cone

cone - ‘(
container [/] [ .
ZEEN drainage
\ﬁ 5= port
I N N NG ﬁ
porous
top plate element tie
rod
membrane /
specimen \
plezometler
cell
\ wall

1500mm

bottom plate —|

/ [J LI0T [

= pressure transducer
piston
ring piston

wall — o]

SN Z=

linear ball
bearing

/

piston
shaft

B 1-22 ¥ * e foid 8 2 & & # 2 4 B (Huangetal., 1991)
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FFR2 CPTHAEZRZE T 942 mfl i & (FC) A 4w f6; FC
=0~ 15~302 50% % Bic e for) 2 FHA T A AL FRS 24
deAn 4t % B (D,o=50%~85%) » o', (50~490 kPa) ™4 % 1345k T &4 (o)
B o2 v iE (Kp=052) @ AT 2 o) F 3 BB RIE2ZIVHY (e) ©
FC=0% 15%2 £ B #4 * DD # @ 7> FC=30 £ 50%2 & & 248
* MT iz 4l 15 - CPT B Bskz B % e 4w i (g, ) ~ BEEFIE

Fo(f) ~ RS B

Il

E2 AZIRI AR (up) o B%p ~ @
Rir#l i 20 mm/sec =+ > p > FR & 700mm oo 3 CPT & & 2
SGEE A R AN R hRER SR, 2 SREMN R AT IR
ZAPHRZR > UE B B el Sl CPT =5 % i Hoa PF o
barfrz foEm Y (g B0 5%) @ ¥ BRI > Rk
CPT:» Fle B @£ k7 3 g 5 #-k:35 » & 8§ w7 8 3 4o PP K
A 2RI ZPTEFER A LFFEKRY LB EFC=15%30% £ 50%
FmT 2 fog e {od FRRMY RF4ET ~ 3% - B 123 BT @
Btk 2 Vi F FC=15%PF 5o fote foid i p chf » % § ¢ TIZ 48
Tis2 TE L & 5% P o LEF FC=30%Fic 2 ) ¢ T2E
Faefosdgliz 27 2 > @ § FC=50%P 30" 2PN g, T390 5 trfoid gl

237 @ o Fgt o F FC B> 30%PF CPT 7% ¥ L 4R 5 $E-k ks » oL pF
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CPT§ » 2 BT » Ko * [ 4R § B 3Pq i -
LA B ERY ¢, 58 % Been et al. (1986, 1987) g

Wroth (1984) & &1 i # i 48« fE 4 (normalized cone resistance, g, ) &7

v =(q.~0,)/ o, (1-25)

o, = WIBR4 (o,=(0,+20,)/3) .
o, = BT 355 gt (o,=(0',+20")/3)

B 1-24 & % % 7)1 2 Almeidaetal. (1991) #7# ! Ticino f= Quiou 12
% Da Nang (Huang and Hsu, 2004) #)3t Mot &2 g, v 0B (B - & G188
Quiou (B &#)) Filk A B R - Adp ke g,y TR T » FC=0%:h
FURL P RER 4 3 FC=15 ~ 30 Her50% » hdn b 3 Bt o R AT
FC=0%:q, .y & ¢ * FC=15~30 ~ 50% «%) k¥ = - Ticino & Da Nang
FiAg ¥R ER > BB e R A2 g0 # e BISRE R

FhgE s o BT G B GUST ORI B ble A2 M CPT
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200

Depth of penetration, mm

D
S
)

700

800

FC = 15%
- dry (97-0501-D-H)

" msat. (97-0120-S-S)

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

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

B 1-23 50 B4 {od8 CPT #sk S % 2 v i (%
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1.2

+ Ticino (Almeida et al., 1991)
- X Quiou (Almeida et al., 1991)
>§2< ) MLS, FC=0%
Lok «x ¢ MLS, FC=15%
A

MLS, FC=30%
MLS, FC=50%
Da Nang

|

|
+
%@
O
O
x X
O
O
O
L 4

0 200 400 600
q.,= (4.-6,)/c,

B 1-24 % % # ~ Ticino ~ Quiou ¥¥ Da Nang #) 3 [f b &2 g 1 %

(F = x%,2005)
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#- Fioravante et al. (1991) % Toyoura % ¥ #) CPT % % #% 11 2. 5 5% -

A e i 2 A 8 (1-26)

e e
e =Co>{gv} {ﬂ} x exp|C; xe] (1-26)

P P

a a

CO’ CI’ CZJ C3 - g‘.:%?#‘ﬁi

A

2R

AP @ESdn o e R R AR L Ap B il > 5 - Al g £

§9:°"" ‘r‘]i—i‘lﬂ-"l}[‘ , é__,é,\*frgé ?’PI/P\ CPT&";‘E%E&

\\\xy

“'K”"’-ﬁré"#‘/ﬂ‘ﬁ7 5%

B o BFC=0T15 2 30% ¥ ¥ A2 TR

W)

2 R H fheorr 2 2 el g
BRI ROERICE > 4 u 5 F - w7 £ §F (regression) M
B2 19 BA3 Rl s BEERT AT o #F 250 (1-26) 8k
A 2 sk Sl 2 R AR il FC=50%2 & F7) “Tidh & 385

Lo AEILL R G F Bt B o B 1-25 B CPT R Rk ficdp &2 5

Fz gt s B0 5N (12260)F e

C+C,
C, x[K]® ><exp[C3 X e ]:{qc }{P‘:} (1-27)
P, o,
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419 ¢ Frmmsskt i (FX9%,2005)

i RE il o
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Computed q., MPa

30

o
i o ©
. ©
N ©
20 o © &
o
o
N O <&
o <><§i>
0460
10 & 2%
ok FC, %
o
@&3@00 0
B @ o 15
@ © 0 30
o
7]
OW | | | | |
0 10 20 30

Measured q., MPa

Bl 1-25 :Esdicdh sk o N2 gt (F %90 %,2005)

74



% =(C,+C,) A3 (1-26) iﬁ#p%‘f%{}%}al‘) il ¥ 2 g, (Youdetal.,

2001) i ¥ fE2 5 g 0 @ on ,Tﬁ{[@*‘ ip #c (stress exponent) &

Gy = Co[K1% exp[Cse] { 9 }{”—} (1-28)

pa2 o

v

2 1-9 B 4 FC 0 %3 4c 3 30%F5 » n st (C,+C,)4 J_0.45 # 4
3 0.79 > ¢t - 4%+ 2 Olsen and Malone (1988) 2. # 7 % % - &k o C, £ C,
ZBHEEFC2Z M em Ll BT atpR BAKRET > § ol 7 EH 4
PR R R RS 2 e (PREERC] ) - BRI 2[4
FOrTEFUR ) o FCEF] 30% CPT = 22t Kk i R B g 102 C &
C,2- 8 EX P RT o L Bd g EC H 4> “71 g o) hem it
FC $tq, 2 55 ¢ 5 i) 4 ) 1-26 499 228 (1-26)2 4 & 2 Bl jzen
RipERE R g BRI FC2 AT Mo bdpk 2 e~ 0, /p, &
Ko™ » FC=15%F2_q, (q, (rc=150 ) ¥* FC=0%P¥2_q, (g, (rc=00p )

oo e gt L BN o), /p, 2 H e B A
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B 1-26 g, 2 o

1.0
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G'VO/F)EI

2B % (
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d3 LY FMPIL X 55 ks B R RUR R AT
BF 2l 820 ot SPT-CPT &V 24wl €81 424
P2 ZRAERTY A RREFEHK I ZENN I RRCEL AT EEFZ AR
BF] o SPT d 3t 4 Boft > Hiofl 5 £ 7 AR % T4 > v CPT
BV E R B R S % R4 © o bl4e CPT 2 % * Robertson (1990)
“THe 2 3R {7 L f847 4 B (soil behavior type index) [, k iz B il 7 £ 0 @

I.=|(3.47-10g0, ) +(log Fr+1.22)’ ] (1-29)

Or = #H£E B4 &+ F PR IEFR(=(q.-0,,)/0%)
F, o= #4341 ¥ Bt (=[/q:-0.,) 1x100%)
1.8 FC 2. 52 B T 5 (FC<50%)
FC (%)=1.75I"-3.7 (1-30)
i# * CPT ¥2 Robertson and Wride (1998) &7 /& i* Bewe FF#-q.,, kR LK, X

BB HEiER 2 q,,, (equivalent clean sand ¢, & (9.,y), ) K ¥ Jg Jmifd

(qCIN )cs = KC ) qc]N (1 ‘3 1)

K 2T B3 - 43 2B st
K, =—0.4031} +5.58117—21.6317 +33.751,—17.88 ¥ I >1.64 (1-32)

K.=10 #1 =1.64 (1-33)

c
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2 4e@] 127 #57 0 A TR R HmE E R

T RATRZET % o B 1-28 B

7 5 R CPT e %385 5 % 0 (8 1, 87 B H /e dh & Hf, 348

I~

Wride (1998)#73f & & - T ft » B[ % 5 3028 3 2 B 7 5 FC v

E"j’]j:?f%g o
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1.=26

c

5.0

4.5 —
4.0 —
3.5

N 3.0 —
2.5
2.0 —
1.5

1.0

Sand | /| ays

Gravelly sands | Sands .
mixturey |/

Silt
nlixtures

| | et | | |

0.0

0.5 1.0 .5 .20 25 30 35
I

Bl 1-27 K, 221 2 B % (Youdetal., 2001 )
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Soil behaviour type index, /,

4 O

Zone 2: organic soils—peats

_ “Recommended

Zone 3: clay to sﬂl»y clay

s general correlation

3
Zone 4: dayey
sﬂtv C
/ Zone 5: silty sand to sandy silt
2%} &
/% Zone 6: clean sand to silty sand
/
/
1 F
Zone 7: sand to gravelly sand
O 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1
0 20 40 60 80

Fines content, %

Bl 128 ¢ Fpiz I &2 mpl s &M

80
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1.5 246 p) 2 B

2 }}% P M Rie) 2 2 2R R PR £ I kf 2 (In-Situ Ground
Freezing) % i o M /KRR Z QR BRLFEEERRPIE > L0
BENAE B KRR B 22 I HRA Rk R g
Mo Btk 2 R Bkok 3 B

Yoshimi et al. (1994) & 3 /R iz P A6 il B > # P17 47
AR AR R E o RERFEME T IR T EFD L= phigsk o &
- 14 5P E T 610mm Kk EEE o 2 ZE kiR 800mm E iS22 480 F

LRy (-196C) 30 opFev g (-30C ) & 40k -k (calcium

chloride brine ) 12 % &4 jFEEF 4 R R Btk o L2 Z AT~ ERLEF

)

Bt ﬂ,}i k¥o® ERERFEE i a ¢ 2 By o i

Hofmann et al. (2000) 3% 7 Canadian Liquefaction Experiment

(CANLEX) & P 3% b kB E 2P 58 T 27 3 37

222

™
e

Do BEREGT DA ikl F 4 90,000m’ i i F o 1

AT R R AR L B

=3
b
(
33
YanN
>
M
\“J}'
(-

By
!
=3
=

_\_\

T,

‘_" .
=
Q_

\
3
Ea

)

Hoeg et al. (2000) # £ * & /= 50mm SGI (Swedish Geotechnical

Institute) FEPHEF > BFE TR AR ¢ N PB I E E o Y
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2% 3% 73mm > fEE lmm o F & 260mm 0 F o fs & 2.5m T
BRIANUEIRE A3 F3H BT 0w B AR ERE
/= 95mm NGI (Norwegian Geotechnical Institute ) 75 % P~ BBk pF > FK
BEXHIEE A TR ér_?f}if‘fi’ffkfi& Teht R4
B0 (o ik P B3R o SGLIE B R BATE (5 AR B~ B
TERMTELFOEE 8 I BUTEY IR R 5 g7 A
i > A IR OER R FFMLST R Lol PhaE
PR 18 iR & 3540 1 B0 Hoeg et al. (2000) 7355 SGI % & B4k
B {8 AR § 2 o

Konrad et al. (1995) %_% = iz i@ * Laval-sampler »* ¥ /§ T #- ffl
# £#) 4 = # Pk 4 > Laval sampler €_La Rochelle et al. (1981) &£ 5 3
BATHEGLIIALE Pofim K3 FBE 4T 200 mm &2 £ & 600 mm 2. B &7
P k-t ",% 7 BP~4% > Konrad et al. (1995) » # J! 7 Laval sampler #) 2
FROTF R T o Ak R T RAGENTE IV AIRE R RN ER K iR
PR ME LR AEEERY AR o hokf hiEARY FIIE R E WA
AR 2 GV MRS R/ TEIREE D o do gt VO L R A 4 3P o (Laval

sampler 2. 2L38 # B~ B3 3.2 &2 33 )
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2R E ) 4 RREP AP T 0 B e 2 2R PR a0 2
PEm 2 B o - R R E P E BRI TR o TR Y £ e
ﬁﬁ%%%’ﬁﬁiﬁﬁaﬁ@ﬁﬁ@ﬁuawﬂggﬁa%o

3]

,T*JP ket ses 2 ¥4 s &k a 3 0 Zlatovic and Ishihara (1997) 23

)

BAR R PIL I B R FIREET > R R AN S
%M P4 53 B (peak strength) 354p 17 > e AZAR M T 4 5 B {82 A AR

B (residual strength) R|%8 1 WS>DD>MT ;% ; Yamamuro and Wood (2004)
12 Nevada 50/200 #) 2 f4n I eHZE% Mimpt 5 £ FC=20% » 11 % 4p f £103Y

b B (73R > HIRK Y MR sl T L e R S T g B 2R o ,T*%P

Fle i $HE) 2 dR i 5 & g “oTatsuoka et al. (1986) & = /B R 5 & e

= LouiRE ﬂz
I

<l
7“_
™
X
"R
W
\\
>
(w
3
iy

& & B X ; @ Amini et al. (2000) P33 %

R RN E-LE AR et BRI E

ﬁ@ﬁ%i%#i@*ﬁ&a;,kuw%)méw B EEE
bl 7 E e 4o @ K 4r 5 e H_Lade and Yamamuro (1997) #ri i &) 2
BRAPEMEF wfl g Rehifsen 0 A FahmAApF G 2l g
Bt R AR R L ARREE IS8 AT T gm0 48

THB R R T LY R R R TR TR o



B R EAET R 2 R 1 A §R ALY Seed and Idriss (1971) #7
Bz o8 (FN1-1) #8523 ganr B4 v (CSR) » Ris ey 5ok
ORI ERNE S UEER MG TR AR B E R et
CRR -
® SPT-SI(Seed and Idriss, 1971) i3 B2 2% 4R 5 » 225 47§ P|ehN, @

S RS R FURR G S Ay SR R A e R L T

AR R B RAT 0 BAE R AT EEN TR G E o
® CPT-RW (Robertson and Wride, 1998) i r 1487 » :dsk % K <)

FaRE A B2 2 E AR L ik iy 2 K el B R H
CRR-% I. =164 5 e gy M5 5 2 Rl 4 3 [, =2.1 > CRR
B g i o e AR T K4 d 24 &+ PFoCRR
Brg e @i ke Fanl ad R el 14977 0 HREF e
TR FICRR -5 W 840§ FIEf o » CPT B X 3% 5 Fl & T ¥

FoFgi mI R -EHE R ES B RE R L

L SRR TR S I VS B RSN P

HEREE NN R T 2R T4 LR A F R A 100 2



210m/s 2 F » BB A B E ) BoncS 928 ¥Rz CSR A

%0033 052/ HeeREYI1TR A FApL2AF + > 2 - R4

i 7 4o SPT 22 CPT IR {8 o Tyt » & * VR (L i 3= P > o k&

A K2 R ARHRFLNT SR LR o

ARt f§ % 7% > Ishihara (1985) £ Yoshimi et al. (1994) % & & 13,
BB R N RS EIEE R R o - 2 I B e
i o B F) A IR Bk Ry 3§ 2R ohig 4l (Ishihara (1985) # * b
RS EHGEM) a2 PR dhERTE R A I A L ahE fE
b CRR> @ % AR50k AV o 7B art 5 ® o 22 m Ishihara (1985) !
% Yoshimi et al. (1994) S Ag@rat § % @it 5202 F) 0 $2 3 i@ F ok
g Rt o

W Bl 7 2L REF I FERT A R YR FR R R DR
B AR AT N A g SR e D R %3

+ BT F) 2 CRR W ;

91“
B \

15 R T R mlliiff%\ ﬁi PR T E 7 D
AP EEAR LR R KT S R i

d 32 famfl 7 £ 7 an2bif B ¥ B 17 2L FIEE o 700 - AR v R

P
MERFHEFEME AR LR £ RG> FHA
Py AR RS ot T R ORI - 5O AR et T R R

Ryt koo LA ERONCTUF L Bl 44402 TR 3 R
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- kPl PR R% RTEKRRY PRI TR LR K
EsREE (1997) ~ 354548 (1999) ~ 2 5= (2000) ~ 3= i (2002) ™ %

LR (2004) F A cnipal o~ Y o ¢ KR EFH DR BRELE
TALNFEHRE > ML RS EEFHOAAF RN 4 i

ST s CPTEP 8% Sl 9§ 2 %2 %G g

565&% HETEF LY ok ?F;iijTL@EE/gﬂiﬁq%’g%%?

R FREHEP RBRAY & LR DT 2R 2 R
PR ¥ A - 2R PeBh o Yoshimietal. (1994) -~ Hofmann
et al. (2000) 77§ %P Tk oKk ik b A2 Y dok 2 KRk A £
AR R S E R ke s Bt ds T R
Bk EAPED A REAE o T EER A EY AR o
Konrad et al. (1995) ®#_% — =& * Laval sampler > >* % J§ & %M il 3
2 )1 = # P - Laval sampler &_La Rochelle etal. (1981) h 4 5 % &
ST e T ISR S = L Ei #  F R P~ > Konrad et al. (1995) =«
# 417 Laval sampler #) 2 FH>> % BT 0 Ak £ R ¥ iR EGEH RN/ A
TRER AR DRRE K3 EN FLRENATEERY REF > R
Laval sampler #) & :#88 ch5- B o

BEAR ¥ 1% % Laval sampler *t 33 B8 g & B en2b g bop) 1 R AEE
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bt
B
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CEEEAERFEY I R H

WM VR g R L R

%o g R ST T R R
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7% 0 8@ d 3t Laval sampler #7it B~ 8 7 'L ¥ &2

YA

ks TR MR R

Shp 0 LR 7 - AR GRS B TR Y L

T LA R AR R R

’

LR AR B R B %



2.1 3 P h

MEEFFIEFEFHPL TN FELI N ERARE
REF T HNR I TR R R R R E A B E L R
ARG P ARDT  R AR PR TR BEAY R LR
FH AggriE L o

W NCTUFR T B4 HE Tk mpe @z p 233 %0 E #/
HEAFEL O RERETERPHET B RIBEE > A 2 R
PEER) 2 da 3 B Ao A T2 “?%&mﬁﬁmﬁ ; AR 2 e

BT RS g BATE R RS PRk 0 B CRR Ve G

\_'.

B2dibem T F A4 RSV AR e @7 04 §H S ol i B
BiAvm T5F L gpREANEIER T 7 &2 B T 7 4o Robertson

and Wride (1998) #7if » 3 P & @ — R2Z 4EF o

THAFTREFRAT IR ERI LI FHI IR FOEE S
Yo BT AR ARG T LR o AR R

IEFHIRREEFEPRGEG T UK BT LS gy @
ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ’éﬁiﬁﬁéfgﬁﬁgﬁﬁw%oﬂy,ﬁﬁ
AFR A S gL o g R R DR df R
BRI BB FREE O Aot T L S S E T B R
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o ZEFAREFFE AT E TR ERYE BRIVEN LI G

P %> &% Laval sampler B~ Hjir > 3Ry B2 ol 2 2 % & F

LS

ARG AWErIHRFTEFH/F LT L iE% 0 T 1 Laval
sampler 2. € AR EFFE%R > P aum U efg ool 7 £ 51 3%
5 R B o
K,ért TBREAEBER S RRETIRE F - kIR E R
(standard penetration test » SPT) ~ RPI- KRN FI4F » ;8% (seismic
piezocone penetration test> SCPTU) ~ % & i & P& % ( multi-station analysis

of surface wave » MSASW ) @ 3% 3tp i i & B (PS Logging) #5% ©

FHAIRG N A E R BREER R 2t E R AT R /P
B8 F R F 3 R R L s p R B

TARFEREHWIESET A S F R - KPR R LA ¥ ;
Mz 2B > TAFH N A PR VN IR o 2 P T R T4
it BRI R AT B L AR R T RRR o MR T IR
Fw LA B2 2t #4]% bender element *tF F F H L AT dosfd
F R 2 g P Laval M6 T 4 L@ ERD b PFEEENEF 7 2k R
B2 fhidsk  WEFR I ZF oV 0 E F eyt CRRe ¥ *Hif 11 Laval

ENRHEFHRER A IR BHROFES 2 Pl g £ E2
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Fuk v Rk & AR o
22 7k
FARRIHEFLRATHFETRI TR A EEFL R R R
B AEFIHED LY EL NCTU =5 BT M & F R rehs p
WHRE B/ FE LBy KRR @ RN
RAEALB TR Ll e TS BUE LA BERDTY

. e k=

EEARCRAZ RGBS K LD b

x\”\

BORER/BE 0 BMIRM B0 2§ 5 2R A 0 b B M B

Fokik o RUETFHRTEF AHTEE 4 B R o ot Bk

I3

TEEIRE SRR A ZEF SRS B AR a4t 5o
AP E Ik TR R AR R R B FA T Rk T R 2
I MR- R AR AL L T E P BRI ITE

AR EPRRHEIE A RS HAHEAD o oW 2-1 AT o
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EHGRA RS
M RGEAR

iR
R RS/ Bt

¥ FE
G Edp2 A4

i =

R R ST

®
» @ 1R S
. L

>

Ll Lo

SCPTU

SPT

=]| MSASW

PS logging

Laval 2448 # |

iR o

[

P R

§ok R

e g: ;é‘:%;

e & Firs

A4

X St

A 4

G A YA

Bl /e
FUH R

SEM &5

Xk ot 5%

ik = fhidsk

Bl 2-1 7 3 7% 2 s i AL ]
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v B RSk b2 B ok B

)2 e RRA I EL A L R 2N A RE I EFLI 284 5

TR AR RERES SR A BB Ll e
T W LE R B BT SIILRE BRI F I Y o
FELEEA RSB F AP ERCRE TR - AR K

SRR A A R G ok o - B R E TR L 2.6m B A 20
ARpP KA S EE D wmE(SM) 0 2R FEE(ML) & R B (CL-ML)
32 MR E ) 2 (SC) - 1295 Wang et al. (2002) #73& 2 3 % 4vif &
R R ARREERE Rk A KT R RS 0.19g e
3.1 B Hidshabz BE Bl esgit

R Hoidsk b2 H 2% ¢ 45 SPT ~ SEPTU ~ MSASW £ & /b 54 3t p
#i& £ip] (PS Logging) % > 'f b i & 5% * > L0 17 Laval
sampler P~fk o #TF FH A PRI AE /L 10 2 2 Fly pigi7 > HoH
ho ) 3-1 #55 o

SPT 5% ¥ 7 3%k & 4 k2 NiE>=3" SPT 4 %@ * & %% donut
(SPTI) ~ free fall (SPT2) ~ ©4 2 safety hammer (SPT3) > 7 » i A&~ $8: 20
2R SCPTU 2 & A e 23 B2 idig 2 ¥4 ar, > R
¥ % % = 3¢ SCPTU :#% (SCPTU-a~b % ¢) » | » iR % & 20 2 7 ;
2 h L RPIREHR2ZERA Y 24 B ASHZ RS AR U2 R B L
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DR N E R AL B ¥ - BRXABE R RapER S 15
2% 5 SCPTU 352 = BRIt i F 4Rl 80 5 N3t pokig 89
(PSLogging ) :#5% ¥ EEFR 2+ k2 T4 i > AEHREEFS I
% w5 PS Logging 1 22 PS Logging 2 » & 3L /7 & 32:E 15 &0 = o

“,f TP EARBRF EER MY R EEAREFEHEFEN T4
Mk 2P AL B £ 0 Y I :8 {7 Laval sampler B~k 0 B~fkw d SPT &
PRI E I 2 I EFH AP T E 0 Z PRI R E 2R
o= YI}B&%,%J“F‘,’KA LA /A F e IRR Btk 0 = 3t Laval sampler B~HiF

RI95 122 SRR N R R o b e 32 4
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Denison sampler +
PS logging 1

North

Temple

LS2 LS1

SCPTU-b
L ]

SPT3

SPT1: donut hammer
Denison sampler + SPT2: free fall hammer
PS logging 2 SPT3: safety hammer

Groundwater table: 2.6m
SPT: standard penetration test

SCPTU: seismic cone penetration test with pore pressure
LS: Laval sampling

Bl 3-1 A& gidskabitinas®
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G.L.| BH-LS-01 BH-LS-02 BH-LS-03
-Im
-2m
FC=43%
-3m L
3.32 to 3.80m, silty sand 3.51 to 4.05m, silty sand
16cm
-4m 16cm iggg 3.62 to 4.13m, silty sand
16cm ISem e
17cm
17cm
-dm
FC=89%
. 5.90 to 6.41m, silt ¢
6.05 to 6.29m, silt ’
-6m o= S; S 17cm
e
-Tm
-8m
_9m 9.00 to 9.46m, clay
18cm
16cm
_ 1 Om 12cm
FC=18%
-1 1m 1080t 11.25m, sand 10.85 to 11.73m, sand o8 to 1140m,
" 45cm *52cm *42cm

-12m

* . samples were frozen with dry ice

@] 3-2 Laval sampler B~4% > % %2 #ic® & * [
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32 B % F Rk 2L Bk
I/,{j_l//-l 2 ﬁ'i_%ﬁvﬁ’»*{’% /z{'fif' 1.5 E‘F"'Td' , TLI*!IE.»#’ /J\/% o+ :% 3

Hofmann et al. (2000) #-j% fk % i » 3 & %k > #-% B2 32 3V KA R

&

R R RV S UETINS e PR TTRS S QR N (R S .

S

TP EF o R AR AR ? @ o Konrad etal. (1995) £.% - ¢

* Laval sampler » 3> ¥ B T a2 # ihaMimpl 2 £ 2 ¢ B4k o Laval
sampler ( @] 3-3) %_La Rochelle et al. (1981)r £ 7 B F AT - 4p 2 B
Bem K3 7B 200mm E S 600 mm B 2 IR H R 0 B8] 3-4 5 Laval
sampler B~ 2_ F /] o Laval B3k # #2 — 23 5 4wpde4 W E 60 o
A AR e RGEFR R & 0 PRI kit bl il ~ 2 4 % (bentonite mud)
MIAETICRED I o PR E R P ER F R (head valve) B Ec o b 4P
2k j]g('f" R URTRCSR o = RN -l A T o = R €= 2 SRPLS )
(Bl 3-5a) o ¥ RiF B2 A B BRI T v e 5 22 ko 5 B
B 7 IREEERE 1 204 S0mm (] 3-5b) RIM BB BN g EW

IR RIEE TR o IV IR R I\7r T RPIa - ﬁ
d R4 EEPtRE Z I (overcoring tube) 2 B PR GR e 4B B.Q. TS
W B B2 vh s PRIk ends (FE T 4FI0H PR D BB T 20
mm(§] 3-5¢) >t RERGFI T A w (B] 3-5d) 0 RisH 4 R E

00 B » I ¥ % 3% 34 HIRRE B~ 14T b (] 3-5e) 0 M LRI N 4R R o
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Rod B.Q. wire line

" drilling rod

1244

38

Collar

Locking pin

Internal guide

=

" Overcoring tube

Internal guide

660
yl
1
\|

Head valve

ol

External guide

Steel teeth and cutters

><7

‘ Ef

. ™
Sampling tube

Carbon steel ZW pipe

208

218

" 228 »

302

J> Steel teeth and cutters

Coupe A-A

[mm]

] 3-3 Laval sampler 7+ % B (La Rochelle et al., 1981)
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B] 3-4 Laval :# %8 I3 P~k B
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il
il

AAAAAAA

(a) (b) (c) (d) (e)

@) 3-5 Laval sampler >+ 4 & # 2. B~#:42 5 (Konrad et al., 1995)
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il P~k »Konrad et al. (1995) » 3% 1) 7 Laval sampler #) & 248 &4

o §ork (-80°C) MGRMTERIYAIVE RS (B 3-6) ik kikis

PR LA AFE AR AR o Ak AR T FIER KA Y
W2 IV R IRTERREE N o Aot T L LA A 2 R o

Konrad et al (1995)= # ¥+ :& * Laval sampler »4c £ % & 5

(Quebec) # a1 ki Berthieville ¥ Baie Saint-Paul &3 T 6 & & 70

Laval :#%8 > £ B & % 5 460 mm % 440 mm > & W2 E 7 7 K& R

%45 o 39 Bt f Berthieville £ * 577k (-80°C) o + @ T iE

-~

AN

b
Ak ZEEY 8P B FC=15% > Eusk = 0.08 mm > C,=1.15 B~
R LSS Bk RHEIBRIARRERZ E Y < 100cm’ p 2 T
s kB G 333% 0 BT kEd ba T A u G 31.7% -~ 32.8%%
352% 0 H G kEAHT LA FE o L KA TR > BB T Ao
B 3-7 #757 o ¥ — :X48P~4: p Baie Saint-Paul 3 * ;2 it § (-196°C) § *
PRk BFAMAIVERE R EF Y o kRt e Ed TR > = Ak
TREL A 3L pE s B FC=10% 0 T 4% 0.15 mm 0 C,=2.15 » Biigh ¥

ESem B2 RAFEMABE 25cm A - B oA NIRRT ZKEFKRA
150 EER SR BT TE 3-8 B¢ w100 cmi 2 T 5 kR 5 26.7%

HfgTios kEd a7 A6 5 27.7% - 28.3% ~ 28.0% ~ 27.8% 2

26.15% 5 kB LR B L K ST B RS I - K
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AP G EE RS &L B o IR #RY (B 3-1
¢ 2. LS1 & LS3) it Laval sample (LS)B~#% » &5 — 43t ¢ B2 3 LS 3
B (4B 3-2) o 1395 SPT A g :#M2L F IR S % > 4~ H|¥rig = B
oz il 7 £ K% A Y & 20% ~ 50%2 90% = + - B] 3-9(a) X B] 3-9(c)~
|87 LS1-LS2 £ LS3 = (B4t fus 11 2 @ TR R 7B 112, LS
R Ak G RR BT > FWAINTERIZERF NIk
PERadp I a2 /€200mm: 8 B A Y 5 450~ 520 % 420 mm 2- LS
B KA EREY14 172 O ] S (MR RRMEA A 7)) @B
BAIRZBERS $3 0°C B A AR Inar 2 K g4 3 £ B4 o
BoA P 2 Uk A W] 5 502 453 3180 cc -

g w782 LS i# iR 790 (F=3 2P 3B LSHFH) »H Y

ol 7 £ (FC 5 5 18%) eh= %48 LS-1-3 ~ LS-2-3 2 LS-3-3 &

BAP-d L2 3 gprkikif > 23 d BRI ol 22X
HFHRF O IERBFHUMUIZRYS2I3EFF OMHILEZIFTRE ©

PRORFMINER R TR TR RN o PEARMRIRE O R 29

P AP RE MR BT REK A AR
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(a) . i Top plate fixed to
- = —  sampling tube
Saturated
/ base plate
Gradual removal of insulation as
Wooden box freezing progresses
(b) o
- d=s

TN

Water
expelled
during
freezing Insulation
— 2" thick — ]
Thermistance

B) 3-6 Laval 2482 3 4 ki #25 (Konrad et al., 1995)
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20cm

Section A

Section B

Section C

13cm

5cm
3cm
5cm

S5cm

Section A
T T

30.7129.7

/{ejecwd 33.0 132.731.4

\34.7 32.6 133.6 314

\//

32.7131.2

\/

Section B
T

32.8133.1

32.0/33.6 |34.6 32.9\

32.3

B T o

33.133.8 34.8/

32.532.0

\/
Section C
T

35.6 135.0

36.4

33.8 1333 36.8\

33.5

T o

31.7|33.6 36.9%

33.7|34.0

\/

Bl 3-7 P~ p Berthierville ¥ %7k 2 3 2 K&~ # B

(Konrad et al., 1995)
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Section A

B 3-8 P~p Baise St-Paul 3 %7k 2 3 2 K& 4 7 B

(Konrad et al., 1995)
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20cm T
278|275
1lem /28.3 27.9|27.8 27.7\
\27.9 26.6| 26.4 26.5#
Section A Scm
Section B 2.5cm 28.0 Rejected
' ~_ |
Section C Scm
Section B
Section D 5cm Toolo T
SeCtIOI’I E SCIn 30.0130.1{29.7 129.1|28.3|28.2
7.6 27.1126.9 |127.6(28.1(28.2(28.0 29&&
/27.0 27.3127.0(27.5|27.7(28.1|27.8 28.()\
\26.() 26.727.3(27.5]27.6|28.0 |28.6 28_5/
b\“ 2751273 27.5]27.9 ] 27.7] 287 28.7/
28.228.3127.7|28.028.3|28.5
29.0(28.9[28.8|27.0
Section E Section D Section C
26.9 255 27.3|27.2 28.8/28.3
/27.3 24.8|24.7 26.% /26.4 26.1/26.8 28.2\ /28.6 2751271 27.%
\26.8 25.0| 25.4 24.9/ \27.8 26.327.2 28.7/ \28.1 27.0/26.9 27.7
26.1 25.7 28.2| 28.5 27.6|27.7



Temperature, 0C

10
5 —
O -
5
10 B LS-1-3
n —&—— Temperature
B —+— Water
_15 B | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |

0 2 4 6 &8 10 12 14 16 18
Elapsed time, hr

600

500

400

(o8}
S
-

200

100

Bl 3-9(a) LS-1-3 A M ARG ok N E ~ RREFE 2 M &%
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Expelled water, cc



Temperature, 0C

25 500

20 -
B — 400
15 i
B — 300
10 - i
B — 200
5 -
B LS-2-3 100
0 —&—— Temperature
_ —+—— Water |
_5 / | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | O

O 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22
Elapsed time, hr

Bl 3-9(b) LS-2-3 248 A RIC Kok N E B AR BPEF 2 M %
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Expelled water, cc



Temperature, 0C

30 200

20%
B — 150
10 — 1 3
N 5
| <
o — 100 2
- k>
- 5
L Q.
- 1 &
10
- LS-3-3 —1°°
20 —&—— Temperature
B ———— Water 7]
_30 / | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | 0

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Elapsed time, hr

Bl 3-9(c) LS-3-3 :A M ARG Mok N E ~ RARAEFE2Z M &%
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33 B2 ARy

RHRA X TR r@mt Ry 4t Pfian g~ 24822 ko
R +k# (YLS) = #& Laval :#%% (® 3-2 ¥ 2 LS-3-3~LS-1-1 £ LS-3-2)
T 2Rkl 2§ (fines content, FC) A %] 5 18% ~ 43%%7 89% » H s o #
bR EF R 2 HAeB] 3-10 P10 skl T & L i 200 L& (LS
0.074 mm) 2+ Ik o B HRigZhabd T RELE AT 2628 5 d PS
Logging 13- ix¢ jF& 2 2% 2 12 2% P~ & ¢ PR EAME 7 H =
CiRE% o Fd fcd E L 1.50g/kem’ B TR T el = F S
1.90 g/em’ -

B & /87 it 7 B3 i@l pEFP 4ot 3-1 #77] > 1

200 %5 6 et 2 % 1447 i Cplasticity index, P1) 28 & 15 127 » f k#) 2

Ik

TR kBB E R BARE (liquid limit, LL) » Hfespkr 2 T ok
i D, =0.246 mm » fmF T dad e d=0.034 mm 0 4o w2 HAER 2 T
wE 724 o B AkE) FC=18% ~ 43%2 89%2. 32 3 % #ic (coefficient of
uniformity) 5= 3t 4> d F ¥ (coefficient of curvature) + 384>+ 1 3 3
2 B i 5 e 4 (well graded) 2 3E > 1RIp 3N 42 T KR
HF) A # 5 SM-SC & CL -

232 L BB EHAZFEER R TR emd EIER 2

FAT 5 2495 323 th#ci 213 )34 d F Al 1.08 431 1 32
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B> #7020 5353 3 3 (poorly graded) » 1995 3 - 2 g2V -3 G~
X s SMe
RHmizb TR Edgrmpn o Tl eGP aiy BFFH
g A& 75 %% (quartz) ~ ¢ £ * (muscovite) ~ %k % (clinochlore)
fe& £ (Feldspar) - B 3-11 3 B 3-13 » %%+ FC=18% ~ 43%% 89%
A ikeifedp ko x k¥ & ¥88+ 4 47 (X-ray powder defraction analysis) £ ‘m
Sk X BARS TP S8t 4 47 (X-ray clay mineral defraction analysis) 2. 3#
e SE A X B SRR IRBR 24P M B [T e A3 1 A8 (R AT R
B ) TR X R ES A AT T ELIH I B AR (A AR Y S
—=20) > %% B ATk RIS 2 1 & &A% (Chen, 1977) »
TR AR R R T e RIpe A AR Y L6 i
Total area (Bm ) B 2 L EFHPF s F ot > LFHFF S F 2t
AR E 7 N o AT 2 L X R B R R N REHF
P At o ) B R FC=18%4e3pd 2 &) » o B 3-11(a)2 1 & &1
o KA R e AG G TR KR L FEEE FORY ARG (total
area) A B i % 68252 29 Hlanddy 0 Flt AT o M fe s 37860 -
SRR TS FETVECE R E P T
W ARG 2 B EA T BB L AN gL T468% % 3-3 5 B E

P ai s B BB A TR EEF A 0 d 27 Bdh
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GRS B YR S SN BT TR SRS R ¥ T

£

Lo A E A e 70%00 1 i f AR 2R R

5

W

K

Il
[
0

BzA2 - e IATE > A AR E 30% .
Bl 3-14 &7 B Hhmidedpe w2 T 5 & (SEM) B 5 - 3E#7)
ME EFEipie o 5 5 & -~ &5 A5 (sub-angular and flaky ) - 7 F fesfl
FEZRHA B EE)IVH Y (e, B o E 3-1 977 0 Bl ot bdw
B M A3%Mre, Be, MARFEL LE wmll i B L 8% e
e PR o B IV e, (X ir® BRI ASTM @ D4253-1A
SE o @ R 1524 mm pEF HCEAE A =2830em’) > F AT R
M2 §oR) 4 14kPa I o BA RS R* FREIRS B2 60 Hz 2 4 & IR
8 A4 Bk IV e (Bl 50R R)E_&F; ASTM : D4254-C = i
#2000 F2 (ml) 2% B EH #1000 25 (g) 2 ok~ £ 42K
S T %%‘ CBRRERT R WA IR I 2 B R

o

110



Percent finer, %

100 ==

‘\ Borehole No. (depth) FC
90 \ ® [S-1-1(3.32-3.80 m) 43%
\ A LS-3-2(5.90 - 6.41 m) 89%
80 |- \ ¢ L[S-3-3(10.98-11.40m)  18%
\\ - —--MLS
70 | \
\
\
60 \
\
50 \I
\
40 F |‘
\
\
\
30 | :
\
\
20
10 |- N
OIIIIIII | IIIIIIII\\I‘~~I [ |
1.0000 0.1000 0.0100 0.0010 0.0001

Sieve opening size, mm

B 3-10 B Ay LS 282 s o # o 3R
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% 3-1 B +k#) Laval %82 332 3|4

Origin

Borehole

Depth, m

3.32-3.80

5.90-6.41

29.11*
34.14%*

*rlgkok 3 R B F R
RS BE = BhiREk (S d K

kg

pEIS L S S o

5
&
N

|

112

10.98-11.40




132 $RHEEHEZ A AR

15

0.589

1.058

2.69-2.71

32

24
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countsfs
10000

6400

3600

1600

400

10 20 30 40 a0 B0

" 2Thet

Bl 3-11(a) FC=18%4e 3F 4> R +5F) 2 X £ $E&f 4 47 @]
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countsfs

" IThet

Bl 3-11(b) FC=18%m3f 4> R +£#) 2. X & Yeb4 4 47 B
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countsss

B400

4900

3600

2500

1600

900

400

100

10 20 30 40 50

Bl 3-12(a) FC=43%#2 3 R +5F) 2 X & $E8+ 4 47 ]
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countsfs

" IThet

B 3-12(b) FC=43% 3 R H:A) 2 X £ Sebt 4 47 B

117



countsfs

" IThet

Bl 3-13(a) FC=89%4e 3F 4> R +5F) 2 X £ $E& 4 47 @]
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counts/s

2500

1600

200

400

100

" 2Thet

®] 3-13(b) FC=89% 3 R +#) 2 X £ ¥ebt 4 47 B
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Mineral

£33 Rkmms 54 F BT A0

FC=18%

FC=43%

FC=89%

Coarse, %

Fine, %

Coarse, %

Fine, %

Coarse, %

Fine, %

Quartz

Muscovite

Clinochlore

Feldspar
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| KY B71203 20KY

ARk 2 & 1508 (/2 >0.074mm) fm3E k2% < 35007 (/5 <0.074mm )

Bl 3-14 B +Hriz T3 5 (SEM) B %
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3.4 B thipshb2 M Rk S B A

AT R RN G PR - k|2 MM % R P ¢4

SPT ~ SCPTU ~ MSASW 35k 22 J& b ;8 74 p ik :# £ ] (PS Logging ) 3#5% o

TGRSR EE S 10 AR Z P RF > B A E 4R 3-1 A1 o

3.4.1 SPT ~ SCPTU #5223 {7 5 fEafdp ¥,

SPT #% %% B 7> B 3-15° SPTa £HBlz>F@* 4 T3 %

Y A=

(FP )7 BHE A (2001) @ H= ez AREI T30 §

W R > 2 R 2 gt o SPT @@S%kdp 1 8 = & m BRIP40 N B

Ik

10 22 4 & > 3% 5 SPT # M2 - 3885 "}%' BrHXRZAE (w) 3357

tUR (liquid limit, LL) =2 @# 2 % #dg dic (plasticity index, P1) %

s SRR TOPO R N A IR L 2R 2. sk (RE 1B #200

34
P

\4
X
&
F_&
[
ja)
o

'L 7F
& ERE 3 50% o SPT A% 71z 'K £ £ Chinese

criteria (Perlea, 2000) 2_t“ fiz (4@ 3-16) A7 it 2 X 2R3 k& =

PRV ARENR B EAMLE T E 3 R i Hew (potentially liquefiable )
T
Bl 3-17 Fgr @& k9718 = &2 SCPTU #&k S 5% > A%+ B2 # %

FEEERGE L SR > wHEENTI 8 ORFREZHANILIEHNE R

BHRM BB Z I E FR 82D 94 2% S AR K 2 i

A ER 94 2 3 123 o BN Ll mibd o RRE 124
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DD 17T AR LW AR 2 iR e ER 177 2 1 20 &

"

EE SN S RN SRR RN I

N

Bl 3-18 &1 Rtk [ Bl 7 B8 %> B I EIWIE 450t - k7

2. SCPTU #% % % > @ “T# 2w 3 E AR SPT HE - E dp e
R EREM PSSP RRES o - Bl 2 ¢4 E TR CPT 232
FHEETEI B BAER R BT E Tl 2 R (4o 1-28) o

EIR TR e SN Jfg;LFé%;A%&g;;ﬁ dr Lu;@ﬁr;ﬁa a ¥R 4 %frp);} Z_

I ¥ s

c

&
Ny

> ¥ 2_ B % 22 Robertson and Wride (1998) #tit ¥ & — R+ o ;’T‘u
MEFHERRHA T RN I RLE AL EFL2E32FF

=

KE FC R ) vs td o o
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Depth, m

10

15

20

25

N

Fines content, %

Soil (blows/30cm)  (passing #200 sieve) w, % Energy efficiency, %
profile o 19 20 30 0 50 100 0 20 40 0 50 100
| | | | | I | I | | | | |
) Nox Qv AV vV O O
| Low plastic
silt, silty clay, av oV \Y4 v O
& clayey sand
| ov v ood VIO ¥ O
N\ & o O O
— VvV O \V4 q ON 20O
av V @ 00 ¥ \Vou
[ o B0 oV D
Silty sand,
| clayey sand, ov O 0 O oo Vo
low plastic silt,
& silty clay 0o v w O ornv vu
— \V/ VAR () oV Aoy
v O \V/ a KR 4 \un
i \vale va o O 4
B o) O \V oV O e ow
\V4 SPT-1
B O SPT-2
O SPT-3

B 3-15 R4k % 7% SPT#% 5 %
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Liquid limit, %

40 I
- Non-liquefiable G Vv
\4
30 - & O
Vo -
| O Vv
O OOy
Y O
20~ O & v
V4
10 —
vV SPTI
P 1ally liquefiabl o Sl
otentially liquetiable 0 SPT3
O ] | ] | ] | ] | ]
0 10 20 30 40

Water content, %

Bl 3-16 SPT :£48 7 -K & ¥ Chinese criteria 2_ “ fiz
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. qc VS IC
Srglfllle MPa % kPa m/s
. p 0o 5 10 15 100 200 300 1

6 -200 0 200 400 600 O

Low plastic =3
_silt, silty clay, Z=
& clayey sand

—— SCPTU-a '
= —%

- SCPTU-b
<, &—© SCPTU-c

Depth, m
=S
I

Silty sand,
 clayey sand,
low plastic silt,
& silty clay

15 —

20

sx5 ok SCPTU 85 2 %
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Soil behavior type index, I.

Zone 2: organic soils-peats

_ ~Recommended

Zone 3: clay to s1Lt»y clay

general correlation

8

3=
Zone 4: o}'ayey S
s1ltV C O © O i)
OZone 5: 51@/ salg to sandy&lt )
g 8 O O o)
) g 0O
g S
O -
// . Zone 6: clean sand to silty sand
'/ 7
- Zz
1
& MLS
I o YLS Zone 7: sand to gravelly sand
O 1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1
0 20 40 60 80 100

Fines content, %

Bl 3-18 $ %72 B Hwml &wils £ 2H

2
|

=N
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342 B RiRBaE4 5o BRI A T

2L RRIE AR B M ANAT A ERAS
FOREE T A RAEAH > T LG A RRFRET S PR
THRFVER XD S RFAH TR I L2 RN AT 0 SR
Plls b s My BB 2 53 kg o > LI HRTHI AT o @
SLSPT & CPT 22 ¥ i @iz * » v 1% 2Ltz 4 5 ZRIB%R T
self B B -

ook RORLE A ANH A BOUEACHEEERIT 4 A BRIFR R 23
B 5 Hpend ok k% (Spectral Analysis of Surface Wave » SASW)
(Nazarian and Stokoe, 1984) » | &7 #p 3 B 5 #p 3¢ 4 & /2 (Multi-Station
Analysis of Surface Wave » MSASW")~(Lin and Chang, 2004; Lin et al.,
2004) o # G2 EiRld B AR SR B 0 B - AT s
FRAZFRFPFZ KR EFRDTATHE A7 0 25 R AL
P4 0 AP R S ATIRE G AT EE AT VRSSO L o )
2B BFERB A0 AERZ T Il o JI AR L G A
Bl 2 s 3 A ROB B RIRE AR BT g - Ak
# > Lin et al. (2004) = # f|* £ & & 5 4 Lk § P2 Andrus and
Stokoe (2000) = jEF G R Vw2 T B = e F o

SHEE A m A RPLEZERIEAN Y 24 B 4ASHz#E RAIR A B > %
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ARERIE 1 20 S jcarfaaptFAL2 2 Bk ¥- BLRBEER
EEH G IS 2% o AR Bl R ET 2 EFROL 2 2
SCPTU 3#5k3t » pt et > A plstir# %~ 7 @ 2 PS Logging &%  + it
MBI ERIZV EH- B F RS Z xR RS R F Ao
(1-16) » H oz 1 F v 5 4 gV, 4oB 3-19 #77 > V, 2. & * §_{f *
22 Laval sample (LS)z. g 0 5 4 R £p) (523 H~) 5% 11k o
20k BRI E S HRMER 23 2T p LY, TR
f o Fog ok BPlEoTHE P2V, 8 SCPTU 2. % % 484t+» & - SCPTU ¥

AR BRI R 7 T A L SRS B = 2 SCPTU 3¢5 3¢
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Depth, m

10

15

20

25

Vg, m/sec

0 100 200 300
L

- 2 ¢—— SCPTU-a

I | ¢— SCPTU-b

i i SCPTU-c

_ @ . = =A-- PS Logging-1
- A PS Logging-2
- o +— MSASW

Bl 3-19 R Hhids=kV, 2 RS %
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343 B RaEskab b 2o R A

AR F g B =k oriaun (VB A 57 * Wang et al. (2002) #1742
boh e REFY R BREFEF RFZE A LT @ RGBS
0.19g° 124% Youd et al. (2001) #riE k2 f§ % /= > 1% A g = #rp[1F 2 N~
g, "M% = F> ;% (SCPTU ~ PS Logging ¥ MSASW) *7& F2 V, Ei& {7
2 K it Bewe & 47 o SPT & 451 * Seed and Idriss (1971) = = » CPT & 4%
A142 3% Robertson and Wride (1998) z =% @ V, 2 & * R|¥ g Andrus and
Stokoe (2000) = & o #13 & 17 R R £ Youd et al. (2001) z i3 %

FHFoch B EFERNERS P 7 E RS R Y

£E o A 7oriE 2 Fuk Y % & iadic (Factor-of Safety, FS) 222 R 2. M %
4o 320 #r7 > F FS>2 PR RS s m s 20 % g &V, BATE R H
it E > FS 3 4p g <~ A 1 (;&1*) > @A SPT &R+ 5 53
L (2it) od Blaiple 2 B2 dup it % 28 FS B & sk 22
Ahad A2 LB o blertE AT 352 2 56> 12 SCPTU %
EriB 2 g R FE|E L K € kv > F 2 PS Logging (0 4 ki Esk B %
RI2 € it > @02 SPT 3% ESFHR T iR &7F 3 i o B4k
R A PR 2 R ETE R F > T R R
3-4 557 o

éq”ﬁ{;}i ]gs?;l’/zj‘ fa YRR 2 I AR BB AT Sl
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M EBL !B EERFSEFLIRY 2 FRFRKRESH AL P
WAB2ZARRT  SHY TR AML SIS G ek FHE

BHF) » 1955 A 27 o @ 0 FRE N - F k2

(w

BRI RR O TR BREF AR o A - BE A
T R HRAE g Eskek@® t Laval sampler :& (7 253 B (40 3.2 &)
TR GLFHMRAEMN VB RZER A HAE Y Bk

Z P BH&EEE > MR EF 2 CPTHRIfrE R FH 2V B L% R E

RIR LAY TR AR ) b

EX

T ER L ST

FEME - 2 2 30 o
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Depth, m

FS FS FS FS FS
Soil d. V,(SCPTU) V., (PS Logging) V,(MSASW) N
profile 0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2 0 1 2 1
0 T T T T T T T T T T
B A A *
Low plastic K O ov
silt, silty clay, @ o i A A
& clayey sand A * alv
5 <D AA
30D A . N ¢
A
© A
- v oo
<, @ .
& o A% n|
10 — i % o
< A *
Silty sand, A
| clayey sand, XX Yo
low plastic silt, @ > i1
& silty clay ® & N o
15— o o & 1 v a
T
vO
b
Cood &> e vao
2 = <o & * O
20 &0 ©
® SCPTU-a A PS-1 ¢ MSASW v SPT-1
¢ SCPTU-b A PS-2 O SPT-2
% SCPTU-c O SPT-3

B 3-20 R X g @ 22V 2178 %
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7 3-4 B WSy A% 22 upit & > Gl

PRI P

iF R
AR

10.5-11.3
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A R
4.1 FpEEy
FPN R EEE S VR A Lok Laval :#8 ~ 2bk 0k Laval 3248

MEE R g RN Ak dp Laval FHER L2 E£ATHIE

—\

Moo F hE {2 A w5 R %2 (Moist Tamping, MT) 22-K ¥ jic*g 2
(Water Sedimentation, WS) o & f& 7% o (r@ R 8E i & 2 & 4™ o
4.1.1 7kik Laval 3348 &

$o0 il 5 B (FC=18%) 2 & (%2 SPT BF# 3248 5 4 454 19) »

B RIS EE W B KR T ruilaval sampler Pk s 0 A R U gpok MR
/J\I? ’ L‘/J\/%m‘rﬂ JTEE ii ?%A ™ gbvé'gﬁﬁ*/ﬁ; i% i?,‘fﬁi;é

77

B 2 %A o~ 4 B 1 -10°C 20 iR PR e Laval sampler #rP~4 2 4R B T
2200mm> % EPELZ S00mm > R FHEZ 2 hE T AT L 70 mm - B
B 140 mm > #7rd s Jf IR 7B 17 2 pkof Laval 324838 (7 57 2] 47 4B o

FAJI* S Al4EE > 2 (band saw) #rkof Laval @48 2] & = &
AR GRBEMERS 2) P UEEEAY B FIUE Y Tk RS R
BAEME LD AL R EW IR B 4-1 ST o B F R LR
=2 GRHE TP 0T & R ipMav AR 4 B FIHLERRY o B 4EPiE
A o ApA AR A BERES ((196C) B RMEL SRS

X 18 - Laval 7k ik 3248 3 ~ 7“ ge o f 2T iﬂ egg K 3 1R 0 FL iR R
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fRik o Fg Rk F S A R gt o Fte JE B GRS T 1
B Ao PP~ 8 o B ger ARy BE & o (P R EMA ST IRA - B
PIHR- AR A A 2 TR g (necking) » F|pt AFT g B E - 2
BAPE @) 420 T IERBRT 0 F A 48P T 70 mm 2 ko FlH
Rl o GEPIROL SRR N TT AN 5 - BRMERF 0 % R F Laval 3R
iSRRG B 2 B I R NS AP il e 4t 1aa+- 1 1 S| 1 cm "P:I&—ﬁ?g\i?
PR (LR 2P MRS TR R E TR ) A
BB RIS R R PR R AN 0 i FHLEA 2 Laval ARk R A
o BB E 2 R B L T R ER kT o Tk - EFERFGE > £
#erkk FlirzEfz P T Al a f B A40mm o ERE 3 7w L ik gAY
fr s jork W AR EAREIR A R EE e R
AN RINY L AW - ER3S5Smms FA 1LSmm Y E LA I3
mm 2 o 12 F R T 1 25 bender element 2. = $h7E F 2 X A AP
HEE o PR Ry 2 2] 2 AR FTR R R Akl hi R T i
7o Wi 2 2 ik BB 4o @) 4-3 2707 > B (8 Bk ok R s 2w 4

NREAEF FREREFEHELBDRE Y o
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B 4-1 7kif Laval 2882 < 3]+ 3
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Bl 4-2 AP E 2 S 15 2 Rk 3R
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7K

SRR AZ

i 4
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4.1.2 257k Laval 3348 &

il 7 £y (FC=43%: 89%) 2 Laval sampler P~#::#48 > |4k
FHRE 2 TERY 500 mm 2 FEEEF RIS 3 L3
R REAE (B44) " FEIFHRIRFTRHLZIER A0 >
PPN Rk U FEHEREE R

B2 R UMREZ 7 P oA e BEG (B 45) 0 FREE el
SEREEZAEFRRE T URY L1 MMM 2 270 mm B A
140 mm 2. {4848 > B2y @ FRLLLFME T2 e T
Mg R EA S T AR RIS RN L LW - FR 3.5 mm -~ 7
B 1S5mmEE R 13 mm 2 @i 0 @47 F M 1127 225 bender element
ZZHPhTEEE RAERE o FC=43%% FC=89%2_ #- kit Laval 3548 3% *»

=S A WAcR] 4-6(a) 2 Bl 4-6(b) “TT e
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B) 4-4 2Lk Laval "8 3135 %Y
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B 4-6(a) #*7 = = 2_ 2L kif Laval ;548 (FC=43%)
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Bl 4-6(b) 3 *r = = 22 kL Laval ;348 (FC=89%)
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413 £ HFBEY

j‘pi"i?ﬁiﬁf;é%ﬁ”@i'?" A& R SEE (MT) %2 k9 etz
(WS) & # 5 3 » #4934 Laval ;288325 (5 7) 2 € 374 173548 o

1B %2 (MT)

BEZAROTERLNE S wF)Z HEHE MR TERY

/
TR LA miE A Bt > B g 23 Ny EApE LR o TR
%’g‘ * /’El j’\ /é': R &@: gu 7}5 "B‘J&Frﬁf—'é’\ é}/ﬁ- ’ ?i‘@ ~ LV E} AL m IR ?» y Hr —,EL

FORZE T LA F L FA S B R SR

h oo HE TR RIS RYeT o
(D AR Tr AEN AR » ZPHA R G @
%ﬂ%%w&ﬁﬂi’ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ$%°

Q)#gejte » DR RSB EL B EH SRR RENIZE

\

it E PR R AT o AT R L SRR

-~ 7 =

Il

QFH T
Bl AU e R e FERA W R A B

PAELEPPT B AT CF R IR Y .
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2.0k @ fwrE % (WS)
ke 2 RIS S EOR S 2 T PR E S A 4 e e
Gk EEETER S VIRURES CE T S R RN Y SEILE | IR
TR TR R kP T RS hE R e 7 £ FC=18%
ZEHRFMA P RO RRREE TR AAR IR MRAL
PR ARITE FRAR T o
(DF A #F MR Ts N S fd ALY P R HAT LG - R
Bl P iR b e AR R IR o A KT o
bl TR -
@yke w2 A4 s BB REGHLZEE > &0 L& K2R
WA 4T Bt R R A TR TR 2R R R oR) 5 Rk

Epr R o AL R INE ke R EF S 1 2 3mm o # %] R T

THBCE E TR LT o R kR Bl S K TR

Gt iTz 21> FRAF P DG E  MFREKRFE - 2H A

RO BT P AFE T RN HFE

%

Rl

LEEFEHAN REMBPPE - BFIFRELRPE L EHWE
FloRokd B2 gr f R ST B R R R 2 A

PERF BRI E RS MY o
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I F mfl 5 B FC=43%3 89%2 € fissdl » FIEE 2 kA b
R TR MR ALY B gl AT R (R4T)

AT L REN=hTEFFER
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AT D AEF (FFQ, 1998) 2 i = fhifsk % & MR E & 3

ZHhE R R e s BB S F R KRR B

Bl 4-8 50 = phidB A K Bl 0 & R R AR
o FMEICL 70mm - BB 140mm; ER T EE KAY G - Bk E
Lo - g4 it (benderrelement) s * 1 BiE E BT T 4 L o B
523 H AGEE o Z hiASR R AR U P A P = hE TN Bf%

B BB E RS o T S B AREE ¥ AR RI 2

bk

ks ”Tﬁﬁ%] kMY dEI T RN L RED - HH oA

R
o]

20 RPN E R SR 2 fhe 4 0 BfE £ (load cell) Zgzk 3=

&
o

T EOTIRRLTEIN 0 T FlAe B AR B 4 g A 2 R A -

hE PRI EF - F Bao pMzT 3 3 B ARZF R

i

(bellofram) > ¥ @ 4 BRFEHE L FRIE* BFH FiF R L2 T§
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B R AR ZHE/PIRE LN R - Y LA S 2
PEFER  ZF2Z e RS E 2 BRUREE TP EFI LT

BRE B Z hiask o

FRAEA B Rony - EFBITAZE 327 TRE LS
5 E s Wi fE2 /RIS E (Dynaserv DR 1100E) - % £ & € & 26
kg Bexd4 5 100 N-m > &% $ho FUR 5 4087 kg » & = dhrr bt 4
2044kg > #- B iR R R 5 F 614400 4 o oo il p & PIRR A
Aol AlEE S e HE R P ANENES 2 A BT A
PR TR LN AR EL R AR -

BT hRHREF o TR EIEE L 3o 2 R EREE (ball
screw) (THK BIF 2005) % 4»3# (THK LBF 25T ) - i § i erogid &+
RERLARE S  HRPEFR 2L RITAoR 4-8 F T o E TR FH
TBERES  EFRELE EREME S > TR R MF L 0
YREG RSEREE AL FR T FERE R MRS >
FARELTE B R e

3R] kst
FHRLTE e e i td FETAL > BEHER LabView 42

@ B+ (NI PCI-7344 ) & i# #c i~ 30 52 3 terminal board ( NI
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UMI-7764) » & 55—“%?{,@%]4 BEBPERELIIAA THEdL 0 52
THE R G AL A BTG 6 ke 49 T o AL
B RS e v BRI 4 B A ST L Mok

WE S TRBENLI S B AL TR AT E o

o F ko o LR RE S ERF]E %K T Wi esranig
REAEF B

4.5 BA-RBREG]E S
RS LR R ATTRA 2 Kk B4 UL 10 kglem® o H1* £
U RN IR TR 2 FUR FERJRIRA TR £ N R SR
R R AT BRE g B BRSNS AT A
FERE F LR A R 02 kglem?” o
5.2 RIR &

AR B RIEH ‘f— iz EhIRE TR R dhe FE S e RS
FIRZAZIRIC R > T gh P T RFR IR - YA g A
(bender element) » H P et RIEM2 T4 i < ] o

ghe £ R * -k FE < (loadcell) » #2 ¥ > = fhE 783N
(4eB 4-8) > s fF & A7 * 3§ Plphe f7 £ iE SKN (500kg 2 1100 /b) >

ARG BHT R - p o g ERI B NEL
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Ker FEdhAd o0 2 EHRFIRATEE S phe ¥ 2 £ R * Linear

Variable Differential Transformer (LVDT) - ¥ £ 50mm 2. &35 ; F/R

LMK R EPIFE* ¥ @& 700kPa -k &R+ (pressure transducer) o 3RSk

ST A IE BRI A L Rk 41 BT o

6 IL%’;L,#TB" ,J Lf/u

AIEHIE e F B E A & F P load cell N LVDT % & B pressure

transducer (F)/&R % K KRB ) 2 i @ o F]pb > £ Fip|~ 2 g & B (sensor)

SR RIFN A R AR B AD ¥ S el By
T %% 0 fe & LabVIEW #2.3% » ¥ ¥ A2 Joad cell *7 & w 2_ 21 55 A

4 i

PREZE] > b BT ekt B B 2 B
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——drive shaft

——motor

\|«——motor chamber

NI g a
///////////
1

%% 7

N
N
N

B ﬁ LVDT

—S—=—————attachment
=_—  piston head
| piston clamp

= bellofram

s (7]

piston pressure

cell pressure

%
%2

bt — load cell

“§ top cap

B ? bender element
|

I

| ——soil specimen

. — —Internal strut
—~—acrylic tube

specimen pedestal

back pressure
——— base plate
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L]

> ||
N[
PCI-7344

[0

Power Code

NI
UMI-7764

Compumotor
DYNASERV

SCSCESEEED

|

5

Driver

encoder signal

AN
\\\\\\\\\\\

,

7
///////

motor

Bl 4-9 B E B4 % o LBl (FR#F 15, 2003)
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B 4-10 f‘% &;@i%;é‘:%;;{%ﬁ‘ %{\.g] » HE fti i*?é"ﬁﬁ‘g‘f’?gﬁ% ’

BRI E RS e S N L 2 T R

\

= ﬁ%?ﬁ@ﬁii%il*”’%ﬁﬁ$§ﬁ?@%ii%3%ﬁ
R4 o 5 £ REEH AR 2 phn So0 07 £ 4 (loadcell) ZE3X = dhg
PR RN o
2. GrE et kS

e % Xtk * Wykeham Farrance 2_ = € % 2 (load frame) >
KIRpe i — B B <B4 100kN Lfi‘{ﬁ;é%%#ﬁ (‘stepless compression test
machine ) » 3% & fhe & v;F,z? SR F E 0.000lmm/min > ¥ 33 B -k 2R
AR o ATIAE £ AR M T R % = iRk o
3.5 By R RG]k R

RS LR R ERA 2 Kk B4 UL 10 kglem® o H1* £
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B R AT 2 BB R KRS R Y SRR R
W F KA 1T BRI B kRS ON RN R LT

ABREF R AL AR S 0.2 kglem” -

ARBERIKA e 2o mE - e R FIRZ AR o
fhe fmE 2R R Y 7€ 7 (loadcell) > #-2 ¥ 30 = dhg P M2 B30 (]
4-10) g AT * N pldhe s EiE SKN; dhe BRE2Z ERIF K *
Linear Variable Differential Transformer (LVDT) » ¥ £ ;B 50mm 2. %2 ;
FI& & GCH KRR ¥ @R 700kPa ok &+ (pressure transducer) -
WEATR Y X IR E PR A 2 RFhe R 4200 o
S5AELHED kA

RBHE RS D N F e dhe mEFF > 2 & § 0P load cell ~ LVDT
% & B pressure transducer ( FI/BRZ & -RJB ) 2. % it @ o F]pt > 2 E P~
R % (sensor) #TE PIF| T R tﬁ_b’“rﬂia?l e MBS i AD F e
AL BT T % 0 fe § LabVIEW £25% > 7 T R ¥ je Sridse 4

EBE2AE -
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~—— base plate

=
- 3
- o) O
O = - =
) (D]
) £ £ E8 2 2
COS E =_o 8 — 2 B
S S8gc&E ©838 & E S 5 X
08%2cs %28 = 2% 8 %
Z2EEE 2R3 B .mﬂ T
v !
</l.<, /// /////////////

piston pressure
cell pressure
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423 T4 g ERK A
T4 % 2 :E25% (bender element test) © TR hF E - L ARE S BP
WE RS FARMZF L BT o o FRR (1999) FALaE (2001) 2 R4

Ie (2003) % 4 > 1% $4 LA R Es% TR AT 4 i RFLER

BT A R AP RERZEEE A (B A 7T6mm -~ B L 38mm) 0 Rk

FTEPZEEBREG 40mm TR efor B ITESR ) RBLUL

%@

RERE AU VIR - RIMAFLFETF R B4l T4 RE
Bl A sz T R A2 i R AT o
1LRZ M E & 5 (piezoelectric.ceramics)

PREP A mER TS AERER FHEYRIAIL Y 0 A
LT 2 BRTMIT LS AP GEONOR A/S 2 7 5 3]5L A-118 > =
<ol s 145x12xImm > fm 1 R R G 10V 0 % 4ol 4-12 4757 0 % bender
clement 4 » = fhF B THF Y > ¥ R * Araldite Tk ¥ A7 (AB )

TIZFhF P TRER CEKEIMARUFRER R LI 1/4 R
£ (X 3mm) > FEHF T EFRITABACRE 4-13 2 B 4-14 11 0 S
{6 23RS W 4o 4-15 -

Poan B bRy 2 A At H g B KRR
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s
129

( polycrystalline ceramics ) 3 @ Yo g * 2. X 7R K 5 48 > RS

TR M2 RE e b 7 Gl e o]

=Y
A
(w
i
J4:
(=1
-
N
O
o

KEE & 5]9;1’[\‘/‘%"!‘2%0

3]

K

L B AR F R LA Sk

PR R AEE ML - RRICY B § AL RPN TR

*

ALWIENUFOE L A RTRLH P ARERFDRL 2 el

TARE-FIALIRI TR T ORI BRTRIHTF AR

i

v b RAINBRT M T AN R o

BREWBEH ST A 5@ 5 (series connected ) ¥7 # B ( parallel
connected) & fAifd > N AR AN €5 A R ORT L BT
MG L T2 MR A Wna B K2 DT L
Ba i FEp HMan 8o 2 RI/ASL VT AR AEZRT AN
P P I AT S ey ¥ ddicd 2 B (function generator )
A EE AT, ) R R R AN AR P A BN E
WK EREBAD, > TP B BT ok o

2.3 A B



SfcAd 4 BED B o A A5 5 HP33120A > andicd 4 A
kA maEg s Bk 2 A s A2 R L (random wave) o ¥ d
FALERZT AR EE- AR - A FERESR TR TR
SH - LA A R BOE S RS 102 Hz~15MHz >
24t 45 AR B om0 AriE SRR SRR RIS L S

ﬁi%lﬂz‘:n%é 5002 ’ﬁ%lﬂiﬁx*’\ ¥ty 5 50mVpp~10Vpp °

EEIRE - DG (Y AAES T MBI L
T AT R AT 4 A FE R U LSBT P R - BT
ig (channel) 2 - Bff#F e H BT (PO Lffd R RE) » F i
* ook B 53 RS232 & HPIB /o #&gmﬁfu@?] MR EEEEEAE A
AR T Np LB ARIEF 2 1 }uﬁ;f])\ £ (# gt - g
i)z terminal board) EITHEM AR T 4 A A Eorpd 2 TRA, 0 ¥ F
D)% PR e LT A E K i 0 X BRI E 3 25kHz

WELAR T B M 4o B 4-16 977 o
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Function Generator

ﬁ Top Cap
N \E@ /
N I I = l‘kiBender Element
| (Transmitter)
PW-145 ‘ . .
Lo o | =7 Soil Specimen
[ o J—l o |
N
1
% = ~—Bender Element
— ~ (Receiver)
{ ) Pedestal

Wave Signal System

E

B 4-11 34 A 2 RRE%7T 2 B (H# s, 2003)
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BT
12.7x10x0.5 mm™~__|

45 rmm

Bl 4-12 BRL M LS T4 =0 (R 4, 2003)
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“

ORGARGRAAE

\ Filter Stone

Bender Element
(Transmitter)

Fl4-13 MR ET e (H51) - 7 LW (11812, 2003)
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Bender Element

/ (Receiver)

Filter Stone

Bl 4-14 A LT 4 A~ (Ffcf) 4~ 7 LB (H#F 15, 2003)
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B 4-15 R R BB fcsh T 4 k& 2
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FREQUENCY | LINE | AVERAGE | INFUT FORMAT | TRACE | EXPAND | MARKERS | MATH || TASKS

1.270m ¥i 48.395n

Processing Data

hﬁﬁ |
RATRY
\lh

Alt + Ctrl:
HEASURE ETART
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43 B> FE R
4.3.1 7k Laval #8822 355%
1324 2%

g w2 pkif Laval FIAL:R 0408 (7 = dhif Bk o Jf L (770 2 db
FPORGRN 0 RWRN NTEER F kA EF R ERY FR
Bipdl? LR-ERPHERBRL T E A HOKAL WG 7l
B SRR o DAL - R B AER T AR
BB g ikt T HLFE 2Rk (W E2Zgzk) 0 B
ZHhE P G FURK o SRR BRI R MG KT E 2 phE R P R T
Fandok et (KA EEL FHEPTE ) E 1R ok > FEME
EWRAE TR CHFGAZIE N (AT R F S L E e FIR S i
kEFREDALFR) TR E PN ZFRARFREL 5C
+ o Laval :# 8 f2 % = ;% 4295 Hofmann et al. (2000) #7i& X 2. 425 24 -
35485 40 20kPa 2 BB 0 = $hE @4F 5°C2 MR 11 F KR 10kPa 0 B
B 83 10C/A k¥4 F s 5 (flush) 7% » B B e i@ kf 213
FrAtMERBE TEINEE Rk > NEFLFEWFIEERLS 24
Bh o BfRfEARY > MOR 2 R F ARORT MBS R MY 2 3
kB @R DR KM RA 2 R MAAR S > A G RE R R

TN
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iRk AT 11 5°C 2 F4F 20kPa ehEIR-kfe & 8-10TC i%4F 10kPa
2 #F (flush) Aok 8% o B+ %) 2 ) frenfdl e §RIEWR 2 %
A0 5 d AR AR TRsgoTe » 2 K& > Bcdplgm 3202 dhe 7)) &
1.0mm ™ p o

BB FEWMOELERY > L R ETE AN PR R
fhE FUR-RGVRE F3 5C 2+ (BiT-kead [ MAER 4C) 27 5%
O gEKIRMEST S fhE A (A 4-17) 0 B BhE Y 2ok m EF R

5T 24 (4ol 4-18) ¢ pr— FMUBTRB Pk B 2 5% 0 4 B P I A=

T

Fhg A E ERITE AR (4FF AR BRI ) TR Rokm g2 D
F (flush) s » #7100 = phZ R TR Bk o ¥ 5 B f2 1 8 E A
£ o
23 irr BB

JRk iS22 FMEFE A PR ghs Bk 0 i w Q fH
BHLEARF A H RS o B e F KR S 600kPa s B check i35
F 095 o EReEfrts o A PR E A 2550~ 2 100kPa 2 3 rx[FR
7 & w B % (isotropic consolidation) » #F& — FRFER R % {8 (A2%F
FUMk R A2 & ) i@ % bender element A= fhE N AT 4 ik Epl o 12
EEF TR FRFRZT A REV, > (5§ F < F/R o/ =100kPa

RS A TR
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B 4-17 = g F 3RTR STk AR B B ALK
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Bl 4-18 = dh % BFIR-KER
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B fi = phidBR 2 P o RIERR R LR LR R TR Rt
CRR> *37 7 1€ * Ji 4 BIRI A2 & B &7 35% 33 W % 4o 4Rl 4-19(a)
2_ it 5% ¢ (sinusoidal wave) ¥ Bim € » B4 24 % 5 0.1Hz » F5% > 42

jedkH dhe % (B 4-19(b)) % 4237 KB (B 4-19(c)) - B 4-19(d)
SkR 2 EE R Rk B RSB o B RS a2 F B
Lo, Fsgpdipit g aipl F RRPAEN E T U CRR HN, 2
BRI o

Liu et al. (2001) 12 1935:571999%&, » sk #7554 chp R FHLE » 2 o
i E 107 B BE R UZE 1528 Ak b Bt B ehFH A (moment
magnitude, M,) # Rl p 4.7 3 7.60" L ¥ FE R FESL (epicentral distance) &
0% 200 =27 %> &A% F 5% nH 9 3E5% (simple shear test) 22 # fi
= $hiE % (cyclic triaxial test) 2 CSR-N Jg % 38 {73 jF 4 47 o g & 47 404
KA ERMER B a v L2 B)50.65 % (0.65am) IR
T 0F et = BT 7 it (N=2/3Nit1/3Ngey) » 7 #-EE B iR -
TPER OE L AADF LR RABFR FLITHEE > T E 2R
PIF B4 Solie No FIp 7 iedpdt BARF S ] U E FERE iR

EEF RBIE R A nE R E Bk BN, > 4o 4-20 57 o

BHRe) 8 1 = gk CRR 2 %I N=20%F R {0 a 1 f {5
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fhe E%iE 5% B2 0,/20) o B jk = dhiEsk R S pF > BOpIEMR

[
13
e
T
7~
el
il
14
1l

‘_.
ur
it
@*

RIS IHY e B MR AP BEREE AT

ok §5 RE = RS AR A 0 skof Laval ZBBE L AL 2§ e
ERBEMRE c FRLAIEFAER I HEHEFe o Bl
2 F KRB E 600kPa > #75 FHAE2 B E35:E 0.95 11 F > to/=100kPa if i+
TEFECRR O BRBRAET A PLREER > LR BFHOT S
R o RIEFFRE T BRAT 2 BRE 5 5 0.25 mm/min > 3E5% > AR
i E e 4~ he REE RIRIHORBZ R o FEZ ERR S
o ERRRAAR R BE BRI EERBEICHY e B0 G

HEHRGEA P RE T RR o
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Deviator, kPa

Excess pore pressure, kPa

100

80

60

40

20

0

100 200 300 400 500
Fig.(a) Time, sec

0

"

100 200 300 400 500
Fig.(c) Time, sec

(c,-0,)), kPa

q(=

40

Fig.(b) Time, sec

100 200 300 400 500

0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Fig.(d) p'(=(c",+25",)/3), kPa

Bl 4-19 5 = i 2 64~ ¥~ I HORRE KA BLR
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Number of Cycles, N

\

100

M,=1T7.5

M,=6.75

M,=6.0
M,=5.25

1 1 | 1 | 1 | 1 | 1

0 40 80 120 160 200
Distanee, 7(km)

Bl 4-20 7 o3 RARFCZ RRFEYP S o0k f R4 = bl R
(i2:zp Liuetal 2001)
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4.3.2 2Lk Laval 3348 2. 8%

Al 7 ERE 2 2Rk Laval 3248 > FIEEEF MR E 0 AT 2 A

23

o RMIREN I RLEY > A FERRARF o FHE E
A2 oo FRMERTZ T XA HEM 4 10kPa 2 B > 11
5kPa 2 F -k RFFEME (TR o

L@t irs R

2okok Laval A8 5 AR % 4 (60 AE 73 20k Z W5 RiFE R5%

¢

ET

R #E A R Ao 0 e fo2 F KRR 5 600kPa 0 T AR 2

Boid 0.95 b o R ol A PR 40 2550 ~ 2 100kPa 2§ 3%

FREeFEr Ry FE5- BREBHRRSE (RFIH BT L)

>

& * bender element f = #hE N AT AP TR FIEE T B G FIRZ
ARV, ’ﬁxlé@%‘”ﬁ*i%]@ 100kPa pF » £ F % F Bis &£ 5% °

2,95 3y = phii

Dt

bk Laval 332486 i6 = $higBh 20 P adefe /R 288 » R348
FUR MR R T CRR - i »5 4 = N iv g BRI 2. R BB (7%
Hipts e 22 F Brd 0 JB? 25 5 0.1Hz 7% 242 thie
B phe FEAQFIH R - 7 PR AR F ArLo,
FiegpHip AP F BE(N,)E T F B8 CRR $N, 2 M GF

Bk = phiEsk CRR 2 2111205 F R f4(N,)m & § s dhe i
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LS RS A N RPN R R

‘Er

5% 4 a2 0, /20 © B fi

o D RAIR e B RO ARM RS R S T ik

-n\«

3.8 ik = dhir sk

Zhkik Laval 3R F LB TR F & frk BB EBHRAER - FfF =
S5 HBEWE Ao B e F KR 5 600kPa 0 #rF FAEz B i@
$9i£ 095 1 > Ao’ =100kPa (E 2 T FE S RD 0 RBREX(EF WA
PORRGEFESE 0 L RPEH T 4 R o RGFREHF R BRI

B gid 5 F 5 0.25 mm/min > 3#% 2 A2e s fhe 4 s dhe B H 2 AL

FRIVHRRZ T o R - MRk R B TR EMA G R
o XPFFHIH e B MG RRESE A F I kg o
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433 £ H AWML PRA%

R mE 7 € LS FHARK RS S BBEWALEEY > R
(MT) &-k# iz (WS) ®iFs ot &7 LS i# M ag 02 € Hf e (7
HEBVREFER L hTy 2 22 H LSEM e BAFE 3 0§ FC>18%kmiAd
FERAM . MT &2 WS E£HT @ a5 fenfin T # e @ Ris
A LS X4 o
LE e oz B3

MT 2 WS & #3208 3 2 Ve 413 H 22 p % 97 > MT 284
TR (5@ * CO, to,=10kPa™ FETRUAIH +r FERY 4 fr2 »aF > @ WS &
WAFMUTERY c ERPERAEZ G T3 Ji* CO, 3 4o
W2 befo - BEHBWETRFRAE S AL 72 phidsk s & 532 H 4
7 foo EREee oz F R (v 5 600kPas #74 482 B B9 0.95 1+
HH oS o A TFEE 4 2550 2 100kPa 2. F cRIREFE w B R
FE-PEEBRRE A (RIFIVH LRI E) # * bender element %
ZHhEPRT A REER > TEE IR FOCRBZT S REYV 0 R
F @R 100kPa p¥ > L F %5 3 R = phF Bim £38% o
2.5 1k = phii ik

MT 22 WS 26 ik = dhipBh 2 P P E W RE HOR LS i 2 o

B LR BT CRR- B4 *54e= 5N ivdr * RIRE S| 2 R Bt 7385 o Y3
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R ier sz 2 F GimE o B 2375 01Hz 335% > A2 fhieérd

P R R ALK B R H R RS L F R E

N
\—3

Fy o A TS S = 3 fg;\i\«kﬁ’x(N)m » Vg W CRR ¥ N, 2
B % B o ®° i = dhidSk CRR 2 7% 111 20 5 F R Z §Y(N,)A T f 15 ih

v %iE S%THIEZ 0,/20) o B hiEsk R S PF 0 ERIFMIR L {8

MT £ WS ;2888 (7 = R SEds o > B AL P F & frs R
B X RHALS o MT EHMF 5 2 FAE R 7, 511 CO, to/=10kPa T 53k
M A E e sy o FEE R 00 HEME ST EHe{rs
F KR (75 600kPa > 7 Az ‘B IS 095 11+ > ho'=100kPa if it
TERFECRG L HFNT T B AREFESR > U RPEHOT 4 5
Boo RS Y BRI N BREESFFHE S 0.25mm/min > R 5%
ARG E fhe A e R R ACTEIC KR o B = A P

ERIFHARSR G R IR HE Y e E o
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4.4, Jkif & fE kA2 R ¥ Laval 33288 & 7 2 B2 58

LS VRN CER R IERDS SR £ R E R e S RN
BKABRRG 2 ETHEEFA A 30 - AT RUHEY o
Konrad et al. (1995) ¥ > ¥ BT 3 #ma el £# 2 7 ¥ Laval
sampler P~k - 5d F48 7 K £ R R0 FP kk Laval @482 P4 5
Bipg ¥ o

AR 7 % Laval sampler ** f R385 b8 17 Laval ;28854 > 7 4
d SPTi#REGEFHMmtl 2 /4 B B ARUEEFR AT E 25C

+ 2 R BARRT o Bodl Laval 3388553 = TR 5 kof i ¥ o d B 3-2

-

TArZ B LS 48t A N AE T lm ER = % B 2 3R ) 2 B
E 0 Bl 3-9)2 B 3-9(c)km LS TAMvkaf G2 Y o s R0 R 928
B v raz gyt ok pe i enbl 0o BlY BT koL Ol PRRS 0 R
FEFRZ B RTEL 0°C T o odm R RIRATRE D 2 R B R e o
WIRE AR R KB 2 SPT BFA E R 0 J PRBTRELE S

TR KR 5 32.95% » B i E y,=1.90 glom® o F]t E 4T 200

mm 2 = & /kf LS 3#48(LS-1-3-LS-2-3 2 LS-3-3)2 % & £ 7 i&5%(4-1)
Phoaddpkr 2 2 2k EF Rk Laval R 2 P HOKER 0 T

Vd LSHEM/KFIERTERZE NI -KE L LS EHILH LT & 2 B

0 B okof LS 3R A8TY ok 2 R AR AR 5 o
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W=Vxyg= (nxD*/4) xHxygq (4-1)
% 43 87 R ARk /R 2 3 o R RRES > = Bk LS
B I HORB AR S A B 5 7.54% ~ 5.89%% 2.90% » H T 3o R
L 5.44% 0 Bt BRI R (5 25°C) "3 0°C “rR 2 MAEEE 5%
10§ 4RiT o
Bk = phd L EBk 2 kik Laval 3BS85 > 23 25 70 mm

BAR 140 mm> TR EHFMAEE 9 S 1024g Ebl‘ﬁi’kii?%‘ﬁ@ o

Bz RSS2 BB F ERW s kR A A KT L BRY S H K

£ o rkif Laval 38 5 R0 A2 /o SR 290 FRk-k ¢ A 2 B sy o T
fRk PF o 7kok Laval 348 € Bofeak A DgE A gk b B2 fodg e 2=

Moo 5 E = dhE 2 ki Laval B9 ok § 4w 5 183+20.7~155
#1228 g T B R PE Rk F A WS 7.02% ~ 8.12%%22 8.81% 0 T35
Bk E L 7.98% ¢ MiRER S R BT R T IR K 544% A0 E BT B
A A 2 B fd R 2.54% 0 AF A A F|fRA P #hE AFR T § 20kPa
A g AR B i 115kPa (3 £ T 11 28 2 4) ST BT
BT ks s A F BRI R AL F TS L B oo
= #h % 2R} Laval 3348 f Bpscok B AfRf AT & & pEE
shfhe B B 4-21 B LS-3-3 /kf R E R PR & dhe B2 M

o AR EMEEY 115 A48 fRAPRL > B2 ihe BYAETIE T
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8% 096% (kaE 5 1.35mm 0 p - fhe BT 1% HEBFY

iR L EARA 3 0 A ) PR AL R ¥ AT AR L e

L
.

Laval 888 ciafof > 2 0 2 it 2K £ R RIE phe B2 k@S > 0 7
BRI S S . B EY Sl U R R e e R i e
REERISE B AT 1l 2% E 2 Laval kfFHEBEE R AR IER
51 SCPTU-c ~ PS Logging 2 &2 MSASW 2. 2 % 4 AV, (7 »h
dRAg1) A% 5 182-180 22 163 m/s> T3 4 i 5 175 m/s; Laval
KA %R E RS A% G BB 100kPa Gk jw T fr g 5
ARV, 5 160.7m/s 0 AT R ERERZ V, TR HIRE 2 kA T 9 i
8.2% ° Heeg et al. (2000) 32 SGI B~k B #1B~ (8 2_ 2L 38§ 12 0 44 P & 38
OMT 2@0%) BRpE T4 @034 il G FLESH
T EHGAM 2 Gt ZHEF R S 20-30% T B OE AT 4 i
b ZE R B SRR 0 12-20% o F 3t Laval skof iR 2 T 4 R TR
8.2% » >t Hoeg et al. (2000) ¥+ & ;7MW 21 & BTt B » Flpt ¥ U3
F Laval 7k B8 enfizf AR LB MR ER o

d it ¥ Laval 3288 IR /KR B R % 3 fRL AR R TRt 3 7 AT
A wmokok 2 R4 T > Laval @8 ent R F &R 3 meigat ok d F
B (25°C) 3 AR EL(0°C)HFPEME F 5% 5 ¥ ¢h = dhiR Bl £ iE 115 A &2 16

AT o H b R 1% tp et 20t fRGERR R EBIRE TS aE
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\f"lﬂ

BRI 2B Ear, v e Laval /RiF BN %Rz a8 4 L o
HITR F L 82% -] 3" Hoeg et al. (2000) #7& 3k chd7 it & 12-20% ° 5 &
B KE e B0 E T4 R it B % (B P Laval sampler

PRI E LR BRLETEAE Yo
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R
V) i ) S

4043 B ARE)EMARR/ R 2 3 HoK AR R S

Ry LS 2 Mk

o E = pher R

A T

LS-2-3

LS-3-3

LS-3-3
FR-50

LS-3-3
FR-40

LS-3-3
FR-30

Ptk ¥,m

-10.85~
-11.37

-10.98~
-11.40

-10.98~
-11.40

-10.98~
-11.40

-10.98~
-11.40

P ERE %

32.95%*

32.95*

34.14

N.A.

33.84

LS % 3 & ,mm

520

420

LS E88k ik
K E cc

453

180

= phER R

S T

PHREd, g

iR E, cc

3 ok
WA IR S, %

*B thigBh b= B SPT 22547 27 LS 22 BB FiER § kB2 T,
t e d = F v,=1.90 g/cm®
LS 4 E /T ¢ =200 mm 5 = #3348 2 /& =70 mm > 3 & 140 mm.

ICTR R AR kR B RIEIR S S~ R R S




Axial strain, %

10

H,=140mm
AH,  =1.35mm

€ =0.96%

/ 115 min

2000

4000 6000
Time, sec

8000

B 4-21 Laval 7kt ;7288 28 2 e & % B
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45 T4 g Ep 2

T4 GFERELSIRE UL I AET S LR

{

i i I

\.

* AR

FoeHRI e T SPT 5% »  BiZ 2= CPT #5% » 2P &

A

B (H

-\\

PLIER L P T4 R RRIRET LT o

N

/
B T4 A R EEIEBIYE (cross hole) ~ T 3t
(downhole) ~ R #4ip » 2 (seismic cone penetration) ~ f& o ;%2
(suspension logger) ™ %2 % m & A 7% (multi-station analysis of surface
wave, MSASW) % - m Iz 33T 4 A3 F R &S5 I d 3 R4V B 2Er
7™ % & (University of Texas apAustin ) #72 E » W 2 B BTk &K 55 4
% (shear plate ) i£ 7 3% (Shirley, 1978) 2 @ LI N fLH 2 B » P o 1Y
BRT WL e 2 P 4L 5o Cbender element) & BB~ (N F 4 5
BRTWET ~ 5 8 B (series connect) ¥ # B (parallel connect) & f&:if
BN ARFESNEG A ROBRT N TEET R B
e R R R WS B F o2 p TR MR L T B e
% B oo AT REMITEFT A AR ERIFF RIS N &
WA 2 BHEFTAL T O NI T TR BT RS
FRHG A J AR vy T4 A > B ERE%RT LBk B

4-11 #557
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EAT A A sk B4 A Bk B 120 Y1 0 kPRI BT

R4 d FMEREBET RN E R (travel time) 70 7 d
d
Vi=— (4-2)
tO

PTEHE NI TA ARV o dEEMBRE HAaAERRF O HP 2 H
785 5 £ & o 1345 Kawaguchi et al. (2001) 2 #7223z &%* B 1-20 ¢ C
gL 5 £ 72 > Kawaguchi et al. (2001) E3@F 7 3 B2 & ~ EFEMEE PR
A4 4 g > 1945 ABCD Bhefv- E pE e 8 4 4 g 1, 0 ARis k% (4-3)

G=pxV; (4-3)
PEPA NG E T R IRALC o AR £
2 T4 fiEcAple > TR CBRR T 4 R A EREL T4 A ni2
WY O R OERN AL ERGREBR YT e F e 71 TS

A BRI e s g R FEANEEFREFE o MO HA TR

.

RPN e G AR IR A AT
L34 g~ 253 e
Dyvik and Madshus (1985) 5 213 4 L =~ i 38 S 2 Hojoe i 6+ 7 0 3
I Fefes S i s o 2 B RAR IR R 0 R TR IUstR .
2 e ER
BT R Wi AR E R (Polarization) % B o &1 TR A

2 e i A TR T R 2 #E 0 Viggiani and Atkinson (1995) 45 1 4
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BT AR R Y LB TR H - R P RERTHA LR
LR - AT 3T RS TR Y L RTHEE S TR 10
REF LD o FIP o RHRFREF TR TA2E 10 RiF > FRHE-€ £ 371

CREHE A AR A FERET 2 EF TR 10 REF o

FPREEFTA R A ERER - R IR H - 0TS A5
AN - B A EEHE - S V- F L R BEF 2 e
73 4pfe o Abbiss (1981) 322 T 4 R FIZ R > BT 9,2 % -

FAreh i A d 302 g L pae ke gl 2 AR 2 8 0 € B

3
5

B B DI A LR R R BT Mg - E
e B LR SR e P RO 2 B o R B
FHEE 2 e R A B RO Bt M 2 R L R p b K
P T e AT PR o T A ER M E - LT
Y 20 S

A prF T2 EH

Dyvik and Madshus (1985) #& &1 3" 4 Jh e 4 5 e ¢ € B 54Tk 5

\\

L ENRES PP ST LT EE O STy |
A Eh ARty PR EIE VARG R RIS 0 Rk R

Fé"gg EERIR o FIHJ:“%EE;"“ A ’?E"/”;?’ ﬁ‘-/;“%)%*}:?‘—?‘ PRI i,%:;é
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§82_ B F 4P 5 o Dyvik and Madshus (1985) &35 4 & ~ & 2 % 5
A F % 5~100Hz 2. * ;& » m Viggiani and Atkinson (1995) =% % ¢ *

I 5E gk P #E K R 1Y 1kHz~10kHz 2 fF » 397 $F B ARIB 22l o 247 F
ZopE R RS 10 ReF> 2 %ld 13 10kHz 2 52 > 7 /% & - 41 3K
PR YR R T A R ERE B RS RIEE 22 6kHz 0 4 F]

4-22 #5% > 7% W bender element ¥ + 3 & 4 X P2 @ S 5 6kHz o
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Voltage

0.071

0.07

0.069

0.068

0.067

0.066

]
| !
LIy "
|

|‘I| L,"A———A.*,,-M,v}uf-—v——./vx,m"‘"hv

0

0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004
Time, sec

B 4-22 & B dp ST A2 20 4 LA
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BLFFIEEN AR RBRAFL AT 2 PP

Hardin and Richart (1963) *t % & BB F/nT™ » g FlA3Ek2 &
EH A2 S E5gR) (Ottawa sand) B FEFRBKFE% > L5 H T F
AAEL G RRIRPE > FIRAR S LG AR B A4 4 oo AR S o
T FRE ALK A o0 K B ERE R (hdE ¥ ¢ 4 > Hardin and Richard
(1963) T &-4Fpt A fE7 o Py 2 #TiE (7 éh— kP3RS AT 4 i fF Ao
15 0 Bk A4eT

[F17%p 4~ > 0,>96kPa :

V. =(170 - 78.2¢)5, 4 (4-4)

M2534 > 6,<96kPa :

V. =(119-56.0¢)c, o (4-5)

L - A T

v =(159-53.5¢)0, /4 (4-6)

HP V. H % filsec) 6,8 =% psfo

d b NV AR T R £ oor R B A M BB %
et $30 0 4 R PR > EF G OTFE R 0 BB K

sv o AFT 3 2 bender element # 5 ¥+ LS 2L3E 6+ 3248 - MT 2 2 WS £ #
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BRI L w10 G e FIUR 25550 2 100kPa $HBR % % % 2 3048 AR 78 i
ShhiEkz R T A R ER 0 Bl 423 B4R ocBRFH L
TR EREEFFRRRECFEALIEF L T TT S g

V.4 = > ¥ Hardin and Richart (1963) 2 #7 % % 4p ¢ -

'

2.3 gt

S«\

fﬁ»i@i’fy’ i 4 ;‘ﬁ‘@gﬂijfgb}rﬁp,i‘g4 %1% o

Kuribayashi et al. (1975) # 2t ™ BT, > £ e85k it hd < &
Bl A4 2 4 v (stress ratio —) HGn28B5 g0y k4

KT 2S PV ENEE R A VR BArd Rt (F] R B A 0 1R

SR SR T IV e B e T2 AR ER R ATV B R L)
43558 %

Hardin and Richart (1963) %5 3kA% < Gip e cPMAF 2 7> B3R 4%

FRo e AR > T4 L AapR ) B g S FIGEI A A2

B (delay) P Y A SRR » 9 10— 4030 5 AR S PR SR8 BRI
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0.053
0.052 — c.'=100 kPa
0.051 —
O
an
S o c.'=25 kPa
S
>
0.05 —
0.049 —
= c,'=50 kPa
0048 ] | ] | ] | ] | ]
0 0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004 0.005

Time, sec

B 4-23 7 7 >cRR2 T 4 i £p
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T~ REATEEG

—

W3 NCTU # 7 Bipfl* $ Rp9ri 7 g p &2 2 PR iE% > ¥7
Rl fe St BB B R B Ay B R O H T AEY dEd 3R

Fidhp il 0 BB EGREIL s ATE o 220 F PR T
foerficst o d 2 F FROBFMIH P LR NFR R AR
Fef ZIE PR EApTEr A PR AT E K 5 A - BAD A

TR R IR R RESREE R PR NI BT - KPR R R

FPRA i B2 ds LS BRME v IR IS I N BAEE =

Ny —

o

Ag RS G R E T A Y S % kRSS2
PSR T R R B T R e R Y @
FER RS PR CRR~ q BV, 2403 B %> B {88 &

BT = kR AR RR TR %ﬁ 4 %/F ol 7 k2 %ﬁr

-

ITERD T SRR L TR

510 $FR 2P E%RESASHT

51.1 $ %% CRR~ q . &1V B 42 & 2_
FEBENERLAML S REAFRET 2 ERE G  F

BT A %RE FERR T4 @ E FP CPTHIRHRINF > °

WARH T B - R EGEmEP cpB g M F A2 S B E K frig NCTU
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P%@%#&pfiw%ﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬁ%oﬁiﬁéﬁﬁ$§mi
Al R SR 1 R <7 S EE U VAR LY W s I AR T
i E g R 2 CPT F P R238% %5 (94 otk e 3d sk dicdy) RO
N(1-26) 0 e 2 T o [Rditg, 0 T B FREERG IFHEET F
LT B NIV R R A iRz g, o

S5 b CRR~ g, BV, 2. /03 M > 777 BIpgiEs
FC=0% > 15%22 30%z2. & % #) > $ »cF/R 100kPa> K =1 2T > 112 F

FUMVERE TR RS BRI E T4 R EE R e

X‘

i

LW hiEH% S S CRRTHIBR q 4 5 e »cd 2 B4
(6')100kPa » 4p I+ 3L A vt (e)fiie™ » 2 Bgw) 2 ¢ 2. CPT »7118 %% -
ok - 3T $RPDBEEATOIS816 RV RREFHFEL
I RA BEK L 047 (Slsin (¢py)) o = EhIRE Y 2 e & 0o, =
100kPa » K =0.47 & » 2 8(1-27)¢ k-5 216 fi = dhid ST 2 g,
T30 (1-28) 348 gy

d 3 @Ryt it = dhigsh CRR B8 . K=11FRT2 2 pH it =
PR ATE Ao G IRE EFRR K =047 FRT R LR R B
N 121 ¥ CRR B4 N2 4 w(K)EP2 81 (C.=0.75)

#-ig 1 18 e CRR 22 q. v T¥ 2o B T vt i Stark and Olson (1995) &t

Robertson and Wride (1998) # 4 %] % 3|4 ] 5-1 2 B 5-2 -
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¥ %8 CRREV, M GY - FHFTRRILT S kit Lag AR

100kPa:» K=1 =T g pliE»#»70 T 4 @V, 58 8= gk 78

N

~

Bl V 55 2B 2 B4 (100kPa) 2z i3 i+ #7918 (4e5% 1-16) o 4rEr i s IR
THERBRBK=047 FiwT 2G4 LR @ P HERTE LT 4 AR R
AL (K)B 2 13 & > Stokoe et al. (1985) #2Z23:x 58 (5-1)HV, g 3L
N1e

V.=C, ¢! o) (5-1)
HY C,E % # (constant) > na=0.11,nb=0.11> 125 4 g @3> + 2 3
&+ 0,=100kPa> 12 % 1 E3FR R 02 3 g4 0,=47 kpa (=0.47x0 )
Ror P NF R GHcE 0928121 32 CRR 22V, ¥ P " #& Andrus
and Stokoe (2000) 2z 7 3 &% 5o B S5-3. 577 o
512 $ 3wl 7 24 CRR ~ q. BV B T2 5

Bl S5-1 2B S5-2 8870 g * g el 23R @u?‘l‘ﬁfﬁ*i}u;‘ FFR)™
Tz ER 2 (FC=15%)° # CRR ¥ g, 2 M T BL3%% & Stark and
Olson (1995) #7i& 2k FC =152 35%h M2 B » ¥ 2 FC 2. :x%m 3
Bz AW ,T* Robertson and Wride (1998) 2z = j2 % 4gm 5 » <3040 & 7
Fjidafl g £F)2 2 CRR &g M GRBEERE B %20 2.1 &2 24 2 >
% 2B 1-28 #7or FC & I, B > /23 4o Robertson and Wride (1998)

FERZM GBI - R F]Pt s M 7 2 FFAHE L Z 2 L& MR
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7 4 Stark and Olson (1995) £ Robertson and Wride (1998) izt = jx #7iE
$FFCRRE g M2 PALREFA Ay FC=30 % 4 pF CPT ©

PERERER 0 A g RICHAREEA A MR A P2 oSSR

7o &% CPT i ML 3R pF » 21 B A 2 £ F k> a2t
A A oo § FRREES Sy > CPT Gt kanfnT™ > mfl § %

¥ CRR & g, W 2. 3 5K+

x\“‘\

- R&FNG A A e i AT PN
Zodrg o e A g P il B IR R (B CPT % = 25 R 3E% > Mg,
ZIHORRERA X B vl CRRELg, M (o "E2 PR o

% ¥ #)2. CRR £V, B (a1t H 82 Andrus and Stokoe (2000) 7 7 &

% 2 0L o 4o R 5-3 #777 o Huanget al. (2004) &~ 3 # R EF R F1 5 £ 5

"

®RBIFEE B R 2 d el g e o A4 4 g g ¥ CRR
FHGEF A 2 d S H CRR e | 2ol 3 4o 4 ik <0 F)pt 2 CRR
By ihpf R BEL A € % & Andrus and Stokoe (2000) #7iE R Rz if o

LHIF T E2PE FFHLV, EPEMENIEL R > FP R
Andrus and Stokoe (2000) z % B FEREHE R A T 0 LAE D
I ET SR o L o AR H B R R R 0 RV R

Eégﬂ’—fé’ﬁﬁ’—_@fﬁ&ég&n?j&géﬁlf FPRTA A ERZESE S A 120

2180 m/s 22 B » He:z € 0.67 & > w7 &2 CRR 7 0.1 & 0.5

198



Z o H RS B2 5o - M AigA 4ot ¥ SPT & CPT » 212 & o
SERLR TV, G R P e RN L R A BRI
CETEELE S

Ra 4 p@d ) Aad iz hE% i £Rl TR RRER)

=2 1

A

srplckna o RS3ET SR Ak s £ 5% H CRREV, 2
BixT g AEGDLE A5 H CRREV, 2 AB% Y BEAY - R T A
VR R R 2 RS R R g R o

Pt M ERE CRR q BV M G2ZH%H o woliz @
(FC>30%) > CPT &5 % = 38 R 50 Flobid & 34 KR hp B e i
Rigg ~EFH A B CRRE q 28 % nrr g * & FF) CPT iR

CER IR 0 Y B il T BEENFCS30%) ] 2 R dt el 7 B R oo AR

ey

Aol N F R R E N CPT sk ~ 85 fi = phidsk 1 2 § 4 g £ > 304

O EHAE AP SRR R T #HERF CRRS ¢ BV, 2

~
N
N

S
=

pve -]

W EE G RS E R R FiE - R T LR R R
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

o, = 100kPa
= FC, % Sample
Preparation
FC=35% FC=15% FC<5% 0 WS (MLS)
[ 15 WS (MLS)
30 WS (MLS)
= Y 0 MT (MLS)
e 15 MT (MLS)
- % 30 MT (MLS)
X 0 DD (MLS)
i & 15 DD (MLS)
X 30 DD (MLS)
- c.' = 200kPa
* 0 MT (MLS)
= * 15 MT (MLS)
* 30 MT (MLS)
¢
] | ] | ]
0 100 200 300

qC]N

Bl 5-1 % %% CRR— q,,, £ Stark and Olson j 2 +* i
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

o, = 100kPa
FC, % Sample
Preparation

0 WS (MLS)

15 WS (MLS)

30 WS (MLS)
¥ 0 MT (MLS)
2 15 MT (MLS)
B 30 MT (MLS)
X 0 DD (MLS)
L 15 DD (MLS)
X 30 DD (MLS)

o, = 200kPa
* 0 MT (MLS)
* 15 MT (MLS)
* 30 MT (MLS)
OO ] | ] | ]
0 100 200 300

QCIN

B 52 & %72 CRR— q,,, £ Robertson and Wride ;2 z_ +* $i2
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

FC, %

15
30

15
30

15
30

Sample
WS (MLS)
WS (MLS)
WS (MLS)
MT (MLS)
MT (MLS)
MT (MLS)
DD (MLS)
DD (MLS)
DD (MLS)

>35 20 <5 FC,%
]
i
g
Andrus and Stokoe (2000)
] | ]

Vsi, m/s

B 5-3 $ $#)2 CRREV, M %MW
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52 Ritmidm i 24T
52.1 BHkwid k5 4 5 B

AP #EZ 7 2R RGEREEE 2 9 B ¢ 27 b
BHF>2NE IR 7 238 L i Ko FBaEEaed 5-1 97
7 o

d LS Mz #4080 iR - WS 2 MT £ 43

A~

2248 LSAR2Z eimm =~ 5 P A3 LS 3548 > q*n-\;,_iffl e imifl 7 &

N

‘”Wﬁéﬁi%%’ﬁaiﬁﬁﬁ%%{ﬁW@?%ﬁ%mT’ﬂw
2 MT € Hoaa82 50 B 2 P 4k kit 2B do 2 LS M 57 B 4
Fi& 3 B R gt (sensitivity ) o Ml 5-4 81 LSiFpg& @ * WS vz
MT = 2l iTE Bp 2 =B 3 Bg 2 3K R %R S % - LS 2L
FMAheR 2 E SR HEA A A R4 (peak deviator stress) P! & B
WS a2 MT € i34 f R0 Y ~ 0 MT 2 5o~ dh i & 4
B4 o

Bl 5-4 = &or 93 R ARF)RHERE 7 R EFIE (contraction) 2 17 5 >

EXTEARY A2 e ZAQIFICH KR o - S F E R & 100kPa het 145
FIE et bdm 2 A HRAT 0 0 A2 BEFR % (Lee and Seed,
1967) » #k 7 sk % FrBE 7 974 B HA)IRREEP T D o ACFFI HOKE 2 A

IR RS RTRSL R T LT
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Bl 5-5 B7 R HRF = shRigR%RT Ok B 4 BY T pl (=
(o,t207)/3) 82 q (= (o',-0') M G2 el R g B RABIT » ML B M2
B EM=128a M (=6sing’/(3-sing’y)) “T¥ 2 %)+ 3 B (4)
53200 g A FIFC A F PR RH2ZIEF i B &%k S mpd
H3pk 2. A$= 4 (intergranular friction angle ) & 8_%F 12 e o

AR R E TS FEL T B I ERCZEHEREF N
HEERFF -+ LIRS AT RAF - FLHO3
ST E SR BN I BRI IBLIEE 9 22 CBET K
TR HY 2 EIOALE - L A R A T0% 0 S A
e RG24 85 OGS SR H TAZE > AT AR

e 30%1 b o mthdr 2 A Z R A YAr L 330 5 FC=18%#F M 3

Aoz £4 550

Qz= 82%x74.68 + 18%x34.32 = 67.42% (5-2a)
Mt=82%x6.12+ 18%x30.86=10.57% (5-2b)
Cl= 82%x15.67 + 18%%29.67=18.19% (5-2¢)
Fs=82%x3.53 4 18%x5.15=3.82% (5-2d)

32w (B FC=43%

Qz= 57%x73.394+43%x30.24%=54.84% (5-3a)

Mt=57%x13.34+43%x45.41=27.13% (5-3b)
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Cl1=57%x7.04 +43%x14.78=10.37% (5-3¢)

Fs=57%%x6.24+43%x9.57=7.67% (5-3d)

B2y ¥ FC=89%

Qz=11%x81.44+89%x35.77=40.79% (5-4a)
Mt=11%x6.84+89%x40.05=36.40% (5-4b)
Cl= 11%%6.224+89%x17.07=15.88% (5-4c¢)
Fs=11%x5.49+89%x7.12=6.94% (5-4d)
Bl 5-6 B+ FC=18%#FME F+ & 7 £ L3R LT 6742% 5 &L

Lyrdkoau 24 7R 3010.57% v FC=43%:# 2 7 & 7 £ 821k 3
WA EE 5484%  » LB X rofg 22 5 R4kt 27.13% ;
FC=89%# M2 7 & 7 £ 257 E £.40.79% > @ d 24 7 e+

I 3640%  REAFAMBLE D= L2 - - TUEHFIFHY T2 7Y

dv ol 7 B E e FC=18%:F% » FERFH = A ik bl g » ¥ o
NHEREA R B T4 R AE i R R A
Xl s R R 0 TERR A GRS 0 R 5 24 5 R

SRR FH e 0 TR L T 4 R RAEF ol 7 B A ed B o
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% 5-1 B Hridsz #iE

Depth, m | Borehole

3.32-3.80 | LS-1-1

5.90-6.41

29.11*

10.98-11.40 ' .

*rlkob A ERERFORE
RE LS RIS S D K Bk R 5ok
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Excess pore pressure, kPa

C="ED>PPOCO

18%, LS
18%, MT
18%, WS
43%, LS
43%, MT
43%, WS
89%, LS
89%, MT
89%, WS

0 10 20
Axial strain, %

B 5-4 R HeF) = dRHEESR R
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500

400

100

1.28
1
FC,% Sample e
o 18 LS 0.93
D 18 MT 0.91
O 18 WS 0.93
A 43 LS 0.94
A 43 MT 0.85
A 43 WS 0.86
N 89 LS 0.97
1 89 MT 0.78
L] 89 WS 0.81
! I I ! I !
100 200 300 400 500
(GIV‘I‘2G'h)/ 3, kPa

Bl 5-5 RAk#) = ek ot B
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Mineral content, %

100

80

60

40

20

Quartz
Muscovite
Clinochlore
Feldspar

o> OO

= -

18 43 89
Fines content, %

Bl 5-6 RHA* kol z ERF WL FH =07 &
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522 BHFIZ PR 5% A

S phE BFE RS AR P hh KRB L U s B TR R R
CRR » )4 2.7 i Ut Jo R ATB S% A ATFETW KBy v £ 5] 1 5 4
Ho AT 228k B didBk o Wi B4 245 5 0.1Hz CRR 2 -2
g B RS (moment magnitude ) M,=7.5 > & stk Ff j7 £ = #ic (Number

of equivalent uniform stress cycles) N, =20 (Liuetal., 2001) > 7%+ &2 ¥

(0}
B4t a .
20,
RAETRMEES G e g E 2 G R RIR (K,) HE 2 R
RS AN FREFES | AR L RS T 4 L EE

R ( R348 3d ) » RHARFIBRER G Sdod 52 975 & = fhid
B A R E RS BN B (N kN ) 2 AT
Pero sfMRLIT2 20 R Mg Pow 2 2R de LS R Fedmk? > & &
LS ;AR = fhidoh = = (o #ip M= HTf R @ * MT &2 WS = 2 ]l iv € #i32
WL AR F SN2 R MR FC=18-43 2 89%% = 87 ol 7 £
¥ ool 5 B FC=18% 14 MT = ;2 ] 172 & $532 48 A %)% 4c 100~ 120 -
150 £2 200kPa 2. § »c R - H s 3288 ] 315 4e 100kPa 2 5 »<FE -
LA AT 28 3 FuR it 5 & PR

d B 5-7 B LSHEM2 B LR AP Ha L i it &
FHHRT E A e B LR LS EM o 1 MT = 2l iv2 £ 4
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FH AR ez £ FC=18%FH & it R8> WS i#FH > am X a X Fm

)

AEARE X Rt - BF AR w5 E FC=43 22 89%R|pF » K@ B o
A7 8 WSz MT 2 i end jE 5k R AP % %17 -MT & it ol 2 £
FC=18%p 2 #+ f5 53 & % >° WS 3248 > g L % 22 % ik 2 ] 1-19 ("5 &,
2004) & FEid LR E S (FC<30%) #E 2 » o P+ £ Ishihara (1993);

Hoeg et al. (2000) ; Vaid et al. (1999) % 4 zu 5 MT 48 % B & M2 S 4p

N
4
3
Ny
\"kﬂ

)4 it R g

Bl 5-8E7- 47 LS&@s WSEaitz $AHmEN A=/
Wil R T H R G RB e s LS 2 FC = 18% (B 5-8a) pFH #
P ELENE L i DR R R AR BB PRy
BRI f b R S%PEFHAZIEI KR (Au) » K% pET)
i o/ (=100kPa) - v §_¥ FC=89% (B 5-8c) PFH & fi {7 5 = H_4F 042
2 F g o B R B A AP 0§ I f e R R E D] 5%
H Au 172X 1K o« FC=43% (] 5-8b) 3242 7 A Rl A b X2 7
DINE M L FEHRE S CRR 2 & % j7 £ =t #ic (number of cycles, N, ) 4r
B S5-7 %77 > B¢ & 32388 LS 2 @ % MT &8 WS = 2 978 {F2
EHEN - ST AHRPFLERA TR B2 M i, 2Ep

RREFEBRATOL o LIRS o E R BT A A R % o R ) e
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e B (FC=18%)#FMWMA B X L 25N E > m 3wl 5 £ (FC=43 ~
89%) FEAE I B X 4 LA g 22 o )I*/F’/ s B4 F @ % > Ishihara
(1993) 3u % % dq B PL @ i 10 B > 3 ¢ B3 eh CRR > &  +#)

FC=18~43~89%2_ Pl @4 % & 11~7 % 12> o710 % H#F]%:PI E¥ R R

X
3
s
=
N
W
i
=g

CERE Y Ml che AT B kR nd fi g R X lefd 7 £ b

\V‘kﬂ
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e 5 AL = X b > 2L
3050 = Rk LA %Lk
Specimen No. N CSRy | Neg=20,CRR 75| Vs (m/s)| Vg Wsqueeze(C.C.) € water content, % Wy ave abso:‘}ltlon ’| B-check
Laval Frozen, FC=18%
LS03-FR-60 12 0.300 159.27 23.35 0.934 34.45 18.30 0.99
LS03-FR-50 59 0.250 161.85 23.35 0.925 34.14 20.70 1.00
0.286 160.66 34.14
LS03-FR-40 227 0.200 159.27 N.A. N.A. N.A. 15.50 0.95
LS03-FR-30 945 0.150 162.24 20.80 0917 33.84 22.80 0.95
Water-Sdimentation, FC=18%
LS03-WS-50 7 0.225 157.11 15.00 0.900 33.09 0.99
LS03-WS-45 19 0.200 159.09 17.40 0.902 33.30 0.98
0.195 158.92 33.24
LS03-WS-40 48 0.175 158.73 15.30 0.895 33.04 0.98
LS03-WS-35 82 0.150 160.74 19.90 0.909 33.53 0.99
Moist-Tamping, FC=18%, effective stress=100kpa
LS03-MT(-55 14 0.275 154.36 19.60 0.927 34.19 1.00
LS03-MT)4-50 26 0.250 159.09 13.00 0919 33.90 0.98
0.259 158.14 34.11
LS03-MT)4p-45 52 0.225 159.27 19.80 0.924 34.09 0.99
LS03-MT (,-40 152 0.200 159:82 17.65 0.928 34.24 0.99
Moist-Tamping, FC=18%, effective stress=120kpa
LS03-MT ,,-60 12 0.250 167.46 26.00 0.926 34.18 0.99
LS03-MT),4-55 30 0.229 170.73 23.50 0.922 34.03 0.98
0.237 162.29 33.98
LS03-MT ,,-50 58 0.208 170.52 19.10 0.920 33.96 0.98
LS03-MT,,-45 172 0.188 170.73 23.30 0914 33.74 0.98
Moist-Tamping, FC=18%, effective stress=150kpa
LS03-MT)5,-70 13 0.233 177.66 22.05 0.930 34.30 0.97
LS03-MT 5,-65 27 0.217 185.92 25.30 0.927 33.40 0.97
0.223 163.17 33.83
LS03-MT 5,-60 47 0.200 180.41 18.75 0.915 33.75 0.98
LS03-MT 5,-55 135 0.183 178.34 23.80 0.918 33.88 1.00
Moist-Tamping, FC=18%, effective stress=200kpa
LS03-MT),,-85 12 0.213 192.84 23.70 0.915 33.70 0.98
LS03-MT,,-80 20 0.200 194.90 24.80 0912 33.60 0.95
0.201 161.57 33.84
LS03-MT-70 62 0.175 188.68 25.00 0919 33.90 1.00
LS03-MT-65 130 0.163 N.A. 23.70 0.926 34.16 0.99
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Es 5 AL = =X b =& 2k 4
#5-2 s = dhiRBk ARG & kRS (%’ )
Specimen No. Np CSRy [ Neg=20,CRRy7 5| Vi (m/fs)[ Vg Wsqueeze(C.C.) €. water content, % Wh.ave absir[; tion, B-check
Laval Non-Frozen, FC=43%
LSO1-NF-58 9 0.290 153.68 20.00 0.922 33.76 0.98
LS01-NF-54 13 0.270 154.18 17.45 0.962 35.23 0.98
0.256 154.88 34.29
LSO01-NF-50 25 0.250 155.65 20.20 0.934 34.22 0.99
LS01-NF-40 111 0.200 156.00 19.00 0.927 33.94 0.99
Water Sedimentation, FC=43%
LS01-WS-40 0.200 140.99 27.00 0.864 31.60 1.00
LS01-WS-34 0.170 143.15 23.50 0.815 29.80 0.98
0.150 142.09 30.57
LS01-WS-30 32 0.150 143.15 18.90 0.795 29.12 1.00
LS01-WS-25 44 0.125 141.06, 28.60 0.867 31.76 1.00
Moist-Tamping, FC=43%
LS01-MT-35 3 0.175 135.00 30.50 0.846 30.99 0.99
LS01-MT-30 7 0.150 N.A. 30.00 0.880 32.24 0.99
0.120 134.36 31.40
LS01-MT-25 22 0.125 N.A. 39.00 0.859 31.45 0.98
LS01-MT-20 43 0.100 133.71 37170 0.844 30.90 1.00
Laval Non-Frozen, FC=89%
LS03-NF-48 25 0.240 141.05 N.A. N.A. N.A. 0.98
LS03-NF-45 41 0.225 N.A. 17.40 0.937 34.08 0.99
0.248 141.47 34.73
LS03-NF-40 33 0.200 144.20 19.80 0.989 35.95 0.95
LS03-NF-35 222 0.175 139.17 22.60 0.940 34.17 0.99
Water Sedimentation, FC=89%
LS03-WS-35 6 0.175 140.99 26.70 0.769 28.00 1.00
LS03-WS-30 13 0.150 137.12 28.00 0.777 28.24 1.00
0.139 138.10 28.18
LS03-WS-25 32 0.125 135.27 31.30 0.782 28.42 1.00
LS03-WS-20 135 0.100 139.03 29.20 0.771 28.05 1.00
Moist-Tamping, FC=89%
LS03-MT-30 6 0.150 131.70 31.50 0.818 29.75 0.98
LS03-MT-25 15 0.125 137.12 33.40 0.797 28.99 0.98
0.116 133.05 29.09
LS03-MT-20 36 0.100 129.93 33.40 0.795 28.92 0.97
LS03-MT-16 145 0.080 133.46 28.70 0.789 28.70 1.00
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Cyclic Resistance Ratio, CRR
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MT
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MT
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O =" BED>DF PO O

18%
18%
18%
43%
43%
43%
89%
89%
89%

€

0.92-0.93
0.92-0.93
0.90-0.91
0.92-0.96
0.84-0.88
0.82-0.87
0.94-0.99
0.79-0.82

0.77-0.78

10 100
Number of Cycles, N¢

Bl 5-7 B +Hm)= dhids fiidsk 5 5%
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Au, kPa
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3.7 IR R I R I R R E

FREIFL PR S RN RURN e PR iR 8 R
# MEFR A (2 CRRAIGAPEF© ) - Ko RIREFUR -8R
AB%L L LA 2 B 7% o Seed (1983) ¥ i ¢ ¥ K, 3P CRR £ 5 »%[F)
B2 B enzbiu it B % Seed (1983) #73 B chl4e K, B & o S 0 F) 1 &
F BUR (%2 100kPa) 2w 2 £ fif & = phid e CRR 82 4p I 15 1 T
M FlR S 100kPa 22 CRR et @ - H s #7344 F’J’l RN N S R
— B PR EEE B 33T K uE ko # K, 03 Glikar 49 At P
t > B4e Seed and Harder (1990) M 4usz Z7) ciidS % % 8 W K, o 4 o
Hynes and Olsen (1999) 3% A2 foi47 40 B crficdp 2o d8 321 K, 3-8

2538 (o5t 5-5)

o (/-1)
ol

P 2ot po A BY P, - 4 R (98kPa) o fipdc s 2

BFenscr 3 BIRHBA B4 B mHETF I SRR
i@ %o NCEER (1997) 1 ¢ & ¥ 23 fen+ | @40 5-9 #17 » 4 4p
W% R A 40%-60%F » /~0.7-0.8 ; & 0¥ 2 & 43 60%-80%FF >
f=0.6-0.7 -

FERFEWFEWOYE 27 I MT 22 585 > (e g

AFE G ORRURER BN A ORE AR Y 0 FC=18%2 LS #) 2
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FHMT = 2 Q0T F 2 & Bt 2 enat o 32412 LS 284 e &
0.92 (Ap 442 & D,=83%) » & &4 fois A )% 4 100 ~ 120 ~ 150 £ 200kPa
2 3 RFIREFRS > ZfhF R e 5t 2575 0.1Hz ) 35k
$4rB5-9-B* Aot B iR AR % B D =83% (e=0.92) 2. K,¥? Hynes and
Olsen (1999) 1% 2% a4 % B D, =80% (£0.6) HK, & 24 #2317 v §
S RGE B (D =T3%) &7 ﬂf:,w/i (D.=51%% 54%) ® K,
2 #% ik &t Hynes and Olsen (1999) #7iEik 2. & 4 -

Fidd iR Ak, {;%&;p >z [E]l B 2. CRR & IOOkPa;ai';cf;]
B2 CRR 5t & > dost (5-6)%pals o

CRR .
K,=—2% ]
c = CRR (5-6)

c,.=100
12 MT = 2 8l iF2. £ 2. KoMig 2 BR 3 4o R 0§ 7 2 BR
4 100kPa 3 4 3 200kPa P » K,+ d 1'% % 0.776 » MT & #8878 2
K, ¥R &7 4258 5 58(5-7)

K. =13353x10"0." —0.00620. +1.4761 (5-7)
AR VIS 2ZRBE A

LS4 MT 2 WS £ 8 X F R iv* E v i8> £
HBRBE-KHA - Rowe (1959) i E 5 2R BH F 52 FIRKR= R D

s WRIVHORREE A T R R A S Y phR B TR 2

B il B F 2B ot (5-8) AR o
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v,0oed — (5_8)

Cuo  1-[BI-A)1-K)]

29 A>B % Skempton it Hiok & 8k 0 K =I-sing’ (& ¥ B%F) 1)

SEL RS Gl BHOBEZ EREEE BES 0950 £ 2 ok

T

1
|

MEEE =32 R E 54 R HEZ MEGEKER T

N

B

__v_&}

A%%wﬂ%%%%58%ﬂ,1%%LS$@%%@ﬁ§§§§
BB Croea 32 5 Z PR B C, P2 B o

PR A NFEREEFEFM S4B 5-10 17 o il 7 £
FC=18%% 43%:2 R 2 1op 4P % 4235 @ £ 3010 30 f) » #-kid FAp§ b
HR B G C, 42 1.65~6,90x10 M fsecom % il § B FC=89%2% 48 2
top AR ¥HAE B % > B R % tAdc 5 1.52~1.79%10° m’ [sec > '+ FC=18%% 43%
EHOR B GE) M- FF (order) o BF AR R R B o BB G

B C, 233 Glick * 00t MG 9 e § R R RS 1) e
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1.2

i K="
1
0.8 |— Dr<40% (£=0.8)
- r=60% (£=0.7)
b
£ 0.6
8
- Dr>80% (£=0.6)
0.4 |—
A MLS(MT) FC=011€20:87 (Dr=54% )
- O MLS (MT).EC=0_e=0:78 (Dr=73%)
02— O  MLS (MT)FC=15¢=0.80:(Di=51%)
|+ YLS (MT) FC=18¢=0.92 (Di=83%)
0 | I | I | I | I |
0 1 9 3 4 5

Vertical effective stress, kg/cm?

) 5-9 #5 ks & 3 & UK, &5 SCFUR M
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%53 FHRa HoRR S R i

Cyix (mz/sec)

Cy.oed (mz/sec)

2.08E-04

4.13E-04

2.60E-04

5.40E-04

3.46E-04

6.90E-04

1.43E-04

2.84E-04

2.60E-04

4.17E-04

2.60E-04

1.65E-04

8.66E-06

1.79E-05

1.02E-05

1.52E-05
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Expelled water, cc

-10

Sample FC,% e

O> O Wb oenm >0

LS
LS
LS
MT
MT
MT
WS
WS
WS

18
43
89
18
43
89
18
43
89

0.925
0.922
0.989
0.928
0.846
0.789
0.909
0.815
0.771

2
typ,sec C,m?/sec

20 4.13x10+
29  2.84x104
480 1.79x107
12 6.90x10+*
16 1.65x10*
240 1.54x10°
16 5.40x10+*
16 4.17x10*
406 1.52x10°

35

\/t, min

B 5-10 jf i« 1o -k £ 2495 5 B BE % ]
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523 Bheiz 14 i

4 g = %225 (bender element test) 4 4.5 & arit o H * 2 L P
IET A QR UEFIERR T RRETR o MTLTRY ZRE S p 7
%2 bender element T 4 ik £p k> ¥ £ R FEHE A 140mm ~
BT T0mm §icH R e ferdsav e T R B o AEE R Y 2k
FERE10KkF - vi#*rd 13 10 kHz2 52k » A HmiEi79 4
ARlRE 0 B B S JRAFH 4 %Y 6kHz o

AT LMY S LRV EREEE TR 5-11 Maek 3§33
B2 T4 Q@ <3 ol 7 BN BARF 1 F st gk ap
oo adplr inimfl 2 £ FC=18%FF » 273 LS 3348 - MT & WS & i34 »
HY 4 aE 30 g 41T AL TR FC43% FC=89%p¥ » LS 3#4f2
A AEANMT A WS ERFEH HP X U MT M2 5 4 &) o

- AREY 2R R R R R APR o AT il 7 £ | 4RE) T
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200

100

Sample FC,% e
® LS 18% 0.92-0.93
- O WS  18% 0.90-0.91
® MT 18% 0.92-0.93
180 A LS 43% 0.92-0.96
A WS  43% 0.82-0.87
A MT  43% 0.84-0.88
- B LS 89% 0.94-0.99
3 0 WS  89% 0.77-0.78
w2
= M MT  89% 0.79-0.82
& 160 |- e °
7 O
> 0 4
7R m
140 — A
120 | | | | | | | | |
0 20 40 60 80
FC, %
B 5-11 & fimi 3 B ¥4 i Bl
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524 RHmiefl z EHRE B%R I BRELET

W ZETRHEI BRSBTS E?@i&&f@é#i%‘?—gﬁ%ﬁf ’

P AT o B R EZ mwaf 7§ (FC=18,43 2 89%) 2
Laval 7488 30 Bt 50204 43T (e 2 0.92 1 0.99 2 [F) o F]pb » 7 g
= % Laval sample *T$f /R R 2 b B G % L7 »>ch I B4 230
éﬁuwﬁ’gF@ﬁ&%%&T&iﬁ@ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁ%
2ot — AR E AT

1.SPT— (N,),,

BRI %k = 39 R 5~ 528 SPT1 ~ SPT2 & SPT3 2 (N)),, 3"
Fmaiti=mid s £ 18% GEAT0Sm) 2 A A > AWE N2 kiERE (3.5
Z 6.0m)z 43%% 89%2 K ¢ (N,),, "t & o B 5-12 &+ = % SPT 3 =7

e lmst 7 2 3 FC=18%2 (N,)), *T¥t 2 v £ Bl ¢ fit 7 £ 18% 1 43%
2 (N " EPEEEaf § B 4emp b B RA s 2645 A

43%3 89%2 1+ 5% SPTI > H 8 & 34 fram s ¥ mfd § B ek +e o 4 4o ©
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18%)

(N Do/ (N go (rc

¥ SPT-1
| ® SPT-2
SPT-3
0.8 —
0.6 —
04 —
0.2
0 ] |
0 20 40 60 80

Fines content, %

Bl 5-12 i 7 827 SPT &8 2 (N,),, ** &M % B
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2.CPT—q,,y

d 2> CPT#% > 23 872 (. SPTR% 7 B-F Iy 2 & 3 k7R g3
B Fidl 5 B evigsh o T E il 5B ARk BIER ATB1 LS
P el B S E O LSEMA NPk AT 35602 113 2% e
Hmpl 7 84 5 5 43% 89%£7 18% o Vb i & Rk 3L #7118 thg,, B il 3
EMBHP g EE ATV Y w7 I8%(GFER 11.3m)2 g, 5
A AEBEDEET R ROFR )N, E o Bl 5-13 B = B
CPTi 2% il 7 LT BL g B BlY = BR&HRi 2 g, B35
PEE Al 7 B B e A R B R 9= 3¢ SCPTU 2 dafd 3 £ FC=18%

T 43%z2 [ ihg,, vt BRI ARG A BLE 126 1.47 & 112 3 3t FC=43%

\.

80%2_ F¥ chg v iE vE AL A% 0,55 « 0. 44 £ 0.56 - BEm R Hk

Bt i R B R R § R L K e o 0§
SRR P
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Parameter BH-No.

S G SCPTU-a
0.8 — © Gew SCPTU-b
B Gy SCPTU-c
;\?
= 0.6 —

dein9ein (FC
=
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|

0.2 —

0 I | I | I | I | I

0 20 40 60 80
Fines content, %

Bl 5-13 ‘il 5 B¢ CPT 3252 g, *° M 4B
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Vsl/ Vi (FC

1.4

1.2 —
1 ___
0.8
0.6 —
| Parameter BH-No.
® V, SCPTU-a
04—ov, SCPTU-b
. AV SCPTU-¢
AV, PS-Logging 1
02— AV PS-Logging 2
— &V, MSASW
ol 1oy
0 20 40 60 80

Fines content, %

Bl 5-14 fofl 3 £ &Ry 2%V, v B 5 F
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525 BHE i BT T R%RL S A2 PP

Bep B HRIEEREEE AT 2 RIER 35460 2 113 2 2 LS @AY

EH R TEZF RIEFUL(CRR) ~ 4 (V)12 X% dhi i+
(CvOnpeak R AL Z EM 2> B9 CRR~ V,% (6,-Op)peak 2 ¥ BRI &
A RS > N E 2L ® = ihiE%k CRR-T 4 LV, 2 (6,01)peak
B m Tl 3 B FC=18%2 B 5 s /& » 4 W8 112 3¢ # LS 3482

THOEA 2 E o B 5-15 B A ok 5 B v 2 CRR~ V%
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B 5-15 il 7 £ 2 2 ) E% CRR > V' Bl % B

Fines content, %
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5.3.1 B k%) CRR 1 q, 2 A ¥7 - $&
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR

0.6

o, = 100kPa
- FC, % Sample

Preparation
FC=35% FC=15% FC<5% 0 WS (MLS)
15 WS (MLS)
30 WS (MLS)
* 0 MT (MLS)
0 15 MT (MLS)
B 30 MT (MLS)
X 0 DD (MLS)
& 15 DD (MLS)
X 30 DD (MLS)

° 18 LS (YLS)
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] 89 LS (YLS)

6, =200kPa
* 0 MT (MLS)
* 15 MT (MLS)
* 30 MT (MLS)
O ] | ] | ]
0 100 200 300
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR
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o, = 100kPa
FC, % Sample
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Cyclic Stress or Resistance Ratio, CSR or CRR
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