nr-109

b B 7 b L OB A+ O TEH R O FF il 5 ik

Hg KRB FOWILIER £ AKHEEHR AER
B, LTOTEHABRERIE - HCHEINTRE0HE. B+ T ¥ *T
as
EOBL%BD - By 2RREEEEDDLEEY A b LT w-¥ d Tom,
B Do {HK LOREAETFALE L TR SHEFAVBELLAT l Y liquid m.,
VWhe COEFATHE . BHRS BRI E LS4 RED I solid T
o h—DOEGHS L L TH->Twhe Ll BaMmcE ve| CLAY Mes| m
T OEREFALEEE - FFEERSCHT TR — 1D OfEAMHE I (finegrains) l
EFNTELDLCERTE D, % T solid Im‘
—#IT BE L EOR I FEE R TR OBMIC X B ve| NONCLAY Mes
BIH A B BHE S HICL - THETHE) , Ak TE, & l(wamewm“)l
SO+ EY s tOREEHICEINAC LR, YV ED
BELTHTATEFOBEAER, EHERDT THDHT LR, .
i Fig 1. Idealised four-phase soil system
BEG - JEEEER AL BEC .00 5 mm THITTHE KL ED
X2 FELCDOATHRE TS,
BT R T OB X B & e o
WORER D LORBERDSHEL L A T e PGB
50
T RATOFRBRS OHME S 27 PSRN S
A RS ORI o EH T Do F =30 ] undeain-
o (o]
EHD B, 10' .JJ?\O ?JOO.O?OOC?, RA B gt %
y 01 ] ( 10 15 f& 20 " 50 6070
S:_ﬁ (‘]) l % l
v 085 06 055 05 045 04 0.35 03 0125
S
M RO ) -
Vss Pd Fig 2. Relationship between apparent angle
of friction and S or eS
Lxbe

CTTs fRHBEEOBRE. £ dto
B Goold FEREE 4 O g MId T
KEERS EREERS O RERETH S,

M- 2idB¥Y LRA+Y Degextl T
S ONEERAE 70 PLAIDOT
»bo chbolicld, ##aEHKE 0
HoXB 5300, AT ORNMEREMAT
esz?i‘0~8 7~0.95 (8§=0.512~

ZDOL

0.5 3 4)OEATRHKICEML TwbHT °
Ebhho M— 3EMHB 02500

1.22 3 TOREGLCET H—HHERR

Bre PHFERLZROTH Y HF O

R FMOHECEF AH/BERTOEK

W =502082LFTARIOTH S,

Fig 3. Relationship

216

value of M

between quand egat various



We =50 %D THDE —HEMMBE D 220 0N

1501 @s=0.8 o, A
BRI ¢ AR, egtif L. 3 LT CREICHEML Th2o L q: o
CRLDT Edb, o DEHH 1.0 ML Ficke TR 9K i greater than 100kN/?
ERTFHOBEMSD bbb, BEENAEECE-TRB2E & o
b0 B0 §w° ‘

M4k W, =50%0r x0T -RDBE Sy —MWER 5 [
MEQEMORREERDL T b #7070 MR LeDHE ~cs>"
BRLTH Bo Lk 5o BIREOHECOATR. [EL or
% FBL 7 03] -5 D REEE S 1K~ o T ORIC N “’22
BOT Gl BYBEG, B egs1.0 BLFICK > Ty - eszo.f A
LTk, COTERS Fl-HBIICL A HOBEOHEICE. 00‘ = ';5' . '1f0' AL
BRI AT > BV ERCALHFEL TeklncdtEL LN M

Do keI wE B QK ERIEERT ORBBERC

L Z;C&’i’%’jﬁfvlbo and M at a constant water
M—-sldk—~2kb, REFEL L Togg=2.65 DL EDE content of clay

£y MOBMETH D, LA >Ts M gs Py EMBTE

b egtikdbhbe #-» T\ HHERSEORBRIEE

Fig 4. Relationship between strength

C7%5d egtibiitids Sz bhieqEBOMRIBE —LE r- \M
DnIFNTH LU+ DT ERIEE R B, 4.0

FEE LR TFHOBMORETIERAO 64 KDWTH 4 ] \\\ w
HOERTHELL. 2 THEHNSEILICRIFL ML 2 BEH \l\\ [ss285)
borEBbhbo COMEREL TEHFMELRFORTVE 30
PRBESFOLERERTIVENEDS S Ll RO \\
O TR, FORKERE B oAEI Y ELCHLTHO .9 r \
~1.2 BETHL.9 cnbb. BROe g3 0.9 ~1.2 »

o 2.0
R EE HET N Do \N§
| M=1.4
. 1.2
R E M 1.0

"o \\o.e
0.6

1) WMILE® - KEEHR (1981) B LtORE&ELOD

THMEBOF L WEMBEIL D NT. RIMEASREE x
MR, £ 145, 241 ~ 247 . '
2) A # - BETHHE (1961) BEHITOBBa LD 0—5 B —
COTHNEBEBSCHETAINE. ERENTEFES, 11 Dry Density (g /e
(9) , 389 ~ 424 .
3) Bishop.A.W. and A.K.Eldin (1953 ) :The effect Fig 5. Typical relationship between

of stress history on the relation betWeen¢and @. /M,and P at a givenG of
porosity in sand. Proc. 3rd. Int. Conf, SMFE, 1, 2565 d SS
100 ~ 105 )

4) Bjerrum,L.,S.Kringstad and O.Knmmeneje (1961) : The shear strength of a fine sand. Proc.
5th.Int.Conf.SMFE, 1, 29 ~ 37 .

5) BIIEM - KREER - KEH¥~" (1981) : BLAEAA UL+ DS B 0BaENTBELONT. +
RERPLLYHATRARELERHESR, 146 ~ 147 .

6) B & &K B XEHEZ (1973) BOoOHNBRCHEFEREIOEMK. H8EH +BIH
TRBEZSBEHEESR, 149 ~ 152 .

217



