-117 Ooooo73000O0OO0O00ODO@ObosoUsn)

DHEILFAEEBBONEIFAFEL LSS ORR

iR IE OBAELREE F BEHEE

1. FE®HIS
f@fﬁfi & CHE FEHE S BT S AV B, RN B DT & W REIC T D MR HIN AN BB e D FHE DI
et « it CHEDBLE DS DA BT K 5?@3@&%&1%5 L, % Of R % == AR SRR | LJ:’JVCEEJ’\VCU\%) 1)-

Kif“ 1%, HUEBROMHXEE, AL ORRSOBEERE E 2 S B 7o W M O SR iE SR B ORE R A2 R T
S HIZFAREDOBEAE DM 2 5D T, HlRHAE O SR R EIC RIZ TR EE BRT 5.
2. EROBE
AWFGE LT o T S D SR AR O E 2 [X-1 1”7, IR S 1200, H17 305, &S 400 mm Th
v, EEATHIXNE 100, BT 300mm Th L. SBEIOFEERTIE, #ATHE v = Imm/min TEAOZEAT 21T o 72.
PR IR 6 B2 AW TIER Lo, SRE CTHURIC AR AE U 7o RO BRAHR L B O A B TE 5 & L
TWo Tz, BARHERIIRERE O & L. BMEOREEZT D ORI Dy = 40,50 % & L7z, Hilgox
JE 1 3HEE 2 20mm Bk L7z, AR AMERR-VITRIYEE AT 5 PET o — MW TIER L2, &ffko~Hk
Z 5 X 800mm, 1E 280mm & L, 8D F 20mm OALEIZHEHER L=, VAL ORIRIE, K-18X0%E-1 1R
FTEOIE, BEWIR w EEE h 228w 9 FEE L., £/, BEARMOBEOEELTRH7-DIZ,
&S 60mm, HEWE 60mm O AR I/VEEIZ A W 6 B Bt L7 — A (D50-GC66) TH R AT - 7.
3. RRERLEE
UARNREOBEBOEE AR LR E LT, K3 IZRBAVBIRTT A1 6 50T OA HEDO AL
J1p UL T s/B DR Z R, EARMMOEBOEEIIIZE VLR, BEPREVGEIZH/NS WS LIF
ROZF R Z R LT, EAHNOEOEER TSI RSN TND Z LT, b RE- LR OBEEOZET
INSNWEBZ BTz, BVBIROREZ R LI ROl & LT, [X-412k/L0@E 60mm T HAVE 30, 60,
90mm D#HIE ) p LIL T s/B DR %mff. HEWIRORZEIIH LV A0, ARIO X 5 IZHEHRObE X
D HBWIENARE T ERWGEIE, RIZFEEOMBARNPGEEND ZERHLNIR T, BATRIRDZE
ZREICRRETT A 7201, mhHiglc /z”zw%ﬁk LU CHF D R 3B 217> T\ %, Dashetal (2001)?,
Tafreshi & Dawson (2010)2 & D btilg A 17> 7=, FIHIAIMES KO s/B=0.2 ORFOHEATIS /10O Mefish & DL KIK,,
plpy &R S EHEUIE DL h/B OBtk A £ EK-5,6 12" T. hB KR E 7 d & IR, sifmis /) &
HIZHEINL, 5% hiB #5858l ’Wﬁﬁ“éﬁﬁé‘rﬁff S BT, B LE S SN U 72 BRI o S8 ) 132
IR T GRS 2RO SRS, SRR 77 0 HAMER 7] | A Mg D FE b8 BE AR A7 3 DM &2 o LTz
4. F&O
ZIKHDLT %, KERFOBRGERBEICOAELVZERATL Z E2BEL, i%ﬁ@t% £ 0 HHTRN AR 2 T~
. TORER, DALV REOBEOKEII VN L, EARROEBIIEICE IORERKRE N L EH
LT LTz, EHIT, KFFIRHEDO YIIRIVE I S 51348k 5 | R {Z‘KTL ERNREL 2D EFIE
HE DA B AR5 Z L 26T L.
S & Xk
1) EAMECKES, BHELL, HH B BB EEGTREO U A VIR O SRR, TRFEAE 72 [BIFEIR
RS, B4 (CD- ROM), 111-510, 2017.
2) Dash, S. K., Krishnaswamy, N. R. and Rajagopal, K.: Bearing capacity of strip footings supported on geocell-
reinforced sand, Geotextiles & Geomembranes, Vol.19, pp.235-256, 2001.

3) Tafreshi, S. N. M. and Dawson, A. R.: Comparison of bearing capacity of a strip footing on sand with geocell and with
planar forms of geotextile reinforcement, Geotextiles & Geomembranes, Vol.28, pp.72-84, 2010.

X —U— K Vg, ZEERRE, iR
HAESE T 239-8686 AN AR T AK 1-10-20 FExEREE T¢Ft  Tel 046-841-3810 Mail miyamoto@nda.ac.jp

-233-



-

h : Height of geocell
w : pocket width of unit-cell
d : pocket size of unit-cell
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Description Value
Type of material PET
Unit weight, p (g/cm3)

Thickness, t (mm) 0.1
Ultimate tensile strength, T, (KN/m) 10.5
Initial tensile modulus, J; (kN/m) 915
Secant tensile modulus at 5% strain, Jg,. (KN/m) 88.8
Secant tensile modulus at 10% strain, Jg, (KN/m) 80.4
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Sand Properties of geocell
Test Test relative height pocket pocket aspect
series Case density g width size ratio
D, (%) h (mm) w (mm) d (mm) h/d
. D40-UR 40 - - - -
Unreinforced
D50-UR 50 - - - -
D40-GC66 40 60 60 85 0.35
D50-GC33 30 42 0.71
D50-GC36 30 60 85 0.35
D50-GC39 90 127 0.24
D50-GC63 30 42 1.41
Geocell D50-GC66 60 85 0.71
Reinforced 60
D50-GC66F* 60 85 0.71
D50-GC69 90 127 0.47
D50-GC93 30 42 2.12
D50-GC96 90 60 85 1.06
D50-GC99 90 127 0.71
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