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Best RMSE 0.67 0.67 0.54
Median RMSE 1.16 1.48 1.35
Worst RMSE 2.99 1.85 2.20

*G: Gaussian, M: Markovian, W: Whittle-Matérn

(Median), b RKZUVMEWorst) 2R L CW 5. 1H# " ﬁ,ﬂgﬁ)&é 1|,
B AIC K0 7 —R 2B b BWET L LFHE S W STl R 5
Nl =R 2 WM B LTS, r—3 =2

1 R BRI A—=ZHEN 1 DL 7T —RA 3 TEEDH

122 EV. AT AT A — R ENIE LT — ‘ \

S b OB 7. %%J@i@f?w@#% -1 %E/E'Jf@,ﬁ & nﬂﬁﬁf@m @ﬂ?ﬁ

A3 TIEAICIZEDFHEAME T LTS, Zhids A B C E F

S A= 2 SR T LIRS O— D ;, -, a0 R 5

A EBR O RN L EERL TS, RMSE B+ ' k]

DB IZHBVT, Best & Median (2T Worst DfE —%‘\?‘ : [

Hr—A T LickE < BAEoTS, B-310y— - [

2 OFFATT A OHEEAE & B 273, B LR 0D 25 ) 20 ST0150 510150 510150 510150 510150 5 1015

A DRFEDEID OB T — & L Blp o> TV DHGH g(MPa) q(MPa) g (MPa) ¢ (MPa) qi(MPa) qi(MPa)

ITRD = L AN O RS AR EE N, E-2 KB R O IR T— &
6. ?Sb Wiz —EE — HTEE [1:Best RMSE [_]:Worst RMSE
AHE T, BERIT— % (25t LC GPR % AL Sl S8 R W o
THERE BAT 5 BEOREE SO 1 EARBIBIK O "% | |
ooV THREEECES VBN AT 4% 2. P ) |

k0 %< omEonoEmEgckss o 20 0 1|

R 1T 5. T I I A ()

&M | NN I 1] T L 1

1) Yoshida et al. : Estimation of trend and random qus(‘\}ﬁ%al)s Ogrs{r»lflgéf Ogrs(l\{[%;)s [:Jr?NlI%;)S Orfts(l\iltl)’al 30(115(1\51(%’&1 )
components of conditional random field using s No.7_ No.8 No.9 No.10 No.ll No.12
Gaussian process regression, Computers and ] (\. | & ||
Geotechnics, Vol.136, 2021. EN | |

2) Phoon et al.: Benchmark examples for data-driven %—“’,‘ . i
site characterization, Georisk, 2022. = B -

3) Ching et al: Identification of sample path K 0310150310150 510150 510150 510150 510 15
smoothness in soil spatial variability, Structural Guhars) gu{MPal ge(Mla) GEEL: ghiNle) GO
Safety, Vol.81, 2019. -3 7 —R 2 OHEERS & EfEO

© Japan Society of Civil Engineers - 111-422 -



