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Kinds of Shiraeu

Soft

Semi-hard

Hard

Shirasu | Shirasu Shirasu
Tensile strength
oe (kPa) 5 8 22
Apparent unit
weight Yt (kN/m®) 12.7 13.7 15.0
Young's modulus
Bo (4Pa) 8 1 22
Folsson”s Tatio 0.41 0.38 0.33
e -
Apparent cohesion
cp (kPa) 30 42 80
Angle of shear
resistance ¢ (%) 38 41 43
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Relation between magnitude of tensile
stress and slope angle in case of

semi-hard Shirasu
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Figure 1 Relation between magnitude of tensile

stress zone and slope angle in case
of scemi-hard Shirasu



VEER 5, B AT el d t AU To o, BAERCABLIIca ) b Tt AjlEeR 3

NES T (R

B-3c e sd3a) o Briir FivBIESr Lo T o518 ) #E cnlifts g
1. BEcaFEN e kBAToRIEN7 (3BT ) SR VERr IR 2<, BAERy (R
Wion) bow ) KRIGE S R 3ETGE G TRl o ¢, A4Imo BRI EVRIES T+ 342

greguaieelfd.

3. EEBE TN BIS

BearcRe 138l ) kn v o Tolk-71 % RE L F L B 38B05 1 BRET 0B Het
ti%&(&. 335¥a Lo §uicaa T, CoRBEIn By t bR BB LT T, B-40sH U
2.0:%° 0tk v oHBLIT 0T, BR&EIKESHBLKBTI3. 0:0" a1k

&, Beak¥rero 13)

20 200
BIHMEIRI N \
CAERE ) 4 S R E
GBRE T b B 3w E & F
mureGy, HEpc &L 5t
R D)1 1 Guoek 3 2.0- \\\ S?iié‘i cf: zo—
g L
Likde Lk, N
st = %‘?3 1.5t N ) 8=90° i 104
YL FRRNIIE I ik
T s, tHcd ) % 1.0F g °r
B MECHGING - 6-50° 5 F -
1% 4‘? 9'4"@"’;‘;‘ 3. 0'51 l2 = ; |l“110 2lo l l510J 100 L z:::ic(l((l:(-)()l.a) )
qu h3 @'i\l'{ Hu Tensile strength (kPa) . 1 l | 1
Ca, b 5o Tk TR Mt pminte st T 0 w
#6% LB 3 tpure ¢ Relacion between non-cracking

cebFBrmsat, EFE o v il s aMohr-Coulow
aREOBRH T EET b n o BMAS EBN 2 2 T oD
3. 860055 UIBE bR Badot, AMer
Bko s MmbsHo t BAT3. B- s o %97
2EBET Het, Hes B oA LT LKk b Th
3. 815 Sveflcaany T, 0>T° o ZfdEcE v
TG Hb<Hes, 04BN EHL O Hes U3 o eohe
3. 0B RELsvREL O m0 T HBIRTHS.
ks T, Bk 0T 3, BEER T B3 %y
rE Ao E< I HATRELFRT e T TR
€5, 6: b abiic o 113, REGCAE]~ ) Bk
L @adie, A% Rbet o Bl EX RS L
7v 5z Lg"’ﬂ? 23,

D18 15605 TERWERA, e, 2 (100, £3/53.
vha i da, VIRt kiR, (979), 33/%.

— 52—

100

50

Critical height (m)

Figure 5

10

1
45 50

critical height and slope angle

TTTTT

20 <

I TTTTII

N T
Critical height of "\
local shear failure

Non-cracking
critical height

X~

Static (K=0)
Seismic (K=0.3)

| | 1

60 70 80
Slope angle (°)

90

Relation between two kinds of critical
heights and slope angle in case of
semi-hard Shirasu



