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Table. 3 EKILFBERFHE (sec)

S
— Depth(m) | KIE 1 S A8 | KIR2 5 KR
0.0 —_ _—
1.0
2.0 19.3525 18.0300
3.0 18.0975 17.8950
AP —10m E 4,0 17.6975
5.0 21.1200
3FEE 6.0 22.2100
7.0 21.4750 27.3000
8.0 23.8700 29.0550
9.0 23.4925
10.0
11.0 29.1250
12.0 26.0200
13.0
14.0
15.0
16.0
17.0
18.0
T M X 19.0 28.8850
20.0 25.7750
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Table. 1 KPFE-10n 1 5RE (44-2,9) Table., 2 Kk¥&—10n 25/t (48-10)
Depth N ¢ e k Cm G’ Depth N ¢ e k Cm G’
0.0 TT_T 18 32.4 0.866 1077 0.000 1840 0.0 o 1 27.3 1.065 107 0.000 1500
1.0 4j€§ 19 32.7 0.856 107 0.120 1860 1.0 D 2 27.6 1.052 10-° 0.120 1520
2.0 | - 17 32,1 0.876 107 0.240 1820 2.0 C 3 27.9 1.038 10°° 0.240 1540
3.0 e 17 32.1 0.876 10°° 0.360 1820 3.0 =¥ 5 28.5 1.012 1075 0.360 1580
4.0 ':: 32 36.6 0.740 10°° 0.480 2120 4.0 : 6 28.8 1.000 10°° 0.480 1600
5.0 |==={ 35 37.5 0.716 103 0.600 2180 5.0 6 28.8 1.000 107 0,600 1600
6.0 e 34 37.2 0.724 10°° 0,720 2160 6.0 6 28.8 1.000 10°° 0.720 1600
7.0 ,..i 20 33,0 0.846 10°° 0.840 1880 7.0 g 29.7 0.964 10°° 0.840 1660
8.0 L 20 33.0 0.846 107 0,960 1880 8.0 11 30.3 0.941 10°% 0.960 1700
9.0 :'1 30 36.0 0.757 10°° 1.080 2080 9.0 7 29.1 0.988 10°¢ 1.080 1620
10.0 f } 31 36.3 0.748 10°° 1.200 2100 10.0 18 32.4 0.866 10°¢ 1.200 1840
11.0 o 27 35.1 0.782 10°° 1.320 2020 11.0 14 31.2 0.908 10-° 1.320 1760
12.¢ . 32 36.6 0.740 107 1,440 2120 12.0 12 30.6 0.929 105 1.440 1720
13.0 |-.. 38 38.4 0.693 107 1.560 2240 13.0 19 32.7 0.856 10°> 1.560 1860
14.0 |.°-1 42 39.6 0.664 10 1.680 2320 14.0 23 33.9 0.818 10°° 1.680 1940
15.0 '}‘1 39 38.7 0.686 1073 1.800 2260 15.0 35 37.5 0.716 105 1.800 2180
16,0 -, 41 39.3 0.671 10°% 1.920 2300 16.0 34 37.2 0.724 10°% 1,920 2160
17.0 < 42 39.6 0.644 107 2,040 2320 17.0 50 42.0 0.610 1073 2.040 2470
18.0 - 43 39.9 0.657 107° 2.160 2340 18.0 40 39.0 0.679 1075 2.160 2280
19.0 s 44 40,2 0.650 10°° 2.280 2360 19.0 13 30.9 0.918 10°5 2,280 1740
20.0 g 40 39.0 0.679 107° 2.416 2280 20.0 = 9 29.7 0.964 10°° 2.416 1660
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Distributions of excess pore water pressure and mean effective stress
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Fig.3 Distributions of excess pore water pressure and mean effective stress
(Normalized by initial mean stress)
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