el xS TRt WE=|x|=le] =8>}

- Evaluation of Pile Bearing Capacity using Calibration Chamber Test -

o] A EH o W@
A B o A g
2 FE QA

ABSTRACT

Static formulae based on limiting equilibrium theories often provide misleading
predictions of pile bearing capacity in cohesionless soils due to the incorrect
basic assumptions or oversimplification of actual soil conditions. Soil
conditions prior to pile driving are significantly changed after pile
installation and imposition of high stress levels. Therefore soil parameters at
failure rather than those obtained at initial conditions should be used in
application of static formulae. In this research, model pile test data were
analyzed and compared with the predicted values cbtained from the various static
formulae, The results showed that the proper choice of secil parameters

remarkably improve the reliability of static formulae,

*1 Ay, adta FAY 2SR Fag
2 A, oz rlgdta A&7

3 A, Eled ERZHE aaky

4 AW, oo FATRY BRVZZYR AP
*5 s, ey FARY ESHEFAL A2

-13-



1. & &

el AAAg AReIAsl] G wEEol AL Hol gou} wmAAUS A
slstd 1 Azl tigt AlBEE Ule BE Agolth FGUY AL Yo
ARSAE BP9} I AL 23} olF YT Aleld Qe wbie] 3aS
o3 I3l @2 AH8Ho| oL ch¥E AAAE ol Wrlshe A%o| 2o} 1 Az}
o Hgoli e GARE ALY BV to). o= XAHBAY o2 w7
7L 317 PE FhEel mgold FubstoolE ale] glovt Zale] AgHL
REASE e Bo} geles AP Bshe dlE 1 dele] qlnh Wl £l
3} 8132l sk Agt 2o AR WG Fubsie o]y AW Falsin e}
o|Me] AUZAANZRH Loj ZEA4 2 o] AFHow Agst AL
227} glon} olyt QR ARHs] UYBEE 71Ee) Aol wjHEo] Sict
Hale) Flgagold YFe XX ol Qg vlAE BE RABS FYY 1Y
84 o 2ae] B2 BrMssh, AN BEFL Hug B J)2 TAES
Agol ololA WASHE OHE LYHE 22 + g AOE AuHL) 2 o
FolME o] srlo] R0 v} ol 7Y WEAsARe NHTELS AW A
2R Aol 7129 2SS AEel 1 Fo§ Estn dU FEYL
22 o84 Fgo] glojMel AaA ADE ol RuA} sheir). T MUY A4S
o3 ZEold el sHBe] 2 ako] Friubielo] njalE Qarzt MEkve)
ARAo)| ZRE $UFE A4 A7} (scale effect) of TIINE okge] AEstaxt ¢

o},

-14-



2. AU A2 Y Fale] o] wiF 3} EA

W] 51521%] pechanisn & 1% 1 o 29l uie} Yol YF Vol FYHE= A
A3} FUE A olale Fulutue] goz YxsiFe] Hush
o the Al go] Wehs] viehd 4 glch

Qu
Qu = Op + Qs
— r R
(
¥
Qs for sand
- Qs = fs As
fS: Ko, tan g
Qp qO: OVNQ
Ap= Go AP
Ty = M S+ PhM, 5+ 00 S,
a3 1 wse] 31E 2|A| mechanism
Qu =Qp + Qs (1)

QU FRAY
0 ¢ UES AeR|A)
0 ¢ WK Fuvhu

Al (1)ol W= Mekxage] gL IA FRIE EREsY Wl AtE

-15 -



A4AE 713l BTt Yoid wiFRle G YR AU, AAHATN)
Lokl MY (¢ Ui ulzhnte] P42 FAEE Fol, TRE WAl At
2] }&5-4(E:Young's modulus), XEold ul(v), NAHE(s), THEYATKITE
AQuke] ARzl Falof Y Folch AL Hele] Ex FHES £4ulE
of TAY Terzaghiz] €& 2 Y FH(AH 2)& AUR FHY
Meyerhof, Berezantzev, Coyle & Castello Fo| glou] Fxjof 3 == Zlo] 5%
HojEo] ZAY Vesic FAjo|rh

Axdvizlo| o] AR oAU FQEA A2y FAL thy 4z} Yol FAIFHAA
ch

Qp = Ap(CNc + ov’Nq + Osf.mf‘) (2)

q4714, ¢ FHY AAY
o' WE MR g|x|ol A Aute) fE4A G
rooEY RE sl B
D : wERe} A

Ne, Ng, Nr @ XX A4

Ap ¢ UL THHA

A (2)F AR Aol LA Fe FAY c=00] HI, i} 2 FHA ¥

vlasle) FAY £ QIENNE Aomw Al (2)& vhe go] UF ez EA|H

4 Qe

Qp = Ava.Nq (3)

A (3) oAl RFo] AUARHL FAEFHEH(ov' )2 AXPAGT(N )T Fao

ch AAFA RN & Ak ez} (o) Ay BAs| 2H 2 o ol o9
gapg alolell thakyt #AZE M= Jlch
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2H 2 AT AR EA 23 AxYAx v

2 AUdHeME $YrES Y] 24Y 4 Jdorn® Axy gMogRy
E 1] f3iMe BEY 2R ZHARN )L Aol MR ojolyg ¢ 4 Q).
/o] Eol ZAY AAFH FAL A A LMAZ spEsidch: 2AE o]
thaat 2 s ake EAESE ¢ ot
Az, 2Rt} AFANE 2tly AFHEE BAF] T3k Hojul,

ol ANk LR A (rigid body) 2 7HE3MHAM 7]QskA]TE =jule] gtaEA
< YSAAHE A QlolA FAg M E UFEE FRY R4 AMlo] e
Al Ao} 2)3] 8= elcHRobertson & Campanella, 1983: Nauroy & Le Tirant, 1983
Lee,M.W.,1987 ).

=5, YT S d¥ol npAE ks Holrh

718 AFANELS cfFE UH] A HolLt FABYAIPe] AHE o) o]
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RuEFALE] G ARt FHAUAEL] 9 WYY ol 2% HiYo)
o $4% A28 Ayl 235 7)™ vl ek Houlsby & Hitchman, 1988). o)
23t F4o] ohniete WE Mebie] &¥AJefs] W thed] £3gYe Pt
o] ohd iyy Zeo| g¥Po] XyEolo} I FFHYo|EolA AMEE = HEF-E
ol ot Bajo] AAe} A Basl Ao T ApmHTHVesic, 1977; LeeM.¥.,1987:
A F).

A, 23 2 o B o271 ¢ - Ng BAllM & 4 slRe] 2 A dalgel ulal A}
o7} X AA A7} FubEzte] Wel o] U dusia® ¢ o AR hdel
utet AAHE vfe T 2lolE 2y 4 el

s, 712 dF Azjel] men & Azt 32 FAr 2ol 2=y
Al Not BT S ZA B wield d5Ke] AvtAA gL o]EA oy {FE4AS
Yol dRujslelopic}, ole} T2 o] B2 23 3 I} 2 WEASIZ Q1Y A

nte] HEHYefo] ZAFIL oot AAH AYolrMs olehs doldt AxtEo] RuHyl
ch 1950dc] 2t S314 2] Kerisele] RHAH o) WE AdIxA| 2t #9]Ze]2)
AL o) B3] ZFLAH dYulslal on AR FYUol7pAE deulHisht
3 olde] W U ol +@UThe APdo] BaFdrt (Kerisel, 1958). ojef 2t
o] MRIx|z]Fo] AlZleloll wiel F7ISIA] 4 UAY ol =dls VABUZLo
o] AL ol ¥ 2 A W WA Aol HAY w} glrh(De Beer, 1963: Vesic,
1964,1970 ).

thAls], 2tz WL el sHFe] AR J3f FH WERIRR Felolwe
AMZAANZRE dolF] Aol hE olEsde] dEHoE ALk AL
Fel7l ook UHe BYew J¥ Az M= IH FrAE Lheolx|d]
2 shhe Zite] Aedsrt 32 Hshe Aola ol dhhe U Aok 29
F2o0] F43] F7lske el Al BF uiRolazte] %S nlxjxgt 53] &
e F7bol &gk viyubizte) i 1 HHIL o Ay Zes BoH v} gl
o] Baligh,1976 ) Wi¥-obdzte] Aol glol BEle} 515 Ast2 A¥ Wpr} Neg
2ajs]efof Flch
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[s] [v]

Terzoghi DeBeer
Prandtl Jaky
Reissner Meyerhof
Caquot

Buisman

$Q

[€]

Berezanzev and Yaroshenko Hu
Vesic Durgunoeglu and Mitchell

33 3 ofrix] HEREE

o2} Po| FAYA AAHFTAL Y2 ZAHHolx B2 2 FHEe NHdos
ols) 2] AREs]o] Stont A 83 UK A HAzE VE FAE A e
23] WS BFI oo 53] x|ule] of- ZuURE Hpof o]EIE A x|z
gL sl APzt 4 glene gye Fog fgh
FEHAo| ol ZAY Vesic & A2 olg} T2 EARE HZHE sjadtd ot
ol AHSEE A4EY BF , dF Eol Fulof ol Hwargde] AAol
Ao 2 nfe ofgrie thEo] Qlr}, EY Fpate] THUNe] EAslA] ¢k ZA
H(LF)7E AAZE STk d, 350 BHoE Qg A7 e] HyEYEst ¢
Azt FRo|L} YEBo] ofjel= A¥AIRobinsky & Morrison, 1964 Al
Awkati,1975)G22 213 o]& 2] VAE ZT2A o2 IEsA= Filgon o=
olufe WA Jlg¢EonE 7MY Zo® ARHr] uely & Aol Az
& XY gl =& AARCHe J|E] FAE A Aatet AhidHe
A&2AE w23t I Aol B3l JdE FBHOEH o2 HBof glo] A3

=& A3slax} spect
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3. AuRAY 72

A, AW AEPIES oln] A E38 v} gleny (o]axe), 1991)
Heoy} theel & Al Felsiact
2 mmolds BN 3RS AYRRANLE -] Hslo 7igdel s
t callibration chamber§ ©)-83} 8 FHz Aol RHEUZARS UAslge
o, RYEERN 13t T2 AL Iy 49 Y} (Parkin & Lunne , 1982).
Ao A oYY(BCL)L YAl Y (422 siAE, HA
o (BC3)2 AUAE Uehl: 22 oA glov} HelAo]y g Ay A
Z2] dAL zgdel HYMA 27 oo £ AYclMde AP AR 3GO
o, EgEze] AW 7IkE 1% vembraned] HX|&= 23 5olla B ule} i}
BRUS2 207 4 cnf] 7PH3e] #-F(shoe)F H-25ld o) e Py o
S215Hd ¥ (Simple Pile Load Test : SPLT)S Aoy Zoj& xj3idd &= ol 2 3}
olct (o3 2} | 1990a)

% b 76Cm —
— l: -
J—— &h —*-—i — g
Oy : (0% Side Membraone /—— ipmpressed
I Ey N T ol
— _{ E - / \ P 100Cm
____________ J
BERE ]
O;l v
Bottom Membrone ?
BC1 G,= const. G,= const. g
BC2 Aev= 0 As,= 0 = Iﬂi%{ | J:}}
BC3 & = const. Agp = 0 WCompressed Air IHl
BC4 As,= 0 0, = const.
I3 4 2y Ex U9 Jekzd ags5 RYEER

-20-



T {Kq/Cnt }

=2 sk Exol BEAYNES Holglon Exe] sil) BYYS )
A% 77 2of 8749 BETHE WAt ASPUMA] B2 sluto] NARYE 4
AY 4 UES i)

4. AMEE ==

B2y Atz AT 2 gy u]F2 2.590)3, UpH: 2 x o3t ARA|H
AU esiedod, Mol 90 x o]y o R ANt 31AS who] max)ite]
#1532 1.58 t/m3 ol AHoiUs 80 ¥ 2] A= Tig|Fako] 1.54 t/md o]t}

A 22 FEAFE AYA P oy Fstelon, HridEs} 90 % o]4d  wiel
80 % duhe] AXE T3 6, 7ol sF3tHen], ojufe] viFaiHdz o= HEZ T (peak
strenth)?} M7t E(residual strength)e] 5 Z-9of cisted BF Zsldct. 2 2z}
e 90 % o4 T ¢dpeak=40" 0] Presidua1=30° o), AT 80 x

= ZE4ES] 1.8 kg/em? O[31R] A ¢peax=38" , 2 oAl A9 ¢peak=25" o
M, fresidua1=30" ZH FriUE 90 x o]ty Z-9-d wfel gl EE 2 Az o
EEEDNE Y 149 T3 EAP(Co)E 1.352, FEAT(C)E L8olH FUE
o2 ARE 23 Spolth

2.8 t
2 - F
| 2.4 " o
. b =25
15 L N 2 - peak
g 1.6 I
g -
r ) -
- =30° | . - -
residuc o8 [ o= 30°
0.5 r residual
0.4 -
O F R NN N TR B D R | O’llllillllllllll
0 05 | 15 2 0 04 08 1.2 16 2 24 28
v (kg/Cnf) U, (ke/cm?)
2y 6 iU 90% o4t IR 7 AUz 80w

AP ATl 21 pRapRzt
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298 dx Bx 34

HE

& Ao BYAURAdolE raining method7} AREE ATh o] WY e LAY Holo)
A LB =32 A BAsl EAUAE ARl oss dsks nse) xut
= €A "rh o] o oA ke YE M w22 dAWSA XY HS A8
Bake] 2Hpusiare] Hgsted Axtz F7ksh) gA ol o)Al HH ofx A
=gtk YrHLee M. ¥.,1987).

2 Ao ME 10028 AHgon, AIUE(Dr)7} 90 » o) 4kl whe] X 2Akatol A
AZIA Y gole 47 cn, MEYE BHAY vitEzizle] Holi= 56 cuoln ohE 15
cm] At ZAYF ARG glAg ARzAsld PPN AFUILE S
3ttt Dr=80 » Uul: $18] F &ol& 242} 23.5 cn, 44 cn 2 -§X3}9lch.

ZRxmke) 22931 22 FI9k F of 224 0o] Aol ERu)2] Eglo] AsIA £
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ke A7 A3l wel (AR, 1990a) 2427 YUY S ¥ uy
YSHHE +Ysidch

6. ¥ ¥

EHUELS AHwo| (40 cm)ol M UH FA3} B 4.3 Kee] 38 USA Eflelel
om, A% 15 e 45 ezt of 5 cu Yolutch WY XA cle SUANYS 2
2 AAskdc), B 1A E(2Y 9) Wl SPLTE Ioks A sied), o A
ol MUAAYECE Fnideo] A Mol LWk HEE Quxyds o

& 4 9ok

ﬁn upper plate

-

\‘ﬁ
hydraulic jack

proving ring

tie bolts

inner rod

i plate of the chamber
[

model pile

model specimen

whole shoe

sliding core

AH 9 By Ul Adg A 1 A Ay
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the A kHAZA 48 AR AAHE SYshed], on) Ex2] Sl UHE
Eg gzl ol§ g A Qutzt AZAIA chambere] FAE WoR A}
o F4H AHP2RE AeAdE dold ohE IuAclME 53} 22l & 3l
£ #-%(shoe)?] HA THAE AYAIA HA M2 Hg YU} olwf #FF
dHog e ntEtFo] AP0l FEY HANFE EelAAnt. A= iy
BEE AASL USKAANE A A7, oo 497 U5 SAd BelEo ol
g o] HuiEe Faupelo] A3y e JdHug RsiA UKy F
Aok e AAY 4 QUchk =N WH FAIZL Bsle] ¥ 9ot AEsHA

£ €7 EE A SEAR FAuldgat Az x(ge] YA Ayshs UH 3
VA H g 38 4 A Aot 2 DA AP Bgnt A H A AAY 24
52 13 103} et

b) bearing capacity of
the sliding core

c) bearing capacity of

st tot . .
ihe Wwhola Sho d) shaft resistance e) total bearing capacity

{ tip + shait )

Iy 10 2z} AEcAlE Mue] Az}
AR oAl AAY a4

224 -



7. Bt o) A7 BRVEe) AAY A} A&l vz

2 =RoAL gettd Baol oY Axd Aitxe AAAF waskion
Meyerhof, Berezantzev, Vesic, Coyle & Castello, Terzaghi®] A|¢talo] 2es|<ic,
Aol AZH Bt AXYTAEL AAF7AS N F £ bl gole] B
Mol FASRY Y £2elol MukIAY 0 § AP HES Ax)d g 7
B gl FolriE R ¢ T8} Aujo] BRToloith. Aol AR ¢ 2
£ 1% 6 9 2 7 o4 BEo] YAPo vy FAFsAoH 2§l A
3 28 AGAYl] WolXle g Moz Hyo] Zel FHe| A= 08 L
HEL T 4 secant3td AMEABISCH

6 T3 AAAAL Nosbe] VAL 112 2004 BFo] 2} AxkGol whef chIstAl
gigjo] glom 7t AQtakES) Xjol7h A ¢ ol THE Ny o WHE RIS ¢ 4
it (3 2). Aol ZADIA| 2 F5HYlE (Cavity Expansion Theory)
o Mg (Vesic WH)el alofA= 7 Hge) Bzt Fael ARIE e} otas
g tiESe A45e] Aol BUHOE uhp oFSEE AUS WS Vesic

Holo] A= A4S AHESIAUT (Das, 1983) (¥ 13H=2).

%1 #o) R0l mE ZgAs
3R | = oo |dEw 3= AE
(hael) | (alegge )
Ir 70 - 150 50 - 100 100 - 200

M AP 2ZHE 2ol URuiZHdpea) & AE 3l LolW 2 Falo] &R A
A2} AW AAAE BlshE 7 11, 120 Yok HTIUE 90 x o4}l AP A

A §Y4Tol F7Hdel ulet F7H&ol A Zhddte) UFR Yol $Hdh= B Yo

—_—
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AR AAAES YT F7lol vt A¥FIRIEE HTFEo| woldsE A
&2)2}e] 2jo]7} AZIch. H3] Meyerhof 2} Berezantzeve] FhE-E A&X]9t 7rivt A
olF uehi qlth

B AAEd e JHATRHOENE ¢eawitol BoIHLEZ o] Zlo] HHHEL
28g @l gt 24 BIE 5 Ak =Y AP ALY 2U& plane strain
ZA3} {Aslcta 714 3he (Das, 1983), plane strainZ Eri= £ AW chamber
test?] 71gtR o] ARHU R} RPL2E ASHER HZAUUL T3 @2
Bulaz} ()R 2AH 3o HRsto] Axx|e} vlashs o] AA 213 o ¥y
g Ho2 AIRHCL ¢c 2 $poaxd] Aol 7|E2| AFZHzlol 21 i} 00 - 80 A}
olo} EEsh W& SHUFFAML A2 B $Y4FoIME 2 Hol7t e oz
daiA olct (Lee, 1970). whepx, 2 Hatol§ 402 7P¥staL oM AR o] 24
o ALY dpeako] UEAHLE 40F 73l Thr] AAHA S N & FP 3l Adwiz|x]
S At 28 13, M4 o4 A3 wlastaleh. 33 11, 122} 39 13, 148 ]
281 ¢e2] Hgo] AXAol o THY A& PAY 4 Ao} oAe] AFAe} 2
2lol§ Kol Qltt. olel o] Alatxet AFR7E F Aol§ Role AL o
o] Z4lo] IHY 4 Qe olEF AU viFel A o] At A Hof g
nAjE WL 84S RO F3pA| R HI 2 AR5 ¢ - Ng BATL
thi- Zixte] ZE A ol 2&sle zaEdens NEEA Lol Ry} Al
7] Wj2olcl. Fe¥FolEel AHte] AFE o] AdFFE7AE usloled
FFFEH HMAEE st ot Ao ol RAE2] FHol nje oF
the thgel glch. W5 Elqlzt st3Aiste] %t Atz HE FAsln U%
o] @elzhe R ol Aol Ax A4(s) & o|EMe] UBHoT g3l
Z& Rert Aoz Almdch R #Yow sl My e FA F13)
o ol SR F7IE Ui i Fubizle] Alutsl ztavitke AME 712 A
S A2 RE FE5doni(Baligh,1976), AA A} WF Mghie] Atef= =)k
o} Bl AdEl(critical state)2} AFIEE gpeak RTHE dov (9 at constant volume)

7} Br} AR A NHe Aoz Azg),
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Bearing Capacity (kgf)

Relative density > 90%  phi = triaxial
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whY, & =Eolde Atxe ANl sjole 2 jialzlg)] J'thﬂ%‘ﬂi
FE gl 3382 AAY FAle] AL ke delRE o] Kr} oo)s}
AT Wl U2 dpoarh thAle] APATAYPo 2 BEAEE Z4sT o2
FE 2o WHOPEZ (frosidual )& XAY FAofl A&} 27 15, 16 2} ol
w23t

Toll A2t o] Meyerhof= A&} AMS| 2 Ao]F IA Fx)8ln x|ul, 7|=&
3 ThE AR ES HE219t JEs] THsks HU%E HATL dresiduard Agho] A
ol wie} tlojie] ] HMIL dojulx] 42 WY VAL & ¢ o FUAIY
TE YRR 2 Addel AHE Refe] UG} AFATAYL AP e nyc) 5
Hele 2 7271 s Ae2 Ag"ch o ARy s1Ee] Aty XY 24
ol HEof 9lo] dpear o AR HA T} BAZ ARSH= 2 A Tajy) glo

M, $residual Gho] HA WHAMIPL] HehSY S ¥t 4 cfF3hcln ¥ 4= glzic)

Relative density > 90% phi = residual

1400 1 —
1200 A

(kg
i

1000

8060

600

400

Bearing Capacity

200

A,

PaasaTaasssmsaieiianid | Iy
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Relative density = 80% phi = residual

1400 1 =
% 1200
-~ g
~ 1000
Fay
T 8001
o
S 600 1
o
£ 400 4]
G
o 2001
0 AS 7S5 2 7
1 1.5
Stress Level {kg/cm™2)
[ Meyerhof Bl Berezantzev Y Vesic
EEHE Coyle & Costello Terzaghi Measur e{ultimate) |

38 16 dresidual ol ¥ AAx) 2} A XA o] vlg

( o= 80 % )
8. Ay Az 9 3N
(1) A Ze]
e Ak Qdofal AFR ulel Yol Uo7} ARLF HHEZFISICI)
ol Zo] ojielME UBY ol ol Rog A slon olF Yol
(eritical depth)elz ¥k},

ol9f P ALY EAle W2 VRY AiAHAM B Fo] (Kerisel, 1958:

De Beer, 1963; Meyerhof, 1976) o] 7ido] AP dAlelzixl 34H 4+ A= A7}
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Hoou gAxE we =il e BPoz tfelrt Usilx gt Ao} (
Janbu & Senneset, 1974:Treadwell, 1975)  #JZo|7} Z71t4E 2|=]18] Z7}go
238 AR AEAAE B2¥ vt AckDurgunoglu, 1972). wiely Y AES
27l olatu AR o)FolE FASAZYL J3L DA wjAs=
1§ o8 AEEHBE 2] F7Hgo] EBHI| Al2ste Yol olalEls o
YelHy Hoz wctyr),

2 Audge A3s 45 WI7RA] VA0l EAe AU 47 dAcHay
17). TRt 10cn APui7lzl= RP USR] ciyt A¥o] A Brlssled olof tidt =}
25 2& ¢ ol olXolM e A2 Hih= Fo) d7E|oof dith. EZ, 10cw
ol’ge] ZojoM= A olol whE AR MHE FIH AL Bola| of: Mo
2 ulFo] U7t A|=[™e] n]als G3e] 3] njo|ee o £ vk #Y3lo]d
ol 8t RG] 2po]7t A2l ¢lrhs A4 De Beer?] o &(1963)olA F
Aoz uist go] M7t AR FuelA FHolx WHZF e 108) o] 24 ¥
Halojol 21 HHHefo o]2A HEE FEE 2UAE BREP ojFoe 2]z
go] Adzlololl vt Al Frislelol gtk AMdabe Aty AE Helr)
I} A P E AAREY KEFAEYANY BAS 2EE Ak|A]
Hel WAkl veidg o + ArK2d18). ol VAL Aol uls)
sliding core®] ZA-¢(2% 19)7} B} F3istAl A Qo ulebs A BolA
o] 3AlZlo] Jide] A 82 VAZYTEL ME2E hAste] 7Rl 23] e

Ao Zlow Atz
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Ratio of Shaft resistance (uplift/comp)
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Ratio { Sliding Core/Whole Shoe )
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Ratic { Core / Whole Shoe )
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