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(DYNAMIC PROPERTIES OF WASTE FILL SUBJECTED TO DYNAMIC COMPACTION)

% 8 = (Song, Chung-Rak)

ABSTRACT
This article analyzed the dynamic compaction induced vibration of man

made waste landfill. General dynamic properties and compaction-condition-related
dynamic properties were analyzed.

From the results, it was turned out that the shear modulus G = 17496 ~
58320 t/m2, damping ratio D % 14 ~ 58 %, dominant frequency f = 6 ~ 14 Hz,
Also, it was turned out that the propagation velocitis of low amplitude shear
wave and compressive wave were increased as the number of impact increased, the
relation between peak particle velocity and impact distance was vpp = 5,08 [D/y
E] 1.4, the peak particle velocity was high at the lower part of the waste fill
layer and the range of dynamically improved area was about 6 ~ 10 m,
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22 Heje] A} HolYARFEE vpp = 5.08 [DE]-1-4 2] BAF 7IA]o, 287
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1. ME

Srid e £AE dARE IBolA JAA TSI AR Go A
WAsHs 3ol 3l AukE Aashe ggelnt.  mleld FriRAde ohR st
Mk EajA gAAsHs APkl A3} STt ANkg AFAA LS ATl
A Fzp7 2E wAyich Iy Sl o AR ekl A ol
Z¥ol o233l $fon, AWARY AR U He T2 F2 FAsM 2E3l%L
c}.

e SoiEAel] W ZFIE2 FE 3Fol A gy M
A it ol U8 B 2 FAHYY EM7PHo] T el A3
32 e, SoiRA A3 FHoMY A AL i AY AYYERRAM TEE
2] AgUeE HolLpn g 2ite] thyt AFMo] IIBjrhs ANl dF- 71a%t
th.

SoHE FH2 MA Arveidd B3R oR AMgEe] Qrirl 1970 Aol =
AL Menard30ofl 23t AAEtE|o] WohdH shje] FHLE AU glon
2423 FHMY APNAFE MM F2Y £HOlEL ofF dreAlel P
Ayolc}. &3 FrH #FAFE FHAMY W2 2 27171 i g A, IFEHF A
27t Zeloll gkMok FHe3tAl Eo 2 A FHHo| Hrt kojA|Al Hach Zefell
o2 FY7I&EL Ao o]2: AFVAE FWHA FE7Hs A §H771
hgsolon, o] QIsld g & AFE HHH2E Mshs FPEC] A2
Art. & Fria] 2ute] siel] Jlojshe VS FHAH FHY ofy & ARG

£ JF2ZAM vy Fio] uf st 71Ee] npEAnt o|EL 2 M Huy 3
Mol Tyt dAeolct. wetd B Al &3l I B4 milshe o] njg3)
g Zlolxrl.

2 oMes FrEAY Auiakiz) gicte] of ¥t 218 7HRe-evaluation) =
E9e] ¢8OS F A Instantel(Canada)A}e] 2528 7AM|(Blast Mate I1)E A&3o]
STHE 240l oIyt 2e7] oAt WFFFol visty st ¥icl,

2. SCIsID XSS

2,1 SOy 3§ i}

FriES FAE ciiF7 Ao dJaiste] AFE fEAslRe wgg
(semi-whole space)eA|2] 357 ¥H(vave propagation)o]n], E}A=HE F2| FFo]
ol # A o] H[PFH R AFAER HIRHYo|Eo] FEHolol Pl weiN F
CIRoR A% AFAY S fidtei DY -UF T ol 2o] FEHE Zo] nigtH
et 28U Red B e Wdods S13la vl -Rg oM A
TlolEL o} FE3| AMUHA ¢ Adelold, A (1)3} 2 wg-igoiMe 2
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SAANN a F 2 AF MAFIE Ul Sogd Y&FHERVE 7
3to] ZAH O e A WAk AHolc)

hadd =( o m -expl-a {ro-r1))] (After Richarts et.al, 1970) (1)
Wi To
7] A,

n = AnEE Hof ulzl FP=E A4
1 (A{hjol A Al ate] At )
2 (2| EoJA MAzle] MAx} 3¢)
= 172 (X Eol|A Rayleighmte] Mzt F9)
wo= ANFHLE RE A2| ro TFF Hoj AHAAL] 42 AF
w1 = VFULE ¥5 Az r; v B3 MM 43 AFK
ri = AFHL2HE HoJd AHe]
ro = AFHLZNE Yol Azl
a = 7t B9Al4= (attenuation factor)

u

A (12 Y D2 7 7|29 1534, dvt 53Ry, Soid A5y
ol ity ow ALgE3 glon}), i xule] FFolx P g B -g el
|Yri2rt WY w far field (vpgre] 2.508) o]ygAz])olA zFel FRE Avp®

‘d& VeI

Circular Footing

' =2 Geomelrical r—z r—o 5 i

— Damping Low . o 1 e ——
3 3 a

Relative
Amplitude

a1, 23, SUY By wIdolM MEsH= ¥Yrlxo
far field SISMI} {A (After Woods, 1968)

<323 1>& VWoods(1968)51)2]3}o] A¢tE|2l e AJE Fdof iy x| Rel M
Asdvh= RYte] Z§ Pyt F2 syl Mol 2 Eo] o, st T oYAE A n

Astgl & vehlz olch. ey FriE4] elHAd ooy Asel 4 AR
—~R5 -



s AEY uiet B AP HITHY Fdeln] AFHo T Fe9 Azrt 22 €A
932 near field (Th3te] 2.58) olslAz])Z o] thide] At wetd FThAY A
S84 #std 4 (1) ¥ 2 D AR 22 AUA Y 2 Y& Aojrh

ol4b Al ule} Lol FTHUAl $PAAH F9lof Wdshe AL, AT
7] o] Ao BEMEAYE TEALe] ANF e g Aolzt o
oo, ol ErIY Agel AP Abre] dEE AQelAs 2o URE viwhy
A A% 50l, near field 270] AgHojo} Yrhs Aol 7P & olfelth 18
U4l (1) % afl DS o7k AFANE Aist] P8 de] A HI glon, &
ApoldE AgAeR 4 (1) 9 <& Do A8 BIt o} o1F |8t AF An
Bgoll #sle] dE oz DSt

2.2 Zsof ot x4t 7| {(Mechanism)
Aol &slo] Ak FHA HAo| AMHE AL FE AR i3l
N7 WA Ros oA glon], o]F o83t Vibro-floation, Terra Probe,
Vibro Compactor, FCHY FHEol /PEEIST. A7]8f #o] Aol 23l AHHE 2
Whg sk FHES OF 29} Po| Axtet Udxtrleld oS RUAIA Yt
wjgdo] ZYUsHA E =Kl Uxte}t YAt &I FUME s delg ol 8yl

G
2

<= BhatE > <ZHEHAEf >

J¥ 2, TEof ot x|uoiEe] ¥ I

& AFo sjste] FUAIREY L8 F FEAIFIAL o2 At =]ke] 2
S8 g A7 e HelE ol gurh ey U AEES] Fe Aol ¢ FY
] AepEeE O 209 4AFE AXN 238 =& AEiz " el wiel
A Agol o5l Aite] Jgk Hl=vt A El=rte] HANECT & ¢ den,
o|Ateloli 2] ZH3H|E ¥rAl H3W|(Casagrande, 1975)902} H-Ec}, Hrizle tia=]

—86-



oo At or & Aejel2g B oM UA 3] o) =t AElE
3 g2 sedrh

2 HYE(YNoR Ag HYE r=1x10-3 xo]y) AFE US =4 A}
AT =4k 7t RAstn @elFee] FUPBRe AL Youd(1972)59),
D’ Appolonia and D’Appolonia({1967)11}, Whitman and Ortigosa(1968)47) Fof 2J3] A
o= ¥l st

73] ol 2% 2]ike] 73 7tel it Hardin(1978)2002 4 (2)%
Arstdon, o|25e Frihdel gt x|t hgy| LA Aekw A gEFT] &
Qa7 @ ddol E 4 AU ¢ + Ak

G = A [OCRK/F(e)]-Pa- 172 gon (2)
vs o670
7],

A = A4 (5400 ~ 800)

OCR = i)

K= g4

Fle) = 0.3 + 0.7-¢2

Pa = th71}

5= log G vs, log 0o BAZY 71&7]

oo = THUY

222U} Drnevich(1967)15), Drenevich and Richart(1970)16), Song and
Stokoe(1986)42), Song et al.(1989)43) & ZIRY AN ES] F¢ ul YUY F
& glols 2 HYE v 23] Aty At AT UL FAF Al
He T3jo] Badt o} gtk Kim (1992)22)2 v &3 chedgh AJHE il |Al
3 2218 Basigch.  Petrakis and Dobry(1986)34)& A|ure] Zh3m]el Y=Y
Aol DY FTAY A3He], 2k Ak BAEE Qi AHostE 2
T ogieel Hu wizka] A Y8 olEAoE FWdgen, I He
Drnevich(1967)15), Song and Stokoe(1986)42), Song et al.(1989)43) %4 A|g Az}
o} 3 LAyt
£AH2}(1991)2), Petrakis and Dobry(1986)34) 3= o[ ¥} HAlg I Fol
oJ8le] FYAI] Fydeist AAsA 52 oLz Foldla vt & O”H D
3} o] =itell  AiHHI} WAEsA] el HEAFl 3] YA gt
Ay Ee myEn 2 AJFE @A Hol A AdHCE 33u]
W3t glo] xuke] Aekyd A4yt F7Hd 4 vl Rasjdlrch
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(Y&Ho| a0 EFUEE 48) (A&To| 3 byt Ae)

a3 3, Tsof 2t x|gel ¥el I

<aF D3 L 7} (mechanism)ef AT 27l A= AYERCh= 29
Eojlq 3 F37 QASHA vehbed, $83(1991)D 2 olof sty thas} el
B3t glct

- AP EYTHF cyclic sensitive AP H F(rin=1x10-2%) o] 23

- Y EU4LF cyclic sensitive TAHBE ( run=1x10-1%) o] Ac},

- wlepd FUY AP EY AL Yueie AR e Y]
171 HetA gyl

of|F §ol ATHBE 7=1x101 % & AFZ V2u] HLEE A sdof 77k A
5& A AR EE 2PEE U Bloluks 24AFE A Eo daie] 4
el 7E ASHA B8sHA Sl o] 2 sty ¢JAIte] HEHo| AASA Hol AktA
7t 371 4 Jrh. B 3-82de] vluy 43 AR H2 FUxY A
AP E] PAE O LY ZE Jo® Ry gk

Strain Sensitive Cyelic Sensitive
Thresheld Strain Threshald Strain
v h 4

% LINEAR

START TO NON-LINEAR VERY NON LINEAR ?

* Constant Shear * smail Pegradation of * Bevere Degradation of
Modulus Shear Modulns Shear Modulus

* Constant Damping * Smalllncrease of ’ * Bevere Increase of
Ratio Damping Ratio Damping Ratia

* No Excess Pore * Pore Pressure * Significant lncrease
Pregsure Start to be Generated of Pore Pressure

* No relative * Small Relative Movement  * L.arge Relative Movement
Movement of of Particles of Particles

Soil Particles
O% 4, WOHYPES AILE x|ete] HESY (After S}, 1991)
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<13 L& Strain Sensitive TAHUYE o|flol MFeh= YR U= 2
S AL AL MyFHoz ApsiARe] 1 FgHstst PAgstx] elen], Strain
Sensitive FARE & Cyclic Sensitive TARBE Alole] WEHE L= AF
& W= Ak ALY ujdgF o g A sol YA A&(Pe] MMHE F o
L Ao BAudyl ISk, Cyclic Sensitive YAEEE ol4te] W Fo st
She A%E e AUk o ulMyg Yo AFsie] APt g LAY E At
W AP S} 28 £ RS vepdc.

3. ©E W Tes_HE Uy
3.1 ¥ %

2 47 oY 32 thd Expo AGEE F PAFHY =A] 237 iy
B A9 B AYLe®A <OY 5t Url

A&
10m
/A
EPO0 f
olzle ajed 5 Udapahd
2 t} TR(28) A
e o z
= %
o
Ak
A | //
“ TA
237
Ay
| (33)
k|

a7 5, BEYX (After $WY &, 1993)

& 292l 287 izl Ak 1983358 1989d71] i EFALe] 23t
Fawe] HAE Ee § ALR S48 F F2 EA Y 247], 4w, $2E
A AHE Y LT AGsZIE Fol BE2] e flo] <R 63 ol vidl=e] 4l
on, 2¢7]% Alojo] YNIEARE ol & TR RES} nfy YEF Y HE A
2|9t Eo] i Lyt Aefoirh. & Ao 27 3¥7 3.0 - 7.6n FERE X8
3 AYY T2 oA AFHY FEHLE kAo #HAdRs FIEE Slo] BAY,
AlZ4E, 371 R BAFY 5& 2esle AY THE AEY A Foh 3He
2 H71E (2d7]) 3 dHAFIZ 2 #lo] UL EAE =4E& YYAIAG E
£ Yo 248 A AUREE S SARIFH(ESC FH)1E A%
3t hgol A gl
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T
t=10-45n ©vlYEAF (AER e, 2}2)
—— IR

t=6.4-6.8n0 2:7% (v, ¥, A, dg2ed7])

— 7RI
t=2835n 232 (23 x7)

\_JM

Y

a6, XWSY

3.2 sCid A=Y
ST A2 AEETHE AA F D3 o] AA=gIT

1, 0¥ HgJ&E

- 7 3 & 7 & L] -

i E F%F (ton) 12

cha & w51 (m) 18

chd 3 37] (m) $2.2

E}E 21483 H4 (m) 3 x 3 (42

A el 3 IRtA ¢ 7 ~ 8Y 2jgef wie}
25HA 2 7 ~ 8] W7 8%
3chA 14} 3 ~ 5%

23} @ 33
E}HZE A3t (min) 1-2

3.3 XIE&N Ay
2 Ao AMR-9H Aul= FAvicl INSTANTEL Al2] BlastMate I1 DS-477
BrjahleA 1 4L ok F 2> 2} Zrl
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E 2 Us{YTY|Q) BY

Maximum Range 254 mm/s (Particle Velocity)

Trigger Levels 0.125 ~ 254 m/s steps of 0.01 m/s

Peak Acceleration 0.01 ~30g

Peak Displacement 0.00025 ~ 3.75 cm

Frequency Analysis Frequency at Peak plus USBM/0SMRE and
DIN 4150 Field Frequency Analysis

Frequency Response Seismic and Linear Air 1,5 ~ 250 Hz

B3 AZ&A Aoll= 3-D Geophone & AME3le] vertical, longitudinal,
transversal W3re] NF-& FArlo] HA3j4ch

3.4 Us&HW Wy
£ dFelM AFFEL Ui VT +FAN FY W +3IA SEE 2
#st7] sleled<asl 2 o] WAk

Weight Veight
Geophone
Ser M p.n.A.-n.n —

Impact\-/ LRI A S A« hf h!
Point % Impact h

% Point

|_..._X1.___._‘ Geophone
(a) &9 +YHI |4 AH (b) T=2| XTI KM AlY

ad 7, UsRY Yy

oluf 2t HE FFWY2 gt Urh

- ElY B4 X HAvs Ry
@ thal s 9 Geophoned YWHA[(o]AA 2] 6m)of Bx]A)ZIct.
® THSE 13 93lA7] 2L Geophone 2 B A 5-& FY Yt
© Cross-Hole A @& $%¥ir}.
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@ ® - © o HE& 73 YspAlziA] A&t

- +¥ MrRd 839
@ chRA$E LBsA A FA AL
® A5%%% Geophoned 27|#]A] xiof FAAIZIrE,
© chFF 31 Geophoned o] &s8le] AEE FEUCH
@ Geophone® T #1A] xz0l] o]FAI7|3L ©2 & UHEUch
®© oiAle} ¢4 xnoll Geophonedr #IAAI7| ©2 Y& &Y

- 43 MKy /%

@ 2-#7] 2]ik& 5o 712 F23 Trenchg ¥4 ¥t

® THES$E Trench® ¥ 5n 5 $lxlof BA[Yc).

© Geophoned 2| A% hio F2JA)17ic),

@ Tt FE Jd8r]712 Geophoned o831} FAFE& FPYcL

® Geophone& ThE X hz, haoll o}FA71 @4 B & WE YL

@ TIRFE Trench® HE 100 HE flx|of] B2j3l2 © @2 & s
Lii=2

® t}E 3| Trench® HE 15n HE #1xof Axsl2 ©-©2) }AF& vt
el

- HES9 U 3%
® ¥EZol Ut Aelold +3 AnEY FF ol st VES FFY,
® AF&3 L EHAARNN HEE AASL +3 AvRE PPl 2s)el
152 33Ych

4. S A2

4.1 §¥u%
£ 2o 389 A5HY doe o gk

3, Eiﬁ%l-r‘ﬁ ﬂ%‘i‘s‘ T (EFX|Y §ELe 4+UWHE| = 10 m,

45 %4 g 4 ¥ ¢ T
1 |35 |7

Vep Trans { 5.21] 6.60( 6.10| 6.60; Peak Particle Velocity in

{mm/sec) Transversal Directin
Trans | (.08} 0.37| 0.05] 0.05 Peak Acceleration in
(g) Transversal Direction

f(Hz) Trans 13 12 12 13 Zero Crossing Frequency
* &7 A] Geophone?] ¥ FE Transversal Y#re] gyt &3H.
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x4, HOLE A|®jof 2|3 Aza 5ol

ElY 4% |33 E‘é*}{} & 1= 53
24 | 4E|An = forec) IR
(m) (m) k ?;I} {%ES)I} 1{53)[} 7‘%3?} (t'm)
P P
0 3 5.95 25.5 4.3 243 134 0
4 5.95 24.1 41.4 247 144 T
5 5,95 24,0 39.9 248 149 "
1 3 5.95 23.7 38.6 251 154 216
4 5.95 23.4 37.5 254 159 "
5 5.95 22.8 36.0 261 165 "
3 3 5.95 22.9 36.7 260 162 648
4 5,95 22.3 36.9 267 161 "
5 5.95 22,0 33.5 270 178 "
5 3 5.95 22.2 36.3 268 164 1080
4 5.95 21.7 3.7 214 167 "
5 595 21.4 32.0 278 186 "
7 3 5.95 21.0 351 283 170 1438
4 595 21.1 33.1 282 180 "
5 5.95 20.8 3l.1 286 191 "
5 4+4% Iy o K4
25} 5}“;2; + % A 2 (a) -
6 15 30 60 | 100 -
Vpe Longi 100.58| 19.05( 10.67| 2.79( 3.02[ -
(mm/sec)
Verti | 72.64| 18.54| 9.02| 2.29] 0.76 -
Trans | 19.30| 6.22| 6.73| 3.56/ 1.83| -
VS  |101.82| 22.24] 14.45| 4.05] 3.19] -
a Longi 4,56 0.15] 0.08{ 0.03] 001 -
(®) Verti 2,701 0.247 0.07| 0,01 0,00 -
Trans 0.21] 0.05 0.05 0.03] 0.01 -
f Longi 14 7 7 6 6 -
{Hz)
Verti 8 16 10 6 8 -
Trans 10 9 i1 9 5 -
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xS, 44 TE Mt K4 (oM AK)
42t HF = H A 2 (m)
SR M 3
5 10 15 20 25 30
Vep Longi | 95.00( 29.46( 22.35| 15.50] 10.80| 7.87
(mm/sec)
Verti | 72.64] 17.78] 9.27; 9.65] 5.,84] 4.83
Trans | 18.80| 5.97| 10.54| 5.08| 8.89| 4.32
TVS 96.22( 29.92] 24.24} 15.92| 13.54] 9.02
a Longi 2,77 0.13( 0.12| 0.08] 0.04| 0.04
(g)
Verti 1.27| 0.17| 0.07{ 0.08] 0.04] 0.04
Trans 0.32| 0,03 0.07| 0.04| 0.04( 0.03
f Longi 3 5 | 4 4 5
(Hz)
Verti 18 10 7 13 6 11
Trans 5 6 6 10 6 6
6, £5 UsHIl §4
%4 -Trench = 2 A 2 (n)
AE 74 S -
+BmAz] (m) 2 3 5
5 Vep | Trans | 34.80 | 14.35 | - |4=HA2] 5 ne] #$
STHd EFEA] trench
a | Trans { 0.21 | 0.17 | - |E3¢iHo] o] &3
o} dAIEx] BY
f Trans 10 14 -
10 Vpp Trans 6.60 6.10 13 97
a Trans 0.07 0.05 0.12
f Trans 12 12 9
a Trans 0.05 0.07 0,13
f Trans 12 13 12

* &3] Geophoned] ¥ Q9§ = Transversal Wafe] %
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X7, REF0| SCPy MEo] o/X[= 4

HEAHAA + 3 A 2 (m)
A5 54 LU
6 15 30 60 | 100
Vpp Longi 100,58 19,05| 10.67| 2.79| 3.02
(um/sec)
Verti | 72.64} 18.54 9.02| 2.29| 0.76
Trans | 19.30| 6.22| 6.73| 3.56| 1.83
TVS 101.82; 22.24| 14.45] 4.05| 3.19
a Longi 4.56| 0.15] 0,08/ 0.03| 0,01
(g)
Verti 2,701 0.24] 0,07 0.01; 0.00
Trans 0.211 0.05| 0.05( 0.03] 0.01
f Longi 14 7 7 6 6
{Hz)
Verti 8 16 10 6 8
Trans 10 9 11 9 5
B EAAF 7 3 A 2 (o)
A5 54 ] -
6 12 24 48 -
Vep Longi | 71.63| 21.84| 16.89| 8.51 -
{mm/sec)
Verti | 67.06] 19.94| 9. 14| 2.54 -
Trans | 13.21| 4.95( 5.84| 4.57 -
TVS 97.301 21.99; 16.96| 8.75 -
a Longi 2.65| 0.21] 0.08] 0.05 -
(g)
Verti 1.48| 0.11| 0.05| 0.03 -
Trans 0.501 0,051 0.04] 0.03 -
f Longi 17 9 7 7 -
(Hz)
Verti 7 8 6 7 -
Trans 17 7 10 7 -
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4.2 ElZs|4y TIERY ¥t

E DI FUAHANN 1831 elAdYn] elFouz] W =|yte] F3ul-go)
o|GA HAsh=r1g Uehda gl B HovBE 4l elFshdais 2olg)
AR, 7MEE F ANy T3 U2 A HEEA] UaS o + otl (3 ¥ el
Al 7K=L BASA 2 A2 3 LRE uTH.).  Mayne(1985)28), Poran et,
al(1991, 1992)35).38)2 %ciale] elAS47} HolAl 7 Alule] tixz|AEe] 24
Aol &gt zpike] K& =7 AAA €l Bagh} ol T B S3eM &
2 13 elAA] "AHE Cratery} Zlo] 60can ~ cn HEE HAR ] (ds14]9
&% v =y2gh = y2x9.8x18 = 18.8 w/sec, a = v2/(2xcrater 3ol) = 15.82/[2x(0.6~
0.9)] = 30 g~22.5 g), X ElF& AP EIFLS thE3Y Y314 Craterd]
HEE A3HM G5t 4271 ZRASEAL ch 30t viehd e B3] ElgEix] Eslo
ofivz] &4lo] WAsle ElF¥ 47t Fotslrizhe x|4te] wigo] A2 AR Reog
Akl Ty Sk el vt SIS 2] (adl B 9 Oy £ 7)1
of &3] AYE o FHol FHol tiyt AUt wigo] HAH HEE 7=} AR} A
WY Y& gy 5 gl

AAZE cross hole A1E Hh= <E 4 W <23 8ol el vl go] €Y
Rl w2 Actut 9 vt} $E37E vehdo] Soidel 2lsled Aol Aary
& viehigdcth

cHE (3}

ke | 3 S 7
T T T T

Esld g =3 330
HE = 'I]VP
ME =5

2

1%

G

B 200

o A =3

= ﬁ,‘iwt}\!,
/" BE S

Vs, (m/sec)

A 1 2
o 200 1000 130C EJDOO

R ol 2 (t-m)
1% 8, BCPY 4o af® Mot gl U&me] s
4.3 2YTE HIlsy

E 5 FtHE %Y £EAT 54) 29512 9lon o8 TAg AL
Qg 9~ ay 103} g}
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0GOGO |LongHudina)
Q&AL Verticel

» e=ae Transversal
seses Frok Vectsr Sum

g
I

P

Peak Particle Veloeity {inm/sec)

- 3
[ U S AP 0
4
-
LAY

Distance from Source {m)

2% 9, XHOUA &z¢ Usdez R +H ojAqXale] A

ac 00962 Lengituding
= NN Ltmh ot Verucat
— R \~,“ * xwus Transversal
= ™,
=) R
= Ry
= - ".-’g ~
S oy ™~ T 2
= ~ LB
a -_—
2 T g
~
< NN
a ~
o e a “w
= 5
= 5
: 5
v
DO .
b Y
£
0.0007 + - Tt —————rrT —_—
1 0 100

Distance from Source (m)

aY 10, xHO J4Ee XEgHoR HEQ W o]Hele] 2A

- AE MY oy #x

< 9 <3 1002 FriEA wdshe AFS Aoz
longitudinal, vertical, tangential W% &AM E FA LERD ol Frid g
ci %} Gambin{1979)!7), Leonard et. al(1980)24), Levefre et al,(1981)238] ZAz} Q)
dutRlgol tigt Wiss and Nicholls(1974)49) 2] Fzel fARY Ao velyrh oy
A TS ¥g-Urgte] ERol AFde] sl Ff AFodz|2] < 67%71 Rayleigh
n}, 26%7} Ak}, Uejx] o 7%7t R utE HEHES AR AFHAHY Frfy
£ Rayleigh Zlel YWty og Uaja gl Miller and Pursey (1955)31) 2] Aze}

vl2d 4 glck
<37 Dol A% longitudinal, vertical, transversal 2] 3 wigre g L
dse] FAE o, Wrant 9 g FAY 2P, g AF B8-S chaat
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AL FRe AFe= FgErt

- longitudinal component : RH + P (R-T}e] $HA4E + ¢&u})
- vertical comporient : SV + RV (M%tzle} £33 + R-8] Y E)
- transversal component : SH (Hgiule] £HEAAE)

olu] longitudinal component = ¥Hg-ikgte] A% 24z A Weolui=2]
o} 67 ¥ P 7 % § AAISH:= Rayleigh ute) +BHE o o4&z o2 VEiUA ¥
t}. a2Eu g&ute] &E& Rayleigh uhe] &ERT WASA IR 2 1] F3
WA 7Pede A8 §0222 longitudinal component 2] F/dE-2 Rayleigh 18] 4
BaHo] ¥u 2 ol HA AFoUx|e] of 33.5 % (67/2 = 33.55, =2 U
EhA B& o&E 4 lch

vertical component &= THg-4HgFzte] —?— 2tzt AN Apolli=]e] of 67 %
ol 26 % § XIASM= Rayleigh } Wl Axiute] «xdFe] e g vehin, £ wF
2] Myl Es} vixstRR Yo WY 4 Stk n}-‘g—-p,] 3ol WBY A F 3
8] g)adzt 27t 00 W S AL HOE FFHEIL H4 27} 1800 o) HE
o] RJo] AT 7hAY Fo|rh uwlelA vertical component 2 Zcf gl A
A U= AN AFojux]2] 24z} 46.5 %, 20.5 % (67 + 26)/2 = 20.5 ~ 46,
5, 7F Ha 2 BIEUL 33.5 % 71 $& U4 Qrh

transversal component &= §HJ-iFEZRe] ZAE HA| Agedx|2] o 26 x &
AA s Aghule] $HPRo| 2R, T ozl A=l o} 13 % (26/2 = 13)&
7 drh

weld 3 7k A% HEe] BFH dsoluA] Aol 2J3te] longitudinal
component, vertical component, transversal component 2.2 £ AE& 7[x|A FH
o vertical componentt longitudinal component®C} HIATE QISE oY + &
o ol &A= A APt ety <2y D W I 104 3 71 AFH
£-& 2}2} Miller and Pursey (1955)31) 7} €d-1+g 7ol A ol&¥ 23t fARRE 2F
ofyz]e] £X& 71 RA2E UEpsit.

- ARy

gl 9 R <Y 1000A AgoliR| ] AHFEE AL, Rayleigh-¥}
7} &89 longitudinal component 2] 73-¢ A%h¥} + Rayleigh ¥}7} 4§
vertical component ¢} A& AR 1 F4& viehdc. AFHOE FE Y Az}
Ho]d4-& longitudinal component?] Z&Fo| vertical component?] FFHCT} ciAy
o2 AA vehis ¥ AFo] F4E izt AA Ueihs ¥H(E3% A4,
1988) Vo] & B-7812 Zt3u|7t vertical component®}t fAIHE ZBHA ol ©H4-
HEE7I00A] Rayleigh M| 718}3ta](gecmetrical damping)7t FTs}e] 7|3}z Rt
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AAE 7] wE (WFoods,1968)51) 02 michgct. (o]uf SH m7t 484l transversal
component?] -9 Z1&o] vertical component 3 longitudinal component R T} ¥a|8]
Aong IANFYE JME Fr31A] st )

& Aol FFY 4 AFluxg EYuel o Al 2 F
< ghy-utg o) e] AFHAHE vHE Miller and Pursey(1955)31), Woods(1968)51)
5o Aot i FAY BAE LiEhe], Ex]9 FriialY] AFEYE gy
2] 4B AF 7oA NFAn B2 FAR Ho= gichc),

EY E 5HE FH A1) Y Aed o § 7318 <& DI ek

T 7, ZAFAAS
TR S E Uy a o] 3
2 A} Longitudinal 0.030 ~ 0,035
¥
Vertical 0.030 ~ 0.035
Tangential 0.005 ~ 0.010
TVS 0.020 ~ 0.030 |True Vector Sum
4 A} Longi tudinal 0.050 ~ 0.040
Th ¥
Vertical 0.100 ~ 0.090
Tangential 0.010 ~ 0.008
TVS 0.050 ~ 0.003 {True Vector Sum
Maximum  vpp 0.003 ~ 0.010 |Woods & Jedele{1985)
71 E}
Maximum  vpp 0.003 ~ 0.010 | NAVFAC(1982)

<E DE Fe £ 299 2B AeE i 0.01 ~ 0.1 ¢ HHE /AN
Woods and Jedele(1985)52) 1) NAVFAC(1982)33)2] qdubd HslHct & Zog Llelyt
thole 287 vy xute] F4, Auhfe] |26 &3t 2Nl Aol 32 A
59 2Fo] A wFoR wgtHc)

ke AE AR Uehledols Z4Y] (damping ratio)® ©]83H=
wlo]l glch, vl FAFe] AnEHN ofYA FAYAI} Rash=r1E YE}
e ZAeg AFdos FEe Azl golfol mel AFo] Fadh= 713zt
(geometrical damping)e} X|REe] Fidell 23l FFo] Zt4dh= 2iE 7] (materal
damping)®] F7Hx|7} Qltl, FrRAl FEHOZRE Y A7l "ol ulel 2ol
Pathe AR )5t ARt B Agste] WAk ojul Zinj= A](3)
3} go| HAIY 4 9tk
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D = Dg- D (3)
o714,

D=2 Zn] (4 (1)8 we/an)

Dg = 715t U] (A (1)8] (r1/ro)n)

Do = AE Z4Y] (4 (1)8] expl-a- (ro-r1)])

(4)
(5}
(6)

71813 AE FF (459, Adul, Rayleigh ¥ B)of wel A (5)%
ol QALY UHuE 7R BE, B 47 AFSY HIel A58 FHol o gA
¥ 713} AulE A&3hE AFY 4 YEEE A8 huz} QojAvt =3¢ ¥R A
553N E ¥ A5 713 F ZAASH=ul: half-band-width ¥Ho] glo] o) it}
2 dFoM= A5EYEQNE FFT(Fast Fourier Transformation) & 2|8l A]zHgt4=x}
E(time domain data)& HFTPLALE(frequency domain data)®  HAs}
hal f-band-width W& #&3}olcl. E3 Tanaka et al.(1969)4472] Ztau] Abuhy
Y AHRA% 742 (free vibration decay curve) & o83l ZiaB|E AbAsi=
Wilol glent & dyelMs ey o|F #MYstath 4 (6) W half-band-width %
el 2%t A4 nlE wlzEtE < 8>3} Pl

H 8, X|ZUAH| (material damping)2j H|1

FHA2](n)
Z 8 6~15 | 15~30 | 30~60 | 60~100 i @
554
2 2} ID(g)*| Longi |0.46~0.48)0.42~0.45(0.25~0.29|0.19~0,23
¥
Verti |0.46~0.48(0.42~0.45|0.25~-0.29|0.19~0.23
Trans 0. 58~0.60|0. 61~0.66|0, 52~-0, 61 |0, 52~-0. 83
TVS 0. 48~-0.53|0. 45~0,52}0.29~-0,39,0. 23~0.35
\
\ F8A2| ()
6 15 30 80 100
ARy
Dnbwb| Longi 0.42 0.45 0.46 0.34 0.30
Verti 0.40 0.60 0.28 0.27 -~
Trans - - - - 0.22
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¥ 8, MEA2H| (material damping)2| Wil (QtolM i)

A2 (m)
A 5~10 10~15 15~20 20~-25 25~-30
%554
4 2} [D(g)2| Longi |0.55~0.58)0.64~0,67(0.67~0.71/0.70~0,73(0.71~0.75 NEE o F
chA ¥
Verti |0,43~90.45(0.50~0,52|0.53~0.55|0. 54~0, 57|0. 55~0. 58 "
Trans |0,67~0.68|0. 77~0. 76|0. 82~0.83|0. 85~-0. 86 |0. 87~0. 88 "
TVS  |0.55~0.61|0.84~0,70|0.67~0.75{0. 70~0. 77|0, 71~0, 88 "
38 A2l (m)
5 10 15 20 25 30
%54
Debwb| Longi 0.31 - 0.14 - - -
Verti 0.53 0.42 0.24 0.34 0.14 0.29
Trans - - - - -

a : damping ratio from equation (6} with variable ro, r|
b . damping ratio from half-band-width method

<F B2 Disy ¥ Dbw?} ME RARD B4 E Uehn 2 g2 Azlo] ole}
of 14% - 58% o] WHE Uepdoh gutdom Al ule ANEYS4E 122
Zuto]l A2YLF A vehis, FEELSFH 222 AUe] &U+SF A el
drh @A ofuliolA aul= AMEY] Ff 12 % APES B 14 % A=Y
& T3hA(Das, 1982)12) JFH ZHu|E olNr} WA o, ol Ak el uf
$ 2 AFY Fdqo|n, 2|2 Aty Aty Hide] viuA F7] fELR et
ol EY <E 2 AFH(FHE $3AH)e=RH ] A2zl 3o uiel 23t
HlE M2 gashe $M4E Uehla 2tk ols AEHeE YHY ARzl Fri
utel FFo] HLSA Hof FAl £UPE ol 7HA HEER o|2HE &I 2
et fARE 222 Rstdcy

- SCALED DISTANCE 54
SCRAl B3N e HuPRge] e AnFAEe Yo £&
$3H= Scaled Distance (AEWOE HES] Az|/FFelux])/idE HgA7E <2
3 11>} o] vehdc}, ¥ (17 11> o= Lukas(1986)25), Mayne(1985)28), Mayne
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Vop = 70(DVE)-0.88

10~

\
\
DECOMPOSED R
GARBAGE X
\J
a2 \a
L)
A »
‘Q .

Vep = 19.26(DVE)-1. 12

Peak Particle Velocity {(mm/sec)

----- Lukas( 1986} %
— == \ayne(1985} >,
—— Lecnaed et al{1980) \
144 8 This Study .
1 ===~ £33 F0199) (2 AdF T2

{ == Gambin{1985}

T T T T T T T T TrTT T —

0. ! 10

Scaled Distance (m#fon-m)

% 11 Vpp2t Scaled Distance2| A

et. al(1984)29), 4 F(1993)4 F Foll 2zt A7 FriEA sk VF
8] Azt H4& WA veidz odrh. <I3 1DE ¥H £ 839 A% FPAE= o
T €32 AF A A KA AF ANUFEAE RAFU Jodat S22 o
< B vt A +EUE € 5 Atk

FridA FHA o] HhUAREE (vpp) HFH L2 A Ganbin(1985)18)
2 A|(7)& A3k

vpp = TO{E/10-B2)0. 56 1)
71 A,

vep = o] YA&EE (mn/sec)

E = ElZollu=jgt (kN-w/m?)

B = EIFG91x 9} /&9t A7) (m)

Al (7-1)& Wiss(1981)48)2] SCALED DISTANCES] 8}o g HA|sPR 4] (7-2)8}
2o} Ueldich
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vpp = 19.26- [D/vE]-1- 12 (7-2)
A71A,

vpp = 3t} ARG (mo/sec)

D = e} H o2 FE|9] o]FAE] (m)

E = Etdolua] (ton m)

AUT)Y BAE ¥ 106o] FATSHE A(7)2 <7 1D FFXA 775
L} Bridoe] &gl ANk F o= dhs & BT A (7)2 vpp o AHAH
Q1 A¥kxo] iz, o]E I3l F2E FHlolM FriHAl Yoyt o|FA=E &
F3A He A3 5§ AU ¢ F AUk webd A7) vle Bl AdE
TASE & 4 otk ER Y 10 FAE o] 83 HUIYARSE (vpp) 2} scaled
distance 2] #A& 4] (8) ~ (11)3} Yl

SHEt ¢ vpp = 5.08 [D/yE]-E-4 (8)
HF © Vpp = 19.26 [DHE]-1.12 {9)
A3t 1 Vpp = 70.00- [D/yE]-0- 86 (10)
229 : Vpp = 5.08 [DHE]-1-4 (11)

<2 1Do] 3l Fride] &Y AFY F49& F/go] A |7} A%
48 <23 18] 2% ¢ ZHe) ke AFHY(ANE el wllY F¢
ol 8% oldlel 7k AIFAY(RNE vebdE& Bogrlh wetd Fridal ¥
A= A% A& Astdes (7S A& Boje Ak HE9& 233 Y
(8)~(10)F A=) #g3h= Fo| vistayd 208 Richxc)

- S5 XciAl4 (Dynamic Shear Modulus) 6 W HHIIC] &¢
53 AchA$ ¢ & Acive] &xot 4] (12)2 & #AF 71Hct

G= pvs2 (12)
7] A,

G = 534 AgAs

p = AZPE (mass density)

vs = AETRY] &

2 dFode S 3348 £99 Auine] An % v 7 FYPEA|
¢}oto 2 Cross Hole AlH& E3l] SBH v«& ¥E 24Ut AFE4(199)9),
Isenhower(1979)21) o] 2]3 Cross Hole AJH-& VARHYIl A2 2 A ola] AMEE
= AFe] AFL tjyf AT HEFE r=105%2] HHF ok el A @Ay
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wdgddolt, 22y FridA A U Q2 IAYER A He U n

%4 4ol 2Z Cross Hole X HollA &HH vs& BPUTH

Song(1986)41)-& AIA4-0} MY & BAE TS (2 1DF ALsA

t}
1.0 - i 1
Range of This . \ .
Study _./"hagg s(195} Median |sandg)
B Canales {1980) {sands)

0.8 r~ Hagg's(1%585) e :
é Range SR N 1senhower (1979)
o \ {clays)
- Seed & ldress (1570) ) )
2 oé | {sands) . BLN -
1 NN
£
. ':.
- Stokos & Lodde :1973) o
a {ctays) Y
o b4 - v -4
= Kuo & Stokoe (1982)-
. (:ﬂﬂdS]
£
g

0.2 -

0.0 1 ] |

0.000} 0.00% 0.0} 6.1

Shearing Strain fmplitucde, percent

J%Y 12, TTHASe wHEERY A

1.0

O IDE FH AdASE 10-3% o5t R 100% o] AchaY Follhe A
o] 4By ¢ 4 rh  Cross Hole A|HE] 7-¢ AchHHP o] 1075% Tgoln, F
chE AFe Ff AFKo] vy A AhHE §o] 10-1% o]4fe] Aol (4.6 E H=R)
ActASE (I 1222 BE| Cross Hole A|P o 2RE] dold ko] oF 30 % 4=Fo)
"ok el HAS 9 Y] SE& 4 (13) - (16)8] ¥AF 7HRch

Gmax = oVvs? = 1.8 x 1802 = 58320 t/m?
Gdde = 0.30 Gmax = 17496 t/m?
.. Vs.dde = ¥Gdde/ 2 = 99 m/sec
VR.dde¢ = 0.9vs.ddc = 89 w/sec
o714,
Gmax = AHHE A,
p = AT (mass density)

(13)
(14)
(15)
(16)

vs = Achute] Azt = (KB 4 oM elAH4 7 duf] FFA])

Gdde = SLHPE(FTHIAIY %) AAs
B(FriEAIY HYE) Adnp] &%

Ve.dde = A1HY
VR.dde = AHFB(FCIEAL] HBE) Rayleigh #}2]
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- US4 9 xj47z2t

E 5 YW E DL E AYoAe] ¢ AZE 6 - 14 iz 35UE Uehy
o, ST ElAX Mo B AF47) iAo ¥T As} Yol W4 K lolx)
T B%E eI gt} ot e Aol 2 4 AFo oy} filter FAl
& 3P7] WjE] ZAeg 23 { ul gt} (Vilchinska and Dzilna, 199])45),

O 1D E Agold 338 AT MHIIFe iBAHQ Rog AR x|
S7102 o 1 - 2 cycle FER LIEIUN], Velsh et al. (1987)46)0] Ec}alofa e
AF 47132 7l 3 cycle oluizt R &3} FAHK Ao el

— ,A,JE*, - Al N N
! \"-//—‘ |f\H

AN !
_—‘ﬁf’[\\ ..;4 ‘k \/}[_' I':.x:::_/cJ"
F !

L o Y !

P

! f_' T N T
I .
T
@, 2

|
|
1
I
@

-0, 25 808

3% 13, ARy 1Y%

1.4 5% HIRY
CE 5E ¥ bD Ushdulel 2 PHoe 239 St A5
43 ATBYE Uehia olom, ol§ IRew EAR o] <213 14> olc),

50.0

w=esee Horizontal Distance = 5 m
-2+ Horizontal Distance = 10 m
we s Horizontal Distance = 15 m

=] 7] -~
8 & S
o (=3 £+]

Peak Particle Velocity {(mm/s)

&
[+]

g:"—"“—"""":- -

‘ E;:pth frol:t Grour:;J Surfcuz: {m) -
3¥ 14, EHOUK 450t MENoR e 45 o]2H2|o] HA

{Transversal Qigk)
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<ag 1 S EFxA e FE 3 olfAz AN of Ao ¢
A&7l ofe FolshA Hashe g uehlx slcth. ElFA|1E= AF FEAY
43 o]FA7 5m & AF HE 2 - 3 n APl 1HART ARSFH v o
A% 47 BFUcL 2y e AA} A5HPAAL 78 o|FA I 10 m, 15
g A9 AE 20 - 3w oNE vp & FHY HYZL YU AE 5 m oME
vpp 7} 23813 F7IEE SR Uehia glch ol B2 HE 5o & B¢ 23
7133} sHe) Rel XEEate] BAdd Zivtet FARAA v 43Y 4 3,
o} 4 £F (1992)9) = Nkapzle] &jsle] by sHEAPUe] AFAtEct o #F v
AR AlAE Bt glol <Y 109 Fo] H2 AR o]t o= ihHr)

4.5 BREFQ 4
E DL KEF] A= 274 gt 1 $HE i AT Aplg u
el glom, o) YAEEL] TVS (True Vector Sum)oll thdle TA|5HA (21§ 15>
2} gt

*8 TVS with Overlay
* =4 TVYS without Overloy

L8

Peck Particle Velocity {mm/sec}
3

Distance from Source (m}

A# 15 REF0| = LA HMHT F£L TVS H|Q

<3¥ 15 #EFo| & Bt AAT 392 HugAlgee IR 5
Eolut REFO] Sl Ftol A& o= ot 2 UF WeldE HojEch olet ¥
4 HEZ] At A HESL| Zde] 247 niyAiikc} 228 Fridi] $4
of cizle] Rl E UL 37 wWigo R yhekEm, Fo] &t A AFHFAM
HEZS] A7t alAY e yUghdr}. o| Y REFL FAT Bishop(1975)8)
o] "Mt} A FrhdE #dloie 32 tigUAR At EAE oA cluF £
A3 Fridig& A¥ske Ao] vy Y = AUrh” 2la dFE uig} RARE g
ojz} Lt
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4.6 A el

STHEA @83k 2] Adele B MR cidly drEiglen
ol AH(static) ¥4 (Charles et. al, 1981)19), E#(dynamic)3]4 (Scott and
Pierce, 1975, Agarwell and Ram, 1991)39).7), A4 ¥4 (Menard and Broise, 1975,
Mayne 1985, Lukas, 1986,1992, Mitchell, 1983, Luongo, 1992)30).28).25).26),32).27)
gl AlZalele] FAA Ml (Rahimi and Bayetto, 1987)37) wijef &#lx glet, o
gy Ze] AFE = RS cisloie off W 477 Way AHoln, F=2
cha o] Bl oUA|7} SIS R 300 R 450 9] =g AM WALl 8=
B3 ¥xyo] F2 o] QIr} (Greenwood and Thompson, 1984)19). o[yt A A 3|
Ay eE}F2| 42t el A Ale] A2 2 HEeA AbAge] o] FojA)A] o
ths AAE 7IA2c). 28y AREY 3¢ o] dlshs 3 AFel o
3lo] ElF2| Azt E}YA|Y Alo]g] &2 A HelNE AP X ajlo] WY 4 e
o £ dFolMe olej¥t AFHHAN FTHEA Ak g elol] visi nisiz
A} gich. Gl 3led xjule] w7 X2 AYHE Y=F AR deles vt
e Yyt HEEUe SRR et AU

- 44

A& e AR Aol gt o] dAY 5T o) olojof FYAt A
ciH el 7t WALl thilo] WY $HHoN AT T B JMEERA HA
Hrh & A5 JES 4B4E olddul FUALY izt wAdsl thEA
2}7} WAgiths Jidolt). Seed et, al({1971)400.2 x]g FAFEE AlzEs] A
YAIN&E o] goiA z]ito] JAE= Ao2 RSty gloni, Wolf(1989)500& A
T EAES B30 AR At dATIEE oMY dyuTt Wldhe A
o5 Wasty ¢l 3 D'Appolonia and D'Appolonia(1967)11}, Whitman and
Ortigosa (1968)47) &= MY APUESY F¢ +3UY 25 7Ix7t 1g - 3
(744 ¢ 0 - 10 t/n2) FEQ RN E FFol AP cRREI (G FH 7171
g e Mt gl weld HEel oy APl Mg AR/EIATY AR
ol &% - ol& AT Tghc

2 ATl §AVB JREALEE <Od 1000] JeRd vie} gon], o2
A|ute] 3 JKGE7} 1g (8=FY 7GR )U RE EHFAH 22 FE] ¢ 10 HolA =z
AUE o+ AUrh Y=t AHAE FUATIE YRS F8 Adn 4Ed Hel=
F vertical component?] ZRGEI} 1g¢l 2] 8g Medsigdct

OF 1= ARE FE ] ¢AAE mel AFe ezt oA Wy
E7HE vehdal el o] FE &3 H AF VRS 3 ozt AXEA i
i Bol & #1AoME o] 7S o 4 AUtk YA S F Rayleigh Ik mf
2] 1 vjdo] 7A AL AoT dBA Uy B dReMd 24 s ok
2} zrt.
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A = vp/f (17)
A71A,

A= 33

vp = BHE-2] Aup(propagation velocity)

f =A%

2 dold F48 15 §YAFEFE o 10 Hz oo, 35 AvgEE=
o} 89 m/sec o|BE AL 89/10 = 8.9 » 7} Hrl weld AHENE ¢ 89 4
E7MAlE Rayleigh Jjoll 2i5t] g3 Wb Z o= ziTHHC]

- HE sy

W B2 Dobry(1985)0ll &iste} A= o 5o 2]3te] Ailel WAy}
= Hggo] A HYE (AHHBE 1 x 1072% FE)E FolMH =ite] Aoiisl
7t 2AstA HuE Absake] ofo|dche olEejtl. & ¥ ANk BAYD
Aglo]l ALY kg wod YUY AriHeirzt Uik Psh HEEYS
) ure] datel @ ZIEIS Aol wlely dAHUFES FYATed Haw JKsEvL
el A g€ JdBseR wmol etz @ 4 ch

£ AFojME Aol 28t HYEo] A YA Uske = A (18)z F
2 Dowding(1985)14)2] Wy o2 W ES Abgsiart

Vep

r = (18)

Vs

o714,
7= Ae HYE
vpp = FTf YAKGE
vs = Fgtle] AsGyx

wheld Axtwe] QJARRE Vepot AT AIKEE v § AP ATl 2 A
HEES FU 4 ok £ 29 AFZHYx2 Cross Hole AHA} 223 4 (12)
~ (15)% %H

vppss 100 m/sec (NFHLE HEle] Azl 6 o, <E 5 & 2 2} ciAF UF
H9& 2§
vs = 89 m/sec = 89000 mm/sec
. = 100/89000 = 0.0012 = 0.12 %
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#lola ALY APHEE & Al UAHEYEE 1 x 1015 (2.2 & =) 23}
he Aelold, metd AW/l TE Joiy 4 e o wghEch Eﬂ f19]
A3HE U2 RES Azlo] wel Fe)sha X D} g}

7, ES’ES’_E-‘F—EI 2Helof ohE MCHHE (KE 559 2 &} Clalf RS
)

A 2] 6 15 30 60 100 H] at

Vpp (mo/sec) [100.58| 19,05 10.61 2.79] 3.02

vs(m/sec) | 89000| 94808{112234|1412162(180,000| A 2] 6-100 m A}o)oljAl

Azl 6
A% HHE Y

7 (X10-1%) 1.2 | 0.20] 6.09] 0.022{ 0.017

ute MEEYoR FEl: AFUOE HE o 15 - 30 v 71X Aol Y njay
ARl LY 4 glom, Aibslgle] 22 sk Wl ¢ 6 n AE o)A
HREA HAY AE PN APUAY AAE JY 4+ U € 4 At} o
HE Fe S Yol A% Azlel RABIE tia BeFoz vrhyicl,

5. = &

oY Expo DHEE F VPHY 5] 247 iR GG FaAshe 23}
ol thet AR AldesN Frido] A= on SriuA 2] ujxele]
AE& #3-E45idleh 2 23 izl 42 FBES 9g 4 Yok

@. =AY SRS BHEe tii3Y e 20 g ~ 30 g FET Uil

®. £ A9 Fridol 23} cross hole Aol ¥ AThul @ Yave] kst 7
2} 140 — 180 w/sec, 240 — 280 m/sec AEE F71& Vehjeic).

©. FTHE el 7} F7islttE Bl 4R 3910049 cross hole AlHo] 2j% A
T WIEEE F7HEU Hd YAEEE A Wl Qs Aog Ueited,
ol="Srhd ElZo] 2slo] Alulo] AR L sh} uHE €l t} 371 crater
THE 2AFA ofyn] o] WSl WEd e vehyr,

@. FridAl WEshe 0TS ElFAY FHoME  longitudinal component,
vertical component, transversal component ®2% o} ¢al&Es} IA el
o, AR HelMTE ALlst WolW4F 7] 3 422 Fs)5} ulkslxie AHe
E yeikle}

©. FTHAl WAdthe AsouAY 4EY gL A% 2 oux|s} Rayleigh
sloll ojxt Zojm, g Wb olM gk el Wadvize] AE] it far
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field AFHYLE Ao R Uehd 4 & o= velulch

@. Sria A3l uigt £ xe] AHFPAS(attenvation factor) a & vi¥
0.01 ~ 0.1 8] HelE 7IAn YutHoz a3l HeEct 2 oS Hri=Ege
o] ol Zrldo] 2% AFo| AR AFo|n, riP=|Fo] 247] niglaigor
M Aol 37 WlEY Z2E WuHch

®. Briz Axo] tiyt B A de 7ha|v)|(damping ratio)i= EIHA|HOE FEe| A
glol whel ot 14 % ~ 50 % 2] H$|§ zten], half-band-width Y3t 4 (6)
of 2igt wiylo} M= ulntt ZhE UehAdch

®. 2 A9 2g7S §3Y W52 scaled distance /ELE Vpp = 5.08- [D/y
£ 14 o BAG FAE e Uehdon YNHOS BT Gabind] AN
o} AtE o2 HridAprt WA Yebkith

@. & AYgoAd Foid g F9olMY] AdAS: G & of 17496 t/m? 2 LJE}sL
t} (vg = 89 m/sec).

Q. 24715 ol Al gRog FRAQEc} Hof daksErt A vel
WE ¥t

. £ A9 2471 njzlgols i 259 & AF5F= 6 ~ 14 He, AT AH
7122 1 ~ 2 cycle BEY Ao elylch

@. BEFo| sl B9l BEZol AAY Z-ercl Fopd eldol 23 Hrf iz}
&EIF A4z AA Yepton, fige] ¥ Apit s SN HEFo] o= 7
$71 ol /A Ao FriEdct

@. & A Friy Aol 3t A Apite] AREE +¥EHE= Y 2 HY
Y 2540 el R HE W 6 ~ 10 o Held Re= el

6. A= =

€ 28 gL 5 FHAA A4F BAE oA 4 97749
FA YA BAA AgjolA HAY BAE EYch 23 2328 HE S 2AE
F20 (F)eiA Vol e gy APY, el FAelA A=k
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