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Effective Use of Stabilizing Berm for Excavation in Urban Area
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SYNOPSIS : In this paper, analysis of stabilizing berm is performed to apply berm effectively for
excavation In urban areas, where cross—sections in braced relatively deep cut are used for sandy
layers. Also, multi~layered ground condition representing soil near the capital area in the country,
where soil strength increases adequately as excavation depth becomes deep, are considered. And
numerical analyses are performed in various way, how we consider slope stability and mobilized
passive resistance of berm, wall deformation with excavation level. Consequently, optimum width of
berm and effect of soil strength parameters is analyzed and presented, which is confirmed by
measured data.
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