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Design of Vertical Drain
in consideration of Smear Effect and Well Resistance
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Abstract
In this study, compared the degree of consoildation of vertical drain considering
variation of smear effect and well resistance with that of hyperbolic and curve
fitting method. It applied Barron, Yoshikuni, Hansbo, Onoue’s theory for the
consaolidation of vertical ‘drain, and compared differences of theoretical curve by
comparing with measured value, and finded out the extent of smear effect and well

resistance.
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Figl. Results of analysis of degree of consoildation with variation ks
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Fig3. results of analysis of degree ofconsoildation with variation kw
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