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Fig. 2 Finite Difference in Layer Interface
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START

READ INPUT DATA
-FILE INPUT-

{NL, Cv, Ch, Kv, Kh, DIST_VITICAL, DIST_RADIAL,
DN_VITICAL, DN_RATIAL, DT, PWP_IC}

]

CALL OPERATOR
(ALPHA_V(NL), ALPHA(NL), Mv(NL), Mh(NL)}

!

CALL SETTLEMENT_CALC
(STEP_SUM_LOAD(STEP), NL_SETTLEMENT(NL),
TOTAL_SETTLEMENT}

l

CALL PORE CALL FIRST_VOL I
1. Deciare 1.C, B.C

2. PWP, PWP1, U

3. SETTLEMENT CALL DEGREE_CONSOL |

PRINT RESULT

Fig. 4 Flow chart
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Fig. 5 Ground profile
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Table 1 Input Data
Layer Length(cm) ch=cv(cm?/sec) ky=kn(cm/sec)
1 300 1.0E-3 1.35E-7
2 1000 3.1E-4 1.42E-7
3 800 | 5.0E-4 2.60E-8
4 400 3.0E-3 2.20E-7
5 500 3.0E-3 2.20E-7

A4 Ane 89 A2As 2 AAeE FHE dehdn g, aMude] 2d9e aRgo
+99¢ ¢ 5 A
Fig. 6& o229 A& e AoE 21422 vdFa Ut
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Fig. 6 Comparison of Predicted and Measured Values
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