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Apparent Earth Pressure on Anchored Walls
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SYNOPSIS : An apparent earth pressure envelope for anchored walls proposed by FHWA was
compared with Terzaghi & Peck’'s earth pressure envelope. The anchor design load, the maximum
bending moment and the penetration depth were calculated by a simple beam analogy method for
each type of envelope.
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Aol #BE AF7F ZUelA s A= itk (Clough®t Tsui, 1974 ; Nicholson et al, 1982 ;
Otta et al, 1982 : Pfister et al., 1982 ; Weatherby, 1982 ; Cheney, 1988 ; Briaud®} #HY7%, 1998;
Briaud et al, 1998 ; A7, 1998). FAEFH l AAE 24 AF gAd wE EQEXE AAs 9
A e L AL AAG BFe] HAs Ty ERHe] HAGAE AATORA s 2=
2 Az FAAA EFE dAd o H& Ad4H9 848 JAEFH FEies EY FEY
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EFdo 744 o ofd &y So wil A WHslEs B BEE A e dde delrh
PAEERH Zg3le EYETE A A48 B2 Rankine EY, Terzaghi®} Pecko] #|<ret A}
7te Ry A Bry| B, FHWA(Federal Highway Administration, 1999)7} Al<tst Apche] &
Bxo APH9 Bry Egtol ok
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B e ALY A7te BXE ez 2t (Terzaghi & Peck, 1967), (¥ 1).
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BYY ZEIESHS o] &3t A7 HAGE AAYYL AA E¥ (Tributary method) ©
TEY B 923 AY (Simple beam analogy method or hinge method).2 2& %l Rawe A
ALl HAHAE FA Ao Wt B ‘:’s‘fﬂo# 2t 7 g9ste el Terzaghi®} Peck
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EdwEel Wi 8% ZA AAEHAT v old PAEFH] AL AddFAdME Terzaghish
Peckel EYEEE AL S Tl X YPo) FHWA EYE X vlaiA 36% A AAHYow 5o
e 29w 28% AA AAFEHAG A Ad EERAEE FHWAY EEIE ALgste gan
AAPoz 3 ghol Terzaghi®t Peck® EUEILETH 76~102% A AR EQon A2=x)o uls)A
15.2~445% AA AR HAJAG. 28 4-58 € 2 old IAEFHS] g FEAEE Jebd Ao},
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(a) Earth Pressure (b) Simple Beam with Hinge at B and
P(a,+a, )
Q= — a Q= Pa,+23,)-Q,
| a,
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aY 3 2R Ay g AAEFe A

E 1 TAMU €€ d7EFH] A F g e

gAsE (kN) A FEHE (kN - m)
Terzaghi and Peck 460.31 246.54
FHWA 497.23 221.34
Beam Moment No. 13 309 192.10
Beam Moment No. 15 328 160.40

£ 2 TAMU °]€ FAEFH dA}FI Ao YRAE

B AstE (kN) FHo) §2AE (KN m)
gt 302.45
i 5
Terzaghi and Peck g 18568 109.58
FHWA oA 292,04 101.21
sl et 238.18 ’
gt 190
.38
Beam Moment No. 7 ) 143 90
gt 215 70,05
Beam Moment No. 9 ) 190 .
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4.2 Guildhall X]&f d&*™ (Guildhall Diaphragm Wall)

London A% AT A/NEE Y5t Al3E st &8 T2EEA F 79 dA= AXHAG
(Littlejohn and Macfarlane, 1975). Al & &M+ 1) 225mE 23, 2) FdAE 1.2lm Y X o] HPszL 7t
gt & AHXA, 3) 55mE =&, 4 PAE 426m YFo APsFE s T Az, 5 HEF FA ol
65mE FaeHg. XwrzAL B9 FE(London Clay) 92 AZH(Gravel)Zo] 6m Tyt T 3-5
= Atz A EFH D PA AYL el Aol 28 62 Guildhall A3t 94 dHEE vERR
Zolt},

E 3 London A% A+ AlF AMHAIA Y Feo] &4
HF Y (kN m?) 19.2
Gravel
WRokaz (°) 30
goEE (kN/ m?) 216
London Clay
Ml AGFE KN/ m?) 9
¥ 4 London A% A3+ AlF Aldlo) 49 & data
=2 Zlo] (m) 65
g3 9 data o9 deo] (m) 1.82
39 2E (m) 0.51
¥ 5 London A& A7 AlF Al A2 FA data
"l g 23 2] o] gz 7)ol M3 Eg FA AUT=E
N
° (m) (m) (1N/m) ¢)
1 6.0 3.65 197 20
2 5.35 365 98 10
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9] ESHE X7} Terzaghi®t Pecke] EG® X s JuiHoz ZA AAEHYY W& Aoz Aagd
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4.3 Keybridge House XI5} ®1&% (Keybridge House Diaphragm Wall)
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London Keybridge House® Al&& $3ted 22 $ A e AAZ (AP At &8 3
ojt} (Littlejohn and Macfarlane. 1975). Al &<AE 1) 3.0mE 2%, 2) BAE 243m YA A Pst
7V £ HXA, 3) 70mE 22, 4) F A 4AZ 6.08mol Azl 5) 105mE 2, 6) A HA
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No A8 stF (kN/m) PA HAE ¢
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EQETE AL deR AxPem F3 "“”P"l 7 A8+ E L Terzaghi®t Peckel EYEIE
vl &l 183% A AAIPoY Fe BALAGELS Terzaghi®t Peckel ESFEX A H|siA 23.9%,
AA ARG, 2 stde F§ Terzaghiet Peck°] EQrR ¥ HlsfA 227% A AHAHAG
Ay ARAES A% FHWAS EUETE Argato]l T3 gho] Terzaghi®t Peck?l ERE o] o
ek 30.1% A AR AT

—392—



# 10 London Keybridge House A< AldolA 2] f7AstF3} o) gEAHE

B 7185 (kN/m) Hog g2HAE (kN - m/m)
gt 223.98
Terzaghi and Peck o 125.66 130.59
3l 104.31
At 183.10
FHWA =t 155.68 79.52
sl 80.68
e 273
MEASURED F 339 58.00
s 361
0
;;;;;;;;:;;:;;:;;:Z :
e 167 m G K%“L
435" S ij\\\"\r\
y=192kN/m? //A 243m ) T
% . 2=
7 5
Gravel 2 3.65m g \)k‘\ g\m
. £ s -
3;;?.6 KN/m? . ? T, § %/
_________________ 2 ‘ =
Clay = m? / 65m _’f
______ w2 Y
Clay c-=g904N/m? o\ ¢# ' ? ' 1<
/’_W “ " E 1
____________________ ? 3.05m O Terzaghi and Peck
~ O FHWA
Clay L 4 MEASURED
c=154kN/m? A ©
y=20 kN /m? ? a2l m -150 -100 -50 0 50
1 . Bending Moment (kN-m/m)
1 M oem XXX

138 8 Keybridge House %3}

5. d&

BAEFH ZHIVIESME o] &3t EF
Ak AAL dAFRFL ALAYolY FAEF
7t At R b E S

T ey Hd FRAEE

78l

2% 9 London Keybridge House * &
Atdlol M el Huy HEdE

E 11 NZAEE B EgRrEE otdg v

Al FALe FHWA E¢t Terzaghi & Peck
TAMU(One Row) 1.15~1.38 1.28~154
TAMU(Two Row) 1.12~1.44 1.22~1.56
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