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Lateral long term behavior for web direction of Driven H-Piles

in Embankment
w3 5P Park, Young-Ho, 242, Jung, Gyung-Ja, 29%°, Kim, Nag-Young, %3 Hwang, Young-Chel

V@23 229472 ABAd72EF $4 9T 4Y, Director Research Engineer, HRC
2 J2E2TA EE2AFAL AMAPIE AT Y, Researcher, Geotechnical Div. of HRC
Y a2 g A EEATA NPAR2E HYAT Y, Chief Researcher, Geotechnical Div. of HRC

SYNOPSIS : To find a lateral long term behavior of driven H-piles in embankment, inclinometer is
installed at pile and measurement is done during a year. When behavior of measured slope angles is
in accord with behavior of nonlinear p-y curves(Reese, Murchison and O’Neil, Matlock’s p-y
analysis), maximum displacement of pile head, maximum stress and maximum bending moment of
pile obtained from the numerical analysis are shown. As resutls, maximum lateral displacement at
pile head, maximum stress and maximum bending moment of pile are shown linear behavior. And
maximum lateral load, maximum lateral displacement, and maximum bending moment at pile
obtained from the numerical analysis are 8 12.4tonf, 9710.lmm, and 10.39712.67tonf-m per pile

according to the curves, respectively.

Key words : Lateral long term behavior, Driven H-piles, Inclinometer, Nonlinear p-y curves
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dA 2 wFe wti(integral abutment bridge)s Aol A2 A AR TZE R FE&HgR 9 HLE
o] dAgtE] Jon, FEFXEY AEZF ntet IhLHS FHolFE A ot FRTXES o
g3 £YolF g THo| sE3r] Ay, 1A= HESe F5LFH) a5Tga M2 dAAA 199
HZ5E o Atz (skew) 22 EFQ] G
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o] Aol Bt dE TF AVIAFT F, €EHE FATS 21E FtEy] Yo, dE FHFo
U3 Z3A] Atololl wiAF AAAE FEASAT. 2En BAEF YoM 374 p-y ZD(Reese et
al, 1974; Murchison & O’Neill, 1984; Matlock, 1970)°] 213+ #3234 (finite difference analysis)-&
AT =S tF A W(layered soils) A& A3 F(layen A E 23t FAHH S A A
(Georgiadis, 1983), 9714, =HA G AL ke EEBYAESPT), AAA SAYAIL(CPT), dt
EfEAIFI(DMT)S.EZ2 78 AutxAl A7 E o] &3t AU

2 dFdME 259 Y HATSE 2004 45 25 FAGE Az JHARst e, HAR d4er
T AArZe] AEAN 7 AR dAse TECE A9 FEH FRAE AFTE gotraA

rol

e
£

2. quxEA

x4 wFo] M HElw THEV|xY WAES A Y AAE 29 14 YEdt A9 39 2

2o E HX37] 4 Hay) gHoz AP AFEAG A, 2l Ald A2 A0S A

Mol @ol XY FATSHE Rutoldh, o] ARE #AFHY FH AAF/AA HLHE BHysted &

AZE 2AE F Yol 4G AAV ndsE FEAAIA HAVIE HAlS qFREE ¥ 1 O
&, 2UE FEA =4GR FAHeR AF ANdER] 9IS AAEAT '

l

Daejeon
-

FTTTTITTTTT

Jinjoo

29 1. HES oo BHV)x wAE

HE Fol B o 7tx Ag2, BARF/IEE SMelRan, ¥l F(Gs)=2683, BT (RC)=95
2~986%, HAAFNFLE T AXNHAF(ky)=164~204kg/cm’, HNBRDE( Y gtoma))=1.92~
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1.94t/m®, AZAE(y,) =183~191t/m® A58 (OMC)=109~13%, 223 Fu]( w)=9.1~11.3%°)
At

a3 29 YelY gle vk} o], o] AR"E F oA M F3Y AlHA HEtd Brook T
(1977 wyoz HaFAY B, FHEASF, LS d2UEAE, ¢, 242 0.18~353%keg/cm’s}
42~84kg/cm’o| R o0, FTEZFA AAFA FANY AL 7)F Adshd GFL LA FIY
oJATHA LR F, 1997). 28] Ay % B FA A3, ad Al A2 Ao O TG ©
Aot&EE ZZh 1180~1400m/secst 1140~1220m/secolom, ¢ HE ¢S 1400 m/sec o1 °I%d
o,

Yol MW P

3|
€ —>] L wW=ol axle w2 ,
1< >
GLa26 mu(aluls Pile) gz oL BH-2(33434 Piley B0 Py - i/
s SIS TS A S {7 TR SV EENCOr S S S 77 A PAISTN SV R o8 —\.v. A U T SNz KA 7 TAXA
UARBE UE o < HIHRBE HE B S (£ B)F)
M M
(h=15.67m) d
El =\ - El >
v -, 9 <
=
EL-214.5 . EL-211.5
E
& HAYE AP T
,E;I lmms s 2y = z..._%\ N . 2oans :
- ATy A e v
o N A 5?,20'4 EL-211 P Busg s shh E ~ N Tuse
. o] sna 57 s sz eue o] prftong
B 0 ‘ 82 ad a7 EXY
WR oig SR FER U &
FE0 D0 Al HEXY m . .
oY sy .
il I AL:8H2
zw| S8 (W33-4#34 Plle)
ol o
(a) 159 Z=(Ldf Al) (b) AFER(Z A2)

39 2 BEIN YA Hird 4E 2 $ARY JAE

AE &8 3o AEARY AHE dotr7] H3td, 712 3F9 H3td REAANI S NS 2
e 29 33 23, T34 AT FERYANEY &S N=50/20~50/3°IAtt. AAH2] EBYNEE 2
5 3297 339 AtoldlA o] wlEZF o R 25cm B ZFH 9¥ FHENA 110cm AR X 77
Ay AAFJTHIY 1 FX). 2 Ade 19 49 9FF BAAFE, g} vHEAYE, fs2 ey
Ach. 29 49 AFAE Robertson 5(1986)0] Atd & BHFEM)S 4FE BAAYY qcE o8 N
el 224 APBE 0] 83 N=qc/3% 2 #AN2ZRE Nge AFsdey o8 TZAIYANYY
Ngt# M2 wasgei(ady 5 Fa).

=

et
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N values

q kgem?) fs kpom?)
0 10 20 30 40 50
0 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 ] 2 3 4 5
] 0 prg— 0
2.
] 2 2
44 . W
6- 4 7(;“ 4
6 w1l
: £ .
£ o] gt B¢
B ] d @
] 121 10 W | 10
1 Ed
‘4: 12 12
‘6- 14[ 14
18+| - BH-2(#33-434 Pile) w“’;_:;'fm) i‘
7| -0~ BH-3(#20 Pile) 16 crr 16
207 -0 BH-4(#14-415 Pitc) -D-cl’qu_c(Az)l -0 CPTs [ 3(A2)
2Lk & CPIsq_c(Al) - CPTs fa(Al)
ag 3 2d JEA Y (@) 452 BAAYH, g¢ () HBALH, fs
EEBYNE & a9 4 T AlH A20A4 T3 AzpA ZRAAF(CPT)

N values
0 10 20 30 40 50

s‘(//Ae v ag
~ 2
o]
St 4 g Kd (Horizontal Stress Index)
a0 ¢ . 0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28
g 3 B 0 nnnnnn J N S T S R
2 Ew = 2 [
o | € o I Cone Index (kyjem?)
0 8 12 J —~ 4 1 2 3
M 14 g I
—— . = 6F
| O mmee o a °f
L B2
T R e st
sr L L VI 10 ]
— (M33-434 Pile)
SPT
& CPT'sN Value 12
-0~ SPTs N Value
a9 5. CPT9 SPTY I9 6. dolel mE Fuy a8 7. AL BP9 Fuois
Nzt "2 YA+ (Kd) 224

o] 2yl Yetdt e vis} Zo] CPTAA AT Ngt2 &3 AAsE 5& nedsA ¥ 3
o FEHYAEY NgEo @A Jdeldo z@lm ol A29] 29Wa 301 TEAjoldlA wiRes
35cm HojR Eol DMT AEE AAE 29 69 Yehvt Ao
BEAC HZSS Jed o, FSUFPo s HLE S5 9% ZAA Atole Fo] AFoF
Hol FEHEU I Fole 4549m A=At YA uF FRFRE 2xWd o LAHE
THAN met wo 5ol AREFA A U] AN E FEREM FodFoz RHE Y
o] BefAHte] AEE Yolr7] $3ly n&FFuddAN ML Fod ZB<AA F(portable standard
cone penetrometer)s AA® A= I 74 YElY Jdui(ErEE, 1996). X9 AFLE Holst Ft

gol met EA57k FrhsTo ol W0emPHE Zaste FFS Roltd o= FBEE 1A



4o dgoz BUWT of BAXANMN AYADAYOR T WRvERE F 19 2o

aga AFRE SM4909] 7 E HZE A9 H300 x305 x15 x15019, 8888, f, 34 #58&
g, f,& Z+zk 19005 3,600kgf/cm®olt}.
R 1. AEXNE HI 59 85 EAJA
we ¢ A
e g;" ened e |DMT AT Eo| £888 | WgAg | Ow ka(tonf/m’)
) . 7 %, ]
tonf, A, Ky 2% HEYE X
L () | tont/y| D (tonf/m’) T, ‘ (%) A8 &
1;1
M 200 748 | 10 44 | R AR N=10 7}4
ez 47 18 (B 28 1,708
< | (200~350)* | (1~1.5)* ok (Meyer & Reese, 1979)
S
N=50
SPT 38 4,994.6
(Mever & Reese, 1979)
. EERAAE
25 3,2925 3.88 CPT 342 4 A 280000 4,243.6
(HE 17 20 EL) Alak A3k Gabr & Borden
2w 000-2500 | (5~10 | PMT 36 4w aosgy |
DMT- Gabr & Borden
33 3,591.6
crr A A8 (1988)
(F9) * : I EPAAN AA st gty A gL
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3. A Mx

RFRFZES NZge] os) HIZS F3ol
TFHE FAIY] A3, o A29 219 oH
i o AAAE RASAT. olE AZ 0= B
) Elme] JR7EE] ARH L=zl o
< 3] W2 ol® Hasss] 9
o), molY) FA THA FAAS A 2
oth. 1El: BE HPFo 5749 HAAA A
NE A golzz @] Foly AAZES
ol 4 =2 Syt wob v £33
NAE AN std Aoz BEu e 53
¥9E BB 428 + AT
a3 2 89 AN A=A vehd u
, s Zol, HB%e) g1z ZAA Apold] "7 ” &
A2:BH-3 F7}E 8439 TEES eI oS, AME
(#20 Pile)
AYsta MEGe|ES AlES] EFde F9
se] TEF BEY Alo]g ARFOETR LS
3 A skstgoh

N values

2
Jo
o)
X
oft

ol

Depth(m)

29 8 AAA WM 93]

H}IFE B TEY HHe dndoz AuwE Yy g YPe] don, B dFdME Aug
Ztzke] EYAQ 2ZHPRAE UAst A3t Winkler AutRdo] 7]2% AugtEYE o] &3}
FAHAE S AASIAY. AN PHoZE 371K 8l E p-y Ed(Reese et al, 1974; Murchison &
O’Neill, 1984; Matlock, 1970)& o]€3% 3, HhE A Wk(layered soils)olAe] A& sty 9 F
(layer) &} & 3133} tHGeorgiadis, 1983).

5. ASZAMA AR dA

ZAHA ] og 239 e ASFEAE 1Y 99 Foh o7]A 19984 642 BAAE BEA AAw
doln], wjet ARAWE EAHER YA A7 F AEEHEY ZIAYE FAo ®E TH A
T Yoty HAste, ZAYE B4 297, BH FAF 9 347 79 A F, 2dx Ao
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g FAZ S S

a3 adq gAEe]l 4EHT YESABst AXNHA FS Ao yREgHe AFe] B T
% BAzrel WM3H2001/372001/7)E 1Y 9@, AEEdRst MY FeolNe 2= Aapzte W
(2001/8 o] F)& YEbd Zol 1d 9b)el ety Aon HEEHn BA4e 2001/8/972001/8/11 Abold
o] Foj Atk o714 2001d 2980l T FALS AAFAY,

Slope(deg.)
03 -0.2 -0.1 [} 0.1 0y

| — 98/6 L #23 pil
, /' -o— 00/9/28(Fixed head, Before 2 days) 2 T
-~ 00/9/30(After 1 hour) .<___._———-—“ ]
f—
~—#— 00/10/3(AfRer 3 days) . ™ ~. X
T

~/- 00/10/7(Afler 7 days)
-m 00/11/28(After 59 days)

]
6 -~ 0012/14 S o o227 - 01626
| & 01179 e 01313 o 0177125 j
< - 0171729 5 01327 —o- 01/8128

; - 01/2/12 -4 01/4126 - 01910
+ #23 pile H| -o- 01529 - 019726

21

Depth(M)

Depth (M)

o0
.

o= 012727

J 10
@@ &A% (b) AZAF
2™ 9. md A29 239 T BF FAl AF

6.1 MR

ALHQ =wsto] o3 3732k PSC ¥ 9A4 wFo] £Ho|FS 3tA Bk o Mo 95 2
st HZHC AFE Lotry] 9ste, 29 99 428 A4S AN 714gsta, 37kx) v HA
43 (Reese, Murchiéon and O'Neil, Matlock®] p-y &4])ellA 73 AAZ T 714 3 Axee 2=n
B THNZT-LEEA FRAY AR, TEHY $£HYAF-2EEA B8 AR 2Evg 4952

SE2A9] HRHE AFE YA 283 FAHHANM AES Ay 2AXNE ¥ 19 21, E
¢ 212 WrAchg E, 2000). |

-u}
=

6.2 XN FBSS - +YUY S A

py ANER £HEFE FIAIEA TR AARe] AW AAZAD P 2 ANG 0, TEojg
SH3Zo] We Hu YEAYE 79 100 Je Qo

2% 1090 9SR, 3749 HAY R 7§ ARTZEY A5Fo B BEoja £yaE I
o AL Ao 4¥H ASS Rk 282 TEY APAFe] $EAF Byt FYS +Wa}
Fol dish 2Eeie) Ao $9EA 43 A dehn ok HREo nzwgoz LAY 2
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Aol A A HE S JEXu Ato]e] 02 HTE gER A& Zes 2H
E°l HZSFS] $£40]5 & AFsr] "Eoltt. 7|4 oleld A4S ‘HUSY FEF 2 9P olgdn
b a2in ujdy REEE, ARTEREY AEFd E 2ErgRry £AEFH A FPEYdE
E 29 #th
p-y dHEE 7% Ho 335, Hpred ¢ 7] WY+ 8.037124(tonf) o)A 2, 53 LEHYR
Hd s@¥ds FAHY d2F Aozt AT £YF 9710.lmmE UEAY. d7)1A 3712 wlAdd
2dFAAM 7HF & $£H3FE Murchison and O'Neil®] p-y EdoA, 714 2 £ M Y= Reesed
2ddA TAAT ol & HAY EAr Reesed p-y Ed9 Fd|whwtdo] 713 2] 9 E
o7 Jodd(Hd 3, 2001).

RCh
o

—
N

(" o Reese-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
—o— Reese-After 61(10/7),(11/28),(12/14),(1/9),(1/29),(2/12) days
—o— Reese-After (2/27),(3/27),(4/26),(5/29) days
_& Murchison/O'neil-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
—> M/O-After 61(10/7),(11/28),(12/14),(1/9),(1/29),(2/12) days
—o— M/O-After (2/27),(3/27),(4/26),(5/29) days
@_ e _a Matlock-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
A~ Matlock-After 61(10/7),(11/28),(12/14),(1/9),(1/29),(2/12) days
L Matlock-After (2/27),(3/27),(4/26),(5/29) days

—
[\S)

L-J‘ﬁ* L] L S B ) L L L S L]
l" R
NG
>,

it
(=

- N W s

Hpred. (tonf)

J

Predicted Horizontal Load

S N b O ©

-0- Reese-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 (3000/9/28),20/30)5(1073) day
—&- M/O-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days

Predictied Pile Head Displacement —A— Matlock-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
Yg (mm)

¥ 10. py MY THEWY FHFTH AW FBHY AF

R 2 2E9IRY #YP3Fs £HEY Hla R 3 2E9YRY £H3FH A 89 vl

dz9 /B, Y, (o) B8 Sl
i e e LY b e o
o | PERASY | A oy
PY A | g 233;‘2 e ry AN | agaz | 804 $89) a4 By vy B3y
P i Ha(tont)) A% 883 |2 agrrcm |, (gf/cn)
o ) |y ' fro G/ | |
Reese 8.85 10.1 Reese 8.85 2,836
Murchison Murchi
o O | 124 9.0 9.0 an:r;,;‘:i’l 124 3,247 1,900 3,600
Matlock 8.03 9.9 Matlock | 803 2,766
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6.3 4502 £8sE - BEEM UEY AHS

py HAEE £WHEE FAVA T FAZ] AET AL F INY Ay BEGY 5
Botg LEEAY VoA AT THAA, $HsHF) U Ho BSAL WA HAEE Yeuw

a9 113 2o,
14 p -
o : [ Afier 0 day; _e— Reese-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
g 12 [ °r _o— Reese-After 61(10/7),(11/28),(12/14),(2001/1/9),(1/29),(2/12) days
S ot fapodm —o- Reesc-After (2/27),(3/27),(4/26),(5/29) days
g r lx;oo 1000 1200 1400 _e- M/O-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
3"7 g 8 i A —o- M/O-After 61(10/7),(11/28),(12/14),(2001/1/9),(1/29),(2/12) days
£ 4t —o— M/O-After (2/27),(3/27),(4/26),(5/29) days
§ E 4 - '_: _____ _a— Matlock-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
£ 3 [ 2 g A~ Matlock-After 61(10/7),(11/28),(12/14),(2001/1/9),(1/29),(2/12) days
g 2 : Y - &Matlock-Aﬁer (2/27),(3/27),(4/26),(5/29) days )
0 R . 1 S _o— Reese-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 | _,  M/O-Afier 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days W
—e- Matlock-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days

Predicted Maximum Bending Stress
frex (kgf/cm?2)

a9 11 259E £93%- HY ¥4 As

29 110 ostd, 370 vHE Rdelq T ARTFZEY AEF e DHuy $PsFH B
SEA Hd 8L APAFTES BRIk 28l HESRY A% £54] $A4se 25 Jdey A
FoAME HESHS FEY =2 93 vethuz Qo 8 By Rddz, ARFEE ASHF
e gEvRe] £38F% Jd P&F2 ¥ 33 Z4.

A FAHAAM & HJAFHEF, Hpred = 8037124(tonf)ol R, A&FF TH SAAREY J

ol ¥4 (27667324Tkgf/cm?) & 34 L3 (1,900kgf/cm)E BT =3t Ach AW o] FEL BF
g8 892 (3360kgf/cm?) =, HlE ST o EAsez TR EAYATD. 283 37HA 8 E

2 4%F 94 Murchison and O'Neil9] p-y B2do] 718 & £33 S o] TAsH .
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p-y siA¥=Z £33}
HolFy LEEAe 3
WE g 129 2.

A4 2 AT wel wEw £
HE A% FHA FREF] N o) PEAEES vAY H4E2 e

H of
tilo
olN
N
>
N
4
>
44
&

N
2
N
o
>
A
o

14
D 12 L : [ ARerods ( e_ Reese-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
8 [ F ﬁ Zd# —o— Reese-After 61(10/7),(11/28),(12/14),(1/9),(1/29),(2/12) days
= 10 L . —o— Reese-After (2/27),(3/27),(4/26),(5/29) days
§E gf o _& Murchison/O'neil-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
T8 [ - M/O-After 61(10/7),(11/28),(12/14),(1/9),(1/29),(2/12) days
o 6} -o- M/O-After (2/27),(3/27),(4/26),(5/29) days
.96’ :.% 4 : y @ ~~~~~~ £ —A— Matlock-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
% - ‘l' o A~ Matlock-After 61(10/7),(11/28),(12/14),(1/9),(1/29),(2/12) days
d_. 21 '.\\ ¢ P é Matlock-After (2/27),(3/27),(4/26),(5/29) days y
Ol e —o— Reese-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 —— M/O-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days
Predicted Maximum Bending Moment —e— Matlock-After 0(2000/9/28),2(9/30),9(10/3) days

Mmax (tonf-m)

O9 12 3F72E AFF W& H €59 I YRIE AF

29 120 95, 3744 HHE RN PR ARTFEEBY AFPe] ME BEY SR FH 2
spdel 4o YRUEL HYA AL 1 Utk 22T HLSY AFH 234 B4sE TF 3
W HENE ASAME HESY $BF 2d 9% denta 9o
2o %% e wEHARe £34FH A PEAEE E 4
Ao £E%e R

o
m
kv
¥
k)
K
Do
S
(L
[y}
ir]
I
Y
o

22 4 —rZISHﬁ°i —T‘ﬂ t—'Jvr‘ﬂE]—r«l —r%’ﬁhﬂ—} Ho) %JE“JJE &%

]31} %w%ﬂﬁ%
. g8 Ju #9385
py 4 H altond Ad %Eqﬂ:&;
o | M (ontm)
Reese 8.85 10.73
Murchison and O’Neil 124 12.67
Matlock 8.03 10.39

Lo
i)
&
]
i

UMY RN T3 JARFHeSF, Hpred. = 8.037124(tonf)o)A 1, &3 LEE Ao
dEE 10.39712.67(tonf-m)°) At 2@ o] FL IWHozT HAA FA xRN AHLs

rir
BN
o
Im
K
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Zo] wEny IARANE ZH(34tonf/EF) Bub oF 374uf 7t & gtoldoh 283 371A] BAY EAF
o} A Murchison and O'Neil®] p-y Edo] 713 2 <383 FrdAEs} A YG T}

7. dE

AAERA ) Bl E HZES 27 F3AFE gofsty] fatd, A4S 254 3t 453
A Az a 371A] vl A& & A (Reese, Murchison and O'Neil, Matlock®] p-y #l4)e 2 73+ AArzto] A

2 IdXE "o g5y FHFF-LAHEEA] Jd +3¥A AT, 2HEAY A &Y AF, TH
2A Hd FEIE AFE A¥HE A dFF #oh

(1) A& AAZEE ©]&3lod Reese, Murchison and O'Neil, Matlock9] p-y iAoz F3 F£HeF
2 2509 Hd +HEY, Jd &4, Ad FEAE AT EF AFPHA AFE AL, H
T FER R I WEA HES9 AFAF) FEAFEG 71&77F 2A JYERoh
a3 p-y HNEE 7§ 27 Hd £HF, Hpred. 9 27| 8037124(tonf) o] -

(2) p-y MMEE T3 BEoi R A £HYAAE €% 9710.Immol Ut 23 kA HHE =Y
%o A Murchison and O'Neild] p-y 2do] 744 & 4% 3 (12.4tonf)°], Reese?] p-y 2o} 714
2 2Em $3UY410Imm)7H BASFAT ok e ZURT Reese Zulel Zatxubwzol 7
3 F7) qEeln.

(3) py #ANE2 F¥ TH FAXNFRY Aoy P$(276673247kgl/cm)S HE B (1,900
kgf/cm2)& ZFsA %, 8 8§ (3360kgt/em’) F, MlATE o] EAFAT. 222 374A ¥
Ay BdF oA Murchison and O’Neil®] p-y Zdo] 7184 & &3] WAt

(4) p-y AEE 73 THEA HY IEWEE 103971267(tonf-m)el At 28] 37bA] vy =
9394 Murchison and O'Neil®} p-y 2do] 7}a & HrdEs HAsg},

o) ES FFETITA-FAL(F)H UF ATE FRAE uFY A5 A7 A U¥z
ool ZA=YuTh

#AEH

fum—y

CAEE ARG, S84, AT EAEY 2§84 AAAL pp.4877495, 1997
=23 AA7|EFNA, 2001
3. ¥g5(1996), A-AxxtFe] 328 B A7, A=, A&Ystn, pp.73797

IS
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