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duke A, Fe, €5, Hy UF TH 2L UUEd BESHY ¥R AFHF oA E
Yetdth oj#l g obg ot HdE &3 B FHd $¥o] JAFH &Y AEH @
gol ol FoJAPEA oA W wet B wyol ST ol Zo] oA kil HEY
HMPATE S84 4o & Xolg Yz Loy, o 3% Fuje dFAEE tids] v
8 AAoth 39, oA dvhd Bdo MYAT 4TS MAE LY L422M FRAF
T € F ot ditd oz A AFdME AFY FHE A f4 & AR XHUW\ 7}
HEFE ZATE GF &g AV g 2 e ARdA AgHe =2 BHYY 3¢ 54
Age B ¥y Aged 2 93¢ g

2 dFelAe oA dutalA Az A ware] B FH AN WPAFT WY FF
€ YAEAE AESYT. ol& Ad, " A A=E 00, 10°, 30°, 45° 50°, 70°, 90° <l 77}
A A2 HFAA HEA S4AF7 1 2AK=)AAH 2FLEL AAAT GEoE,

HAF7E HY Fu Ao WEAZO WY 4 FALAE AEAA 5] HPAS
2Y% F 7 ZAK=05, K=l el 22 49¢ YASYT olAF 4AE Sk o}
ek B9 F9 Awe) £wge $Hue] B2 HY QWA B4 zAsgn, ¥
$g 2 EgAS dE HY FIPRel dAAE 2AS

_Q". oXx i .1{

2.1 XA

A WEAFTS A7) Y3t 24 FAFELS AN o RS FES AEE
UAEE 37 YJaME, AR RE AL AEd Y3 YL AN FA428L AAET
ole] W2 H¥AF LYARE AEStE Aol ul¢ Fa

A AR 718 9L dol[L], AT, FEFMPelgr & b F48S HAste wAE A
dolo] et 28L& AATTL UM o] E ol&sta Az, UE, A, A& FY F42E&E A9
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E A4 sA dth(Hobbs, 1969)
Fig. 1¢ 2 Q744 138 A4 69dad0m6my Z422goAe ©'deH(10cmx6.7cm)

< Jehd Aoz, o]} o] B AFPoA dolL]d UdF F4EL 19022 AT UF2E,

FHNEELT I 833 4¥AoA 25 2oz ANTIY $4&2 19497 BT

9, 2y ANPAY YEE ldgfarel T A YEE 27gfarc] B2 YEMLY)Y 4

&2 ()3} o] Axdd. =¥, AFM]S F282 A28 2ol A
1 (1)

1 @)

6.7

Scaled model J—
10—~

| 9.0 *I (Unit : Cm)

{(Unit : m)

|

Fig. 1 Comparison of excavating sections between in—situ tunnel and scaled mode!

olsh ol ARY Bol[L], AT), AFMS] 24 DA e FEMLAT2) B
Z4&L 43)d Zo] A4AHY. Table 1& & HFo =482 AT Aol

1

M___Gaien) _ g 3)
LT? (L)X( 1 )2 174
90 9.49 ’
Table 1, The scale factors of the test models
Physicgl Dimension In—situ tunnel Scaled model Scale
properties factors
Length [ Tunnel wi'dth 9 m Tunnel w.idth : 10cm 1 90
Tunnel height : 6 m Tunnel height : 6.7cm
Time [T] - - 1/9.49
Mass [M] - - 1/1,405,929
Density ML 2 Tgf/cx 1.4gf/cn 1/1.93
Strength ML™'T 600 ~ 1,200kef/cri 5.19kef/cnt 1/174
Young's 2 ’
[ML T ] 200,000 ~ 800,000kef/cnt 2592kgf/cnt 1/174
modulus
Acceleration [LT™ - - 1
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22 RENRC EY

Z4RP4YE T o A}%%}% FARE dd Aure U EAL FEI oEE £ 9
T ZAolgdeol Ik B AF g hitel Y4EGESFTE Table 19 A vhek o] 600~1,200
kefiear A el, A7l B F28Y 171748 H L5 AAZ AL=ojof 3t RIAYBE 345~
6.90 kegf/af(d 73k 5.18kgf/ar)] ZEE zZt= B9 Aoz Uyt

2 d70AE 3719 E4S #E 28 ARE BES] A 2, H1, B9 THEL A
A, ol FF WY % Ax2 £xo g gUd PEE ZE ARE THY 4 9=
3ol Yth(Coquard, 1994, AF$ 9], 2004).

£ Ao Fats 2, 41, 2o wjgng AHss] Yt e H gL A2 Ay B4
AEE AAEAT ¢4 B, ¥3, B9 u&e AR YA = 300gl A B 100g¢ 2
A7, 2t 419 EFuES 2@ 13714 259 EFE9) g8} 24 Somm, 2ol 100mm
TAY A5y AFHAE s/AY Az, o] AP —‘S:% UHAZE B AzBAA ARAZ &
Adde] dFFol 14vmol € o dEGFANEL AANGET. Fig 2= Ay 2X4Pe Ax
A wjgele] B dE34E45Y W3 E 2302 Yehd Aojn, 9y 41/2@wW)Y Blg
o] FNEFE YA} F&3 &

i

20
S = 16.06(P/W)** : $
R* = 0.9

15

10 r

Compressive strength (kg/cr)

O 1 1 1 1 ! L 1
0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.1
P/W

Fig. 2. Relation between compressive strength and plaster—water ratio when density
Fig. 2914 dZ<4E7=(Sc)et prwel A3 BAA L g3 2
Sc = 16.06 (P/W)>* (4)

7]1A, Sc : Compressive strength (kgf/cif), P/W : Weight ratio of plaster to water.

T, A vio} 2o ¥ A¥e ZPARE A g orstE EFL 518 kgflard] AES 2
EAEE, ofd PP PWE )AL ZRE Tad 0.670Ith o9 7o B AP iy
7} 133:67:1002) 350 714 A m 8ARYL & & JAT}

A 2 A7oME 3719 ufuE 2 EFEL B AYY RYARE ALY od, 9

p
pu
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Ao g3t ALAANE, AHAGAY 5& F712 ANFAT Fig. 32 2¥A Y AEY
3 WRohEZE 7] sl AFAT YL ANT Aot
3 Table 2= RHARY AW EAXNE 29 AT Ao}

Table 2. The physical properties of modelling material

Mix
. . vy E Sc St C
Sand : Plaster : Wat , ,
133 : 67 : 100 14 487 5.18 0.65 1.19 35

Note) ¥ : Unit weight, E : Young’s modulus, Sc : Compressive strength,
St ¢ Tensile strength, C : Cohesion, ¢ . Internal friction angle

2.5
1=1.19 + otan35°
%
P 2 r
=
@
g
K]
5 1.5 [
b
0 1=1.01 + otan28° @ Intact
A Bedded
1 : ~ :
0.5 1 ) 1.5 2

Normal stress (kg/cr)

Fig. 3. Results of direct shear tests

23 =¥

OpY
3

B dFAAE oA o] A W Sgxde] B FHEANY AYAFA AH o
g2 vAEA Z2AE7] Y8 Fig 49 22 77HA ¥ ANEAE AFEA.

A, oA ke Bl 9lo] A wWEe JFe dolry] Y A FEE 0°, 10°, 30°,
45°, 50°, 70°, 90°8) 77hA A2 WFAH L WHAANY AYL AAFYD. deow 2¢z
o] FFE Yolry] Y3 K=0.5, K=1, K=22 2|3 37}x 29 dis] P& AASHA 3F
o 2 BHd FH AYAFE ZAEAT. Table 3= 2 2F 2 WAL Vel ALo2M, AY
232 JOK1, JI0K1,-+, JOOK2(A & A} 90°0] 1 K=2¢%] B¥) 537 Zo] F 157]0]t}.
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Table 3. Description of test models

Model No, Joint angle K=1 K=0.5 K=2
1 0° JOK1 JOKO0.5 JOK2
2 10° J10K1 - -
3 30° J30K1 J30KO0.5 J30K2
4 45° J45K1 - -
5 50° Jo0K1 J50K0.5 J50K2
6 70° J70K1 - -
7 90° JOOK1 J90KO0.5 JOOK2

Note) The symbol "J90K2" means the test model of which joint angle is 90°
and coefficient of rock pressure(K) is 2

Unit:mm L JL/“”/ ™
Model size (a) Model 1 (b) Model 2 (c) Model 3
- - - ./ h
(d) Model 4 (e) Model 5 (f) Model 6 (g) Model 7

Fig. 4. Dimensions of seven ditierent models
24 2 Al M=

=, 43, £ FF9IL 133:67:1009) EFEE AHESt 2Y AYAE AFegiod, A&
T Rele FEAN zFEA T RYAEAE 480mmx480mmx76mm TFA Y, Fig. 5& %A

REAS s AL 44 Aoz Uehd Aotk o714 Fig. 5(a)= Slabe A7) AZste
A ol1, Fig. S(b)E AZH Slabg AZsE ZAod, Fig. Sy Z8 AZAE FAY=E A st
= $Ao B 2y AgAe mgoith

o, vkA Y Fig. 5(d)%
448 28 Ao X

e Arte dx7)d o4F ZA =d4ds A8
AT AdFHANME 224 &
o &

44
Aoege AYY
EE YAsA FAst7l PEv, £2F 2 XY dAFF

olty, wetH AZX7|o AIFEAE o] 24A 2 B¢ 105TE A=

(14vm)yS 237171 3E7)
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E AA AEAY DT F] 148um'7t B | AYAE Az gtez W F, BAFF 14¢
m7h @ 7R 4 717 AAFEE A F HEL AEE A

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Fig. 5. A process of manufacturing the specimens

3. ¢

g

AR W w

2 2439 A8d 4FAAE F4F 24 2HFY £ v %4 oF USAANEA 43T
of 25€ &% H(am)ol FE= ] Jlov, FARFH FHPFL 77} st =Pz 93
A5t B, 28 APA JEAE 59 sl A=gZd RiHo gl UAE 4YHA
2R ZAIAY. AFAAY AV E 712 1.5m, A2 1.5m, F4 20cmol, RPEd FHY
Hee 2% dAY 7tuzkE A8t AR, olg ¥ FHAE 1847 0.2mm
2 YERt. Fig. 6()c AFRAY AA Zgg vebd Foid, Fig 6b)TZIAEA FH S
Fu 293 Aot

2 AP Y 2 eXE veH 2o

() AEA BA R AY . Y ANIAS AERAA BAs2 APA Y RE BE AFIO.

(2) 28 84 2F : AgA o ¥t dFE tetd Hde I

G) ASH 24 . 29 HE Fd9 HAE AN 3o 182709 AFHE ASH.

(4) BY HYE U 4F : B $H-dY FEA 3 WYgE 2L ZPAYA H &
8t7] 95k, AdAe] ddE A lomdd olZERLE IHAZLEA EHE FUF
HHE AA}EE AT

(5) 438 ZA9 A o sue A . 2y AFA 9 dFE s Aol BY AYAE 90°
Z JANDo=H, JIjt A7 Ao $Y& AdHoE TFREE I Y BHE
ddE Agsy] A3 FHZHE IFAD F AES AASA

(6) 3tF A3t B : T FEAZE AEst 2y AFA Y A5}, F-fo 4G R
Bl 3FE FEA7H, Ko =AUz By AFAA A54 dFE AsEEA &F
7t WE R3EY FH9 HIAFS LA

(N 23 Ay . 714 43 Fole FAZ ANE 931 2 29 8L VISsgen, 4

d Fols 299 ADEE 48 %Y £ 33 HUE AFHE T
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i

(a) Test apparatus (b) Front view around a test model

Fig. 6. The biaxial testing machine :
(1) test model, (2) hand pumps, (3) hydraulic rams,
(4) restraint to keep the test model in plane strain

4, MEZED U HE

£ oA qhiel Ael AAs ZEd BE HY W¥AF 54 FYH] 9
S 2 AYAE Astel AU LA

4o MYPAFTE gotrr] Y3k Fig 49 7714 B¥ g St
ATKE EF 12 A&t Age AANFAY.
Fig. 7& 77}A 23 55keffar7t AE€HUL WY AF L HY WEHEE SAHYE JeRA
ROo2A, o8 AEFE 137 2tk o, J10K1 ZEEIAA 100012 K=1¢2) 2&)L 5.5 kef/
a7t 7] A 49 kefarol A 2ol Aty HYr) g o o FEI}AL.
@ JK1 : B4 F$ ZHAEGM & Fdo] LAdgon, g Ui w4 (floor
heaving) @4o] #ZEHJY. =, 23 F HEY ¥wxye 27| 985 vudtgs 4 <
38% & A48 QTH

@ J10K1 : H'g shtell A dzl gk wat “]11?117](sliding) fﬂ*&Ol ghA 5 o] rr}a} w3 o
A dojgtt. 7y ¥ Eiké_«l A

@ J30K1 : Bd AARAN 37 749
A HAEE AR Ao R TR B F 21@ JM & Hdo Eﬂ:@& oF 41% FA3HT

@ J45K1 : AAR R Al HA B wre} vjnd o] s on, AAR AN A
ol A% Hrlvta o] FHEA DAY B F Hde] AL F 4% FA3AT.

© J50K1 : 699 -9 FuRoA d AA $ee wel Fdo] HAFed, HY AAR
AME FRAEA7 A DAHAS. B T ede] HHLS of 43% FAAT

® J70K1 : B3 #& S¥ LM AGFEda A hite] 2EGT 33 F Hde @A
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oF 24% Z2HUG.
@ J90K1 : H3 3¢ SHis £ o3 39477} FREA FAs e, 8 A
ARAA FAE7E A ST d3 F €9 HIHL o 31% F439H

opgd gutd M AFTY mmAL A Agste AGHo| nfAAFRT F W TG
th. &, Fig. 8@l RE uho} 2ol A%t nhazol gl A% B FAH Fae) 3o
o|FE Zx7}t olBTh & AL HALFSH st mn o] HA At AFHLE ol
& YHoAl= Fig. 8b)lA B ute} o] vlm Aol TAHAL W I(flexure)o] LA3A At

oj¢} 2 AL 10° 30° 45°, 50°% RYoA Ed HARS shitRA vnHR el
BEH NZAGG dAdE A AT & A =8, de AA o] FHAY o]
THE AAdNME HY Nt At =8 AUE Hd buigio 9§ Slabol +H 4
o 9¥o= 2F mygd we wAFA @Yo A B ZAoE BUEHW, 1 FAA 10°
¢} 30°7F 7HE ol BT Ag A + UG

Fig. 7 The experimental results of seven models with different joint angles
(photograph and displacement vector plots of seven different models)
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slip must
otgur}

Paratiet 10 AA

(b}

Fig. 8. Reguirements for compatibility between the flow of stress around an opening and
fimiting friction between layers delimit regions of slip and regions of siability{Atter Goodman)

412 %% 2 Sgus|
HdFue YASS 8
¥

o) o =
gL R

o Agdon dofry] S8ty Fig. 99 #Zo] B9 HARY Iyt
ol AT F 4N ZHE o8t 2FE WAE 2ARAT

Crown
//’//z\\\\
/
Left side wall « f* s Right side wall
\ ? 7
Floor

Fig. @, Location of Four measuring peints around tunnel and sign convention
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Symbol of Joint angle “.e_ _Dn_ _O: —A,_ _v,_ _’n_ —%:
0 10 30 45 50 70 90
20 15
[ ]
£ sl i g 12F
Z Q / z .
= A [ R . .
) ¢ 9| ®:Measuning point
aE) 10} ®: Measuning point GEJ
ks s
kS] kS]
P E 3}
) ]
> >
0
1 1 L . 1 i 1 o N 1 ! 1

2 3 4

Applied pressure, kgf/or

(a) Crown

2 3
Applied pressure, kgf/cai

(b) Floor

Fig. 10. Variation of vertical displacement with applied pressure

]

=)

CY
® a
@ : Measuning point /
o P
ey

Vertical closure % of initial roadway
- - N N 8 W
w =} " o 33 o

(=]

Horizontal closure % of initial roadway

2
Applied pressure, kgf/cn

3 4

(a) Vertical closure

Fig.

Fig. 102 77k E@oA & 5o whg AA R st 23
2y 71 HF Yol 49ket/ard = 146
A AAde]l HY FAF 228 Ao 7|A%h
©® J45K1 R3¥o| 11.84mm¢ 7HF Z WY E Jg

AR £AEAE vehd A=, 10K1Y
me Z Ee7t TAYE & 5 ok olE

Fig. 10(b)E shHiel £2@ 98 vepd 2

Wi, ole de ZA ¥EE w vude T4

v

-
~n

LY

® : Measuning point

©

(<]

w

o

2 3
Applied pressure, kgf/cr

4

(b) Horizontal closure

11, Variation of tunnel convergence with applied pressure

HYE Yebd Aot Fig.10(a)

R B} g9lon, = JOKI, JI0KI,

20K1¢l RYGA o 9mmol ] A7t AR Wt B viehie wwy Wgo) Fxeln

A JdErgtT

@4, Fig. 112 HAY +2 2 £4 JyFdaY TA4FS JYepd Aol Fig. 11 3 Y
THHAZA LA AAFS Ed g9 x7] Fo loﬂ & H&2 Jepd Aolth #3 I
A7 AR A BT BYE JI0KI0) T, R o2E JoK1Y R0 Hwo] £Hd 7t
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& REYSE FANYIL A SASHAT. =9, Fig. 11(b)s % WFHEHAZA J30K1 ZF

A 7+ A Jerg.

§h, ?Véiqf T8 HFgo g YFANATE IA DA wet AA AFe B A7 2
g

3 L zeue) sAPos 2 BES ATHL HY e Aw
H 59 Ang Ms}o% W Aol FEAAS AN} A BRANYL 4AHD H
o) A&HQ §A) 4L 2on HzAg

421 K=0.5% K=19] $5 HEAS

2 dFdMe gz By *&' HEAF ojud FFE vAEA dotrr] 93t
Azl AATE 09, 30°, 50° 90°%) 47FA] 2ol tha Z+7 K=0.5% K=19] }FxH0R PS4
A& Fig. 12¥ 489 AFHEM, K=0.5(+A%H 5.43kefar, FHYY 2.72kgf/ar)} K=1(F
2 %+e s543kgfan, TH YT 543kgfan)d 73¢9 93 2 HPFFS viwstd vepd Zojth

Fig. 12914 K=05% K=19] Ed WEFy& tﬂzﬂﬂzi Ed Zo| HY FolHT & dAT
FHZ JeEgd, =3 K=05% 28 K=12 23 uls) £2A9E d97 JdFez 34 Y

e, ole 7t 24 2 3 359 AdFH ngoﬂ 710% Aeg AZddd. 53], K=05
A AF 00, 30° P L 50° 90° ¥ Hls) Elde A A W A S

422 K=13 K=29| +8 HIAHE

B dFdAe Sdzdel HYY F3 WIAFY oud FFE VA=A Lopr7] $jsto
Al AAE 00, 30°, 50°, 90°%0 471A] 2ol tie) b7t K=13 K=29) }F52PeR HAEE A
AT, Fig. 13 A8 ARZA, K=1(FAYY 4.75kef/arr, FH L 4.75kgf/air) T K=2(FA Y
g 2.38kef/ar, THUH 4.75kefan)¥ A9 T3 € MY FFE vlmste] Yepd Aol

Fig. 1394 K=1%0 ZA$-ol< 0°, 30° ZgolA b dgo] TAE 2, K=2¢ A $olle
0° REAAT g gol IA LA 3, K=1% EE RYA= Fdeldy vy d@4
of M HL, AAHZ Adust AP oY, K=2¢ EFAAE 0°, 90° RF A HE
o] ZPHNE B, 30°, 50° BF L WFo| A FANA G K=19 B§3 ¥ L A F
o7 AY RYOoE WHo| HYL, K=29 EHY BEYL 0°, 90°91 BYPAY 5% RYoR
HEHAT. o1 22 @4 4 2 9 359 Jud v dg BAd 719 L=
wadng.
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(a) The photograph and deformation of Joint 0° K=05

(b) The photograph and deformation of Joint 30°

{c) The photograph and deformation of Joint 50°

(d) The photograph and deformation of Joint 90°

Fig. 12 The experimental results of four models with different K (K=0.,5 and K=1)

4.3 Ho| ek Se=20 st &

i

2 d7dAME A AA 4gH Egzdol B WiAFA vAe 9% dotrrl 4
s}ml 0°, 30°, 50°, 90°%1 47}A RPE dis] Z<¢=A( K=05, K=1, K=2) 239 482
AAERLH, A71A 35 dAE £ 4 FHAAE ZASAT Fig. 14, Fig. 15& 7184 38t
ol E}E 72 9 £ HIFE 2F¥E2 Jepd Zolg. 9, 199 A F EAF "Applied
pressure"s= ¥ JHE AL H N Y HHE ol Eﬂ"’”{q
WA, Fig. 14914 0°, 30°2} 28L& & 23 usj vz
A AL A AAT F718e g2 MY WA ZFAdE 3

A9zt BAHAT, K=2
2 Yeyth 9822, Fig

)’.L. l"LU
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158 B9¥ K=0.59 o) +=HHAE A2 HA3tA dgoy 90° R A E 6.27%
. ole HY ¢ 2y dgdol &g we g4A HA3H BE ZFEE
A 2y RAow ATHAT),

r‘E:

Fol T3}
A7y 3

£
r_E’:

reereeennna K=2

K=1
cereeanaee K=2

K=1
avnerarnens K=2

(d) The photograph and deformation of Joint 90°

Fig. 13 The experimental results of four models with different K (K=1 and K=2)

AE}A, K=052 ASolE 4 PF HFEA}

Fig. 14, Fig. 158 AWx o= a
= FRE Weddrt 2A ST ole A 4 2 R Fe

K=2?l 735l

3&%, 50°9) B2 A% £H yF WYFo] e myel vg) A LR ot 48
2y oM M AT R¥oE A4
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closure %
of initial roadway

Horizontal closure %

Horizontal closure %

Vertical closure %
of initial roadway

of initial roadway

of initial roadway

50 | —0—K=0.5 o 50 —o—K=0.5
—a—K=1 / —m—K=1
—8—K=2 —A— K=2
w0 / 40 f <>/o
N /
30 | i ; 30 | -1
23 s
c O
ol 4 / °E®r / 4
/'/ 3 E IS
! / = //./ g
0 9
of st . ] PRE S —
° 1 2 3 t; ; [ :7 ; ; :; 4I 5
Applied pressure, kgf/cd Applied pressure, kgf/cd
(a) Joint 0° (b) Joint 30°
50 | —o—K=0.5 s0 b —0—K=05
—s— K=1 —m—K=]
—5—K=2 —A— K=2
a0} a0
- 0/o
® >
30 t @32 30}
23 / .
L e s
O 20} ./
20k =
[+ IS
2 E [
10} MZ‘ L3 °r //;
7S T
ol - 7 ol a<f=°-—'_°—A\'A/A/A
L - A 1 1 1 1 1 1 A, 1 Y
[ 1 2 3 4 5 [ ° 1 2 3 4 5
Applied pressure, kgf/af Applied pressure, kgf/af
(c) Joint 50° (d) Joint 90°
Fig. 14 Variation of vertical closure with applied pressure
35 35
20 —0—K=0.5 —0—K=0.5
—8-K=1 30 | —m—-K=1
- —~8~K=2 / —a— K=2
& S A
20 / @ ;
ERd
10 35 ® " /
=54 ~
5 . RE 1w}
— 53
0 O jan} -
O\o‘o\o °f / /
5 —0
ol b8 0<;__D/°
10 L a L ) . L f L . i L
0 1 2 3 4 s [ ) 1 2 3 4 5
Applied pressure, kgf/on Applied pressure, kgf/ew
(a) Joint 0° (b) Joint 30°
a5 35
—0—K=0.5
30 30} —m— K=1
—-&— K=2 A
/
25 < 25
e e
.
20 > E 20
2%
15 SE asp
23
10 A SE o}
/A . E = .
& 3 o
s / /./ s .l /:/0-
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a—""" 0 o >
° ? :? O_—ﬂ°~0’?/o L ) L . L L )
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 o 1 2 3 4 5
Applied pressure, kgf/af Applied pressure, kgf/aé
(c) Joint 50° (d) Joint 90°
Fig. 15. Variation of horizontal closure with applied pressure
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X|sHA

o

2 dFME FLACE A3t $A4E AAFA L, ALE 34 Ede oy Rdo]
CEYAEI 5YT AARDE BAsy] A3 2 Ay AFs W AARY &9 A=A
LA, Y 29 EAT AAZD & AFAY vYsA AL ¥, FLACS
A& A %ﬂ“ﬂ‘ﬂ«l YFOERA F F 247 ZYORRE oY AU, FEol *M,E}—t— A&
43t R & HAA 2P A 55 keffare] & L o] FARIDA LW,
AA BREAEY AzlolY AEAAYMDEM)F Zo] dNtye] gF 947t RYoERE o]
= o) ollg, ALAE FASEA PSR 4 A & HHAAE 2254 "o
getA B ATdMe A7 FAAHJA BAS Y3 dA 48 dFRuUs F2 2719 3F
(3.5 kef/ar)S MDA HEAA L AT

Table 4= 774 2& F 3712 R¥(J10K1, J50K1, J70K1)9] 2F A A4 ARE 4|
W AeEAN, BYEE AUS A, HYFY 2AA, AN HIEE 474 Yehd Ao
Ad71A FAHE dYEs 4 2o 35 kgffar S 718 3 HAT HY S gu] Foidte YERA
Aoly, olF AFAA] HFFY 2ARY vinsd AIFFL JH o2 H{gozA B
A gL #AFT F A

mlo £

Table 4, Comparison between test results and numerical analysis

Test resulis FLAC results
Model
Photograph Deformation sketch Deformation output
11T T
aT
1T 1T
T 7
AT
T
J10K1 e
(10°) HH Jis
o EAANARARRANEN AREEEEE
H A ARMARRRRRARERSAREBES
T T[T T jASENERN
[ T Ti1T 1 T H |NENY T
CITT T 1 H Il INREE 1
(TTTT T
(1T T
I 117
T30 T
}l T H 1
A
J50K1 oo
o 17 ¥
(50°) T X‘la
mwn - : ana
|SEEANE 1
T i )|
] )]
JRERS 1
1 1 1 1 1 T
[anni T TITIT
|mani T jJERERES )
HHH
HH
J70K1 LT T
HH EAnes
o 17
(70°) , ]
11 4
HEmas wane
FEEHH HHT
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6. 2 B

2 AFAME ol B4 ehte $B4 2 F¢zA] HY WIAF flAE JFE 2AE]
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