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1. M8

1990 ol & Mgt dest X o wet gk Fibol HAHJLH, HFoz U
o2 A FGeA AurH s @Al ‘i’l‘ﬂ’?ﬂ'?ﬂ ST Yok, AF7A Y Ak se] #d AT
© AR A3 A Folu} Wlde] HAG A G i AlHE E4 & %—3]"’4 FEH o
2 o]Fo] AA HZ HA & 94(2005)b AukAE WAYE 24E A8 & T8 std
Al FLAC, UDEC, PFC 59 FA34 & F3lo xit3s 9% 8258 E’“b‘]"’ %<
o] Al HAAZIYE S o] &3t AutAsE oEZ7|WS fEstn ofE A& v U AW
e B olF BAE AFFH EAXTG NRANE FEHOZ ALA e AAFH -
A3 A E4E HAsete A £F F8310

aEAe ATE 3o AEHY A=, AFHY F, AZHY Fol, FYAF T oAH
A 81E0] EAHI, $E-olX A A Ao E(Piggott & Eynon, 1997), FHAH P&
(Brady & Brown, 1985), &&d| 93§ 3H3}d&(Karfakis, 1993) 5 A A& o= sty
olgd e AHAud ut AT AN wAolFo v AF F, AwAEe FIF HAY
et Fo g °"‘i:r“‘ olA7A] v Fg Aot H«] At AFEAH FoAA At
ZFol AL A FoF °]X}" otutel Ry Fgoly, ol AFAEFo] A3Hth
HL olfE ’5"“’6} H 2AE AT gite 4%%%01] g SAYPLS I - WY
o ofAAA FAFE v %‘12‘11, a5 AFAM S ghopitao] o gute] F-u%
FEC AEHA g} AW ZZ4oA AAE FEL 1 BRI Aol HolH, o]AE
U2 @Fo HEAA ANAGE BEAsrd e dix FEU vz B
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et B dFdAs A ATEE 2L A48 NxAa2 837 Astd 94
&Y Sl 4FE - d=E FIRLE dF ANAI S AA U

FEY A AR A7 olw F ¥ AR 4R AP Aol A5
d A5e B4 U £E AT A48 FHEY AABF) I3 FAPIE #AW, A
$7h A% 432 AYY0R 29 1% 2 g2 A AT Aol oA A% 3
4 FAM 7 A3 £AH BAZ A Holt FAYIE A3 FAYRAE Aol B
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Fo| gAAY Y ¥AE FFL& AR ol FALEY AF AT $Hoz2 U
sliding @43 Ay o]l HAsY AYA/IE & Aotk T Ff¢te] FE7 Ast
g3, A sliding @4re) HA LA Aoz, 2 AA A AFHe] AA A FE7A 733}7]'
AolHA F& = Jon, HA A E7HX ’_“3}7} Ho] gosida e Ae =7t F& A
ojch wetA wHte] Ry HAJES MAHY 9, AR EE SHA FEe $HS J—Eﬂﬁﬂ
of %},

dFEE 2y YAEE By, 2L FHxY 2H0E Hol
SAZ | 12 Aol B F JAAY, AAZ HFAH AR
o A%, A2HY Folgt ¥ Ay 24 F A /A 8UAE
o B S AR gt 7] @& 4z Qs Wt
3t EBAES nsior & Holth

SR IANHAN

a3 1, =28 s AT (Karfakis, 1993)

B d7dME J3 SEAQGEIFH)0] old o= Ax st APHUAS W, F I
%}Fa—°] B FUAREAA A sFel 3 gAY ARE 7He] WY S £4387)
sl AP Al43 A]E+ Gneiss, Limestone, Shale o]5], o] A|EE&&
"} 5 ?JE°1] o FE ¢AE QA e EA(A set), YAV E £X4B set), dA &
FC set) A MR EFS A 29SSk

3. ROjYE 0|8

o

a9 2% 89 obX ERE WAT ¥IWPE R, A2n% $Fu VA2
FRsA FARFES 9 T ¢ Ak 29 25 H4UF BdolAW, By o4
Felol et Betvel W e AFTus $Ane BAS UL & Yok HAY A2
n% BHLE ¢ & A% HUFE, A% AR FFUY e 2] olg B
ohizh &R, HAARe ¥4 T Ao wet gt A5 Aok
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(a) before (b) after
J8 2, BOjUEsE oY

(H: 83, t: A2, w: A2HY F,1: H239 o))

Vf_I/t (V3+Vv)_Vs |4

v

7 v =5 (1

1 8 8§

B=

A71M, B & BHHALE, Vi £ AF8HY F AF, Vi & B9 A AF, V, £ AFTF
o AH Vs & ¥AE ko) Aol

Y 2de AZy)FolAG B AFAME F3F S /137 95t 9715 FEH AFPE
& AFAT. 47159 d8 £ AR5 dege e A 18 AEsod RuyRgs
AZ3E F U
4, BO|HIE ALY A

41 HEE A=

323 Gneiss, Limestone, Shale A28 %3 dAI F2L 7135l9 2FL 37 93

]
a9 3% Zo] cylinderd 3% AYPE(NZA o 1155em, H 123em)T 47158 A% AYE
(6 11.4cm, H 10cm)& A3t 3% P59 F HE 128872 or o8 Eo] ¥F 0.1
em ZHe] B3 E 1048cr ©)tHE 1).

F5& Fla7l W, AYB) 2 set ME A4S Wel 271¥0E ZA7 P8 4¥E
o £FE ErlSAnh 271939 24¢ ¢ AYES Eol 4% WS A% AYE
of oIzt ¥ol9 R ol4HATHIH 2 (©).
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Shale A set

a3 3.

B 1. 5% MBS &0/0] IE 2

High(cm) Volume(cr) High(cm) Volume(cm) High(cm) Volume(cr)
12.30 1288.721 10.70 1121.083 9.10 953.444
12.20 1278.244 10.60 1110.605 9.00 942.967
12.10 1267.766 10.50 1100.128 8.90 932.489
12.00 1257.289 10.40 1089.650 8.80 922.012
11.90 1246.812 10.30 1079.173 8.70 911534
11.80 1236.334 10.20 1068.696 8.60 901.057
11.70 1225.857 10.10 1058.218 8.50 890.580
11.60 1215.379 10.00 1047.741 8.40 880.102
1150 1204.902 9.90 1037.263 8.30 869.625
11.40 1194.424 9.80 1026.786 8.20 359.147
11.30 1183.947 9.70 1016.309 8.10 848.670
11.20 1173.470 9.60 1005.831 8.00 838.193
11.10 1162.992 9.50 995,354 7.90 827.715
11.00 1152.515 9.40 084.876 7.80 817.238
10.90 1142.037 9.30 974.399 7.70 806.760
10.80 1131.560 9.20 963.922 7.60 796.283

94 ¥ 1Y W AR PSS FRol WY YATo| HFL Wk WH|
JFoz W A sliding 3 A%A & & Q& WA TP PolWnh Wby 1 v
Be g9 AE7 Basy) dEel 4¥EY 43 wek AR F& HAs dAsol @
% 2 A7ME ARE A¥E HAT AR NX core 20(F se & st APE
Ag #e ™ Eolotel W o 1:08 2 o 49 HAh

4.2 Testing device

AoA AFF RAY 449 ¢Fo sl A set(JAZ 7] 0.60mme] H+E), B set(Y A+
A7) 1320m°] %), C set(YA )l whe} FASE Azd PS5l 23, 2 set°ﬂ
Aol 7] B9E 4§ FUTM(Universal Testing Mechine)& ©]&34 200 MPa¢ &
Y71A] 7k FFel wE i E 24
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12 4, Testing devices(UTM)
4.3 Property test

g0l A8 Greiss(ZFEE £3A A A4A), Limestone(ZUE B3 34 F2
Shale(PFit ~ 3tz BAAE F7H)E v & A A} A5E o IAL, &F
d RIPPE AolE B A3 AT 99 AR thde B EHAFPL AT
i1, Monte-Carlo simulationg A&t EAQ g FHATHE 2).

(a) Gneiss (b) Limestone (c) Shale
% 5. NX core of specimen

B 2. Result of Monte—Carlo Simulation

operty Uniaxial ,
) . . Young's . ,
Density | Absorption | P wave | Compressive Poisson’s
Modulus .
(KN/m') (%) (m/sec) Strength (GPa) Ratio
a
Specimen (MPa)
Gneiss 25.871 0.153 3808 151.032 52.425 0.223
Limestone | 26.623 0.108 5428 150.924 56.442 0.216
Shale 26.845 0.046 3507 188.506 61.037 0.210
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Distribution for Gneiss Distribution for Gnelss Young's
Density(KN/m~3)/B15 Modulus(GPa)/B19

0.140

Mean=25 67102
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e
47.7188

(a) Density of gneiss(KN/m’) (b) Young's Modulus of gneiss(GPa)
1%l 6. Result of Monte—Carlo Simulation

4.4 Sieve Analysis

Gneiss, Limestone, Shale A]2(%%d NX core x 10)Z Jaw CrusherZ 33311, ‘QE
B4 sl 428 7zt A B, Cset & 458 ¥A37 371 Y8l NX core 107/H(LF2E
o g T, ¥ 37 o] NX core 1719 F# Yol 2v]E 3t Z set(NX core x
2)9 9=& ¥lx3tA 23FAuh. Jaw Crusher 3 A e F47 Jro o0& AZE
g4 A 4N e ZA 37 Y98t Density®t R BAE o) 83l 27|RHE 4F
A KA A HA T

FE 394 4FE Z sievedl AR FT FHFEL 249 %—% Jaw Ao 2 I3 AJHA
gk, Xpolzt @A A vEidth I Aol A9 FA FE A wiE, A, 7€ TE
To2 s d2A YetdEs RAoln, Shaled] B¢ 1 8(c) AMMAMYE g Fxo AT
FHoE By A AYE W FZ BHeRZ FHHRUG

H 3, Average sieve analysis of Gneiss, Limestone, Shale

Gneiss Average Limestone Average Shale Average
Sieve (1203.30g) (1262.10g) (1150.61g)
(mm) FA | ZHE | BHE | FA | AHE | FHE| FA | ZAHE | THE

(g) (%) (%) (g) (%) (%) (g) (%) (%)

1320 ] 37640 | 31.28 | 6872) 44943 | 3561 | 6439 63247 | 5497 | 45.03

950 | 32440 | 269 | 4176 26737 21.18| 4321 20852 | 1812| 2691

4751 24583 | 2043 | 21.33| 31160 | 2469 | 18521 16132 | 14.02| 12.89

2.36 | 106.67 886 | 1247 11950 9.47 9.05| 4042 3.51 9.38

060| 8263 6.87 560 | 7947 6.30 275 17829 6.80 2.57

fan| 67.37 5.60 000] 3473 2.75 0.00 | 29.60 2.57 0.00
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GNEISS
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3% 7. Average sieve analysis of Gneiss

(a) Gneiss (b) Limestone (c) Shale
a2 8, Sieve 13.20mm particle of Gneiss, Limestone, Shale

4.5 Test results

4.5.1 1st bulking factor

Skell Al ol A(DREE APEo A4 & FA Y E9PFAFE] D3l st bulking
factorg& 44387 943t 1Ist volume(s] A %3)3 2nd volume(FH LS AFE] &k
< o %3)& Gneiss, Limestone, Shaled] thal z} set ‘@2 F3tdct. density?t 2Zd
AE &3+ Gneiss, Limestone, Shaled] thdt 2zt set®] 1st volumeS TF3E(E 4), 2nd
volume 3t% AEEN ¥ APES £Fo2REH FIAHE 5).

H 4, 1st volume of each A, B, C set for Gneiss, Limestone, Shale

Gneiss Limestone Shale
Set A [ B ] cC A [ B | C A | B | C
Density(gr/cr) 2.638 2714 2.737

Weight(g) 1203 | 1203 | 1204 | 1264 | 1262 | 1261 | 1150 | 1150 | 1150
st vol. (cw) |456.22 | 456.10 | 456.56 | 465.73 | 465.18 | 464.89 | 420.35 | 420.28 | 420.24
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H 5. 2nd volume of each A, B, C set for Gneiss, Limestone, Shale

Gneiss Limestone Shale
Set A | B ] cC A | B | C A | B | c
H (cm) 12.30 12.30 12.30
h (cm) 3.40 4.10 4.20 3.20 3.40 3.70 3.40 3.90 4.30

H - h (cm) 890 | 860 | 810 | 910 | 890 | 860 | 890 | 840 | 800
2nd vol. (cr) |[932.49 | 901.06 | 848.67 | 953.44 | 932.49 | 901.06 | 932.49 | 880.10 | 838.19

H 6. 1st Bulking factor of each A, B, C set for Gneiss, Limestone, Shale

Gneiss Limestone Shale

Set A B C A B C A B C
1st vol. (cr) | 456.22 | 456.10 | 456.56 | 465.73 | 465.18 | 464.89 | 420.35 | 420.28 | 420.24
2nd vol. (cr) |932.49 | 901.06 | 848.67 { 953.44 | 932.49 | 901.06 | 932.49 | 880.10 | 838.19
Bulking factor | 10444 | 9760 | 8590 ] 104.70 | 10050 | 93.80 | 121.80 | 109.40 | 99.50

1st volume® 2nd volume2 2 ¢FW 7z} setol|l Mo %7] 2334 E(Ist Bulking factor)
< AR, 2 Aol FA F 5 AUTHE 6). ) ol YA Y3 Y=t 49
FTHu AT Aol oYy W setdZ zo)7t UE Aold, AAE B FHAHAA
B JAEe] A2 FFE A7 dEC Ygude Aot setd RAHEY A setE
¥A=27] 0.60mme] 3t YAt &5, A2 7] 13.20mmeld AA7E AR B d@Eo) =
< YAEC] FFE AFE &9 A9 13, B sets YAAY) 13.20mm0] 43 YA7E 3o
dA=27] 0.60mmel st Y7 AFFo) A7) “11-1—°ﬂ e JAEC] FFS AFEd = A
E 7193 C sete & YA &L dAEo) g & JAE Alolgf FFE FL ¢
2A+E0] B setht} ol iﬂ;"dﬂ &l 2zt setdZ 1st bulking factor?] xto]7} Uelus A
olt}. 3A|gt 315 L 713l7] A, Gneiss, Limestone, Shaled] YEE gaste] Rolx, o4
o] EoYFEL 890% ~ 12180 % 0 A A  F AN setd2 AT A9 &
L 7180 AANHAY gefdnel AFESAXNZ AL RYYAE Y=Y vny o, ¢F
2 A HHd EEAIVCE oFn o s $8 2AL uiAE FeedMe B
HBZESE FHEY Y= Zo] Aol gz Algdd,

452 30| 02 Gneiss, Limestone, Shale 2| R I|WiIE

Gneiss, Limestone, Shale®] Z} set® UTMoE YAZ 35L& 713lo &8o) ©jE 2y

“ﬂﬂ"?‘ AEE % A9 4FE 74 setdlA Zo)H S B 4 AU
3 Folgdge #A 9IS vAE AL Ist bulking factoro] A BAF A
‘%}E cAd e FFY Fyoltt AA FI B & YAER QF & FI B
7t A SE v &) A7) YR 49 sliding BAE doE F8 Ay 2 I
%‘_‘4 olgid FFEol BEFE F WSyl o] BAEA Hed A B, C set oA 2
=9 B3 E A set7t 7HE At @@ A 7 osetdl]l $3E JHtE A setd] sy =

I, C setd] Fuwzst /b3 Fo,

I8 9% Gneiss? 7 setoll Al ®Yol WE ST A seto] ¥ FAL Ued BAE

_9,
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oltt. #A¢E FHL AAFH #dr] WEe AN E ARl gF FFo] ol FAHHUZL,
Sg0] 7MAEAM & YRS F 9} sliding@ Aol oz wsie Ru7 2239
ool AFE AAY 2L £ 3ldA, AHHoE B setdt C sethtl H$JF Bol
LAY PE FoRse awE ol YeEbd Rolth wA/IX R Limestoned Shale
= 7} setd 2 Gneissy ¥ AL ol Bgon, 4EH A setd] ¥WYxtolE YRV
13.20mmo] ¢ AA7E 50%0°173 ol Shale] 7H¢ A Uebstth

GNEISS

20
18
16
14
12

GNEISS C set / GNEISS;set GNEngA set

10

Stress{MPa)

o N~ OO @

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
Displacement(mm)
——GNEISS A set —GNEISS B set —GNEISS C set |

33 9. Relationship between Stress and displacement for each set of Gneiss

9% 11 ~ 133 ¥ 72 Gneiss, Limestone, Shale®] Z} setol] 35& 7}3le $#Ho =
Ztel W REBAES AN Aol Byl # sAE WE d A set B set
£ HliZ3H, 1st bulking factor’} 2 AL A seto] gt 8] 7 XHAAN HAHo=Z
SolAE ¢S Roln AUt o]RAL YE BE Ao did JFgomH, R 2 dA
7b EAFE A setd] ¥9 ¥gs 2 AL & F o

AnHon A¥AM 73 7 4Fd RYBLEL i ¢FE A=Y 739 79 F
ol Boste MEAR 4R 2719 ¥ & ZE TA wE FF9 FId g% JFo]
RAE & F AUrh

G5 FIBIFE Hojo} WHYE 7] YuME B
4E AAFE AACF drh mY AN (IS oz gute] B
o A&3e T8 FAN F Y=o %L F= & %
g FoF & Aoz Alzdy.

Lah}

LH}\
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Limestone A set

(a) before (b) after
2l 10, Before and after test of Limestone A set

GNEISS

* 120

5 o N

< 60 \

(ZD 40 ——

5 20 - P

8 O 1 i 1

0 5 10 15 20
STRESS(MPa)
‘—GNEISS A set GNEISS B set ~-GNEISS C set

a3 11, Relationship between bulking factor and stress for Gneiss

LIMESTONE
F 120
a 100
2 80
w \\
g 40 o — —
X 20
8 0 ) 1 L
0 5 10 15 20
STRESS(MPa)
I‘——LIMESTONE A set LIMESTONE B set —LIMESTONE C set

13 12, Relationship between bulking factor and stress for Limestone
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SHALE
120
8
5 o0 N
] :
Q .
L 60 \
2 40 ——
5 ——
5> 20 =
m
0 L L L
0 5 10 15 20
STRESS(MPa)
[ ——SHALE A set SHALE B set SHALE C set |

3 13, Relationship between bulking factor and stress for Shale

H 7. Bulking factor according to stress for Gneiss, Limestone, Shale

Gneiss(%) Limestone(%) Shale(%)
Stress(MPa) A B C A B C A B C

0.00 104.44 | 9760 | 8.90 | 104.70 | 10050 | 93.80 | 121.80 | 109.40 | 99.50
0.03 104.10 | 97.01 | 85.83 | 103.90 | 100.10 | 9350 | 11730 | 97.70 | 94.90
0.98 3520 | 83.43 | 74.25 76,10 | 79.60 | 68.80 82.20 | 79.30 | 68.60
1.96 69.10 | 73.70 | 64.52 5870 | 66.00 { 57.00 65.90 | 6850 | 57.00
2.95 59.20 | 66.13 | 56.95 4960 | 5650 | 49.70 56.10 | 60.00 | 49.50
3.94 5240 | 5878 | 49.60 4370 | 4960 | 45.30 4920 | 53.80 | 44.40
491 4710 | 54.15 | 4497 3930 | 4460 | 41.40 4420 | 49.40 | 40.80
5.89 4340 | 49.88 | 40.70 35.80 | 41.10 | 38.30 40.30 | 4550 | 37.40
6.87 4080 | 4722 | 38.04 33.20 | 3850 36.00 36.90 | 42.90 | 34.80
7.85 38.60 | 4456 | 35.38 31.00 | 36.20 | 33.90 3430 | 4050 | 32.90
8.84 36.40 | 4254 | 33.36 2920 | 34.30 | 32.30 31.70 { 38.10 | 31.00
9.85 3470 | 4056 | 31.39 2770 | 32.80 | 30.80 29.80 | 3640 | 29.20
10.79 33.10 { 39.19 | 30.01 2650 | 31.30 { 29.60 2810 | 3490 | 27.70
11.79 31.80 | 37.35 | 28.17 2540 | 30.10 | 28.50 2650 | 33.40 | 26.30
12.76 3050 | 36.20 | 27.03 2430 | 2890 | 27.50 2520 | 32.00 | 25.00
13.76 2950 | 35.06 | 25.88 23301 2790 | 26.50 2400 ] 3090 | 23.70
14.72 2860 | 34.09 | 2492 2240 | 2690 | 2560 23.00 | 29.80 | 22.40
15.73 2770 | 3322 | 24.04 2170 | 26.10 | 24.80 22.00 | 2870 | 21.30
16.67 2680 | 3249 | 2331 21.00 | 2540 24.20 2090 | 27.70 | 20.50
17.70 26,00 | 3152 | 22.35 2040 | 2460 | 23.50 2010 | 26.90 | 19.70
18.64 2530 | 30.79 | 21.61 1870 | 2390 | 22.90 19.30 | 26.00 | 18.80
19.63 24.70 | 30.10 | 20.92 19.10 | 23.30 | 22.30 1860 | 25.20 | 18.10
1963 - 0 7970 | 6750 | 64.98 8560 | 7720 7150 | 103.20 | 84.20 | 81.40
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gata A AT AlAdEE AwnAs A F4GEd AAEA A% FAM FHUYE0|
B FURE U AdgoezA, dA 28 3toA Gneiss, Limestone, Shale®] 3 ¢E

U3t R gL Ed ety B3

1st bulking factorg& &3 YA} #ole FHEl(A, B, C set)oll ©E EHHAZES vl
4 393, 2 Aold WE Gneiss, Limestone, Shale®] 1st bulking factor: 85.90% ~
121.80% M E etk odd Ae 71&d AA JAJdD FABZEHE Fol3 A
I F Qg ﬂ}ﬂ‘ﬂz}——éﬂ Pzt Aol t2y] wid 93] F YAEo #ole
FeHzgt FOgRES e A FYst Aok B A7 4PE A8 F Shale:
e JA=7] 1320mm0]d YA 50% o3-S AR GAeH, AE £HE gstd &
OlE TIE ¢AME Bliﬂ 1st bulking factor7b A 2 FHAY. et FE= el we)
FORLES 24T 9, 71& BN AANEHA FddD FA L] d=d I YEE
&4 AA o A &E Blg—a— .1—\’—46}1°F gt

AR SN RABFEL oA YRl A FYE YA, F 7
A3et Zo] Bl UA &Y ojde] FLEH, ol AE FIFE& FAT
W3 gk getd 99 F4x 849 A AAE T3 RYBIFES
o3 Alg

st bulking factorg A ¥FAFA el H L3 ARG Ao g i
kel FFG Ao BAETW, B AT AYF dataS S FEY + Y& Rez #
EERey

2 d7ddAM BAE $¥d w2 RAYFE 29 gELS ¢ 2L APy 24L §
st FAAHCE ¢4FE ROWUAEL A4 ¥ £ UEF RaFojor & Aol T ¢S
AEe FOYAE A A8, 2 Q7oA A=A N ggdEe ANHY B2
ABZES 18 & & UAEE 4 Wyo] MM oF & Rolt},
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