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A Study on the Estimation and Application of Failure Coefficients of Rock
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Abstract

To estimate pure shear strength, 150 sets of triaxial test data were analyzed. The proportional
coefficient of shear strength(I,) at zerc normal stress was nonlinearly decreased as failure
coefficient m increases, while the internal friction angle ¢, at zero normal stress was nonlinearly
increased. The ratio of shear strength(c/r,} was inversely proportional to the ratio of the internal
friction angles( ¢ /¢ ,}). The shear strength decreased as m increased, while internal friction angle
increased. And uniaxial strength was proportional to ¢, ¢. Regression analysis showed that shear
strength strongly affects m and &, The proportional coefficient of shear strength was nonlinearly

increased with RMR, while the internal friction angle( ¢ ,) was linearly decreased.
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Table.2 The analysis results of triaxial test data for the group A

L4

Rock Site Author @, m ¢, T, e 4 c ¥ ! < N Ref
¢, T
Dolomite Webatuck Brace 171 6.00 444 3958 §.97 29.7 51.02 0.57 067 129 5 34
Dolomite Blair Brace 65 512 414 16.02 0.89 323 1687 091 678 105 7 35
Dolomite Cungju* Lee 235 11.17 550 4150 1.00 451 4872 1.00 082 1.17 4 [6]
Dolomite Dunham Mogi 219 17.49 61.5 31.39 099 492 4166 097 080 1.33 6 173
Limestone Canada Potash Betourn 130 12,70 57.0 21.65 (.97 434 2862 099 076 132 6 19
Limestone Canada Potash Betourn 63 1560 60.0 9.57 099 42.8 14.46 099 071 151 6 16
Limestone Portland Frankli b4 669 463 11.83 058 35.0 12.03 078 076 1.02 33 62
Limestone Portland Frankli 95 7.08 473 2045 070 36.4 21.32 085 077 1.04 29 61
Limestone Soclenhofen Gnirk 277 2.80 29,8 85.08 0.38 34.3 5225 068 115 .61 4 69
Limestone — Hoerino 58 561 44.1 1345 096 30.1 17.21 098 0.68 1.28 6 108
Limestone - Hoskins 236 398 365 64.09 095 269 71.92 056 074 1.12 6 124
Limestone Narnil* Jang 77 10.29 537 1410 097 373 2031 098 069 144 5 (8]
Limestone Namil* Jang 86 1368 58.1 13.81 1.00 41.1 21.24 089% 071 154 5 [8]
Limestione - Stowe 103 9.92 531 19.15 0.77 455 17.77 079 086 083 4 194
Marble Carrara Frankli 94 765 487 1966 0.99 326 2767 088 067 141 12 66
Marble Danby Gnirk 53 2527 66,1 6.40 0.99 3561 20.41 099 059 318 4 70
Marble Tennessee Hoek 132 6.07 446 3033 0599 315 3812 05% 071 126 8 104
Marble Carrara Kovary 105 620 451 23,74 100 321 2957 1.00 071 1.25 7 132
Marble Japan Lee 72 490 405 1797 L.00 289 21.48 099 071 120 4 [5]
Marble Carthage Marble 99 7.53 485 20.86 1.00 288 3358 099 059 1K1 5 71
Marble Daye Quyang 109 7.14 475 2344 086 30.7 3292 087 0.65 1.40 10 176
Marble Georgia Schwart 53 656 46,0 11.78 099 280 16.27 056 061 138 11 182
Average 115 9.08 489 25.27 0.9 355 2879 094 073 133 21
Maximum values 277 25.27 66.1 85.08 1.0 482 71.892 1.00 1.15 3.i%
Minimum values 53 2.80 29.8 6.40 04 269 12.03 0.68 059 0.61
Table.3 The analysis results of triaxial test data for the group B
j
Rock  Site Author ¢, 7, ¥ ¢ e ¥ % —j— N
Sheaorey 58 7.04 473 1253 093 308 16.68 095 065 133 6
Shearey 80 567 433 1899 088 288 2315 094 069 1.2Z2 6
Singh S 26 11.51 &H.5 4.51 0055 363 707 098 065 168 5
Singh 8 29 757 485 6,00 0988 328 835 099 067 1,39 5
: Singh 8 67 1583 602 1007 0.99 464 1376 097 077 137 5
Shale Dongwoun mine Lee 73 1983 231 2506 097 170 2704 099 074 1.08 7
Shale Dongwoun mine Lee 81 6.21 45.0 1841 096 307 24.11 099 0.68 131 7
Shale Dongwoun mine Lee 117 355 344 3298 098 256 3679 0.5% 075 112 6
Shale Dongwoun mine Lee 125 8.89 51.3 2438 09% 37.6 31.89 100 073 131 6
Shale Green river McLarmor 99 4.32 38.1 26.08 099 19.8 4207 1.00 052 161 5
Shale Green river McLamor 112 455 39.2 2888 0.59 208 4620 1.00 053 160 5§
Shale Green river MeLamor 194 7.08 474 4178 1.00 284 6680 1.00 060 160 5
Shale Green river McLamor 221 636 454 49.70 1.00 279 7445 1.00 0.61 150 5
Shale Samcheog* Choi 83 579 437 1950 087 314 2329 083 072 119 7
Shale Samcheog® Choi 131 7.26 47.8 27.99 084 372 3211 093 078 115 &
Shale Samcheog™ Kim 17 421 376 443 098 273 5.04 058 072 114 3
Shale Samcheog* Kim 27 7.07 47.3 592 0.8% 257 991 099 054 168 4
Siltstone Ormonde Hobbs 65 958 5246 1231 095 J98 1493 0% (.76 1.21 5
Slate - Fayed 168 13.63 58.0 27.04 093 478 3131 090 082 1.16 5
Slate Austin McLamor 220 480 40.1 5565 099 225 8546 099 056 154 5
Slate Austin McLamor 242 599 44.3 5593 088 254 8973 099 057 160 5
Slate Martensburg Donrath 58 30.96 68.3 6.33 089 381 2940 0.99 0.56 4.65 5
Slate Martensburg Donath 155 14.22 58.6 2452 0588 378 4664 1.00 064 190 5
Slate Penrhyn Attewel 149 7.84 492 30.64 0.85 335 4251 096 068 139 &
|Slate Penrhyn Attewel 178  B.B2 51.2 3455 085 355 4515 0.97 069 1.41 6
Average 111 8.43 471 2418 096 314 3513 097 0.67 1.53 25
Maximum wvalues 242 3086 68.3 5593 1.00 47.8 8973 1.00 0.82 4.65
Minimum values 17 193 231 443 084 170 504 090 052 1.08
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Table.d The analysis results of triaxial test data for the group C

Rock
| —

Quartzite

Quartzite

Quartzite

Quartzite

Sandsione
Sandstcne
Sandstone
Sandsteone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandatone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandatone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandatone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Bandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandsione
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandatone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone
Sandstone

Site Author v, m ¢, T, Y ¢ c r % -;— N Re
Cheshire Boerecki 48 4331 715 445 099 510 1066 096 071 239 4 38
Galena Mine Chan 201 19.42 629 2748 094 50.1 38.06 096 0.80 1.38 4 47
Lupin Mine Betourn 166 4.28 38,0 4391 1.00 285 4976 1.00 075 1.13 4 27
Mirzapur Singh M 99 19.61 630 13.42 098 51.3 1779 0.99 081 133 5 192
Berea Aldrile 85 8.52 506 1697 058 347 2225 096 069 131 5 2
Berea Aldrite 76 854 50.6 15.01 097 345 1942 095 0468 129 5 3
Nepean Betourn 147 2378 654 1823 100 51,1 2730 099 078 150 4 14
Pniowek Borecki 140 6.00 444 3232 0.87 323 3806 094 073 1.18 11 32
Anna Borecki 118 6.90 46,5 2581 057 321 3428 098 069 1.33 8 33
- Derbysh 74 1233 585 1252 (.89 3849 1834 0.93 069 146 21 63
Lublin Dlugosz 119 11.84 559 2053 099 38.2 2954 097 068 1.44 4 49
DKK Dunikow 23 22,92 64.9 2.83 1.00 39.1 7.87 099 0.60 2.69 4 57
- Everlin 175 7.45 483 36.90 090 346 4187 092 072 113 5 58
Pennant Frankli 212 11.62 556 36.69 097 423 4793 097 0.v6 1.31 29 &7
Darley Dale Frankli 75 1738 614 1095 0897 405 2165 097 066 201 23 65
Zapadnyi Donba Glushko 41 1513 595 6.23 0.83 497 7.28 090 084 117 4 68
5. W.Germany Gowd 65 11.21 55.1 1153 1.00 331 2151 099 060 187 9 72
Rudna Gustkie 74 3154 685 808 099 376 34.02 097 055 421 5 73
Victoria Gustkie 43 35.01 695 4.40 099 381 2220 098 055 505 5 74
- Harelan 93 947 524 17.72 096 35.2 2626 (98 067 148 5 77
- Harelan 151 10.08 534 27.83 094 414 3201 091 078 115 5 75
- Harelan 75 1429 587 11.90 086 37.5 2334 099 064 196 5 76
Furukawa Hoshino 163 15.60 60.0 24.69 099 36.1 5253 098 080 213 5 123
GasfordSummer Hossain 53 713 475 11.35 1.00 31.2 1553 099 066 137 7 125
Vorkuta TInitsk 177 11.21 55.1 31.18 0.88 414 3854 091 0.75 1.24 6 128
Samchoeg™® Kim 81 111 148 31,78 074 129 3163 086 087 1.00 4 [1]
Samchoeg* Kim 53 226 258 17.34 097 185 1904 099 071 110 4 [1]
Samchoeg® Kim 64 288 30,3 10.47 086 226 2088 095 074 107 4 [1]
Samchoeg™* Kim 83  3.41 336 2391 090 250 2568 095 075 1.07 5 [1]
Sarmchoeg* Kim 68 3.49 340 19.22 081 267 19.22 082 078 100 3 [1]
Samchoeg* Kim 59 406 369 1589 091 24.8 1860 096 067 1.17 7 [1]
Samchoeg* Kim 63 5.30 42.0 1526 0.97 286 1879 097 068 1.23 5 [1]
Samchoeg* Kim 35 5.76 436 8.21 097 2908 1029 100 068 1.25 3 [1]
Samchoeg™ Kim 84 6.27 45.2 19.08 096 32.0 2356 0897 071 123 6 [1]
Samchoeg*® Kim 88 690 469 19.24 054 368 2170 096 078 113 3 [1]
Samchoeg™ Kim 85 1857 623 11.83 098 504 1498 0988 081 1.27 3 [1]
Buchberg Kovary 77 12,19 564 13.04 099 36.7 2164 087 065 166 6 130
Buchberg Kaovary 72 13.08 57.4 11.84 0.91 382 1958 094 0.66 1.65 12 131
Kuzbass Kuntysh 103 16.57 60.8 1518 0.99 37.8 33.14 059 062 2,18 6 134
Jastrzebie Kwasnie 110 6.97 47.1 23.84 0.93 335 2895 0584 071 1.21 10 137
Pniowek Kwasnie 111 8.60 50.7 22,06 080 377 24.60 0.88 074 1.12Z B8 136
Pniowek Kwasnie 102 11.54 55.5 17.80 0.94 388 2469 094 070 139 8 135
Japan Lee 42 0.86 11.7 17.36 039 133 1574 089 113 091 4 [4]
Dongwoun mine Lee 183 2299 65.0 23.14 0.8Y 521 3309 1.00 0.80 143 4 [5]
Dongwoun mine Lee 199 30.25 68.0 2203 098 553 33.23 1.00 0381 151 4 [5]
Blue Misra 179 7.37 481 37.87 0.9% 364 4570 099 0796 1.21 6 166
5t. Bees Misra 67 9.14 51.8 13.00 098 346 18.33 0.56 067 1.41 7 163
Darley Dale Misra 46 1241 566 771 100 340 1535 098 460 1.99 11 162
Elland Edge Misra 103 1275 57.1 17.08 099 402 2502 097 071 147 6 165
Horsforth Misra 48 16,74 609 707 100 397 13.15 097 065 1.86 5 164
Ramsbottom Wi Misra 104 1706 +61.2 1511 1.00 43.1 24.83 0988 070 164 5 167
Buckton Misra 149 1769 61.7 1554 099 433 2493 096 0.70 160 5 168
Elland Edge Misra 87 1973 63.1 1176 0.98 454 20.6% 099 072 1.76 7 169
Darley Dale Murrel 78 1758 61.6 11.11 0.99 350 2957 088 057 266 12 175
Singhrauli Ramamur 31 6.41 45.6 6.87 093 344 765 093 075 1.11 6 177
Darley Dale Ramez 112 7795 49.0 2321 096 31.8 3039 095 0.65 1.31 8 178
Vindhyan Rao Q5 2828 67.3 1087 095 57.6 1266 089 086 117 6 181
Vindhyan Rao 82 3949 70.7 798 084 579 1272 085 082 159 6 179
Pottsville Schwart 45 43.01 715 4.22 1,00 43.0 21.43 095 060 5.08 11 183
Kusunda Sheorey 71 9.11 51.7 13.68 096 341 2000 057 066 146 6 186
Mirzapur Singh M 66 12,05 56.2 11.31 099 43.9 1442 099 058 127 5 191
GasfordSummer Vutukur 63 637 455 1416 098 311 17.79 0586 068 1.26 § 197
Bandera Wilhelm 45 14.74 5H.2 700 D99 386 13.03 1.00 065 1.86 5 199
Average 93 1374 531 17.08 094 374 2420 086 071 1.62 63
Maximum values 212 4331 715 43.%1 100 575 5253 1.00 1.13 5.08
Minimum values 23 .86 11.7 293 039 129 7.28 0.88 055 091
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Table,5 The analysis results of triaxial test data for the group D

r7 Rock Site Author A m $, T, r ¢ c r % :ﬂ N Ref
FAndesite Kidd Creek Mi Betourn 241 4.22 377 £3.86 098 269 7444 098 0.7r 117 9 28
Andesite Japan Lee 103 1461 59.0 1608 1.00 447 2231 098 076 1.39 4 [4]
Diabase Frederick Brace 364 24.24 656 44.84 098 41.3 11852 1.00 0.63 2.64 4 36

Diabase Lac St. Jean Betourn 326 1974 631 44.18 098 523 57.23 099 083 130 6 15

Rhyolite Kidd Creek Mi Betourn 118 482 40.2 20.68 096 29.2 33.81 098 072 114 4 31
Average 228 1585 57.0 3370 0.98 41,9 5797 0.99 0.74. 1..62 35
Maximum values 364 24.24 656 44.84 1.00 523 11852 1.00 0.83 2.64
Minimum values 103  4.82 40,2 16.08 086 292 2231 098 063 114

Table.6 The analysis results of triaxial test data for the group E

Rock Site Authr o m §, n ¥ ¢ c ¥ 3, % NR

e =

P kel
P-4

ELEJ

Diorite Beliveau Mine Betourn 146 250 27.7 4641 098 21.7 49.34 099 0.78 1.06
Diorite PierreBeauche Betourn 60 817 499 12.22 097 359 1585 098 0.72 130
Diorite PierreBeauche Betourn 170 12.65 569 2840 054 453 3561 097 080 1.25
Diorite Belmoral Mine Betourn 101 14.58 59.0 15.72 095 47.7 1854 092 081 118
Diorite PierreBeauche Betourn 80 19.93 63.2 1075 1.00 48.4 1595 0.98 077 1.48

]
W

20

LA IR xR N B IS SR 4]
[N*]
w

Granite  Strathcona Mi Betourn 367 916 518 70.84 0.98 428 80.26 098 0.83 1.13 21

Diorite Copper CIliff Betourn 142 38.01 70.3 14.07 099 59,7 19.85 0.99 0385 141 12
Diorite - Broch 274 17.37 61.4 3945 0.97 494 5031 0.94 080 1.28 43
Diorite - Broch 210 2096 63.8 2766 0.97 509 3646 092 080 132 44
Diorite Aridah Dayre 238 20.69 63.7 3153 1.00 46,5 5232 0.98 073 1.66 48
Diorite Northumberlan Frankli 300 12,72 57.0 4980 0.92 462 5975 093 081 120 24 64
Diorite Orikabe Moki 280 11.00 54.8 49.69 098 335 651.76 098 61 185 6 171
Gabbre - Broch 379 15.03 5%4 5840 091 501 6603 089 084 113 5 45
Gabbro - Broch 227 20,74 63.7 30.08 097 507 4046 0.93 080 135 5 46
Gneiss Montauban MinBetourn 64 847 505 12.69 0.87 41.3 1238 0.87 082 098 5 22
Gneias Strathcona Mi Betourn 333 13.92 583 5321 094 495 61.04 055 085 1.15 5 17
Gneias - Broch 195 6.39 455 4395 065 439 3193 071 0896 073 5 40
Gneiss - Broch 198 8.76 51.1 3887 087 403 44,12 091 079 114 5 41
Gneiss - Broch 106 9.42 523 2026 (.94 381 2533 093 073 125 5 42
Gneiss - Broch 222 1623 605 3296 096 481 4167 0893 079 126 5 39
Gneiss Idaho Springs Horino 273 24.06 65.5 33.70 (196 548 4336 095 084 129 6 112
Gneiss Idaho Springs Horino 267 29.70 67.8 29,81 099 569 40.27 096 084 135 6 121
Gneiss Gyounggyi* Lee 136 280 29.8 41.66 098 229 4498 1.00 077 108 3 [7]
Gneiss Gyounggyi* Lee 125 9.74 528 2350 097 404 2938 099 077 125 3 [7]
5
4

Granite  Blue Beach N. Betourn 222 2515 66.0 2684 1.00 533 3839 099 081 1.43 13
Granite  Blackingstone Frankli 228 18.10 62.0 32,15 0.88 492 4274 090 079 1.33 39 60
Granite Westerly Heard 221 2659 666 2597 1.00 40.1 6085 097 060 235 8 79
Granite Tksan* Yang 154 33.13 690 1632 0989 57.8 2299 098 084 141 4 (3]
Granite  Whangdeung* Yang 186 3694 701 1870 (.99 593 2664 099 085 1.42 4 [3]
Granite Gotherd Kovary 163 14,90 593 2529 099 422 4061 098 071 161 6 133
Granite Whangdeung®* Lee 173 26.38 66.5 2043 095 523 3225 099 079 158 4 [7]
Granite Whangdeung* Lee 165 27.50 67.0 1914 099 533 2883 098 08¢ 151 4 [7]
Granite Iksan* Lee 149 32,77 689 1585 1.00 57.5 2243 099 084 142 4 [4]
Granite Mannari Mogi 306 13.12 575 5028 098 369 9194 0.98 064 183 6 172
Granite  Waesterly Mogi 338 21.81 643 4371 1.00 405 9874 096 063 2.26 10 174
Average 206 17498 587 31.73 096 459 4324 0485 078 1.38 35
Maximum values 379 38.01 703 70.84 1.060 557 9874 1.00 096 235
Minimum values 60 250 27.7 1075 065 21.7 1238 071 060 073
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g.= —102.69+3.487¢+3.215 ¢ (¥=0.78) (22)
.= —163.13+5.2547,+3.215 ¢ (¥ =0.91) (23)
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Table.7 Influence diagnostics with coefficients of regression
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Table.8 Coefficients of regression with RMR and internal friction angle( ¢ ,)

$,=a—b - RMR

Group Undisturbed Disturbed

a b Y a b ¥

A 74.54 0.26 0.99 65.23 0.18 0.99

B 77.16 0.23 0.99 69.15 0.15 0.99

C 79.57 .19 0.99 72.89 0.13 0.99

D 80.22 0.18 0.99 730 ¢.12 0.99

E 81.96 0.15 .99 76.57 Q.10 0.99

Table.9 Influence diagnostics with coefficients of regression
Disturbed Undisturbed
Eq.{26} Eq.(27) Eq.{28) Eq.(29)
B SE t B SE t B SE t 8 SE t

Vo 65.22 65.40 10.1% 0.008% | 0.0169 0.59 70.07 6.73 10.41 0.0134| 0.0184 0,728
m 0.59 0.39 1.52 -0.0024 | 0.001C -2.40 030 0.34 0.38 -0.0015| 0.000% -1.60
$ -17.15 6.30 -2.72 0.1929 | 0.0166 5.60 -18.73] 5.53 -3.38 0.1794| 0.0152 11.80

TR TS e3E 113



s Mk el YAobde) R HgA o
Hel gaddted Yot d o
QA= sgtel m3t Bl o] & 7oz BAE
At B3] s 2k FEE L] FZ7lel o o
o] E Aoz dehtm, oldd] JRASx
093, 0.922 ¢ e AL ARdEAs
o =3 EAAALE @R

ojAte] Hztz ¥E] ghute A Mohr-Coulomb
o FAz=AAE A4 AL JHAnz &
gke] At e} WRelAdzE i |
&7} 9l=d 47tz RMRe) whal v
A¥YHor Frtsht oz RMRe
ot AdA oz uHA R Fle) 208 2
27} glt}. o= Mohr-Coulomb®] ¥} x3hi
o] AAe]7] dRe A 2AAE HAETH
o2] =7\ A gle] YA FE 2AAYL, 1,
§ 7= 09) T7\o) Wt s zerdo) vl
o8 W3 Hoek-Brown?| ul3j x4 $2i
Bl HE3 ghel7} W Aoz wdyld of
2ol [UANES] A A Hoju} AP 8] A o)
Al sk AR =g el ol & A5l
ojghed o} <t Ee WHE F 4 Svx
PR

6.4 E

1507] &g AdAzaiy A9zdd

i A#RBAFE BB AHe G54 F

.

1} AAdskell Az sbMe) wyepdze =
BzAA S me) F7be) aie gy He
2 Z7haldd et A= vlE A
S(L)e vAddA ez gasign

2) ¥4 A AZF AdSe mPe 4T
9.082 Hoek-Browno] A|A|& FEo 5
& gtoevt vwA g2 Ga R
Felglx. Aoz HA9 spole
& eulolA s0e7EA T Esth Aeha
o

3) M WRoiRA(¢)2 o=0d 9

114 #E144% BH4RR - 19084¢ 81

WRelbEZ (4 ,)R e Hd 0.67~0.784)
Arz #4975 0} ADRE(c)=
=PRI E(r el Ak 1.33--1.62u)
Ax A H7EAS HRebEze v
Ho] Z71l wle} HAA =] wlES
haste Aoz Jepgon £ W A}
ol Mh|H @A 2 EA =<

4) AAste] A&alae) HE o3 H AN
A HAzAAL mE AR =e} €
v GA g, W3epats Al aAE
et s, @4 %74 Mohr-
Coulomb®] 3} 27 A 49} ko] Abatzh
AL Jepisld A" HAAS B
Aoal B 2AASF meS JRolFte],
dEgSters A= F2 g
T2 ¥H =5

5) Hoek-Brown2] =327 A|4E o] 83}
o AAgt £eAzrse] bjE A (L)
T RMRe| we} vy ez Zrislhe
ez EMEGov; WRupEzH(§)
Aoz Rashs Fdgelda, oF
AN A FAIAASA A3
EMeliA M9 e ADTF ()9
Fuldzte mEg s7t o & i
gl Aoz e,

]

i

HD
ok

A F(1973), “"RRA st e} Eeja Al

#at Qd:'r_“l :Hﬂd-%}-/ﬂ-if'j’]]' 1'“10:\"1. 1“11.
pp. 10-~20.

YA (1992), "F F29H49] S aAAS

A7, PFAYFYIA, A209, A5, pp.
91~102,

ok AlL AP §H(1096), “HRAMAIE| 7] 8 A 2R

FHAAE A% Bk 9 Age)
g A" gFYhFeHA, A6 A1 pp.
69 ~74,

. o] Al (1975), “AlEqlEslela] 9tAe] zLu)

g ze] wslsl ) EMle] Tl HF
Fargpelx], A1249, A1E, pp. 1528



o)A (1976), "Rl fodgke] AR
e Aot w3 ofMe) iy A
of WA 7| A, AP, A134,
A 2X, pp. 75~83.

. o #} (1993}, "k datAs) e gl oAy
Agel 2ELEA FE A7, A=
., A-go 3, 196p.

. 0] 34 (1995), "] w2 37ksk wWe
obe] oghx 2Bl B dF", HAatg
#=1, AM-ehEaw, 136p.

. A&, oF3A(1989). “"Hoek-Brown#| 7=}
FAE o] 48 B oiube] WA AT #
A3, $FAYFEHI =], A2wed ATE pp.
414422,

10.

11.

12.

- HH, o)Al AAF(1976), “AHA T HA

Fe) s EmAe] B AT, A BFUHHA,
A134, A1, pp. 48~53.
Balmer, G.(1952), “"A General Analytical
Solution for Mohr' s envelope”, Proc. Am. Soc.
for Testing Materials, Vol. 52, pp. 1260~
1271.
Hoek, E., and Brown, E. T.{1988), "The
Hoek-Brown failure criterion-a 1988 update’,
15th Can. Roeck Mech.
University of Toronto, pp. 31~ 38.
Sheorey. P.R.(1997), Empirical Rock Failure
Criteria, Balkema, Netherlands, 175p.
(A<=} 1998. 3. 16)

Proc. Symp.,

BEBRTREE 115



