AT EE A AlR3E 8 20079 8Y pp. 77 ~ 85

FAXR HES nluiMUdE EIIE flet
CPT A% oA X HIt

Analysis and Evaluation of CPT Cone Factor
for Undrained Shear Strength Estimation of Pusan Clay
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Abstract

In order to estimate undrained shear strength and evaluate cone factors, various in-situ and laboratory test results
at new harbor construction area near Pusan were analyzed. To evaluate Nk values and equation applicable in Korea,
measured and theoretical cone factors were compared based on. the test results. For comparison, various analytical
solutions were adopted and used. Adopted methods include cavity expansion solutions of Baligh (1975) and Yu (1993)
and steady state solutions of Teh and Houlsby (1991) and Yu et al. (2000). According to the result of comparison,

cavity expansion solutions were found to be reasonable for the CPTu-based undrained shear strength evaluation.

Qojt ATE EUR % o249l ALt WS
AApol 74 Ae o) 2AL MRS Stk B ATolH AFSE 0242 Baligh(1975)2} Yu(1993)e] F%
8% o] 23} Teh and Houlsby(1991)9} Yu 5(2000)9) 4] Ale| Aol AHSE Ao, 25 3 sjago] @%

lo

i

1. M2 53T Bt S4S 2ol itk HEA F9 vl
HI=E SH| ffeiMe YHHo R vaE A&

2] HEA Ao EAOM 7 Fa% £ 7t AHE ST AFASATY dEAHARY 0 22
A At B4R = vl A=} Y #2444 A Aol A E Y 22 ANA FRAY
2t & 4 Qirk o] F vl dYdEE 58 oY % 0] o182 & Utk AUAIESY - ARAfFH e
N F7 5 T AR 2A3) 93k EA =, & AFET NAE R W2 GRS UIAA He A
U Aol O FH-S HIetE AkE o] 48] E7) HE A Arade ee S8k o] dut

1 AAhety. EEF8y AA1a3A (Graduate Student, Dept. of Civil Engrg., Yonsei Univ.)
2 ((FEJTECH ©]A} (Director of Geotechnical Design Division, EITECH Co., Ltd.)
3 J39, dMdgetn B538¥ $uF (Member, Associate Prof., Dept. of Civil Engrg., Yonsei Univ., junlee@yonsei.ackr, 414 %H

* 2 el ozt Eog date 39 2008'd 24 299744 T WE-E SR BUFAY] wigych AR HE W& @ =EH Azt v

SN HEL HI-ASHZIE IS 21 CPT A5 ol & ot 77



4
=
Ol
—_
vl
)
)
)
=
rT
okt
r
)
119
L

&(Cone penetrate
test : CPT) A% 4Pl 9 WA} 7hasha Autase
4 gzlo] B AR

5 B3], 2434qre) 370|715t o 22A
#(Piezocone test : CPTu)2 HEA x|wie] EAjmlalo]
Wl EHHoIT). CPTuRTHE ol g3t HEAlgte] Hly|
SADANE 5,0 AL thefsl v o] AjetE|gl ot
B4 OFT 248 4 WSS sol gk
A% NEE 2 REThAI 1349t WA mhe
S o] SR EA% N ol el Hhtle] 4
alutA o)zl & 4= i Meyerhof, 1961; Vesic, 1972;
Baligh, 1975; Teh and Houlsby, 1991; Yu and Mitchell,
1998). ZA|52] H71E a4l tlekst o]27 rdo]
Agkslol ghool, At BESL FHAAEF A
275t WH(Bearing capacity analysis), 55243} 4]
(Cavity expansion analysis), HEE7 2840 273t A
APAYef 8l 4(Steady state analysis), 12|31 G-3FQ AHI F

SHRIE T} Zhe 423 4)(Numerical analysis)(Meyerhof,
1961; Vesic, 1972; Baligh, 1985; Yu and Mitchell, 1998)
Sol a7bx] W 24 FRE S 9ok

A YEE olZAe JuAE AN e

W 2A0) Zol7h 27 tekib, ZIHHORM %

e
o2

,d
it

0

A5Gl 2] 2% GA AFRANG)S A B %
Hol og 7ixjo)n vHu&ATYEE AEsts uHA
oA Blm A RS G371 Y RS £
ShL Gk el AT ket 2w AL Fo
54 5 AgetA] wdsh] ol e, Eat AR
P B3] AP E AT W2 R 22EHA
ote 2dgel d AN Fole 52 ek
nt

2 5, 2003) 0|2k 22 AlFtES FEI] sl

chFst oA AlE=S ATt
2 =2olAte AAHEAENA S E Al Al

Ante Edi2 Tkt ol 23] HEEe] 24e ¥
ol AR MBS TiCh o 919 X ¢
FolAe RO HEAHQ AFHEF RAL xoje)
HESS AASIAL, i Aol +FE 2% A
ANSL BT 24T 29E EdE CPTudY
of 248 vpHSUBAEE B9 2ASE AR
A s, 2 790l QlolAl olEshet vlm-aist At

2.1 0|25}

CPTu®| ZAA| qof 23t 3} HEQ e
e 5= o2t Zo} AolE 4= 9t Lunne 5, 1985).

5= (M)
o714, s=Hlule DA E; q=F-5HAE S ARG 5
A =gl whE CPTu A 3HA]; ov= AlHH(Cone
tip) YxelA Y] A A3, Ne=T ol 2T Aot A
(D& Hulg 2o W& W7 upgzh 0=09! 3%,
o AAY FAeRRE A fE Utk P
YAEHE 78IRS A AR wulia e
A N AR EH Alg= Neof|l AAgohs o8 158 4
Utk &2 7|Z2o)A New AlRbE vhel Zrol(Terzaghi,
1943) 5.7 %9) 7t Uehln, 22 7]Z A= Ne=9
7} B-8-x]o] gktiMeyerhof, 1951). @52 A7
2o BTG FABIE NeZhe SUHA 92 A1E
3l dlolls FE7F 9o, Nagkell tieh o3 Ao
A ditde g ot 2 99 Neglo]l EAEZ
oA AT ITHYu and Mitchell, 1998; Su and
Liao, 2002).

ool A ¥ SRk Aol olat whH(Bearing
capacity analysis)2]ol| = Nugtel 542 Y3l XF7HA]
chaket Wl Bol AlkElo} gk oi7lols BERA
(Cavity expansion analysis), 7 ZA}Fel| 3] %l(Steady state
analysis), 18|31 4=X|3]4d & qH(Numerical analysis)
So] wgrar, HEHl 3ok Aol gt
2 AR FAIN A7 SEE] gEo] the Hus
ofl w3 4ol skl Lt AAREAA
3P oR WolBold 4 Slck AIX|Y sj4o

R JIJ

) J{>m

_\Qrﬂ



ol A= AHE o] ¥5% BAAE
2 F419) Neghol) ol 740} gAAS
NeGlE 2T £ 9 7129 9T Aslel H2H 3
AR Aol oFt WS Fal ol Nugh i
B ool NAES] ¥HE Rol= Aoz Yehial Qit
(Meyerhof, 1961; Houlsby and Wroth, 1982; Koumoto
and Kaku, 1982). Yu and Mitchell(1998)]] 2]af 2] 2%
uho} o), AR FA) O3 NuBte T 2 2
B8t 7isteta B0t 7] xete Ho] dEde

E#oPXl o*or :LM A 2158 4 azcr.

Johnson, 1974; Baligh, 1975, 1985; Teh and Houlsby,
1991; Salgado 5, 1997; Yu 5, 2000). 3-5&3to| &3}
Al o3t AN Neol AL bt 2
o] Urepd 4 glck

Nm=a+b-ln£ 3]
A7V, a, b="dWAE; G=AGRA G se=HEle
drdzoltk Zh ol whE a9} bo] EAHS G F
13} Zo} AehgAlS G v de3E 5.9 H
(Gls)e 8 2AIM HYAFR AFH7= S
A Q)M He H}ﬂ 20), Nugh2 A4 a2t bikol

2 7o) HEESE Holtel 25T 4 Ak

Oy 12 44 l—roﬂ U-E Ngh®] #3lsolE vet
W Sick 1 10) AR Ngke) o) 2ol BEA
o)Zo] W Vesic(1972), Baligh(1975)9} Yu(1993)¢]
Wal At dEs) A el sidslhs Baligh(1975)9}
Teh and Houlsby(1991)2] #lHo] ARL-E]|ich =3 v
S 98 AR B4 B2 e oJg BAH Nzt
W9lE @7 =ASHCh 18 1014 & 4 9ol A1)

E 1. 0|2AY ME

o A4 e HAt a b

Vesic(1972) 3.90 1.33

SSEEN Baligh(1975) 12.0 1.00
Yu(1993) 9.23 1.16

Baligh(1985) 1.51 2.00

= AENSA | Teh and Houlsby(1991) 1.25 1.84
Yu S(2000) variable | 2.00

SAHR)

o 24 e Aeld WHH FEAFo] e Nt
o FAE 38 1004 Uit 2 oA AR

o2 Uz sl ol 2E lal o @ v
2 FolR7] fiizo] o= = A==
N S T
), 7 Hhgloll T2 NugbS At Aolg vehiin 9
=n=lies # Ak A HY Nudhe 24l Vesic(1972)
B 9]0] Nzt 2.9) Baligh(1975)9P8.8 %
03 BEYAA) Wae] mEL, A% of
g} MetA o g 9-104 =9 Aol7h UeH, yrA|
Baligh(1975), Teh and Houlsby(1991), Yu(1993)9] €3t
AT 27e} 23 89 Aolo]l Nugtol ZAjgich. of

|
mo ruhL Y,

d
%

S} Zre A= 7 S 0|24 JB4E Yehie
® BB A A v ARYEY 2L 9)
A B BN ARHL TP Y32 o

Halof| e Jdxls

Ol H12}

8|

1% 53, Yree ol
o Wt Nugho] S7}8Hs &
BAAFE AT A, Nedhe A
12 oz Qe 7R A
B 2] 2 gl TR e AAE
1927) el 4708 AT 4 A

50 MelEloloRy Fad BAUYOR 17
AR A A sl

)

O

éll‘—é_nﬂ

30 pe @

S rr fr ol

o
)

tRodo it 2§
1:01' _l>.
O,
_\',L

20
////;ﬂ”’—
15 7 =g =TT —
-~ | e =="""
d e po=m=ETT
/ /,::::—/____..--
z 10 .o/;/k
7.7 = = = =Vesic (1972)
o/ ; Baligh (1975)
5 1. ! - Baligh (1985)
! ------—- Teh & Houlsby (1991)
. -~ —=Yu(1993)
s Bearing capacity sol.
0
0 100 200 300 400 500 600

Gis

u

T2 1. ZERIG/s)2 E4E BEHE CIYB Nedtel Hln

o FES dili+=MEZT BOE A8 CPT 22X+ o8 & 8t 79



G/sy

0 100 200 300 400 500
¢' (MPa)

I8 2. QEANSC| WA TE YYKIe| S

detdAlG G AbAfolet & 4= Qlt). Marika -5(2005)2]
ANAEE HAEEZ Y o](Resedimented Boston Blue

23 Aol o5k, JAEA A 2
7] A E e 22 BAE 7HRIth

B, =273 2.0,/ (MPa) 3)

A7 A, e=2tTul; o, =5

shel A G

gemz 4 39 7z =

o) BAE EASY 1 29} 2t}
25

ool, FasA o

P‘L‘
2
Jo

22.849] ZHS Ro|x|u, G&
= Zot MR 667 T4

o] IOOMPa—7}0}
A543 16.179) 2t Leh

g pAlgeo] 2718t 270 AR

1

u% 3[)4
i‘:to
fo
L
ﬂj
4o 9

grxgYo] ZAALE B
1

oF 4 qlek 19 2914 Ueht
H

g
y
]
p
K

N
N
>.
;
N
X
o]

L
N

o
Q

Nt EZF zolof
%@14 2717k Ae
st 7 A9
232 947 2Hesh)

_?L
g gt
ooy

o,

x

9

f

223

—Or‘L

N

£

Hu

%3
b2
1o
1
rlo
A
=
i)
I
s 4>
oo 4
i

i o oo 2B 8o
3 &

o rﬂg B R L 2
o
>
_>4’I_"
N
Z
BN
o
i)
o
2

b
e
2
i)
N
=
2
o

3. LAREE S ARA D

2 Aoz T AFAESNA AL 482 9
3 o283 BB SAHA B ABL B WL
A% Nughah A8 ol 4] Jsh AR Nugh Ato]
of HMEAS FHSFIA Feh B AT AL BAR
o Ngret AAFAES 918 SAE B 2 A AR
ATE AESHEHE A 1999), B

60 —T L E— T

9
= 50t OOo
A o
+ 40
£
e 30 %
—f
2l ]
7 o
-
FRU L
m 0 'l A
0 20 40 60 80 100
Liquid Limit, LL (% )

O3 3. AIE KiHke| ol AlE

N RS T F02 Uk 4 glon], ARSe 1
EHe AWABOR, SRES DU oikEoR B 4
Qlth AMRZL2. Zlo] 30-35mA LA BXE o} 9o
52 4EW YE AR THE] YTk AHEZo] 3
2 ofdfo) EAfstm o mz HA ANk ghy za)
A 452 5 glon, AR AFoA s et 7|
3 Rio] ¥RAOE gfe BT RAHN 2AEA
5o] o YiFol Hubdoz e

29 32 Al A3 9 Qolil ohefbl A8
AT Yehha gk hrie] e e
o ek No 20034 S0 53 S, BoL5
oz} CH CL2 ¥R 4 9 2oz eiith A

AES S 3 1909 A3 B DA v
wek 27} AR 00, FAlo] 1105)9] BRH|LA
S(FVT: field vane test)} 18712 mjofj=2 A& (CPTu)
52] YANAM AAIE T vl AR 2] A
Foll= NX-gtl 2] 217 3914 vk FH 7} ARREgl e
o, A E vlugt A2E o83ty 7|2 4 AlE, &
2 /\]5‘ H]OJE” H]HH/\ AEUSARATX-UVO)T 4=
= S EJRE ohekst AW Aol s

EE

i
i

o] Zt AjFF

i

5N

L

(s}

i’.

E

2

u

i

>

fu

ju

52 ol
ol
e

_{
=
. 1o
ofji
o
i)
ofN
ot
flo
=
El
o oo 9

©
1=
3
o=
ﬁﬂl

= r.\{j
z
rlr

o o
o
[ »—-a
ox
K
ut
!

}‘i -
1o
D)
rt\‘.
0¢
=

N
S

o
A
oX,
i

O‘IO_I
3
i
i

i

e

9

)

ol

N

qQ

© E i
N,
2
Eis

K

i
ol o
v_%
>

f

ghofr o
)
l{
rﬂ, J
_l_z
lo
_U:.
_%
-I>
ril
ol
H oo
&
-
e
ox
e}



e BAHEIJAIZEEVT), BYgD vl 55404
(TX-UU), dELASFAIFUCO)S 237t ARZ-H AT
I3 5% FVT, TX-UUSQ} UCCollA] Qdojzl Zlod ulul
SR E sk EXE YeRY AL ek FVT, TX-UU
o} UCColA folX vluf=HRt = s,3t2 Zol7t &
7Vl whet S7teke AR H]lt) o= @9 ARk
o] A el —‘:'ra%% S HoEtu 3 4= Qiok E
3tz A3 o) AR gho) FVTE 0.8497, TX-UU
= 06797, 18|11 UCC= 0.80412, FVTe] ZAA 9
ol & Aoz yehta ok

a9 62 FHolo| i @AY CPTud & Ue
WL Stk 3" 6olM = & 4= Ql=ol, Zolof mhet A
GAF qbE APF o2 FT8EL qlo] 1 5949
Ao} op7iR| &, @A) ARHE7F AFdAdE Y

! !
w,LL PL(%) v, (kNm?) €, o', o' (kPa)
0 20 40 60 80 10012 14 16 18 20 05 10 15 20 25 0 100 200 300 400

10
—_
g
=
= 15
=
=3
)
a
20 |7
. x LL
25 &
. o Wn
:oPL
30 —

38 4. N X2 Hojof wE EYi| X

su (kPa)
0 20 40 60 80
0
° e FVT
s ° TX-UU o0 TX-UU
(R?=0.6797) x UcC
[ ]
10
E FVT
~ X XK (R?=0.8497)
£ 15 | w3
=3 x
%4
-/
20
ucc
Rz =0.8041
25 ( ) y
30

8 5. Al Yol o HIsSETYEo] Z0[E B

& o5 Ak
4, FH2L| H|

4.1 HTAIRFER 2ofst A

@Axro] vl AT T soghS AFgst7] f18f FVT,
TX-UUSL UCCE o]8-3t thafst Al o] =a=|gl o,
£ dFoflAE o5 AEETE ol 2Ae] HEt &
e BAstaAt giot o] & Hlsl 2 AlE ZatelA] &
o2l Hlujr AT e s, gkt CPTu7331}0ﬂ aAZ 3o
Nagh& APl on olo] Basdh 188 o, HolE

AHE Bl ARERE dojzl T FFF 4,0l 7]
Z8ko] APt

19 72 FVT, TX-UUS UCCE E3] ZAF vlufjs:
A= sgh o 25 E ALt Nughe] Zold
7 AP SEEE 4G HoFT 9tk AI7EA] Al
A} NoghZ 24 504 2o 359] H9E 7HA 3L Ydek
2= FVT, TX-UU, UCCE 3 239 v|uj4gt
Fe s Lo 2R E AL Nugte] B, 6gh S04
EEEAE YRR glow, & 204 Bz 8o} 2+
ASof o5t Nighel Bzt FEHEA7F FVTA 7}

d

Hd

oN

R

q, (MPa) f, (kPa) R (%) u(kPa)
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 10 2 30 40 0 2 4 6 § 0 500 1000
0

Depth (m)

™
>

25

J8 6. Al Rlgke) SAASHZER

2 A UHE NEEREIMY 54

5 R Nt pvr Nituce Nig, >x-wu
27 14.469 15.353 20.111
LIRS 13.139 11.981 17.647
sk 13.736 15.244 18.389
BZFHA 3.2650 4.8718 7.6749

A FE Hi=EHAE "HIIE I8 CPT A%

81

%
x
He
0g!
N



0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
0 : . . 0.18
L ]
0.16
5 .
0.14
10 502
E 2 o0l
£ 15 =
2 £ 0.08
= 2
20 ° 0.06
[-™
0.04
25
I 0.02
30 0
Nkl Nh
0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
0 — : 0.18 ‘
L x5 ! —UCC
x X x ; 0.16 | ‘
5 r X x)s$< ! !
xx x x 0.14 ‘
x  xx X , ‘
1 ; = 0.2 | :
A 0 x o X : '8 0 :
E X xx x ; 2 o1
f 15 - X X xx i ‘E
g- >8°8< : 5 0.08
20 | X K 2 0.06
! -5
‘ 0.04
25 x X
x Ucc 0.02
30 0
Nkl
0 10 20 30 40
0 P , 0.18
° ° oq’o Lo 0.16
5 [«] o L
000 1o 0.14
@ o °
10 002 o | 5012
E @ ° o 2 ol
= 15 o °o o *;:'
& 0%° ! £ 0.08
= ) o g ! =
20 : © 0.06 |
. -
' 0.04
25 ° 1
: 0.02
o TX-UU
30 0
J8 7. 2 NS SYE Ndtel 2018 £
A 2 TX-UUA 71 24 UepdS o = drh 4.2 HEAHELE S8 Tl = EA 2L 0|20 2
- s BHIAO
3, 7 BE NGEE 27 Jeia glol, 2 2 2=l vl
Ao AL Al vl dRd e FrHE Qg AR
Bpo) W2 eyl RS oulsl gk AP ATERE SHE No@td} o| 23l E S A4t

82 EBRALSEF=2E MH232 M8z



E Nughe] vl aEA-S 9)3) Baligh(1975)2} Yu(1993)2]
3% 24§32} Teh and Houlsby(1991)9F Yu S42000)
o) Aesl ol olgt o] Afel=E it R o]
EA4159 o5, o]24< NughS AlAtst=d Zast 74
4 A4 Glsugt2 T3t o] UCCETE 53l 2HH

G/S“ N
™
0 20 40 60 80 0 5 10 15 20 25
0
0 %] i@
oo © uxo‘ +# o®
] #+ O
5 e e 0’51 [ )
o %o 00K +4
S R
10 3 o® .
RN oo HE
g e o . sonex  HHAD
£ 15 .u. .4%03‘{0
2 (3 [ ]
2 R i %
{{
25 o Baligh (1975)
. ' x Teh & Houlsby (1991)
+ Yu (1993)
e Yu et al. (2000}
30
18! 8. ZHRI(G/s))2} O[2Al0f 2faH AL Neatel 200l e

—-—
X

Baligh (1975)
40
X
2 30 ’;2(
4
°
2 2
5
7]
P
s o FVT
10 x TX-UU
* +ucc
b 3
0
0 10 20 30 40
Calculated N,,
Yu (1993)
40
X
g 30 >f<
z
k-]
2 2
=
]
g o FVT
10 x TX-UU
+ +uUcc
¥
0
0 10 20 30 40

Calculated N,

33 9. AM 28 Ngix

Measured N

Measured N

o*ur. UCColA w4 2
£ ohew Zo] uekd 4 9tk

ol71A, G=HB AL Bxo=50% Z=o] 49 A
% v=elEi RG] MY Tolgul=0.5)0Ith Exghe
UCCAA BojAE Se89E Ruo2re 72 4
lomR, Gik B8 4 B B3 2% 5 Atk o]
A FoR AFEALS Gaith 17 SoIA] LeRd B
SHBYE s, HERE XSS HEstgon,

£ 1o vhehd AT o, bt B8 2 el it
Nughe A4stict

29 82 29 Sel A UEhR ulMisERE 5,2k
4 @elA 2ofd Gt ol8stel Akkd Gisgkat 2

o|ZAl 0 2 BE ALME Nuglel Zlolo| w2 F28 &
I3 % 18 Sol wtel @A ol
Glsuit2 & 380]519] gt vEhdES & & ok
Teh and Houlsby(1991)sa} Yu 5(2000)2] HAFAFe) 3]

ol
ﬁ

Teh & Houlsby (1991)

8
x
*

[
(=3

o FVT
x TX-UU
¥ +UCC

e
o

+

0 10 20 30 40
Calculated N,,

Yu et al. (2000)

w
=]
X
X
x

[he]
(=]

° o FVT
’ x TX-UU
+UCC

o
o

0 10 20 30 40
Calculated N,

SYE Nete! Yol e 22

SANS BES HibiME2E BIIE 218 CPT 2H%= oA 2 It 83

=



< 53l AAFE Negt2 2-89] S Yellz glom,
Baligh(1975)2} Yu(1993)¢] 3583 o|2& 53| A4t
H NghZ 11-169] YIS vehar glek 29 79
it S Nzt vl s of, &% AES 53 o
O] & Ngh2 22 10-20 = 9] M2jo) B3}
of, 3F&ol 2ol SHE Nughel 7H 243 23
Hojxy Q3 & 4= ok
I8 9= T8 Al=ol el 2 HEEE AL Ne
23 FVT, TX-UUS UCCoA £ 8 Ngltel £XE8
UERHAL itk o)F Abo]&] Z}o] o] -2 Baligh(1975)
= 4.413, Teh and Yu(1993)%= 5.652, Houlsby(1991)=
10.853 121 Yu 5(2000)< 11.7582 Z+z+ A= 9t
olF Fofl BT 5= Glx0l, FTEHHOIES Bl At
H Neglo] B34S B3l Al NegtRoh £
LS HojFn|, FFeo|& Folx = Baligh(1975)
< o-&3 AL Yu(1993)E AR A3t Hot S4%
Nigtite] Zpo|7} At
olet 22 A= Baligh(1975)] 23 35&7 0|2
37t | AFHES Ol ¥R At o] BUS U
Bl jlen, ol AR 4o
o AT AQle FABtojof gtk oA AFE uiet
2ol HaetdAo A4 g2 EAAE xgst
o glen, 1 gF B3 AR ke
_/,:

£ Nuthe) o|Edf= getd

w -
N
O
N

o
o

5848

2 o= T i FQ dF HE X]H}Olﬂ
B 4 G B ele] dorHESo] faA Hl
ST 5,2 AAsted] st Neghs AHs7) HBH

AR A B A7ATe ol 24| 7] 25t
i ARkl A 4 E Ngholl thote] Hlw I HEE
3%t o5 913l Baligh(1975)9F Yu(1993)9] -5
2H2k o)23} Teh and Houlsby(1991)2F Yu £(2000)9]
A A SiAHS v o] o8 HAstHon, 7
o|2A o2 RY A EE Nt 8% 9 APZEIE
2E A S NGEE VI 2 2EE olE S

) e ARe tew o

flo n

() & 75 A8 A" F4E A9 doF HES
A AAEE FVT, UCCS}F TX-UUSA Z4E Nzt
B2 27t 14469, 15353, 181 20.1112 Vet

84 BI=RXLIES|=28 H23A M8=

o, FFHA= 3.2650, 4.8718, T1E]IL 7.67492

ebstth

Q) BT EE dRtd e g At TR-EAA
AY AHEEL Qlo), SR wet g2 2
Aol A Ag-E vl TS7 == FVTY) o3 2
I7E AR ol 7H ek 3 240
O3t 7t AE W ¥ Nughe] BEZOAMZ FVTo
o)gt Aarp #E HWAMgLo] 7HE Akt

() ZHAF Glsgke B3l 2A¢ Nufhe 3t &
Aol 1o} AF7A W o]@Al50] A=,
Z}zro] whof| whet =& == Nugtolls B2 Ao
7h EQE 4= 9o, 7“4;(]-:— G/suk 3t T
kol A Zlolof) whE RAE-SHO Wt wet &
2 4= Qo

4 AEASE AAshe H$ UCCAT o ©E Esogt
of 7|23 HARJALE 7|E0R sjgoy, &
AE Negtate] vlimox Fegol2e AMS
o|240] SAE Nugboll 7F T3 NwghS AlAl

FE ol2AYE ¢ & AN 2L ol

= A4 Glsugl A7l AR WHo] UCC

R|gtodof sh, A W o] e 7 - Al

oje} 7} o] 24 Ao Apo| w3t Aol

wEh

X

o}

A

il
=

ol

iel

nLoox o
*]
T

ZAel 2

2 ATe AdugE 2320059 % A gEAS o
TR AR Bk ol BT SEI|e70) A2 53
glen, olo FHA=HYcrh

AOEH

1 A9A, oldy], 271%, AL (2006), “dAAIAIH 25t
A e vju %1%7&5’ 2006 PRS- TR EE, §
FAINEEE], pp.1016-1023.

2. Hl—_g_ _’Llal/g o])\]-ol (2003), ¢ ﬁ]°ﬂ_1_ = /\]84 L. o]%?ﬂ- Z%/HE
9 HlHH? e F, eFA RS2 F, 19(6), pp.169-179.

3. RS “~r47é (1999), FAMIFREI AAAARTA -
S A REZAR, RS kA,

4. A, ol dA, AF7], HBE (2001), “Ful FHYE A¥te] 7
NZZAG, g7 Y E=FF, 17(6), pp.15-24.

5. Baligh, M. M. (1975), “Theory of deep static cone penetration
resistance”, Rep. No.R75-56, Dept. of Civ. and Envir. Eng,
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, Mass.

6. Baligh, M. M. (1985), “Strain path method”, J. Soil Mech. and

o[-_]



12.

13.

Found. Div., ASCE, 111(9), pp.1108-1136.

. Houlsby, G. T. and Wroth, C. P. (1982), “Determination of

undrained strength by cone penetration tests”, Proc., 2™ Eur. Symp.
on Penetration Testing, Vol.2, pp.585-590.

. Koumoto, T. and Kaku, K. (1982), “Three dimensional analysis of

static corte penetration into clay”, Proc., 2 Eur. Symp. on Penetration
Testing, Vol.2, pp.635-640.

. Ladanyi, B. and Johnson, G. H. (1974), “Behavior of circular

footings and plate anchors embedded in permafrost”, Can. Geotech.
J., pp. 531-553.

. Luune, T., Christoffersen, H. P. and Tjelta, T. 1. (1985),

“Engineering use of Piezocone Data in North Sea Clays”,
Proceedings of 11th International Conference on Soil Mechanics
and Foundation Engineering, Sanfrancisco, Vol.2, pp.907-912.

. Marika, S., John, T. G.,, and Charles, C. L. H. (2005), “Factors

affecting the initial stiffness of cohesive soils”, J. Geotech. and
Geoenv. Eng., ASCE, 131(4), pp.430-441.

Meyerhof, G. (1951), “The ultimate bearing capacity of foundations”,
Geotechnigue, 2(4), pp.301-331.

Meyerhof, E. (1961), “The ultimate bearing capacity of wedge-shaped
foundations”, Proceedings of 5" Int. Conf on Soil Mech. and

SaNS HEQ Hlth+=dE2 T EOt

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21

Found. Eng., Vol.2, pp.105-109.

Salgado, R., Mitchell, J. K., and Jamiolkowski, M. (1997), “Cavity
expansion and penetration resistance in sand”, J. Geotech. and
Geoenv. Eng., ASCE, 123(4), pp.344-354.

Su, S. F. and Liao, H. J. (2002), “Influence of strength anisotrophy
on piezocone resistance in clay”, J. Geotech. and Geoenv. Eng.,
ASCE, 128(2), pp.166-173.

Teh, C. I. and Houlsby, G. T. (1991), “An analytical study of the
cone penetration test in clay”, Geotechnique, 41(1), pp.17-34.
Terzaghi, K. (1943), Theoretical soil mechanics. John Wiley and
Sons, Inc., New York, US.

Vesic, A. S. (1972), “Expansion of cavities in infinite soil mass”,
J. Soil Mech. and Fond. Divi., ASCE, 98(3), pp.265-290.

Yu, H. S. and Mitchell, J. K. (1998), “Analysis of cone resistance:
Review of methods”, J. Geotech. and Geoenv. Eng., ASCE,
124(2), pp.140-149.

Yu, H. S., Herrmann, L. R, and Boulanger, R. W. (2000),
“Analysis of steady cone penetration in clay”, J, Geotech. and
Geoenv. Eng., ASCE, 126(7), pp.594-605.

Yu, H. S. (1993), “Discussion on: singular plastic fields in steady
penetration of a ridge cone”, J. Appl. Mech., 60, pp.1061-1062.

(592 2006, 12, 14, AAIEE Y 2007. 8. 6)

i
40
rou
%
—
rh
=
4>
%
X
#e
08!
N

85



