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(1) o|=X 9

1) gk X|X| o|&2

2) SSEZ0|Z (cavity expansion theory)

3) SSF0[20 2HE oK ZEHE

4) ME L= oMY SEH-HUE BAE 0[S A gy
5) HE AR O|= (strain path theory)

A9 oud PHE AgSTAE TUARNG D NS AVRE Aole] B
< U534 22 FHE et "coh
a.=N_.-s,to,

A71M Nee o]2H< EA 5 (cone factor)o]® q= Zo] MAFY, s, A

HES HulF BE, 0, & 9% A (insitu total stress)olth. ¢, & A1
o wet AFHEY(0,) , BFHEH(04) BTF L Opmean= (0 +201)/3) =
o] AFEET HZ AT Aol mEw AURHANFoZRE 7§ ZA L9 of
A AXY A viae (X 1) 2o} (P. U. Kurup 5 1994)
(2) B =0l iy
1) ZA| MThx{EHX| (total cone resistance)E 0| R5H= Y

== 00 (=0
“ N, 7 Ny

¢ & 338 YLAYA, qE ¢ VSUANS A35qd0] g2 uhS g
Ao(q =gt u(l—a), u= A& vi2 HolH 2HF PFI5e, a= BAW]) Ny,
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Nu © Ztzte] 399 A4 (cone factor)o]th. Nie BB ¥ 343 A E(marine
deposit)e] A% AR 1104 19 Ale]o] X3y FaHoz 15859 e e
Aoz «4e]A Aot (Lunne and Kleven, 1981)

2) §& AMEIX{ x| (effective cone resistance)& Of&st= ¥

—_

s, = de — (Qt—uz)
“ Nke Nke

Qe FEAGHFGA Y o] H% & AF Ne & 9139 & e AL
o+e] A It} (Senneset 5, 1982) H& MGAEEX], qrt ¢ A2 FS ZA H
A 237t A7 AL Ang o] WS W d%E A4EAME HE8HA @
£ o] Foh

FE58A0)|8 AT N, o8 dle 2~20Ato]d] EXE3It} La Rochelle
5(1988)2 A ZH¢] Canadian Clayol]l tis]A 4w AdA o2 HE ZSFHH v
AG7RT e ZAYAE SAHXE 8w A3 Ny, 77938529 &g zevdxn

<]

2. (O8 12 22 W oA s ZHAAE Holoh, o] 20AM H=E
Ol Nk #42 12~1400l 325t JCt O] Wl Nudk2 7EFZESH( 0, )0l CHE
ol AsEol taliMe 7~9 =2 #4s #eth 0l a2 Nt 82 1563
wo] U Hethe 7IEY 5 Zn2t 2 AOolE HoiFal Aot

3. (1d 3)2 g g2 RE FFE Hlills MHZERREH Mast 2
"ol Z A2 Fget ZA0ith. Ny 2 w2 8~10 of 2¥5HH 7[E2] &
+dae} HjwmA RISt ASLt N, N, OL R2 U8

4. i st HYEQ| H|ils ZEE UL Zo2HE FFEotOA & o
2o MUXERIECHE fYZ=sUE 0188hs 2401 BEEEIGHH O] wf Zt=
TUEHE] #RIE oI5t MHEIL ESYER RARES 725100} st
=



(18 1) NetTip Resistance & Su Relationship

Net Tip Resistance(qt- svo0’) & Su

Depth

& . Su x 16(Nk) ‘
T N |
|

o Sux 12(NK)  E- T T e 1
s SU % 14(NK) % : ‘ [




(E 1) AUDYAHozHE 28 2H %(cone factor, Ny)<} 0|2

o X|X|2 A5, Ne vl

]
Bearing Capacity Cavity Expansion Models Steady-penet{ Strain-Path
i Ny = Models: (Vesic 1972, 1977) ration Method
specimen| . a,—0,, | Terzaghi(1943) approach |Baligh(1985)
number
S. Meyerhof(1951-61) Baligh(1975)| and Houlsby
o™= O Spherical | Cylindrical | Spherical and Teh(1988)
0, Oy, Qa”Q.§ Qc"Qo&
1 PCPT1 16 7-10 8.8 6.6 11.4 17.6 13.3
1 PCPT2 16 7-10 8.8 6.6 11.4 17.6 13.3
1 QCPT1 14 7-10 8.8 6.6 11.4 17.6 13.3
2 PCPT3 13 7-10 7.5 5.6 10.0 16.6 10.8
2 PCPT4 13 7-10 7.5 5.6 10.0 16.6 10.8
3 PCPT5 15 7-10 8.0 6.0 10.6 17.0 11.7
3 PCPT6 16 7-10 8.0 6.0 10.6 17.0 11.7
3 QCPT3 14 7-10 8.0 6.0 10.6 17.0 11.7
4 PCPT7 7 7-10 9.8 7.3 12.4 19.3 14.7
4 PCPT8 7 7-10 9.8 7.3 12 .4 19.3 14.7
4 QCPT3 6 7-10 9.8 7.3 12.4 19.3 14.7
p— Q.S
Nu = 4
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