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(Campanella &, 1985).
£ CtE ZEFNO YW o2 Campanella §(1985)0] 25t A ot=|R =2
A @2 #o| mox oM HFE 4I3sdS ALEBE dlHf$ JHITEE
Fdsl= WEHolch of WHe dauxjere 2 MUXNEHo| v HtiEe
2 37 BEEE= UI3+USE AEB5E2 2XME EEEY Jtsd2 23| &
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=& FFol Yt 22iL N, (=Au/s

H|(S), 221 A UH|(OCR)2 7
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ZAE JHNX| Y222 Ciyst X|g
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of thatol A2 CHE &S0l ALE=[ojoF &8 ofLler #E Hof Fulo 2d

Z35l 2H2 SR0A YUMSH= E 24| 4 AE(partial drained condition) S0] 0|
HE WHoZ HlHj4¢ MHHEE o Fst=d o288 & + UAch

S, = )

Massarch 2} Broms(1981)= SSEZI0|EE 7222 Alete| ZMX| 4(1,)<

Skempton O| M| Qtet mba| Al t=S4UAI4 4, 4E 7IE22 N, 4 2Fo|

b8t 38 18 ANotstR2M FHWA(103page, Voll, 1988)0A = Of =HE
AM83He bl N E ZESte YWHE N oHSIRUCE o] TEE AE3t
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B2 Mo¥efo] e HEQ dlujs+ MHZ T ¥3(Baligh 2f Levadoux,

1980)

Index Properties S,/ G
Type of Soil
o (%) PIL(%) LI PSC DSS PSE
Portsmouth Clay 35 15 1.8 0350  0.200  0.155
Haney Sensitive Clay 44 18 0.75 0.296 0.211
Boston Blue Clay 41 21 0.81 0340 0.200 0.190
AGS CH Clay 71 40 0370 0250 0.220
San Francisco Bay Mud 88 45 1.04 0370 0250  0.280
Connecticut Valley
35~65 12~39 1.00 0280 0165  0.255
Varved Clay
Uy NC el "
:’clay Y‘Zg';mo
1 T Dense u,

]
! ! silt Heavnl
' | Loose nghtly y U
:‘ {4,' | silt sensm clay Hue Taranto cl

u, L'¢n_don\‘ London E
c .ay i; belou‘?' clay  above 8 gecl?qw ; gm
t 1 m N =
. ’ f 7
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A WS AVZE AHL A% = AF
ol A AV

1. 4 &

Aol zE AYANPLERE FHE & de AW EHezrs £ F
w, AEARF, AgAs, 808, nga YUEA Fol ded 53| uujedw
o] AHE # Aol Aed olFRE 1 Wol d7d ¥5FY shtolrt

& AYANEE 53l AKNEY vnjs ADAEE FAII] A4 A A o]
3 W Eo] AgHAT. ey, o] A #dd o & FH &9 &9 H
Feete] W wy EZEA o8 HEE Féo vl dAGBRE dAsE
AL wj$ ojzg Wetolyzt, £ EAL Bk nH3A R/ Aol Ful
Zyke] o] WY EE AFRlO] AHEEE HIL' %’~a17} Aok, EF, A nlws Ao
%9 AL A 1 Bol offHe & W7 Ed AgddTEAE
oshd Autxy, §¥olg, #jal ﬁng] oﬂ et 2 go]l thES A7) Wil
o]l H&3k7] A ool tiF &olo] RS FAlel Fff Auie] A3} &
A+E BAsE Aol Lasirt

0 oZ'..
:1m

ik
S

2. & A+

Schmertmann(1978)-2 &9} #Qlo] Aol Mz #vji AZsle] dH2F#
FHoRRE o (DY 2 vl AddE Y-S Adet AT

- de™ On
S = Nk (1)

A7, s,i= Al AR E, g 43 AFRY, v AA 788, 1y
AN A EE olEF Wy g A E XY A Agel & Aol
aejuh, ERAE FAste 3 d Y7 43 v slde) A HexEE o
B3 AE qeir YY) %S @) "E ol Lunne et al.(1985)% 4 (218 2
o] g Aol gri ol &3tHrh.

S, = TN (2)
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A7NA, griz HFEdel g ¥5 v ARE nelse] nye 43w A
g&olal Nir= Yo & AlFgEA ¥3dE 759 (Baligh and Levadox, 1980)e] 2|3}
W N 245, 9% 8 FRe4g ALY A%, 4% % FeclMe] dusd,
223 WA 2A48d % A FEse) Faolvh

FTEBFo]E(Vesié, 1972, 1975)e]l o3t vl AP es & AYAFAA
2449 B34AH 4 @3 2e #A Ut

S = —“—f;v-’d;‘-‘— (3)
ANA, une BEd e 9% w2 e YA H o FHE FFA,
wE A4S, 28R Nas Az A5ad TE5APol&d ostd Nt ZA4A
¢ 4 B A9 FFgAFY ol
§¥, Campanella et al.(1982)& 2 (4} 2ol 938y AN 54U A
oz RE] ¢ HUAEE AAsE WY S AL

dr— Un

Sy = N D

o 7)|M, Ngi= oz AfaA 39 FEPFol&d Modified Cam Clay
Model-2 H&3lW H3& wazt 2 24 FAFgu)(l-1/4)9 2 vedy
{Chen and Mayne, 1993).

3. & A9 o] &

oA el @ 2 AFE AHEEv] A= A, 458 R R

ALY A% 5& Sk szt ole@ MrES FUAYL A% 9] WTol ¥
& FAMel Atk wmepd, WRRe Ae HmME duded ¥Ee fddAE 4
A we Eoo AYR = ASE olga Aok

A9H e B8 2 A% A4el @ 47 o 004N AAAYT,
A 7K we sabgel HAAeel e 97 As4mvEl ¥ 19} ge ® A5E
Agretgiet. ® 1149 2ol A AR B wPow AW Aoz AF
e A% geh dE g AN JE wug qugRe A whgel maAL
M zpold Ef =], W Nipws 5~30, Nt 2~10, 18]35 Ngi= 5~79 @
e g F Ak WIA, = AFE ol gatal Y el By WA H))
AVREE WG Aol Ag4ge] uelde] AN 1 AHe)He] @g o g
shi= glol uhgA st g F k.

» o

]
]
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1L 7S AdE AFH el @ FHAxE AF

71E su
o} 3 ]
o 4] FVT Nir = 13~19 L t al.(1976)
0‘,33?-2]2} xT ~ N unne et ai.
Marsland(1974)
% @9 PLT Nt = 10~30
3 K Marsland and Powell(1979)
= B CIUuC Nir = 12~20 Nash and Duffin(1982)
= B .
Py FVT Nyt = 12~19 Lacasse and Lunne(1982)
FVT Ngr = 8~16
ol &g} o} Jamiolkovski et al.(1982)
CK,UC Nur = 8~10
At} FVT
Nir = 8~10 Konrad et al.(1985)
Wl o SBPT
FVT Rocha-Filho and Alenca
Hetd 44 Nir = 135~155 .
Tl ciue T (1985)
A& FVT Nir = 9~12 Dobie(1988)
23 wAE | FVT Nt = 137 Jones{(1995)
ghe) o} =} o} FVT Nyt = 5~13 Wong(1995)
UuCT Nir = 8~16 Tanaka(1995)
2] 4
FVT Nir = 9~14 Tanaka(1995)
g FVT Ng, = 2
e Naw = 2~10 Campanella et al.(1985)
7R}l
BETrS FVT Ny = 6.2~70 Konrad et al.(1985)
37 E uu Nuu = 7~8 Orihara et al.(1993)
Qo CIUC Na: = 50~6.8 ch qM (1998)
v CAUC Nas = 60~7.2 en and Mavne
o - FVT
gt Nir = 9~11
|81 9
Rz CIUC Ngy = 4~5 o] M (1997}
(OCR<2) Ny, = 8~
° CAUC w = 811

) FVT 0 8% s ddA g, CIUC : $93hg wvls F33b549, PLT @ #843A41Y.
CAUC @ oljbsi wiwls 4&<t&A18], SBPT @ A7hE 2y FulRstAl g,
UCT U343 A%, UL oBighd wlu4 A&ebs Ay,
CKoUC : Kogtwl WHi 255418
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4. 2 AF ol §dA Yol ¥

@A AFF viel Zeo] E AFE ANES 54 R IE vl ADdEe &
F o] et N2 & g JHA7] g, SR M= 1 A Qe o)
A AA-E e HEse Hol wiEAsh. watAd, & A9 FAd g FaEd
AF7t Agslojel & zlojm, 53] 7|& vhile Addne] £ e e & A
o] Wl Fdel U nAR FAHEY HE ToY SAoHL ¥ F e A9
19] Wsle] W& & AlFo wzte] oid AFH A7t FAH ok & Aol

T

&
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