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Abstract

Comparing with safety factor method, reliability-based design method can quantify
the uncertainty to design geotechnical structure in a more systematical and economical
design. In this study, a multivariate distribution model for ten parameters of clay is
constructed based on the database. These eight parameters are : (1) liquid limit, LL ;
(2) plasticity index, P1 ; (3)water content, wn ; (4) void ratio, eo ; (5) vertical effective
stress, oy’ ; (6) compression index, Cc ; (7)swelling index, Cs ; (8) coefficient of
consolidation, cv.

Using Johnson distribution system to transform those distributions to standard
normal distributions, then applying Gibbs sampler method under condition of
conjugation let us get those 8 mean vector and covariance matrix to construst
multivariate distribution model.

Under the Bayesian analysis framework, the original distributions of the design
clay parameters (C¢ ~ Cs, and cv) would serve as prior distributions and can be updated
into posterior distributions by using different multivariate site-specific information.
From the results, the transformation uncertainty of predicted posterior distribution can
be effectively reduced as the multivariate site-specific information increases. With

smaller uncertainty, reliability-based design can be more economical.

Key words : multivariate distribution model, clay parameters; database, Johnson

distribution system, Gibbs sampler, conjugate, Bayesian analysis.

il

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



kol ORI SO M 0! — 3 1 N i
2 . (A W | -\ B i
F N 013 2 T S SO P PP UPTUT OO SR il
B T et e e e e ettt nns v
BB B A ittt bRt e Rt r et et tentenaeereareeneeneenes vi
S I OSSR Xi

$-F B3
TR o T Y 1
T T N 2
L3 T g T A et 4
L. 2 2 IR 7 oot et e et e ettt e e eeeene 5
FoF 2 }f’e‘?-)éﬁ ............................................................................................................. 6
2.1 JB 2 (ConSOIIAAtION) ...veviieiiiiiiiiiieieeieieie ettt bbb 6
2.2 B %54p Be(Compression INdexX, Ce) oo 7
2.3 w3 4p H(Swelling index, Co) oo 15
2.4 & % % Hc(Coefficient of consolidation, Cv) .....ovivevveierieriiiiiese s 19
R RS O Ll 19
242 BB REGETT T 72 e 23
F 2R TR s 25
3L B oo eeetee e e et e e e e e et e e et eer e 25
32 AT TR E A B 26
33 HWEFTHEED 2 32
34 HBR TR A1 FENE oo 32
3.5 A TR TS T A WAL H Y e 33
Frd S REIBFAFTH AR R FHE e 52
U 52
4.2 JONNSON A T e oo 53
421 5 BHCT B A T e 53

v

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



4.2.2 Johnson A T & FLEE A i 54

4.3 b = % }7(Bayesian analysis)#? & & #75~4 ;# (Gibbs sampler) ..........cccco..... 65
4.3.1 B X & 47 (Bayesian analysis) .uccvevereieiiiiiesieeieeniesesesiessessssseseeseesses 65

432 & & 27845 72 (GIbbS SAMPIET) .evvviieiiiieieice e s 69

D e = 72
FTIF BPEPFEIFBIE RGBT s 111
R L i I 11
5.1.1 ;& fr % #74 # (Mixture Gaussian distribution) ...........coccevveevrniinnenn, 111

512 FEIRITLE BB ovvvveoeooonnoeesesssseeeeeesesssssessessssese e s e eseesssseseee e 112

5. L 3 B B e e 113

I - USSR 114
521 FFRIFH BE oo 114

5.2.2 % D= (P FALIE TAL) oo eseee s ceeseee oo 115

5.2.3 % B2 (P T T oo oo 125

5.2.4 % B2 (F2k TR THL) oo 129

5.2.5 % BT (F2% AL THL) oo eesoeee e 137
5.2.6 % BT (P T T oo oo 141

£ 3 e 148
B, L oo eeeeeee e e s e 148

6.2 A KIEZR i ettt e e re e 150
S 2 }I% ....................................................................................................................... 151
T B N 154
T A 189
| R Y L 227

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



W P &

Bl L1 BRI 582 33 Sl SRR 2 BEHFL i, 2
Bl 2.1 R IB 77 R BBl oottt e s b e AR 6
BBl 2.2 € — 10Z0 v POt .t 7
B 2.3 BENE HE I CoEIE BT oo 8
B 2.4 B4 Hgr VS 7 7R B e 9
BB] 2.5 Cur 77 R BBl eeeee ettt 15
1 2.6 % W54 i ~ 2R R 7 B 5 A B 17
BBl 2.7 U=Z-T B T2 BBl eieieieeeeieiese ettt sttt et et e stesnesneereaneeneeneas 20
BBl 2.8 CumLLL B 1 oot bbb 22
Bl 2.9 7 20 SRS BB T o 22
Bl 2.10 T 3 432 A2 57 2 Bl oo 23
R el =g | 24
B 3.1 Cc ¥ LL # 4 #-7) v+ #(in-situ, remolded, LI<I, LI>1 FAL) i 34
B 3.2 Co 22 LL 45 5100 B2 30T L)t 35
Bl 3.3 Cc & PI # 3 $i03) v #(in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1 FH) e 36
B 3.4 Cc PIHEFEH A B 20T AL o 37
Bl 3.5 Cc & eo #& 4% #-4] v* #(in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1T FH) e 38
B 3.6 Cc 27 o # 45 HEA 11 F( 2 28T L)t 39
B 3.7 Cc & wn ## 4% $-73] v+ #(in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1T A 40
B 3.8 Co 8 W 4% ] 11 B2 30 FAL) coieeeee s 41
Bl 3.9 Cs &7 LL # 4 $i-3) v* #(in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1T FH) e, 42
B 3.10 Co £ LL 84 50210 B0 2 25 F L) oo 43
Bl 3.11 Cs & PI & % 3] v~ & (in-situ, remolded, LI<I, LI>1 F#) o, 44
B 3.12 Co £ P B 18 (2 25 F A ) oo 45
B 3.13 Cs £ eo ## % 73] v* #(in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1 FHL) o 46
B 3.14 Cs & eo BRI (D FRF AL v 47
Bl 3.15 cv &2 LL #& 3% #-73] ¢ & (in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1 F#) v, 48
Vi

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



B 3.16 0y £ LL 83 B 1 (2 35 T ) oot s 49

B 3.17 cv & PI & 3% $5-73) v* #2(in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1 F#) i 50
B 3.18 cv £ PL a3 BT vE dR( D3R T L) e 51
) 4.1 Johnson A % s 5 88§ ¥ 1A F 2 30 0 (2)SU 3 (5)SB 5 (C)SL . uverrvvcienrne 55
B 4.2 4 5 B (Y 2 ) E B Blooroooeosseeeeeees s cseees e ceseee s 61
B 4.3 Johnson 2 # % S frid (X 2 B)E F o 62
BRI T g T OO 63
NI I Ok T OO 64
B 4.6 77 FoHEZ Co & LL 47 Bl(Q)E 7 T4 8 5 (b)) HH TR Z( 23N F R

) TP 77
B 4.7 73 FAE C & PLATHFRI()E F 7B O)FRT (2T R

) TP 77
Bl 48 #13 FAE Co & wa it Bl(@)E F FHE S OBHETHEE(2IVT R

) T oY 78

B 4.9 975 FTABECe& eotrim Bl F 748 D) FTAE(2INFHHA)T8
B 4.10 73 T Cc & oviti @I 7 T8 s T (2T AR

[ et eeees e 79
B 411 #7F FHE Co Gt R@LF FHRE OB T (2T R
[ et eeees e 79
Bl 412 573 T4 Cc & o i M@IF TR OFRTEB(ENFTEHE
[ et eeees e 80
Bl 413 =13 T8 Co& LL 5t B2 F 7% ORI TR
1) oo 80
B 414 515 FAE G2 PLACH F@EF T OBERT AR TR
) e 81
B 415 “rF FALEE Co & wo 3T Bl(@E F A B (DB T A B (230 F AL
) e 81
B 416 “7F T4 B C & e 4t Fl(2)E F FHE S (D)HHR T B(2 TR
) e 82
vii

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



B 417 54 FHE G o 40 M@F F FHB  OFR TR TR
1) RO UOOTTOOPORTOTROOTROORY . SO0 00 o) . o)\ W 82
B 418 “7F FAB Co# o 4 M@E 7 T OBRTRB(E TR

B 419 55 FAB o LL 400 B@E 7 FAE (BB TR B2 5 F i

Bl 420 <05 FHBE o & PL AT B@F 7 F AR O)HRT A2 0 ALK

Bl 421 75 FHE o 2 wa b M@F T TR OFERT B2 NFAEE

Bl 422 #F FAB ov 2 Go 4 B@E F FHEE 5 (O)HRE TR (230 7 A

Bl 423 “F FAHB o 2 o) fH M@ 7 FHE OFRT R NFRE

Bl 424 Cc 2 LL 238 F AR M TR B2 R e T2 ¢ LI<L 5 & & LI>1)..86
B 425 Cc#2 PI 238 FALHEA B TR 8L e T 2H(S ¢ LI<L 5 & & LI>1) .86
Bl 426 Cc ¥ wy 230 TR B TR B R4 TR B(2 1 LI<L; % @ LI>1)...86
B 4.27 Cc 2 o 2 3N T AL A Hdt TR B R 4o TR EH(S LIS 5 & LI>1)..87
Bl 4.28Cc & o’y 2V TR AR T BE 4T E(2 P LI<1; + 1 LI>1) .87
Bl 4.29C. 2 C TR Bk TR B R TR (S P LI<D S & LI>1)...87
B 430C. 2 oy 2MF A AT AL h4oFT A 8(2 P LI<L; + : LI>1)....88
Bl 431 Cor LL 230 FR 3 i T 82 R4n TR BE(Z ¢ LI<L ; % @ LI>1)..88
B 4.32Cs22 PI 23R MR T B2 B4 TR E(2 ¢ LI<L; % ¢ LI>1)....88
Bl 433 Cs & wn 2FVFORBAIBCR TR EE R4 TR E(= F LI<L S + ¢ LI>1)...89
B 4.34 Co 22 eo 230F R BAI R TR B R4 T (2 P LIK1 5 % @ LI>1)....89
Bl 435C 2 oy 2 FRBANR TR BE R4 T E(2 ¢ LIKL; % LI>1)...89
Bl 436 Cs & ¢ TR RIR TR R4 T E(L LKL % LI>1)...90
B 437 ¢y LL 23N F R A B TR 82 s TR (% P LI<L 5 % 1 LI>1)...90
Bl 4.38 ¢y ¥2 PI 2 30 F R A s T AL B2 e TR BE(Z ¢ LI<1 5 % ¢ LI>1)...90

viii

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



Bl 439 cv 2 wa 2T BRI B T A BSR4 T A E(Z LIS % L1191
B 4.40 ¢y 27 eo 2N TR HCA MR T ALY R4 T E(2 ¢ LI<L %t L1191

Bl 44lc & o’y 2T RIS T B R4 TR (2 ¢ LI<L & 2 LI>1)..91
B 4.42 Cc 22 LL R4 ~ HEBL TR BR4C 7 Bl(2) LIST 53] 5 (b) LI>T $53 s 92
B 4.43 Cc 22 PI R4 ~ HEBE TR BEACF Bl (a) LIST 53] 5 (0) LI>1T H54] s 92
B 4.44 Ce 22wy B4 ~ BT BEATH Bl(a) LIS #5315 (b)) LI>1 53] e, 93
B 4.45 Cc 2 eo B dp ~ BT AL BEACH B() LIS1 #5735 (b) LI>1 53 s 93
B 4.46 Cc 22 o'y i 45 ~ BT AL BLACH Bl(2) LIST 73] 5 (b) LI>1T 53] e 94
B 4.47 Cc 2 Cs B 4p ~ BT AL BT Bl() LIST $23] 5 () LI>T H53] o, 94
B 4.48 Ce 22 ¢y b ~ BB T AL BEAT 1 Bl(a) LI<1 #0735 (b) LI>1 B854 s 95
B 4.49 Cs 22 LL R4 ~ B3 TR 240 Bl(a) LISL $53] 5 (b) LIPT 53] s 95
B 4.50 Cs #7 PI R 45 ~ W T AL 8L Bl(a) LIS 23] 5 (b) LI 53] oo, 96
B 4.51 Cs 27 wn R 45 ~ BT R B4 B(2) LIST 53] 5 (b) LI>T 53] e, 96
B 4.52 Cs 22 eo 4 ~ 13 AL BEATF Bl(a) LIS1 #5735 (b) LI>T #2573 oo, 97
B 4.53 Cs 22 o'y 4 ~ HERE T AL BEAT 7 B(a) LIS #8534 5 (b) LI>1 53] e, 97
B 4.54 Co 22 oy R4~ HO3R T AL BEATF Bl(2) LIST #5735 (b) LI>1T #2573 e, 98
B 4.55cv & LL R 45 - B 7R B4 Bl(2) LISL H52) 5 (0) LI>T HEA e, 98
B 4.56 cv &2 PI 4o ~ B T AL B4 Bl(2) LIS1 #5735 () L1 53 s 99
B 4.57 ¢ 22 w4 > HEER T AL BRACH Bl(a) LIST #53) 5 (0) LI 453) s 99
B 4.58 cv & eo B 4o ~ BB T AL BEATH Bl(2) LIST 53] 5 (b) LI 53] oo, 100
B 4.59 ¢y 2 o’y Rde ~ H8E TR 2T Bl(a) LISL $63) 5 (b)) LI>1 $03] e, 100

B 4.60 Cc &2 LL B 4 ~ %s_a%;g; FLELET i Bl(a) in-situ $-3] 5 (b) remolded #-73] ....101
B 4.61 Cc &2 PI by ~ 02 3 4 BL47 7% Bl(a) in-situ $5-3] 5 (b) remolded #3]......

Bl 4.62 Cc &2 wn Jde ~ B3 71 BEATF Bl (a) in-situ #-3] 5 (b) remolded #-7) ..... 102
Bl 4.63 Cc &2 eo o 4 ~ Hd 34 BE4T 0% Bl(a) in-situ $5-3] 5 (b) remolded #-3) ...... 102
B 4.64 Cc & o'y 4 ~ W8 F R 84T Bl(a) in-situ #3] ; (b) remolded #-3].....103
Bl 4.65 Cc &2 Cs 4 ~ 8 O BEAT T Bl(a) in-situ $-3] ; (b) remolded #-3] ...... 103
B 4.66 Cc 22 ¢y Ja 4 ~ HEEE T AL BE4T # Bl(a) in-situ $-3] 5 (b) remolded #-7] ...... 104
Bl 4.67 Cs 2 LL R4 ~ B8 78 247 7% Bl(a) in-situ $-3] 5 (b) remolded #-3)] ....104

iX

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



B 4.68 Cs 22 PI 45 ~ HoHE TR 2E4C 1 W(a) in-situ $-3] 5 (b) remolded 7] ......

B 4.69 Cs &2 wn 4 ~ B8 T M BE4T 7 Bl(a) in-situ $3] + (b) remolded #3] ... 105
Bl 4.70 Cs & eo 47 ~ Bt 7 BE4T 7 Bl (a) in-situ #-3] + (b) remolded #-3]....... 106
B 4.71 Cs & o’y R ~ B4 T AL 247 Bl(a) in-situ 3] 5 (b) remolded #-3] .....106
Bl 4.72 Cs &2 oy 4 ~ Bt 7R BEAT 7 Bl (a) in-situ #-3] + (b) remolded #-3]....... 107
B 4.73 cv ¥ LL R4 ~ 4% 7R 2R47 1 Bl () in-situ 73] 5 (b) remolded #-73] .....107
Bl 4.74 cv &2 PI Jodp ~ B4 T8 BR47 % Bl(a) in-situ $-3] 5 (b) remolded #-3) ...... 108
Bl 4.75 cv &2 wn B ~ BT R BEATF Bl(a) in-situ $53] 5 (b) remolded #3) ... 108
B 4.76 cv & wn 4 ~ Bt TR BEAT W Bl (a) in-situ $-3] 5 (b) remolded -7 ......

B 4.77 cv & eo o4 ~ B4 TR BT Bl(a) in-situ $3] 5 (b) remolded #-3] ....... 109
B 4.78 cv & o’y B4 ~ HEELF M BEAT W Bl(a) in-situ $3]  (b) remolded $-7) ..... 110
Bl ST & B ATA T 57 Bl oot e 112
IR T S o e A L TSP 115
Bl 53 %b)- CoBF msgpl @ BB INF AR o 116
Bl 54 %6)- CoZF @230 R B A BILISTETA]) e 117
Bl 5.5 % 6)— Co 2 F @2 5B BE 1% Bl(N-SItU BE2] ) evvevrceeeeeeeeeee e 118
Bl 5.6%06]- CoEF e pml @M AB(2 30T A e 119
B 5.7 26— Co2F BRI EM ZBI(LIST BEA]) e 120
Bl 5.8 %6]— CoBF 2 3F R & % BI>Nn-Situ B3] e 121
B 59 %6- o 2F EEFFRIEMR ZB(INF A 122
B 5.10 26— cv 29 B2 RIEM B BI(LIST B e 123
B 5.11 26— cv B F B2 R E B 7% BI(n-Situ 53] e, 124
B SA2% 060 ¢ B F @2 ER EM BB 30T AR e 126
B 5.13 %602 ¢y 2 F B3R E R 3 BI(LIST H0A]) e 127
B 5.14 %6]2 oo 27 B2 FERE M BRGNSt BEA]D) s 128
B 515 %612 Co 8§ @2 0B M % B2 0TI oo, 129
B 5.16 X 5]= Cc B9 B FE R E M % BIAN-SIU 3] i 130
B 517 %602 CoEF @8 iER M E B2 FAEEDD) coecceceiennn 131
B 5.18 k= Cs B B2 Fp R & B 7% BI(An-Situ FE3]) v, 132

X

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



B 5.19 % 602 oo B B2 0] A GBI 5 FEEEDD e 133

B 520 2 5= ¢y EF B2 IR R E M 2 BI(n-Situ H)) e e 134
BIS21LL & ¢33 B(R FAEE Z B2 )i 135
Bl 522 LL £2 ¢y 470 BB FAE L% Gl = )ovrveeeieeeecseesessss s 136
B 523 LL 22 e 32 RI(R TALE £ K B 2 )i 136
B 524 6w Co B F B2 3ERlE M AB(RNF AR e, 138
Bl 525% 0w CoBF B2 R EM EBI(LISTHAD e 139
B 526 26w Co B F 22 R E M % BI(n-situ F3)) e 140
B 527 %607 Co 29 EEIFRIEM AR(2 VTR e 142
Bl 528 % 6)7 Co B F B g M ARILIT 2D e, 143
B 529 |7 Cc EF B 22 7E R B M % BI(N-SItu B2 i, 144
B 530 %607 o 27 @ FER EM BR(2IVF A 145
Bl 531 2607 oo B3 @t 5B A ZB(LISL B oo 146
Bl 532 % 67 cv & F @2 TR EBE 12 BI(N-SItU B )i 147

% P &

£ 21 R GG BA B3 HBREEN 8
Z02.2 % A B A WO R BRI TL 10
223 fEAIEE 2 R BIFIEC 14
£ 24 4 R BOEHE BT ID e 18
20255 AR ABEIEHE HET] oot ettt 21
Fe 31 BB B oottt 29
F032 B BB B oo 29
R IIE Y 0 AT 4 ) T 29
Z 34 FTHEFTHBBT 30
F 3.5 2 3 F B AP B (2 B(PEArSON(ij)) cvoveverererrerereeriisiesesiesessssessssee e s sres e 31
2 3.6 B 3.1 4ol 3.2 3 HA FETE s 35
% 3.7 Bl 3.3 1B 3.4 HHE BRI AT s 37
2 3.8 B 3.5 4] 3.6 HEH BT oo 39

Xi

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



P

“

2

P

*

P

*

P

%

%

3.9 B 3.7 Ao Bl 3.8 FE 3 BT FEIE e 41
3.10 B 3.9 o] 3.10 $EH HER BT it e 43
301 B 311 Fo B 312 HHBEA BT e e 45
3.12 B 3.13 408 3,14 HH BT FTL e 47
313 B 3.15 o] 3.6 H3 BEA AEI s 49
3.14 B 3.17 A0 B 318 HH BT FIL e 51
41Y1 3] Yo A T B2 E BB 60
42 RFEF P AT T2 E P T oo 66

43 #r3 74

4.4 954 FoRLEEE F BrPo4R02 {5 200

FlEnE 3§ #rBR 2 15 2000 B Xi-Xj £ % B #Et R Az - (5 81

0 Xi-Xj £ %8 Bt i A2 T35

245 @T X P22 2000 B X HH Ee B AL - (5 81 B); (b)E ¥ &

Btz 22000 B Xi B E D BH AT D e 76
F051 F D= 3 I BICT D s 115
52 %06)- CoEF EEIFREFET(DIVF A 116
£53%0]- CoZ F @8 TR EFTL(LIST B oo 117
£ 54 % 6]— Co 29 B FFR E B IZ(N-SIU B o 118
% 55% 0] CoEF Beafpl EAIZ(2IVE R e, 119
% 56% 06— CoEF EEIFR EATT(LISL BER]) e 120
%57 % 0]— CoBF @R B A TLAN-SIU B3] eorereeeeeeeeee e 121
%58 F bl- ov B F EEAFRIEFIZ( 2T AEAD e, 122
%59 % G- ¢y B F EEITERIEFTL(LIS] BEAD) oo 123
Z 510 Zb)— oy B F B IE P E B IZ(IN-SIU HEA] ) v 124
Fo501 F 0] 2 2 RBOT AL e 125
£512% 02 oy B EEIER EHEIL(RINFAETAD 126
£ 513 % 6]= ¢y BF BB IEREATL(LIST D) i 127
% 514 %52 ¢y B F B2 IR E A ITZ in-Situ BEA]) o 128
Z 0505 F D12 2 B FHET AL oo 129
516 %62 Cc 2R BRI R EFZ(D2IVFABAD o 130

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



5.17
5.18
5.19
5.20
5.21
5.22
5.23
5.24
5.25
5.26
5.27
5.28
5.29
5.30

. 5.31
. 5.32

Ce B F B 23R B A T2 (In-SItU FEA]) oot 130
Cs 9 W& TR EIZ( 2 I0FHHAD oot 131
Co 7 B2 FF R B B IZ(IN-SItU ] ) cereeeeeeeee st 132
cv EF BT E IR 2N F AL s 133
Cy B F E 22 IR B B A T2 (In-STtu FEA])e oo 134
B ok 137
Co B3 82570 ATR( 230 F AR oo 138
Co 8§ B2 TR EFETL(LIST HEA]) oo, 139
Ce 27 B 2230 R B B IZ(IN-SItU HET]) e 140
O S 141
Ce B F BB PRI EFIZ(2 VT AR o, 142
Ce 3R B FEREIETL(LIST B oo 143
Ce B F B2 TR B A IZ (IN-ST0U 2] o 144
v B F S TR EATE( 230D e 145
CvEF EETER EFEIZ(LI] HAD) s 146
Cy B F B 22 FR B B B IZ(In-STtU L))o 147

Xiii

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



o
A

3
o

-
NP & -3 oF

AEIARY P EFIARAS A IR IEHE S VX AR FEE
o plde D TERE CF VBB PSSR g T EE G EHT
FEE o ",% 7w A #2 7 (Ching and Phoon, 2014a)#73# §1 2. - 78 € & 4k 4 S8k
Hip#(Co) 2 w Rp e(Co) 2 B % fidic(o) 5 = B+ -2 £ 8 2 %3 Fdc s
AR K 2 B R R AR AR S B HEC)Trr R #(C) &
VERBCEE LR Sl A BRSO FRERBITIAE 0 DRF R
BRI REE o PR G 38R Tik(on) B R

R =R S EE S B RE ST TEEES EEN-EE X

19

SRR PR E 0 A S SR g M N A e A S T
(transformation model) * #X @ iZut o 3 B TER #4718 Bl 2 K - Sy 2530 8
PR Bl > P R P PR BE T AR 2T AR BT R o] L

R B R R AT L R3S K W L A S

AL BRTEIAY RIEITREL S ERFLZ2 B HEFL 2 2L
EX PR ¥ J & 3% 3 (reliability-based design) e #7 > %ﬁ Nl RN g A

£ ehify % (bias) 2 % 8 4 (variability){s » T 7 @ 7 LR XKL 4o rm > Wi B
2_% » Tx8i# (safety factor) ¥ ac i3 = a2k 25 > G R & 4 1 A2
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Transformation
model

Histogram of
model
uncerlainty, &

Histogram of
measured property
uncertainly, w & e

Design Property, &,

Measured Property, &,
Bl 1.1 2P Sl ket Soliez WA 2 i d

(Ching and Phoon, 2014b)
125 3

AFEFRERD AREF 2 ORp FAAE 2 FTHE - 3P FuHE e R
J& %325 (one-dimensional test) ~ 7 £k = #h % » B B 2825% (CIUC test) & % i 5 i
% 2.5 (CRS test) *7 {8 7] VR 4547 #(Co) & v "4 82(Co) & B % ()
Fobo B REEEAT L6 A P TR T - B2
FARE® ST - BHIC S g ARE L RL o T g KR ETHES
Bk - PR TR R X RT R RS S AR SBR TR BT
B M E R ABATRERCH Sl ST oM S EAR Y B e
LR GEEd .
ARARIEY oL %GR el R P R A TFIRE AT 0 2

MY b A T ABE sl FREEL FEASF YL 2 ST o
B fEenge B o o~ F AL $8 5 % & Silic(probability density function, PDF)

@ Johnson 4 # k %¥t(Johnson system of distribution) ¥ 43 45 F #L B caph % j& ek &
AN E S TRHE AT F 2RO REYE TR T d o gk
NRFEAE LT AT > APRTREA TR E L TREY hg kA Tl A
ﬂ*ﬁ%%%ﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ’%iWW%\ﬂﬁgégg £ %P e
e85z B FEE- & R4
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£ f1* B =~ 47 (Bayesian analysis) ° f*ﬁr} EE S s o Mg AW
(prior)& 3 B 3 R A S E 8 2 FE 5 28 & {373 2 F 18
(posterior) % & % & S ¥ o E s » %ﬁr} TENPEerE S S B8 A
(multivariate distribution model) » ¥ 135 4 & foidB B % & » {2 E4E i
EIFCBFIRELFT > TRAFGE(FEPIAF 2 kB2 §

2 |+ (variability) » %g PLBFSFT R Ko

10 e

3

pe R e g 2t A 27 3 Ching and Phoon(2014a)% Ching and
Phoon(2014b) » & p+ > 2t ~JLd e By F R * > @ P BT ¢ RILT R
&

RS EET 2N T I NI SO LT TR

!

ﬁ o
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P RIS REBF AT NS FRPYEENE LR R
oo om TR L - BAAAEELE 35 AT 0 Fpt g £ #1B
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MiEE 2 FREY > REFEEFET2Z B SEEF 2 M REEL > 1% Johnson
AT RERE N B R T e A Sl TR F Y BBRE L K
TRNEFMAGEID Y G - £ REHREL U HE T 2000 Bir 0 £ %ﬁ“
DY Er el RREHRELHRETRL vl § FTREFVH
IR @ P NTIDIRRIME KLk

A1 Fw F SR A TR 0 L N ST A TR 370 Ce > Cs e
CyENSERIBF AT o 11 E BB R GIEP B F RBHA DR Y AR B
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ok 2pvR
By aged o ARt SRR E(C) » v R E(C) 2 B F Rlk(c) AL &
SRB A B ALEGTR T I EEER R A 0 A # iy
&che Bl AR SRS wEE A g T RS S e E v Sl
Bt o @ el S EF RS AT BRSSP RE TR

(transformation model) °

2.1 & % (Consolidation)

B %A - BEPR AR g 6By Ol fed Y SR F L
beenth IR E A IV o 4o 2.1 M G - KA G Heakrfodkd K o Ak
TRPRERIEA G O AR G e SR LA R RS K
fe N U TR S SR RGE N R BEAT o L EAREY E(DAR )Y BT F
- E&Fﬁﬁ%#@% ;oA AR E(G4mARS )P 0 TS H MBS e

MUBRBR AT ERELOEFERF o - Lm0 BRIEGE Y o B K

s

LA T BN 0 A A MR BB B D Bk > 0 PP

BBt i R B (Bl o RS RIS HE) ~ AR 2 K iRl R ol B gk

&

U o

=

GL

B21RBR%TEH

(Ameratunga et al., 2016, p.34)
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SOBMRBEE ALY €S EE v AR R RGHRE SRR T84
H? 4R Tl ~ MR B () R 8(Co) v R A B(C) » R T
#e(ey) ~ = ARG E(C) ~ R B (07p) ° AL A EH O Righik
(Co) » w R4 #(Cy) ~ B Thdie(cy) = A RIFHI B ORR 75 > TR fE2
&

\\?{r

22 R ﬁﬁ#ﬂ #(Compression index, C.)
PRI 2 3 e IS Bogf ARV BOKR  h A GV TR S SRR T
1 Vel i F W 2.2 46 kAL ABC 4 0 B BHEITRE TTRRES 4
A AR KRB Y EL T B R B v & B B2 {8 e—logo’y

it T 5 AU BC SUE Al 5 W BUR H5dp #(Co) o

A Virgin consolidation line

€o ™

Bl 2.2 e — logo’y plot
(Ameratunga et al., 2016, p.34)
& ﬂﬁiﬂ B E_K ,T}u{ﬁx 4= B % 4 (virgin consolidation line) 4l & » % 3¢

2.1:

C, ___ fe 2.1)
Alogo’,
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FEAS Y gk LK B3R G (OCR=1) » Bigi i 3- 8 k¥ KaE
EL Glce GREERT V- BARFR RAF N LT B (o) Hll) T
&+ (logo’y)B) > Aiz BB ¥ o #4428 % 4 (virgin consolidation line)s4l & T_5&
= BREW(CR) > 23422

C

CR= (1+°eo) (2.2)

Kulhawy and Mayne (1990)13 45 & Sgdp ¥t 2 3 env RIGEEF T 24 0 4
T 42155 R
Z 2.1 1O R g dp a4 2 R SR

(Kulhawy and Mayne, 1990, p. 6-4)

Compressibility Cec
Slight or low <0.2
Moderate or intermediate 0.2-04
High >0.4

FRRE L PR Spdp e B SR ehp R a0 2 05 QB T0 B 7 b
WA E 4 0 B 230 0 Bt @ ST R PR T g

IR @‘fﬁ#ﬁ&"k’ 4 J\ﬂ Fﬁmﬁ;}ﬁ.ﬁ‘_‘mj e m)iifr’v?'“}‘ja' AT S

1.0 1. Or—T 7T T T T T T T7T T 1.0 s
| Numbers represent i | 49, :; (.
references given a8
- 08 0.8} by Djeenaidi 4 08k 40 8 47 4
s B 14 L -
g’ 13, -
=2 6 4 0.6+ -1
= o6 o} 2y A
c - - S0 =
2 22
@ - | — —
§ 04 . 04r 24 04 42 44
= | 20 | L _
E
S 7
© 02 0.2F # - 02 E
3|
; ~ 30 (b) - (c)
D "'.'M [ S T T N O A | O 1l | N . T | D § I T O T T N T N I I |
o] 40 80 120 0 0.4 0.8 1.2 0 40 80 120
Liquid Limit, w_ (%) Initial Void Ratio, e, Natural Water Content, wy (%)

Bl 2.3 G2 e Co #1503
(Djoenaidi, 1985, p.6-67)

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



BRG] 2.3 ¢ 0 B Edn el R MR eni k10 7 48 % & 4z 0 i Terzaghi
and Peck (1967)¥t 1+ % & % p X4k 2 (NC natural clay) =i 3 #5073 9 28 (3% e
T FEERA2 230

C, =0.009(LL —10) (2.3)

12J% modified Cam clay model > Worth and Wood (1978)~ ¥ i#%:E 5% 2.4 K3 5 R

C.=0.5G,(—— 2.4
(100) (2.4)
Ak e foak w0 BE AR 2 E(Gs) s 2.7 O EFIFN 25
Pl
C =— 2.5
Sy (2.5)

Rl W A R U] F R4 22

Winterkon and Fang (1975)§ 4 o1 AP L PR GEdp g v R IR
Tk A IR > AR D RPOBR s AT 8 i
0 Bl G g IE DR WO AT B TRAE 0 & 23 5 GED v gk
SHIE] AR B D PR S B

DT R B 2R E MBS BB T 0k
TR A el 21 TR el A (e 24 4 ) 0 B 2.4 B LT RS £ 7] 4

pm-

/—\o 06 T T T T T T

[E3 )]

(SR EJ
“- - +15 %

s

o L i
o 0.4
S L ZI5%
©

[
c 0.2r N
o
‘w
w —
9_} -
(=5
g Q 1 1 o Loyl | 1 L
© 10 20 50 100 200 500

Natural Water Content, wy (%)
® 2.4 B &5 VS z k&
(Lambe and Whitam, 1969, p.321)
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Transform model

Regions of Applicability

References

Cc = 0.007(LL-10)

Remolded clay

Skempton (1944)

Ce = 0.85(Wn/100)1.5

Finnish mud and clay

Helenelund (1951)

Cc = 17.66*10°wn 2+5.93*103w,-0.135

Chicago clays

Peck and Reed (1954)

Ce = 1.15(e0-0.35)

All Clays

Nishida (1956)

Ce = 0.3(e0-0.27)

Inorganic, cohesive soil; silt; some clay

Hough (1957)

Ce = 0.256+0.43(e0-0.84)

Brazilian clays

Ce = 0.0046(LL-9)

Brazilian clays

Ce = 1.21+1.055(e0-1.87)

Moltey clays from Sao Paulo city

Ce = 0.00186(LL-30)

Moltey clays from Sao Paulo city

C. = 0.43(e0-0.25)

Brazilian clays

Cozzolino (1961)

C. = 0.009(LL-10)

Natural soil

Terzaghi and Peck (1967)

Ce = 0.075(e0-0.5)

Soils of very low plasticity

Sowers (1970)

Cc =0.208e0+0.0083

Chicago clays

Azzouz et. al. (1976)

10
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C. = 0.006(LL-9)

All Clays

Ce = 0.37(eo+0.003LL+0.0004w;-0.34)

Clay from Greece and some parts of

USA

Ce = 0.01(Wn-5)

Clay from Greece and some parts of

USA

Ce = 0.40(e0-0.25)

Clay from Greece and some parts of

USA

All remolded normally consolidated

Cc =0.0051,Gs Wroth and Wood (1978)
clays
Cc = (LL-9)/109 All Clays Mayne (1980)
Cc = 0.141Gs2[(1+60)/Gs] %8 Soil from 9 sites in USA Herrero (1980)

Cc = O.5((1+80)/Gs)2'4

Oswald (1980)

Cc = 001(Wn—7549)

Soil from 9 sites in USA

Rendon-Herrero (1983)

Ce = 0.37(e0+0.003LL-0.34)

Cc =0.0115wn

Organic silts and clays

Bowles (1984)

11
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All Clays

Nagaraj and Murty (1985)

Cc =0.009w,+0.005LL

All clays

Koppula (1986)

Cc=0.015(Wn-8)

Cohesive soil in Taiwan

Ce= 0.54(e0-0.23)

Taiwan clay

Moh et. al. (1989)

Cc=PI/73

Data from different soils

Kulhawy and Mayne (1990)

Cc = 0.01wn-0.042

C.=0.009LL+0.035

Ferreira and Ladeira (1995)

Cc = 0.61e0-0.17

Tan and Gue (2000)

InC. = 1.235Inw,-5.65 All soil
INC; = 1.272Inep-1.282 All soil
Cc=0.006(LL+1) All soil

Lav and Ansal (2001)

Ce = (0.001wy+0.114)(1+e0)

For alluvial soils

Crumley, et. al. (2003)

Cc = 0.0098LL+0.194e0-0.0025P1-0.256

East Coast

Cc = 0.0038wn+0.12€0+0.0065LL-0.248

West Coast

Yoon et. Al. (2004)

Ce= 0.011(Ip-5.7)

For cohesive soil

Heng (2006)

12
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Ce = 0.00454(Wy-10)

soft soils in southern Germany

Germany Kempfert Gebreselassie (2006)

Cc =1.02-0.95e0

For overconsolidated low plasticity clay

Gunduz and Arman (2007)

Cc =-0.023+0.001LL+0.271eo

Cc = 0.287e0-0.015

Ahwaz Soil

Abhadiyan et. al. (2008)

Ce = 0.3(e0-0.27)

Soils in Southeastern Wisconsin.

Edilm and Benson (2009)

13
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323 fE AR E 1 R S K

(Ameratunga et al., 2016, p.56)

Soil Cec References
Normally consolidated medium sensitive
0.2-0.5
clays Holtz and Kovacs (1981)
Organic clays (OH) >4
Boston blue clay, undisturbed (CL) 0.35
Chicago clay undisturbed (CH) 0.42
Cincinnati clay (CL) 0.17
Louisiana clay, undisturbed (CH) 0.33
Lambe and Whitman (1979)
New Orleans clay undisturbed (CH) 0.29
Siburua clay (CH) 0.21
Kaolinite (CL/CH) 0.21-0.26
Na-Montmorillonite(CH) 2.6
Chicago silty clay (CL) 0.15-0.30
Boston blue clay (CL) 0.3-0.5
Vicksburg buckshot clay (CH) 0.5-0.6
Swedish medium sensitive clays (CL-CH) 1-3
Holtz and Kovacs (1981)
Canadian Leda clays (CL-CH) 1-4
Mexico City clay (MH) 7-10
San Francisco Bay mud (CL) 0.4-1.2
Bangkok clays (CH) 0.4

14
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2.3 ¥ 3k 4p #K(Swelling index, Cy)

AR R e PRFFARWIHAR > S8- EFFE > 2B227 C
BLAZIFT BRI He 0 BRI B A 0 AR K HhAs 0 C BR2 1 e loga’y %
A s D MU A T L B He(Cy) 0 @ Bl SRS R He
(Cr) o 2 3 -2 > » fZ2/&R (unloading)fs - 2 3 H#-¢ /- ¥ f#/& R (unloading line)
wSE N IR 4 ﬁ&:{;g%‘frsﬁ?} 229 5 CD ®Ew i > R H(Cy) 5 P B

I HEwES s B v (reloading)fs » 2 & £ w I ¥R RS E A

& % A (virgin consolidation line) #:-3 = & ,]% L B 2.2 ¥ h BC & Ewh e o j5L
PSR T IR B AERR LA S T L ORI E(C) 0 B 2.2 7 0 B
BT EIERRREA EEEIE T ABSRE 0 4 ¥ AR G £ B (reloading) 0 i

BT ing G 8 Rig#e(Cy) > — 4L KR 2RI B (unloading)fr £ /& 1§ £
(reloading)snZ B %] 2 7 UALL > A3 BIFERDTHEL FARRE* > AT

i A 5 BT B H(Cur) (e ] 24 957 ) ©

Reloading

Void Ratio, e
5
[1a}
Ly}
e
y]
®

Virgin
compression

Log &, {vertical effective stress)

Bl 2.5 Cur ot & B

(Kulhawy and Mayne, 1990, p.6-2)
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PpEnRES SR R B (OCR>1) > ik i Ae—logo’y Bl @ endd & % w ik 4 dic
E_ & 0 TN 26

Ae
cC~C~C =——n— 2.6
Alogo’, ()

27 i e—logo’y Blenal F 2 & 0 4 7 124 * modified Cam clay model 0 A
Sk B EIER-E BRI EGE 2.7) 0 #H3- BREL AL ER 08

C, =C.(1-A) (2.7)
#A=08,G, =274 »* 257 1@ N 28

PI
_ 2.8
ur 370 ( )

Bl 2.6 4ebh 5 4 Mot fRR 2 Rk e + 4 b5 AiLd e o WP b AL
5925 % 38 2.8 @ 1345 modified Can clay model #7187 | e 4 -] o o o
By v &Ts |k e 507 0 & modified Cam clay model ¥ § — BEEEAL BE o w0 A
G e b 0 iR R et K 5 W R Heen 10-20% 0 T LY SR B ) & I
o8 gt 5o B 2.6 ¢ Bl RR-1 Bdp ot K 5w R g B 20% 0 4 P

LIRS "'TE]—F ek o
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Regressions: Cg=PI1/73 (n=163, r2=O.663, S.D.=0.160)
Cyur=P1/385 (n=117, r2=0.448, S.D.=0.051)

US I.4 T T T T T T T T T

a{ L Ce Cur A 4

'g ® O Mayne, 1980

— |.2 ® O Nakase, et al., 1988 T

B & <O Been,et al, 1987 i

Bs3 A A Wesley, 1988 A,

& o} ¥ ¥ Lombe & Whitman, 1969 * .T
[ 4 4 Olsen,et al., 1986

B - ® NA Imajefal, 1984 < .

o & NA Morin & Dawe, 1987

5 08 (Refs. 4 - 11) - h

kel - 4 4
© [ ] Pay Modified cam clay

© I A o8 B
< p on ‘

z A A< Y o

2 0.4r o 2 Vg -

i Pl

- . o 4

R

w -
%]

o

(=8 -
£

o

O

Plasticity Index, PI (%)
B 2.6 ® *Rdp fic > fRR-F R4 B 2 A e
(Kulhawy and Mayne, 1990, p.6-5)
2.4 55 A w R ol R R eI > WO IR #Bﬁi*‘v?@fﬁﬁ#ﬁﬂzﬁﬂﬁ
w A B R g o T g
LRSI SR AR S e

A 2224249 @ AR BN R B R ey R g e

V}N-
Y

BT > wRR iR 0 R E o i3

l““b
lf‘ﬂ%«

&

\\?{y

¥ s 7R E (Wn) iR AEIUR(LL) ~ 3V F (e0) 0 w4 FFIR O] 2.3 7 A Aot o

AT o gL Y R PEd s AT SR eh g kR B A Bapdicy BEHE S

12

REUR R R TR ki 4 4 LR R R TR A
LR L0 2 R R TR O R R T L

HAZ S o SRR S AR 0 D A B MRS I M- B

U3

o

NS £ T

c‘,u/ﬁ;j_ __ﬁ_

S ECRT & RS o w Sl 7 B2 R Bl A

\\\

\\

Sl e T E A BPD IR E ¢ kI

\\\
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Transform model Reigons of Applicability References

Peck and Reed
Cs = 0.208e0+0.0083 Chicago clays
(1954)

Elanggar and Krizek
Cs = 0.156€0+0.0107 All Clays
(1971)

Clay from Greece and some
Cs =0.003(wnt7)
parts of USA

Clay from Greece and some
Cs = 0.126(eo+0.003LL-0.06)
parts of USA

Azzouz et al. (1976)
Clay from Greece and some
Cs = 0.003wn+0.0006LL+0.004
parts of USA

Clay from Greece and some
Cs = 0.135(eo+0.01LL-0.002wn-0.06)

parts of USA
Kulhawy and Mayne
Cs = PI1/385 Data from different soils
(1990)
s = 0.0007LL+0.0062 42 test data, Turkey Isik (2009)

18
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2.4 B % 12 8 (Coefficient of consolidation, cy)
2.4.1 B % talic(c) i &

AR BB AR TP ER ARG A2 BT E BB A
B R chid RPN R G (o) 0 [ E ko BRR Rik(c)E T R R

F R AR BB EIRE - K67 0 BRRAL PR Y A

EARBAL P20 - RAR A SR R BB E S

Py PR R GBI G > AT E M ) B¢ Vo § 3 (sand

seam) ~ h & ;75§ (sand lens) s ¥ (varves) & 77 > gt R AR A 3 1R A

PEpE plens FIR R HREI GRS GRS Re DR B g G -

I

FAR o

o de kB AAFIFE S FERAIR I TR RS E EEG

EoORER o i R BE [
Terzaghi (1925)# 117 e R 124 > ¥ 8 4 1 d = BREKeIDERR B

AR

2

Bl ul oG AZFRICHORR
z: 5 XA K OIER
5 de 15 i pE
iR Gl H o B EH YRR S R
MRS GER TR G

o (2.10)
P my: & RERS R

Vi ¢ 5K E = F (=9.81 KN/m?)

k: 533 %8 Gk

ok B EFEARFIHORE ABUER @R BAFEROT i foiEk
19
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i8R % vt (degree of consolidation) k3-8 » B B AL T & 5 C

U(z,t)=1- Zz“&sin(MZ)e‘MzT (2.11)
m=0

H2e M=(§)(2m +1) > Z 5 & F]=% e R Fl¥k(depth factor) » 4 2 & 5 ¢

= 2.12
H, (2.12)

T % & F]= e B 7] #c(time factor) » A T & 5

T=— (2.13)

w38 2122 582137 s Hy A A BoRBE o X BRI K G H e PR
Hyy=H; § 2RIk i @Ew P kP Hy =H/2(H 3 £ BRALF EER) > U~Z
FrT2Z Bl GERAR 27 ER 277 LEDEZRIER ~ TR adggpst

BB 2 A ) Hpehdb RR o

0
0.0 | | ____4_..-—»,-*:,:—/—'-.—"‘;
: ! e N I e
04l T=0 [ e A A
4 = - -
e = Rl e D= = S A
06 T=0.05~ = ////// - /./ A /]
(1] il /
N 08/ 0.15 AREEE
2 L TRE TaRS e
° 11 [ | |
03 o 0 00
g1 i { 5( "J t l T
O IEES | N
& 1.2 -
N,
1.4
1.6 — R -
“mx‘::xﬁ‘:‘-‘:
T — ]
2
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 05 0.6 0.7 0.8

Degree of consolidation, U,
B 2.7 U-Z-T B 8
(Ameratunga et al., 2016, p.36)
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225 o A JRNPR D REERT v R 0 ESR “,ﬁ%ﬁ%aﬁ%

oA @ A g R 2R kB R R Thdicehde [B] 0 Ameratunga et al. (2016)
T RIpARL R MBEM SR TR BB LR FALL > BR G

#H 7 jE_1 mP/year % it F] 1000 m?/year ; Tezaghi et al. (1996) &k 3L+ i |+
"UR 5 10-100 P o B % Hicfs B & 0.3-30 mYyear ; B 2.8 5 U. S. Navy (1982)
B T ek g e BN - BFEROEER 0 7 R RS%RE % T I PR B Gk

PN
(12

W 210 7 i 40> 2B E (2 WHAR S Hm) R % ik
x> e E A B REPIRET - R FRATFTRPRE 2 R3O
7% A W RE > Olson(1998) % 12 A 87 Fe B 12 dp Be(PD) & &) » 45 sk 1 4
BRSSP o PR TARY XM FE() ) BB BB € g
JPEEdrega 3 A o B 29 TR R BlP DA EBEF Y AR BB G
Eeega it oot FE(@)RRSTFEE KR MR D Rk
(M) 2 L 7%~ TEB@hdlic Fptohd o€ &R ez B chlf Bid s
A AT P BB fEao
F 2.5 AR i Uh ok B 4507

Transform model Samples References
cv = 3/(1001S3%%) Sridharan and Nagaraj
Remoulded soils
(m? /s) (2004)

Cv = 7.7525pP 3102
Solanki and Desai (2008)

(cm?/s)
Cv = 4x107-4x10° LL
Soft clays Soibam et al. (2015)
(m? /s)
cv = 128.7/3.541S+0.0002 | Clays with wide range of
Jadhav (2016)

(cm? /s) liquid limit
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Coefficient of consolidation, ¢, (m%year)

100 -

-
(=]

-y

0.1

160

\ Lower bound for undisturbed
" overconsolidated clays
3 ‘
%,
= S e, Normally
%o, consolidated
\ X7 | clays
S N
/\
1+ Upper bound for ™~ o~
remoulded clays \ \ \
Rem \
o ".fa‘} \\
20 40 60 80 100 120 140
Liquid limit
B 2.8 ¢,-LL B %
(U. S. Navy, 1982)
0.1

Coefficient of Consolidation (sq.m./day)

g

0.01 |

0.001

PR T T

10

100

1000

Bfective Stress (kPa)

2.9 seld 8 R GHM 5

(Olson, 1998)
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242 BB GBGTG S E
MABREREY ORF T AT R Gl 2 A A 5Tk
¥ 24 &2 (square root of time method) % ¥ %P fFF 23 &% (logarithm of time
method) » 7T k#-4 Rizd f53 2 o
- NI PRERA L S Taylor 3 0o )3 E URR BB E S K P
B2 T2 2 4 bR 00%T o/ % B pr2 T 2 {ApER Jtog 3+ B 2 i
4o (B 2.10) -

T
Ik

Lo SRR R d Ve

1
|

s

2. R enl e e bt g E R PQ

3. % OR=(1.15)(0Q)& » £ % PR 4 ;

4. BAE SFL PR S B S B L o

2
5. RMAE 5 0% > T=0.848 » i 2137 @ 1 ¢, =
90
cod
=
-
g
=P
o
=)
OR = (1.15X0Q)
& RS —
\\\ '; \\\

\" \\

—L - —p
2 Vs o R Jtime

B 2.10 T = g A2 7 2 )
(2 £7,2015,p.11)
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I~ HipFR A &2 5 Casagrande fr Fadum #% ) > U FRR R %8 5

B SR LR BB B ERF RE 50%T 2R %R Rt

TE ST (B 2.11) ¢

1 FRBRGFEGEEPEET IR

2. FP QWEBBY Mg HAENERF it ¥ =4t

3. NERBELFEENP-QABEREGF L E L x o B x B
A e x TR EES

4. BIRTRRS HEfdp s doo do R FRBAE G 0%

5. ARBY Mfr- B BA RE RISt W TEST B8
engE i & 5 dioo 0 dioo % 7 B B AR 100%FF ;

__ do+dig0
2

6. R MUTHEE R > £Pds

V BLL R B R S50%PF P tso

7. RR%AE L S50%PF 0 T=0.197 > 5i#E0 2,13 ¥ # ¢,

o0 A
c
S R S
= X
<= 1
o '
|
'
I
dy + dgq e il
e :
i
A1
!
|
i
L —>
=4y {50 Time (log scale)

Bl 2.11 3 #pEFRFDEE T LB

(2 £4,2015,p.12)
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=
P

=

3.1

A 1Y o AARPFHREI PR ELF A ERE TR TR
B @R R B K Sl L o < 30 gk O] AR A
?%&%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂ%gﬁﬂvfagﬁﬁﬁﬁwgaalﬁa,ﬁ;%ﬁ
ST 230 A S S B R A A HE T R ()E L RS R
ko

dedk G 0 fRA B Aer TR y%wﬂ%llﬁéﬁ%@?*ﬂ%

¥ ELE 2 P Apens mEREF B M (site-specific) iz HoAE * vt U] 0 A B O AR

¢ R R A U] 0 AR R o B i Bk B (site-specific) #EF 4p
¥ » Ching and Phoon (2012)& 7+ 1 " > zk(global)#i-3] | #uE % - 2 3k (global) -
AR Ypid EF 5 Brd A o2 FALE E 7 R % o Ching and Phoon
(2012) 7 gz 3] i+ BL3F B {4 (site-specific)#-3] i@ F + > Zk(global)#-73) { #rx > v
A DY - BB T €5 EFOREAL 0 4Bk B 0 2IR(global) oA B2 7
4o i= 2L B M4 (site-specific) oA HFx » BT P anE L] 0 P e BERE S F

Tlafefeihg RAFR

T AR EY > BEFAPEL ERNE SR 2IRTRE  FTHRED 0
FHREZAERADPRIFA DT RS LRI 1 A2 g T o AP gt T

FRATK  ERE BL Y RP TR TR A R LR BRI 0
}:"

Bi-mARMAF GBI B2 FHRL -
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32 :F L FHREAR

A F#E 5 Ching and Phoon (2014b) ¥ shF 4L & TCLAY/8/7490 ; 3% -
BERED A2T Jo v R DT DRFERAOTAE S LS
"CLAY/8/12225 > 2 ¢ » B2 TCLAY | R4 AFHREY 0 W FER 1
#F T8, A A AR PR PR E ST EN 8 BA R BAEN S ¢
7 R ERUALLD) ~ g (P ~ 7 Rk E (W) ~ B (e0) ~ EE G AR
(0v) ~ B HFdn H(Co) ~ w A Be(Cy) ~ B % Thdic(cy) 5 BeF [12225 ) RIS & T
Bpird Fanp g o kp k- K v‘[ﬁ%f’nﬁ%méﬂﬁ%ﬁ W13 664 12 o
FAL KRR B B o e 45 D RM By s F A s L JpF N
AR BRI SRS U I = R A %_g;;,aﬁ.\l} BA S EREF
P

ﬁ"ﬁ-\/é’:@]\?&@\irﬁ}?\\%na\élﬁx“/’JE_\EP):E\EP};;,\E:&;U"

f}.

FR &A1 P& BR-5XFL L7

\.4

\ﬁb)éﬁli&?\

=

B
u

y

-

|

St

PG R T A TSN G EER AW FF T R

H-

RN CE LRI CRTS" GINE - N AN 3 o SN ;;%6‘%@:]‘43_@;#;w

A ERH R ER LA PR AR o AP REIRE 12220 TRE

e H
a4
‘
1@:

"FJ\‘}’IIL%\'L%‘%& exceli}‘éj%' A I ;uj s e — }’ljt‘ﬁ—ég&,";_ﬁq?%{(‘%ﬁf&

D
F_w.
e

o bk AR R R AT T Y R R T2 1 Rl

excel FIF LI B fiperl? o B B FLRRDEBR v B Z 7R
i?q‘imvgk s Rz (T A \Mv)]?ct‘ S I R T AR RS B BL H Y
Mremolded | N £ 3%f ~ )]?%t’ R K p £ #54k A (remolded sample) °
Munknown ;| & 4 %% ?)}?clm IR T AR RS B R B (T4 w?[;k
voArE E T o A g .’%ﬁ%éi?‘)ﬁkt‘ B B chf ]

g fl? ARPENLBRE Y 2B AT RS AN
m D RERIRE(Co) ~ W RIpE(C) ~ R Thdic(cy) 0 WA F N B RIT AR (&

BAER)A A T Akl A B2 KR RBERDER T U ER
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- REFSHRKaE 2B A A B I RY PN E R Sl o B

B RHE - BT AL EAENTS o Sl Ak B A L AAFEY

# (basic physical properties) ~ Jis # {2 (Stresses) ~ /& % %-#c(Consolidation
parameters) = g I § I & 3.1 o
NSRBI IR A 320 0 %2 FE LB SEOTERRE 0 H

T T A R A B 5 B B (Mean) ~ % B 4 8(COV) ~ B EMin)frd £ &
(Max) e F15 LL ~ PL~ o’y frcy s F BEA F B » “Trv ipdipe B Sdikc
ST B ERES B 2R H dic(natural logarithm) 2 &5 A& F 5 B ~ @ 5203 > wa s eo
Cefr Com T oG] » i Rk > @ 57 R FHL R APy 5 B4k
TEEY1I~Y2 ... 2 Ygo 40k 33977 o

234 L FREY T REEE AR e S A - Slh TR
oA EM bl F A4S A ST T RLERE ok 32 -4 2 H

i pe a2 Y Y Yo Vs frYs 2 RAFETEFHRER ¢

\\\?{y

>

<

o T E - SEOTREAARSTE L S8 NIF S 0 A Ye Y Y= B

\\\

4!

B% 58 YA B S T i fow A LR GHETT 2 o Moo W A i
AY A Yok 5 o
40 B 1 (correlation) PP 4 7 et 34 00— BRI S 8(YD) EF ¥ 1 G 2 "F MIf

BlEB(YD2Z 2 mal  EYiE Y a2 22 MR 47 28 Y; 7 Emed Y,
wrde fm EIRE 0 B —g AR RN E Y EZ G R IERY; S8 BN
FHr 2 A FETE N o £ 3.5 5 238 SR b ¥ 5 A §k(Pearson
product-moment)4p i T fic e T M F R Y1~ Yo Y3~ Ya & Yo~ Y7 F - TARR
WM g RAP2LEIER Yefo Yo F 5 2 Baw ;s & Yo 2 H s 28R cfp
BB 5 ip f B NI 2 (S RERTER Ye o e NP 0KV UEFIER Yo F]

Jl'L

\\\Xr

R E& S

F TR

Ching and Phoon (2014b)® 3 4L & CLAY/10/7490 #3125 251 f < /I% ¢ i

TR TR S S f@ﬂt’ i B~ CPTU Tl 4ok = +

doi:10.6342/NTU201902413



oo X AT A ﬁ'f v fgk 3t 22k 0 A TR E & Ching and Phoon
(2014b)F= 5 = % 4p e > ©d CLAY/10/7490 3 #5355 » ¥4 7 = B P 5%l » &
EE P ORED RS EDF]F S B(F 7 F P R B ) d AT

BB o
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4 3.1 $dch

EeE ey LL - PI
AR BB
- BT Wh ~ €0
e R o’y
B TR Sk Ce~Cs~ ey
%32 & fcehist Bh
Variable n Mean cov Min Max
LL 9572 62.8 0.63 18 550
Pl 9169 35 0.98 2 493
Wh 8054 4.7 0.75 5.8 559.5
€0 3168 1.35 0.74 0.132 14.663
c’v (kPa) 5581 171.04 1.38 0.3582 3200
Cec 5641 0.63 1.06 0.008 7.3
Cs 1800 0.08 1.33 0.0027 2.1598
cv (cm?/sec) 1085 0.065 8.53 1.3952e-10 1.4059

% 3.3 $# % (Y1~Ys)

Basic physical properties Stresses Consolidation parameters
Y1 Y2 Ys Y Ys Ys Y7 Ys
In(LL) In(PI) Wh €0 In(c’v) Cec Cs | In(cy)

29
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234 FTHEFTHEEE

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y4 Ys Ys Y7 Ys
Y1 9665 8889 7081 1907 5066 3444 865 914
Y2 9790 7115 1863 5155 3014 865 815
Y3 8150 1844 4378 3039 791 680
Basic physical
Y 1068 3002 722 573
properties
5943
Ys 1328 267 665
Stresses
Ys 5642 1636 819
Symmetry
Y7 1798 273
Ys Consolidation parameters 1099
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4 3.5 3 3 S8R 4p B 7% Bic(Pearson(pij))

Y1 Y2 Y3 Y2 Ys Ys Y7 Ys
Y1 1 0.9719 0.8164 0.7899 -0.0722 0.6535 0.5974 -0.0297
Y2 1 0.7513 0.7158 -0.0687 0.6739 0.5464 -0.0221
Y3 1 0.9186 -0.2204 0.7166 0.4617 -0.073
Basic physical

Y4 1 -0.0256 0.7196 0.7686 -0.0253

properties

1
Ys -0.0227 0.0120 -0.0112
Stresses

Ys 1 0.678 -0.0475

Symmetry
Y7 1 0.0461
Ys Consolidation parameters 1
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33NBFHES 2

FABG ARG 2 el ARAF L WEL TR ERFT - ST 7]
e i'@ﬁﬁmﬁv—i?%°'¢ﬁé@1 R ARG R

DigXY #dg & T 0 v A - AR 5 o Ao B pERArE g2 R
MmOk R d "F,'z dﬁ%]” °

3.4 5 FORLE (i FE(

AFHERRSE  APEBED BIHA K RKTAL AL AR

W A EHRCA TR Plen S licd B R BCRY nERR A E O L g
BEAl By Aot o P BT RARSR A AP & - BT
L TR AT ETE G e E oR R G % ALE- Bk
ARSI THENESPET EEF » BRHE R EM RE
B LI SARE 2 > P NRg Ll REOTHE THRATHELET
® - fRE:

BFRE Y e - F L TR £47- B B2 frie excel 4
Sl o ART A T PEB IR AP K-F L
i £ HB S E T - F A2 B o

B BIFE Y B E F 5 RSB FEFTEERBE - F AL REY DR

Plie=H - 313 FF o

=z
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35 2L FRETRAD KR H

Ao R F D F AR 22 £ 24 % £ 25T EER gAY o e
Y RFRY DA ARE AAPAE TR AR R SRS B30 A
B 3.18 -

SRS TP A TR F AL > B - A AT 2R A
Fau s o el 329¢ CofeLL iz Bl > 5 — 384 chf L8k Ce 3~ » LL 47
P et APRE R AERFVHRFAT G A B 5 - BALgL TR
23 5 ATR AR 2 (sensitive clay) >t 3RS S A F R 4 ,ﬁ&—fp’jb N A S

£ AR P ARRE  RE 2 RRAR o T Rk

#-LI>1 ¥ (% sensitive clay » LI<1 § i% insensitive clay ; % = B f_ig i Fiflend
¥ 5 I $% & (in-situ sample) > 7%&%7\?&“3’ % % € #4% » (remolded sample) > 3R
PR ARSI ¥R 0 EHR A S o T R A R g i)

PEooow F R-FAHA L insity, remolded, LI<I, LI>1 w fafiind $+¢ > 4eF) 3.1

<

% % o in-situ 22 LI>1 #/£F AN A AL TR @ b2 2 E F ik
WX AFHRAPE > 4 €427 BIMAIZY > Awli

(DR TR TR 55 nFH

(2) LI<I #-73] : insensitive clay ;

(3) LI>1 #-73] : sensitive clay ;

(4) in-situ $-7] : in-situ sample ;

(5) remolded #%] : remolded sample -
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x  database Skempton (1944) Terzaghi & Peck (1967) Azzouz et. al (1976) —— Mayne (1980)

in-situ

Nagaraj & Murty (1985) Lav & Ansal (2001) |

remolded

X X

Bl 3.1 Co 22 LL & # 3]+ #(in-situ, remolded, LI<I, LI>1 7 #%)

34
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All data

8 I : : T v v
= database
7L —Skempton (1944) ) |
~ Terzaghi & Peck (1967) ‘
Azzouz et. al (1976)
67 | Mayne (1980) 1
Nagaraj & Murty (1985) )
5r Lav & Ansal (2001) 7

Bl 3.2 Cc & LL ##4% H3] vt (238 F 42
# 3.6 Bl 3.1 v 3.2 @ ¥ 4-3] FIL

10

Transform model

Reference

C. = 0.007(LL-10)

Skempton (1944)

< = 0.009(LL-10)

Terzaghi & Peck (1967)

C. = 0.006(LL-9)

Azzouz et al. (1976)

Cc = (LL-9)/109

Mayne (1980)

C. = 0.2343(LL/100)Gs (#53% Gs = 2.7)

Nagaraj & Murty (1985)

C. = 0.006(LL+1)

Lav & Ansal (2001)

35
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Wroth & Wood (1978) Kulhawy & Mayne (1990) Heng (2006)|

in-situ remolded

8 T T 8 T

‘ X database

3

Bl 3.3 Cc & PI #& 3 $-3) v #(in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1 F L)

36
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8 T — —
< database

7+ |—Wroth & Wood (1978)

— Kulhawy & Mayne (1990)
6 Heng (2006)
5 -
4 —
3 —
2 —
1 —

X e

10°

All data

T

T T T T T

B 3.4 Co 82 P A (2 307 4L

% 37 B33 {rR 3.4 @7 FE

Transform model

Reference

Cc = 0.005PIGs (iB3k Gs=2.7)

Wroth & Wood (1978)

Cc.=PI/73

Kulhawy & Mayne (1990)

C. = 0.011(PI-5.7)

Heng (2006)

37
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Nishida (1956) Hough (1957) Lav & Ansal (2002)]

in-situ remolded

| X  database

Bl 3.5 Cc &8 eo #& % $-73] v+ #(in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1 F #)

38
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All data

15
//
» database /
——Nishida (1956) //
Hough (1957) //
Lav & Ansal (2002) e
|
10 15
o
Bl 3.6 Cc & eo & 45 HA] vt (2 3RFHL)
% 3.8 B 3.5 -] 3.6 4 o)
Transform model Reference

C. = 1.15(e0-0.35)

Nishida (1956)

C. = 0.3(e0-0.27)

Hough (1957)

InCc = 1.272Ineo-1.282

Lav & Ansal (2002)
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X database Lav & Ansal (2002) |

2 ¥ < 1 1
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500

w w
n n

LI>1

0O “‘ 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 0 T 100 200 300 400 500 600

B 3.7 Cc &2 wn 3 4% $-73] v¢ #e(in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1 F#%)
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All data
8 I T

x database
T ——Lav & Ansal (2002)

500 600

B 3.8 Co 2wy B4 A1 (230 F L)

% 3.9 B 3.7 4o B 3.8 3 477 S

Transform model Reference

InC = 1.235Inwn-5.65 Lav & Ansal (2002)
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. . X database Isik (2009)]
in-situ remolded
25 T 25 . ,
2r * B 2+ |
15 E 15+ 4
7]
o B 1+ |
05 ¥ x E 05 d
X x
0 XX 0
10° 10" 102 10° 10° 10" 108
Li<1 LI>1
25 T 2.5 T T
2t i 2k |
15F J 15k |
w2
1k B 1r 1
05 i 05 - N |
W
0 L 0 I
10° 10" 108 10° 10! 102 10°

LL

B 3.9 Cs 22 LL # 4% $-3) +* #(in-situ, remolded, LI<I, LI>1 )

42
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All data

2.5 ‘ —
< database
Isik (2009)
21 ’ .
1.5+ —

0.5

B 3.10 Cs & LL 4 -7 v- (230 F 4L

% 3.10 B 3.9 o Bl 3.10 # # -2] gFoe

10°

Transform model

Reference

Cs =0.0007LL+0.0062

Isik (2009)
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25

% database

Kulhawy & Mayne (1990)‘

in-situ

0.5

10°

25

10°

25

remolded

05

10°

2.5

108

@ 3.11 Cs & PI 4 #0-3] v #(in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1 F4*)

44
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2.5

All data

0.5

x database

Kulhawy & Mayne (1990)

x

Bl 3.12 Cs &2 PI 3% 030 (2387 4)

% 3.11 B 3.11 o) 3.12 3 e

Transform model

Reference

Cs = P1/385

Kulhawy & Mayne (1990)
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remolded

25 T T 2.5 T

LI>1

2.5 T T T T

X database
Elanggar & Krizek (1971)| |

Bl 3.13 Cs & eo # 4% #-7) +* #(in-situ, remolded, LI<I, LI>1 3 #%)

46
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All data

2.5 T T \
* database
—Elanggar & Krizek (1971)
2 L |
///
/// |
| |
10 12 14
o
B 3.14 Co 22 eo #4540 1 (230 F 4)
# 3.12 B 3.13 - 3.14 & 3 §-73] F 2
Transform model Reference
Cs = 0.1566e0+0.0107 Elanggar & Krizek (1971)
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(cm™/sec)

C
\%

(sz/ sec)

C
\%

x  database Sobiam et al. (2015)]

in-situ remolded

10710

10" 102 10°

108

102

—

(=}
=)
T

2

(cm~/sec)

A\

C

10

10
10°

LL LL

Bl 3.15 ¢y &2 LL #& 3% 3] v+ 1 (in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1 F #')
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All data

10 T T T T

10

Ju—

<
\S]
T

(cmz/sec)
=
N

C
\%

,_.

<
(=)}
\

<
o
I

T T T T T L— T

< database
Sobiam et al. (2015)

LX) | T R

-10 \ \ \ |
10
10° 10!

10 10°
LL

Bl 3.16 cv 22 LL &4 53] vt (2387 4L)

% 3.13 B 3.15 fo ) 3.6 # 3 #04] fE1w

Transform model

Reference

Cv = 4x103-4x10°LL (cm? /s)

Sobiam et al. (2015)
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in -s itu X database Solanki & Desai (2008)| re m o I d ed
102 : o I |
~
Q
O
7]
~
g
&)
N—
o >
1010 L ¥ )
10° 10’ 102 103
PI
LI<1
102 .
~ —
3 Q
2 )
& 9]
O ~
o (@\
5 z
-t &)
N—’ &,
&) ~ o >
10'10 1 1
of 10’ 102 103

PI

B 3.17 cv £ PI 484 #-3] 1+ i (in-situ, remolded, LI<1, LI>1 F #)
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10

10

107

(cmz/sec)

107

C
\%

107

10—10

T T T T

All data

< database
Solanki & Desai (2008)

L PR | X PR |

10! 10 10°
PI

B 3.18 ¢y &7 PI 4 #03] vt (238 F )

% 314 B 3.17 o B 3.18 s 3 oA gL

Transform model Reference

Cv = 7.7525P131921 (cm?/sec)

Solanki & Desai (2008)
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Frd SREBFLFEISE S0

FE Sl iR P RS E(CoCofro) d £ hiE e Sl #Ale b T

$TAE R G PR SR B A T EEE N SRR e
BRGS0 RS ST LARP L EAR S T B ALER R

2SI L S P S
Wk BESEATTOTRERZE S - B2 AT Er R =
(multivariate probability distribution model)#-¢ 8 3| % < F|gr > % - BELFTHE P
Sl T GFe FIZFREL P RSEEEA T F AR AT F 42
FEBFEDALFT AN Aok R EEAEE - S HHATF T € S FEEo @ B 4.4
5AA SETOHTHER T UFR RN G S B Sdkehs F o ,IL =R RAFRT
ok Lo pBcE bA kBB AT RORERET F - BAFTHREY
TG L F L FTRE DTS DFRT S FESE A A
SRR A b e }I% PRI SR b AP ATE TN B Sl PR R
BrenFopl o REFTHE? 337§ AahF o 4 fi‘w‘?\?‘q‘—'ﬁv‘ FIER R N ey
P o> #-¢ 4% Johnson 4~ # & ¥i(Johnson distribution system) ~ % ¥ 272~ 4% ;% (Gibbs
sampler)fr £. = 4 {7 (Bayesian analysis) k f#/&-3i&% < Flgg > FiE > § i@ 5 L
# HA) o
AR B R AR A RACT
(1) FALERE8 BE T Sz p Lasa)L
(2) 27838 &A% > 24 * Johnson distribution system #- £ 1 - fci 4%
AN AT o AT TET 2w B Sdk(ax ~bxray ~by) T E V3%
w
(3) 2z Bpr2 P& ¥ aA® > &% F 4 75482 (Gibbs sampler) % E = &
52

,:L

A SN
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17 (Bayesian analysis) ® % &= L S e & %% g R A 4 B TP PR
21000 > 4e*f 1000 =t #593 # 4 (burn-in period) > & = = B rE 10 Bk A B~ ]
BT 5 S fsenfi x> ¥ UET 2000 BEiT 0 0¥ ¥ &+ £ (mean vector)
2 2000 B 8 3k 12 8 ¥t fL & % R #iciE "L (covariance matrix) ¢ T it 4e 2000
BRI O FTAE 0 122000 BHEE T kA FTHRET L APRET &
(4) el e » #renms T ML L eI22 A3 4 A e ddice

GERI S B2 T ans § 5 T § & wGap)

4.2 Johnson 4 # % 3t

421 5 B8F L F

Phoon (2006),%#% 1 » # AP REH AR e FEFE L Jﬁ’f 5
¥ 0 5 B8 ¥ &~ F (multivariate normal distribution) % *&— ehfF -y o § %
Be¥ B4 F LT S REF 274 7 (multivariate Gaussian distribution) - % % #c 3
208 & 2 B I fii(multivariate Gaussian probability function) ¥ 1/ i g #p 3 B 4B

BE R R R A o o 4] A

L xemyTet (x-m)
f(X)=[C|2 (27z) 2g 2 @.1)
PR X=X, Xy, X)) EBEAE Y n BRI eSS E o omAPHE
PR OCLEFEHEL e NEAPFE S AR L6 WY Ee RITE $ R E

e A AT S

mz{::l} 4.2)

2

c=| o PO (4.3)
PO10, 0'22

Heomi B Yo s L p s X e Xo cPdp b fdc o
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AT LEE N 44 AT R A G B0 F PRI, Yo Yo S R R

F(X1,X2,...,X8) » » TN 45K foAgs

X =0 [R(Y)] (4.4)
Y, =F[0(X)] (4.5)

B Fi 3 YioRkF# 83 % & 3 fic(cumulative density function) ; @ 5 #8 F i ¢
TABEBAE SR ORI AR DSE S TR (XX, Xe) P F B Rl
ABEAT BT A A7 FHAX,X,.. X)) R F REF AT A AP AK
E(X1,X2,...,.X8) 5 % BHcF 2T o

hAFEy ¢ oo g * T Johnson 4 # % %t (Johnson system of distribution)
REMAEE S 8(Y, Yo, ., Ye)2 85 3 R Sl b o Ching and Phoon (2013)
:}ﬁ Johnson & # & 5% 1 R-CDF #3721 p 2 enA VB - ¥ 173 40 e 9k
% 0 LAPERITE A LA S 382 2 0 Johnson A F k sir B v S B(Xj) L ATH
£ g B (X 0 i 0 B R A k(GRS FE A4 &) - 4 Ching
and Phoon (2014a)f= Ching et al. (2014b) ¥ 14 Johnson » # & ko= 7 £ B & %k
3 5B TR F AR (AR TR R S B AR 2 )T
PR SRERR AR SR L RET R AT

4.2.2 Johnson 4 # % Kuig 7|

Johnson A~ # % ¥is = = &~ # 53] » ~ % 5 : SU (unbounded system) ~ SB
(bounded system) ~ SL (lognormal system) ; # &= f87 fF ek # T X 7 0 L (8L
# 5B iax~bxray by AF SBEE S )T AR B FHAF S
Yr@l 42 T E AR e B F S8BT 0 37 b Johnson [k Aiag Al ¢ v g b2 %
BRSBNTL > TR FRPRT AR LA THE  REM R

(kurtosis) 2% i f& (skewness)# f % * 2R s F 7 5 o
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| [ = Baseline
=y =2

e B 5211 12
- --JJY =1

w— Baseline

== Baseline

S

SL distribution (baseline is with ay, = 1, by* = 0, by = 0)

Bl 4.1 Johnson & # s s 48 & 4 # L 3 1 (2)SU ;5 (b)SB 5 (c)SL
(Ching and Phoon, 2015, p.47)
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78 %% Slifker and Shapiro (1980)2- * % > Johnson A # % kLg% » A8 3 /i
R4

# 1244 Slifker and Shapiro 2 3k Bk - B <R hE z=07 > 3> ¥ &4k
BYEIFAF 3BT (32, -2, 2 32)i0F » =ik

p, = ®(-3z) = @(-21) = 0.018
p, = ®(-z) = @(-07) = 0242
p. = @(z) = @(07) = 0.758
pg = @(3z) = @(21) = 0982

*g%“ilﬁg ’}'{ j\ﬁ'{g ey ,F‘ < 3 10/pa J N 10/pa 7 IE’ )’@—r—p “} s ‘J__g/\
Slifker and Shapiro (1980)#ti&3:.%2. z=0.7 sniEZX D 5 > 10/pa=1556 * % & *~ #c

P

EUFHANS0L Pz B2 BRAT F 0 d A 3AHERY KT TR
A Rl bR A0 5500 T T U z=0.7 AAFHESRY F A -

£

(w,

ﬁﬁ°ﬁ1%’?§ﬁw%ﬁ¢&%%%@iYﬁ’%ﬁZF@ﬁ‘
yo=F'(pp) ~ ye=F'(pc) » ya=F'(pa) > @ > Y 2 AP F %R S8 F 3 g
@ WAPT LU TRE & Sl AR A F N e R B A S
oo Ffaft e BEACHZF SBE ya Yoy ya BEFAEL m=ya-ye o
N=Yo—Ya P=Yye—yb’ & T & D=mn/p’ » & {$13F #7182 D & [ 7 12 2] ¥ )
TRBCF AL B A F & e > Johnson (1949)#-H + kA L =
W

(1)SU:D>1;(2SB:D<1;@3)SL: D=1+

S

- #7(SU, unbounded system)if * > + T g R U420 % kL

>
»

I

%7 (SB, bounded system)if * ** 5 b T R g B2 kS
¥ = #7(SL, lognormal system) | if * g 3B B0 AT T R A & B2k

4L
2%
wb ©

- g FHAFEEA(SUSSBSL) i 7 A2 & sg A2 A F S fi(ax~bxe

ay ~by) > 3 E 4T
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()% SU -

212
A = ,a,>0
X m n y
cosh™[0.5(— +—)]
PP

h_m
p p
b, =a, sinh~
[2(D 105]
= 4.6
ay = 2p(P—Y ,a, >0 (4.6)

(m+ﬂ_2)(m+ﬂ+2)0.5
p P p p

P =T
b, :(yc+yb)+ P p

C TGN
p P

(2)¥*+ SB :

z
&= ,a, >0

cosh {0.5[(L+ )2+ Py}
m m

- D)+ Bya+ P -aps
b, =a, sinhH{-0—M___Mm__n
2(D~ -1

p{[(L+ E)(j|__|_ B) _ 2]2 . 4}0.5
m n
D'-1

o YetYo B Pl

2 2 Eﬁﬁtﬁ

}
(4.7)

&= a, >0
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(3)%% SL :

22
a'X
In(™)
p
M
b, =a,In[ pm ] 4.8)
p(—)*
p
m
0.5p(M+1
b_(yﬁyb)_ p(p+)
2 m_
p

%gﬁ T e FHT T [ 4.6- A8 R Sl THRBEY &R
L REX

b, +a, smh‘l( bV) suU

_ Y—by
X=1b, +a, In(éIY y _Y) SB(b, <Y <h,) (4.9)

b, +a, In(Y_bY) SL(Y >b,)
a,

HP o2 W 1z F Sdk(sinh) T £ 558 4.10 #F
sinh (=2 bY) In[Y b, | /1+( bV) 1 (4.10)

dEEFET 2 S8 HEX Y S Y 2 #H#H4058 411 977 40T

X —by X by

a a _a
bY+?Y(e x —e *) SU
X-by
Y={ h +a,(l+e *)* SB 4.11)
X-by
b, +ae ™ SL

BB T2 & S He(Y1, Yo, ..., Yo) B A F JEATE AT SR Ao d 44 57 > B ¥
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*IF2 p BN A KS B EHER I EEY LR ERX, X, ..., Xg)AF ok &
K 2 B% T —'ﬁﬁ 13 B (X, Xo, X, Xs, X6, Xs)2- p B 0.05 0
83 W9 Ipies 8

T R 2 FIEF SR L BAAHE RERITINAR

AR 2 M m & B3R 0 8@ Johnson Ak AL gt

Bl 4.2 % i& {7 Johnson ## 3% o (Y1, Yo,..., Ye)i& vE 8] 5 B 4.3 5 #Efe (s 0
(X1, X2,..., Xg)en& £ B » B} eni 4 5 Johnson & F % Sfgfeend g o F @ A
+ —’ﬁi Johnson ~ # i« su sk & CLAY/8/12225 ¢ chi S s FH2,F 25 40 %
H e AT o Bl 4.4 5 (Y1, Yo,..., Y)B & S8R v B) 0 B 4.5 5 Johnson i#
3 15 (X, Xa,..., Xs) @ B LB chig i B o
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2 41Y1 5] Ys & 23] 22 23

Distribution parameters

Random Soil Distribution

variable | parameter type ax bx ay by prvalue
Y1 In(LL) SU 3.648 -2.5728 1.2621 3.0177 5.6e-05
Y2 In(PI) SU 2.0652 7.477e-04 1.2138 3.3138 0.0094
Y3 Wh SB 1.5581 24.3078 2.4789e+08 3.243 0.032
Y4 €0 SB 1.575 26.3080 1.8279e+07 0.0931 0.1516
Ys In(ov’) SU 2.9108 0.1706 2.9098 4.7766 0.0103
Ys Cec SB 1.111 5.2537 48.8585 -0.0091 0.0185
Y7 Cs SU 1.2959 -3.4017 0.0086 3.6928e-04 0.1497
Ys In(Cv) SuU 1.2468 -0.2517 1.559 -7.3629 0.0317
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B 4.2 $ 3 5 Bh(Y 7 )L iE B
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250
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(=3 (=3
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we1So)stH
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wer30)stH
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(=
(=3
N

weIrdoisty
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we1So)stH
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—_

0
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A

-5

0

(=3
w

(=3 (=3
) (=
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wer3o)sty

0

(=3
w

150
00

weISoIsIH

(=) (=3 (=} [=3 (= (=}
el (=] wv (=} v
o o — —

weIdoIsiy

=) =
S S
Il —
wel3o)sty

400
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0

ln(cv)

In( (r'v)

%

(X % )3

4
2

2
&

e

%

%
2R

B 4.3 Johnson 4 #
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Ys

500 14 8 o o 2 x 0 y
10 15
300 % % A % &g 4 é‘ 4 % Xy ;i 10 o
: X
e 2 ol ¥ %2 - ot 20
3 5 4 5 8 3 4 5 6 3 4 5 6 3 4 5 6 3 4 5 6 3 4 5 6
14 8 ) x 0
500 - 5 = ] L é‘ 6 xd g xmxx
300 . = x 4 ; 1 10 P
10 2t "| o L oommtiliiope <) 20
4 6 2 4 5 2 4 6 2 4 5 2 4 6 2 4 6 2 4 6
500 x 14 ™ 8 ¥ 2 0
6
25 10 x Fx g S5 % 3 15 "
300 o 4 g 4 AR ; 1019
100 x xX 2 ExXx 0.5 |t x
2 0 sl 20
100 200 300 400 500 100 200 300 400 500 100 200 300 400 500 100 200 300 400 500 100 200 300 400 500 100 200 300 400 500
8 0
:; o 2 g 1§ x
2 4 x4X 4 X ;5:)( x 1 Y| x -10 x
6 X %
2 P 05 %
2 0 x 20
2 6 10 1 2 6 10 14 2 6 10 14 2 6 10 14 2 6 10 14
8 6 2 0
15 X
4 4 x 1 a0k ¥ i*&*
2
0 E 2% % U ssooncummutiond 20 %
0 2 4 & 8 0 2 4 6 8 0 2 4 6 8 0o 2 4 6 8
x 0
6 ] 2
15 x X xx
4 1 X -10 %%
2 %
2 4 s 2 4 6 2 4 6
2 0
15 x A}
1 xX -10
os»" 3
05 1 15 2 05 1 15 2
0
%% /
20
-20 -10 0
. . }/ PN
Bl 44Yi- Y4
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Bl 4.5 Xi- X; ¥z ff
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4.3 B = & ¥ (Bayesian analysis) &2 & § #73 & ;# (Gibbs
sampler)

2R S REPT A FHAZT R ER S EFODY Er (WU E X B

B HE(C) 0 dek UL TR TR K E R DY % ()5

—*L%ﬂﬁ'{%ﬁ'@-(C) ﬁ‘s—gn\ﬁ rm”ﬂ “f'&“ %\fr'p“é%’,j}gf}’-é-_ =
PR R 0y TR R ARFER > B3 7 R L2 (statistical uncertainty) § 4%+ >
BARTHEFHES SRS LA AFAI T AL - 6 HEEFRL

PEAST I o AT P B¢ i@ [ 4 {7 (Bayesian analysis)& & § #7151k
% (Gibbs sampler) k € i st 2 fE e U 2 ER TR E P A TN > RSP

-t

DR e B (W)Y E 2 F R #EELQC) -

4.3.1 B < & 47 (Bayesian analysis)

P. < 18 & (Bayesian probability) #_d b < I #7it - S SRR >
TEPEPFIRZFAH- BHEEL EORR DML o L NG E3R
PO RILE o r PR AT LD A F {ATIRG hE R R

P. % %32 (Bayes’ theorem) % 77 = 4™ = 50 ¢

o _ J(X°10) X £(6)
f(61X°) = FX)

f(X°|0) i #£ i & #c(likelihood function)
f(0) 5 £ 5% ~ * (prior PDF)

f(X°) % 1% &~ # (marginal distribution)
f(B]1X°) 5 & 5% » # (posterior PDF)
X° % & s data
0% &gk
b R4 5% 17 5 A% F 3 (Prior Information) » % & &=t W & e F L
(Data) » % & ¥ 18 #7en25 5% (15 B % % ,Posterior)» ﬁ*u”ﬂ-\u” e
AL B 7 3 (Prior) + F % % % (data)= > 15 % % % (Posterior)
BPAEF AR R
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L w (B )+ F

B3 jEabF R BF o

P

o
B

AR RS ek AT EAKL TR PR A F ES

A
it

fenkm st g HURA T E LA T

At o

A H s pMAT Y

AHEN S B(BR 2B ET R )=>8kAs T
%_@‘i 4_15%‘%
Rm oo % Elj:'r—'xﬂ PN ]E‘V/\ ""’ &z Kﬁij”\—#"— ﬂ;?’ ’I% —Qr’%']‘%"}‘ﬁ? #E !¢

5EAEET)RE -

At JP 3%

S B L L5

o

Mot R B A F G P S Boehk 5 L Bk (conjugate prior) ©

T % ik % 02 3 dic(likelihood function) 5 ¢ Fren > E ok )755';3537 B R

B AR i AR T AR e o )

S

(1) li’— ll“ﬁ'{"m” lg r}’wki%gﬁlg ”j'IEj:'&— | EQA}WFW;},T
BN (T A i A T R sk A F il Al S8k
T B m*‘?gbﬁ'{mF_ﬁo
(2) HPpdzks § O EEM N S Bhom { AT A F hE BLE % o
242 AT P AR P2 KA
Conjugate )
o Model ) Prior _
Likelihood prior Posterior hyperparameters
parameters | hyperparameters
distribution
Multivariate
normal with 1 “I\-lpg -1 1
Mean Multivariate (C,+mC™) (2, pp+mC™X),
known 4y, C,
. vector normal (C '1+C'1)'1
covariance 0
matrix
Multivariate
normal with | Covariance Inverse- m
. _ v, X (m+v), Z+) (X—p)(x— )’
known matrix Wishart =1
mean vector
Normal |
) _ nverse- n+1 1
with known | variance a, B a+— ,3"'2(:
gamma
mean vector
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- S EABER L T A B0 bARGRS S TR RS
PR R A TR AR R (A kR L L% AR T
Bk 2 & p* 1L % 4 * (noninformative prior) » & 3} Lk A T AR R 5 4

EASTHERY > f(u)frf(C) BT DALKZAF - BFEEL
LERILHf () fr F(C) LATR (884 T f(u| X°) = F(C|X%) » & & Arehiffe
SR SR RS R A XA

AT Y BRXLX,.. X)) B F RS F pfrC i AFE

PFAROPBF BRI P pihk AR S Sl s b REE o st

4.12 #r7%

f () =N(u| 1y.Co)
: B 1 ) (4.12)
:me'Qﬂ)ﬂ'@@{—zukﬂ%fco%ﬂ—ﬂd}
F4.12°%° o ft’ Co 4~ EJI = N~ #H B ﬁi,fc’étnﬁﬁ + 5% B iﬁ:iifxii(llo ft? Co
AAPLETHET Y ZAE) ek p s e Cos¥thMEty L it
B AR I R R Sl f(w) €49 F TR T 3l (noninformative) 3o 3 & F o

m Ceoi Lk n R Sfki & )= #F(inverse Wishart) » 403t 4.13 #957 :

f(C)=IW(C|Z,v)
g
S 2"2.T (v/2)

(4.13)

v+n+l

el = exp{——tr(ZxC )}

1413 ¢ 5 IW(C|Z,v) & % T i) 4F 4 F (inverse Wishart distribution) ; X %
HH-AEE (scale matrix) ;v 5 p d & (degree of freedom) 5 Tn(-) 5 % % #circd§ S
(multivariate gamma function) ; tr(-) % *&"L ¢hF* #ir(matrix trace) » » ,T}ux" e
MBI on FIE L EBE  BEFTLOCY) REFIAEATADALKZB IR AR
S8 £(C) (WFIBE » RFMNF(C) 4 75 B £ %P HeL(C)F chil i St M

—=

e (Pearson correlation coefficients) g% £_jb > ¥ 323 & FA-LIJ%EP > @ 2 A7
£ %R HE (CO)Y e £ #ic(variances) 2% 1% # 5 £ (standard deviations)3" A
PR ARE TS F > AP GBS RE R LS T M p i o
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L= H oL v=antl &- BEEMEE > AEBERZT 0 ERAPL S

M GHIEg A AR o Ra o BERLAEEAFLA TR 4R

AT 5 % R $X(Gelam 2006) 0 P AP BB R E R L T A F RIS
(Tokuda et al. 2011 ; Alvarez et al. 2014) - &8 g £ 2t b L 5% 7 7 79 48 40
Ry R TS LIF PY SRRy P e
(coefficient of variation) ¥ ) F % > @ 2 F FHEH L AT L5
FhoFLT A ERRRGHRBEFFLE  ApY REfoRE R L2 Foojpikd
s AAHF o F5LT QJJ%”‘ NI 4 R A FEEAp R 50 # f(C)
EF A # Y P adE £ 54 F > Huang and Wand (2013)#% 41 7 F

WA A LETS

7 gt faFg & 5 (hierarchical)s f (C) -

f(Cla,a,,...,a,)=IW(C|Zv)

1/a, 0
X=2(v—-n+l) . : (4.14)
0 1/a,
a " exp(-)

f(a)=1G( |a, B) =

I'«x Jij

£ 414 7 s (ana,...,an) & RPAEL(T) 42 4 Bic(hyperparameter) ¥ 5 S A 4
R AL SRy A S Rl R ERCEE () 5 & # R Bt (O 4
#oomoa s RCEEQ) sk 1IG@|a, f) p e 3§ o3y & (Inverse gamma
distribution) > « % A% % #(shape parameter)® g 5 - %#c(scale parameter)
Huang and Wand (2013)45 1 » 40% £ v=n+1,a=05% & B = — B {* /| i F >
ot - R AR A ESAY G EEI B AT A-LIRR  RERBL DS F
R T 2 Apng SRR L2 I el ikl § An S -

FAE? Zmx10(m 3 FALKLER)OTRELY A X F @ IEEY
BB eEd > Aip g B X P L AFanFi o ,T.%{;;l’ﬁ 28 X3

A

REPFHRIET B G
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f(X|,C)

=[H N (% |y,c:)} (4.15)

-m (mn 138 -
:|C| ” (7)™ )/Zexp{_EZ(Xj_ﬂ)TC l(Xj_,u):|
i1

ER-FTEETE SUE RS LR S

f(X,u,Ca)= £(X|1,C)-T(u)-T(Cla)-f(a)
{HN(X | 12, C)} N(u] t5,Co)- IW(C|Z,v)- {HlG(a |a, ﬂ)}

o |C|—(m+2n+2)/2 . |Z|(n+1)/2 . (ﬁ aialJ . e*(l/Z)ZT:l(Xj *#)T Cfl(Xi ’/‘)*(1/2)/—11'Coflﬂf(l/Z)tr(Zxcfl)*zi’zl(ﬂ/ai)

i=1

(4.16)

FAISE 4169 0 X E X P B JANTH X 8¢ g

9
R

(X1, X Xg) #im4 1x8 2 £ 5 2 3 (3,,,8,) -
4.3.2 % & 272~ /% (Gibbs sampler)
£ ¥ #7545 % (Gibbs sampler, GS) £ 53 B ¢ » # 30 5 £ ¥ 2 gaF e + B2
(Markov chain Monte Carlo methods) 7% & ;2 » * 3> A& TEp 3 BB pF » K 5
SREWIAF P TR BARAR T o FA AT NI E A E IR
B At A A AR - REPPYE) ) FLEFET i R
o RHSLEREL TR
FH PR DA A RZ AP FEATIE S 2 TEBF
MR REIE Y - s RAEME - BEFFLARZE 0 EF R
Mkafk A §aEBE A S AP Y s E o AAFT Y o NS iR
Foam Atz (XpCa)r Bty Sl APEX X 5 7 REY LA T o 97

uﬂﬁﬂ%4&1¢$ﬂﬁﬂﬁ#ﬁi%’ﬂumﬁﬁ Tl B A W et

B o pnmREEIREFELAT  CHREIFIELT ralvRe L

PogG st oo s C o~ a iE S B R Slichost 417 ~ 3 418 foit 419 #rT
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122 (k=) € (X~ ~(1/2) 4" C M
f(u| X,C,a) =

e—(l/z)[ﬂ (Co temC Hu-2(3 7 C )

(4.17)
=N {,u |(C, +mC™H)™ [iC‘lxj j (C, 7+ mC‘l)‘l}
=

f(C|X,ma)c|Cl

(m+2n+2)/2 (1/2)ZL(XJ-—#)Tc4(x,-—u)~tr(2xc)
o |C|-[(m+n+1)+n+1]/2 .e—(l/2)tr([2+zm (X=a)(x; =) ICH)

(4.18)
W {C|Z+i(xj —)(X—p) ,n+m+1

|

f(ai | X,,u,C, a\i) o aif(n+1)/2faf1 —(1/2)tr(zxC1)—(B/a;)
oc g, T (M D/AL g (A2CTfa

(4.19)
~1G(@a |a+”7+1,ﬂ+2c1”)
£ 4197 4 3 (a1 y& 4,8 gy ,an) ; C“'1 2 ClaErE @ e, 1)7F o

AWGHF RIS APRY NERELF AenET o S )I}%\, X*¢ T3 7
s F]pt A X e drenE 4 L X (observed)w £
(unknown)# &

HIE TR

P v u
’ #\IV'E‘J’JFI ‘é%é;,axj
y A\ Faj_,_g(,z@—_l:‘gﬂh‘gxﬁ/zf*ﬁb__r_*é y pboeb s 4
JenX s F B R Bk RE F

e X’
REA L AT o Aot 420 17
f(x" %% ,C,a) = N{x* | 4" +C*(C°)*(x," — u°),C" -C*(C°)'C™}
(4.20)
BAETY R EBER WA ER R CosHEMAEEN 10V it b E
s y=n+l> @=05fcp=10" > 2 (ST ¥ U B4 T E L LB 0 AT B
R RE AR AT
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I #(n, C,a, XYER 5 E 4o XO=xx xn K& X ¥ g 0 &

‘\\;\j 2 E’ pa > 2,
AREMEX A TR
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%043 00 F FHELE I HEHEE 15 2000 B Xi-Xj £ % B BELHE A2 - (8 81 B)

X1 X2 X3 X4 Xs Xe X7 Xg
X1 | 1.0172 0.9648 0.6949 0.6331 -0.1557 0.6931 0.7613 -0.4518
X2 1.0072 0.6026 0.5562 -0.1461 0.6490 0.7474 -0.4502
X3 0.9788 0.8341 -0.3987 0.7729 0.5706 -0.3122
X4 0.8718 -0.4085 0.7266 0.5164 -0.3852
Xs 1.0072 -0.2494 -0.1781 0.1696
Xe 0.9471 0.6699 -0.2604
Symmetry
X7 1.1086 -0.3224
Xs 1.0404

74

d0i:10.6342/NTU201902413




44 975 FHBEE F ETE 0 15 2000 B Xi-Xj £ R R A2 TID

X1 X2 X3 X4 Xs Xe X7 Xg
X1 1.0311 0.9732 0.7079 0.6421 -0.1757 0.6984 0.7534 -0.4008
X2 1.0121 0.6111 0.5605 -0.1555 0.6479 0.7364 -0.3911
X3 0.9796 0.8354 -0.4233 0.7787 0.5803 -0.2593
X4 0.8811 -0.4303 0.7295 0.5242 -0.3815
Xs 1.0046 -0.2514 -0.1765 0.1686
Xe 0.9515 0.6686 -0.2287
Symmetry
X7 1.0814 -0.2469
Xsg 1.0298
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% 45 (a)E & BrBR 2 2

2000 B Xi B2 @ B4 A2 - (5 81 B);

(b)E 3 #P48 2 2. 2000 B X; Y Es AT

(@)
Mean vector

X1 0.0083
Xa 0.0467
X 0.0160
X4 0.1097
Xs -0.0023
Xo 0.0313
X 0.0904
Xs -0.0434
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(b)
Mean vector

X1 0.0039
X2 0.0407
X3 0.0196
X4 0.1053
Xs -0.0145
Xs 0.0283
X7 0.0934
Xs -0.0343
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S1 2.75 35779 | 71 | 43 | 295 ] 0805 | X | X 1.18E-03
S2 6 20258 | 63 | 38 | 35 | 0941 | X | X 1.23E-03
S3 8 197.06 | 74 | 48 | 36 0.99 X | X 1.44E-03
S4 11 19950 | 81 [ 50 | 39 | 1076 | X | X 1.34E-03
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NO. | Depth(m) | o’y (kPa) | LL PI Wh €0 Cc Cs | cv (cm?/sec)
1 1.37 X 34.64 | 14.64 32.86 0.961 0.323 X X
2 4.12 X 33.93 | 14.29 29.64 0.817 0.251 X X
3 16.65 X 31.07 | 12.86 26.43 0.706 0.179 X X
4 34.16 X 32.86 | 13.93 25.36 0.706 0.19 X X
5 41.37 X 33.57 | 1357 26.07 0.722 0.143 X X
6 55.62 X 32.14 | 13.21 23.93 0.656 0.164 X X
7 73.99 X X X 22.86 0.639 0.154 X X
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NO. | Depth(m) | o’y (kPa) | LL PI Wh o | Cc |Cs| Cyv(cm?sec)
1 3.33 | 22.0896 |83.44[53.47[11481[299] 22 | X | 1.98E-03
2 7.38 | 435821 |46.43[22.63| 61.34 |161[0.752| X | 1.61E-03
3 8.31 | 48.9552 | 50.03 | 24.68 | 62.37 | 1.61|0.855 | X | 9.07E-04
4 12.32 | 70.4478 | 46.94|22.11| 56.2 |[1.46] 0.89 | X | 2.41E-03
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Wesley (1988)

remolded

15

29.6~12
1.6

10.4~83.

0.6~2.1

100

0.18~0.8

0.048~0.

142

Imai et al. (1984)

Japan/Befu port

Japan/Hakata port

Japan/Hatsukaichi port

Japan/Hiroshima bay

Japan/Off Kanda

Japan/Kawanoishi port

Japan/Osaka

Japan/Otaru port

Japan/Sendai bay

Japan/Tokyo

18

20~150

12~99

10

0.35~2.0

1.08e-
04~1.09e-02

Umehara & Zen (1982)

Japan/Minamata Bay

Japan/Honmoku

Japan/Tokyo

Japan/Yokohama Port

Japan/Nagoyo Port

Japan/Osaka

Japan/Fushiki-Toyama Port

16

59.4~16

24.4~11

8.1

10, 100

0.64~2.9

4.03e-
04~2.89e-03

Olsen & Rice (1982)

USA/mid-atlantic

35

18~79

3~48

19~110

0.06~0.9

0.06~0.1

Nakase et al. (1988)

remolded

12
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Japan/Kobe

Japan/Aomori
Japan/Toyama
Japan/Niicata 27.6~86|10.7~55. 0.7~1.4 0.15~0.6{0.015~0.
pansiiga 1 8 9 3 136
Japan/Sakaiminato
Japan/Nagoya
Japan/Ohita
Canada/Chambly
Canada/St.Nicolas 0.28~0.5
H 2014 4| 41~62 | 19~ 43~ - - - -
6 anna & Javed (2014) Canada/Terrebonne 6 9~35 3~63 5
Canada/Mont St. Hilarie
. . 0.8~1.1 0.18~0.4/0.016~0.
7 Teng et al. (2014) Taiwan/Taipei 10 - - - 5 - 4 052 -
8 Delage (2010) Canada/Champlain 8| 29~62 | 10~36 | 40~80 - - 0.7~2.28 - -
Zapata-Medina et al. 35.6~49|16.1~25.|127.1~34.| 0.65~0. ~ 0.16~0.3/0.025~0.
9 (2014) USA/Bootlegger Cove |9 3 5 4 89 50~170 5 049 -
10 Kamruzzaman et al. Singapore/Singapore 1| 87 52 70 1.85 - 0.85 - -
(2009)
11 Meclelland (1967) | USA/Mississippi River |54| 32-98 | 9~72 | 28-81 %> - |o2-100 - i
France/Montmelian
France/St-Etienne
France/Lyons
12 Sanglerat (1972) Erance/Miribel 17| 18~66 | 3.5~25 | 16~54 - - 0.06~0.4 - -
France/Oyonnax
France/Venissieux
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France/Autun

France/Calais

France/Sotteville

France/Saint-Quentin

France/Port ST-Louis du
Rhone

Spain/Seville

13

Cozzolino (1961)

Spain/Sao Paulo City

Spain/lowlands of Santos

30~136.

15~75

0.5~24

0.02~1.7

14

Salai (2001)

Japan/Suko

64.8~12
6.8

25.4~73.

55.2~16
6.9

1.47~4.
42

0.42~2.2

15

Suddeepong et al. (2015)

Japan/Ariake

Japan/Shiroishi

41~116.

19.7~70.

30.4~16
6.4

0.95~4.
59

0.32~2.0

0.08~0.2

34

16

Di Matteo et al. (2011)

Spain/Galicia

73~80

0.5~0.6

17

Lambe & Whitman
(1969)

USA/Boston

USA/Fore River

USA/Chicago

USA/Louisiana

USA/New Orleans

USA/Montana

USA/Fort Union

USA/Cincinnati

USA/St.Lawrence

Canada/Beauharnois

Venezuw/Siburua

15

47~89

18~69

0.17~0.8

0.025~0.

195
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18| Chai etal. (2004) China/shanghai ~ |22|°0% 421021\ 11874810084 1008708 -
40.2~77(10.7~41.42.9~85.| 1.21~2. 0.024~0.
19| Chungetal. (2017) Korea/Busan 20 K 9 7 31 - 0.54~2.4 053 -
. 0.6~2.7 0.54~1.3 1.93e-
20 Chung (2005) Australia/Burswood 20 - - 23~103 4 20.1~95.4 9 - 04~1 876-03
. 0.31~0.6
21| Salem & Krizek (1976) USA 47|45~88.7 - - - - 9 - -
remolded
op|  Skempton & Jones UK/Go_sport 49242713| 14 o7 _]0.23~2. ] 0.07~0.9| ]
(1944) UK/Stanpit marsh 3 17 1
USA/New orleans

23| Leroueil wt al. (1983) Canada/Champlain 264 - - - 0'6518~2' - 0.09~4.9 - -

Dascal & L Canada/Chute Rouge 0.61~3
04| ASCAL & -arocque Canada/Riviére Rupert |79(22.4~87| 2~57 |22~121|°°%| - |0.01~45| - -

(1973) 45
Canada/Nottaway
Brazil/Rio de Janeiro
_ Brazil/Santos 17 0.32~2.
25 Nishida (1956) Brazil/Sao Paulo 3 - - - 8 - 0.04~2.5 - -
Brazil/Minas Gerais

26| Rendon-Herrero (1980) remolded 94|24~166| 9~97 5'8:1147' 0'3679~2' - 0'0}1‘;1' - -

MacDonald & Sauer 0.08~0.1/0.007~0.
27 (1970) Canada/Saskatoon 14118~51.1/6.4~30.3 - - - 1 014 -

Sridharan & Nagaraj _ _ i i _ i 1.8e-
28 (2000) remolded 10|37~73.5|9.5~26.7 75 0.2~0.43 06~1.096-04
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29 Leo”“&;‘g&?”'” remolded 1| 59 31 : 151 | 76.93 | 0242 | 0.067 | 2.67E-04
UK/Asford C
30| Burland (1990) SOTELOMMON 15 | 3570 | 1443 | 23.89 | 0.662 e !
remolded 3
31 Gens (1982) UK/Cromer 1| 25 12 - - - 0.15 - -
32|Newland & Allely (1955) remolded 2 1136,108| 75,71 - - - 0.8,0.62 - -
33| Samuels (1975) UKJ/Ely-Ouse 11| 64-86 | 38-54 |2052% . |350~1100| 0.13 0'012313~0' 18'0‘(‘);1'69'
. 22.3~24.|0.61~0. 0.41~0.5/0.063~0. 2.47e-
34| Horseman et al. (1987) Belgium/Mol 4| 65~67 47 5 65 2000 3 11 | 04~4.61e-04
35 Lo (1962) Mexio 1| 426 286 - - - 5.45 2.083 -
36 Whitman (1960) USA/Vicksburg 1 70 40 - - - 0.265 | 0.055 -
. A/Fithi
37| Olson & Hardin (1963) USA/Fithian ol 79 | 44 66 i . (0260845003 i
remolded 5
38 Lambe (1963) Venezue/Amuay 5| 71 1 ] ] ] 0.488.0. _ _
remolded 4
39| Ladanyietal. (1965) remolded 1| 335 11.6 29 - - 0.138 | 0.037 -
40 Ladd (1964) unknown 1 - - - - - 0.207 | 0.083 -
41 Wuetal. (1978) USA/Toledo 15/30415| 1623 | - |06349| 22538 | 0.76 | 0.1373 4e-048~22.3e-
42| Mitachi & Kitago (1976) remolded 21| 51~72 | 21,32 31.7-50. - 159.5-1030.23~0.4/0.036~0. -
4 4.4 3 058
Yudhbir & Varadarajan India/Kanpur 0.28,0.6 | 0.06,0.3
4 - 2 91 | 184 - - - ' ' -
3 (1974) India/Rann of Kutch 38,9 849 1 4
USA/Sault Ste. Marie 0.53,0.3{0.089,0.
44 Wu (1962) emolded 2 55 32 45,39 - 171.675 9 055 -

158

d0i:10.6342/NTU201902413




45| Broms & Ratnam (1963) remolded 1| 48 15.2 - - 637.282 | 0.189 | 0.045 -
46| Saxena & Ladd (1978) USA/Hackensack ~ |48| 18-51 | - i 0'7(?6"2' 84'341" 1471612-0.8 0'011798"0' !
47| Crawford (1964) Canada/Winnipeg 3| 94 | 60 54'98"57' 1'5631" L 111 | 024 |
. 11.1~45.10.31~1. 0.034~0.]0.011~0.
48| Peck & Reed (1954) USA/Chicago 21| 23~57 - 5 51 - 79 062 -
USA/Charlestown
USA/Fore River
USA/Chicago
USA/Dow Field
USA/Cincinnat 28.1~41|13.5~31|19.1~35|0.65~1 0.15~0.6
49 Mitchell (1956) USA/New Orleans 14 .6 '4 .6 .68 ' - ' 7 ' - -
USA/Texas
USA/Bayou Cocodrie
Canada/Goose Bay
Canada/Beauharnois
Mexio/Mexico City
50, 4 (2001) Taiwan/Taipei 4| 38-43 | 1520 | 28-39 [0.8~12| -  |0.25~0.4 0'024*0'0 i
Bozozuk & Leonards 38.8~63|17.9~33.|51.7~89.| 1.3~2.7 | 37.3~121.0.63~4.2|0.059~0.
51 (1972) Canada/Gloucester 19 1 3 5 9 4 3 074 -
52| Ng & Lo (1985) Canada/Thunder Bay |2 | 3570 17'2’47' i 2'7352'8 94110 (%102 i
Italy/Pietrafitta 0.6~11 0.22-0.8| 0.0019
53| Burland et al. (1996) Italy/Todi 4127.5~87|2.8~52.5| - g7 230-610 |7 T 3 -
Italy/Vallericca '
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Greece/Corinth Canal

54 Futai (2004) Brazil/Ouro Preto 2| 57,42 | 29,22 - - 75400 |0.44,0.3 -

Skempton & Henkel UK/Shell Haven 4e-05~1.2¢-

- 10| 54~11 1~ 46~91 - - .5~0.91
> (1953) UK/Tilbury 0|54-115) 31~85 | 46~9 0-5-0.9 04
56 Hvorslev (1960) remolded 1| 47 25 - 0.84 - 0.5 0.084 1.45E-04
57 Olson (1962) remolded 6| 85 | 48 |61~196| - i 0'489'”0'7 0'124123'”0' i
58| France & Sangrey (1977) remolded 1| 57 31 39.5 - - 0.431 -
59| Sangrey etal. (1969) USA/Newfield 1| 28 10 24 - - 0.12 -
60 Skempton (1961) UK/Bradwell-on-Sea 1| 95 65 31.1 - 11592 | 0.714 | 0.152 -
61| Brown etal. (1975) remolded 1| 32 14 - - 150 0.272 | 0.058 -
62 deGraﬂ'&%%go” etal. Ghana 1| 4764 | 1727 | - . 2145 | 0182 | 0.058 | 3.17E-05
63| Taylor & Bacchus (1969) remolded 1| 62 26 115 - 0.304 | 0.053 -
10.9~27. 0.16~1.4{0.008~0. 8.7e-

64 Raymond (1972) Turkey/Kars 11|37~52.5 5 33~72 - - 7 04~4.26-03

Nagaraj & Srinivasa 45.3~15 i i i i 0.27~1.0 i
85 Murthy (1986) remolded 3 93 7

151.5,13
66| Newland & Allely (1957) remolded 2| 136 75 26 - - 0.81,0.7 -
. 62.5,67. _ 0.61~0.(211.2~374|, . _ 0.032~0. 8.7e-
67 Nitindra (1968) remolded 22 5 36,41 |23~89.6 75 5 0.1~0.43 188 | 05~1.30-04
remolded
USA/New Hampshire 11/21.6~18 10.3~4210.286~4 0.05~3.6{0.006~0
68 Rutledge (1939) USA/Providence R.I. 3 6.6 5.6~91 '2 ' 79 52.22 ' 3 S 264 | 4.83E-04
USA/Boston
USA/Chicago
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USA/Detroit

USA/Texas

USA/Eastport

USA/Philadelphia

USA/Flushing Meadows

Egypt/Cairo
Canada/St. John
Austria/Vienna
Panama/Panama
Denmark
Thailand/Bangkok Siam
Netherlands/Rotterdam
Holland
] . 34.5,33.|13.7,14. | 22.9,26. |0.65,0.7 | 34.88,124. 0.029,0. |4.2e-03,8.5€-
69| Soderman & Kim (1970) England/Tilbury 2 5 7 4 3 64 0.2,0.27 023 04
70 Amerasgggg)& Parry remolded 1| 72 61 ; ; 57.98 | 0.601 | 0.202 ;
Kaufman & Sherman 29.8~50. 171.6~364|0.16~3.3/0.01~0.0
71 (1964) USA/Prot Allen 5| 31~81 | 6~56 6 - 7 1 65 -
Quigley & Ogunbadejo . _~n|0.85~1. 0.16~0.6/0.052~0. i
72 (1972) Canada/New Liskeard 4| 69,73 | 45,47 |52.5~66 63 143.64 9 103 2.70E-03
Samson & Garneau . 28.1~71 31.7~66.|0.93~1. 0.19~1.7 2.6e-
73 (1973) Canada/Berthierville 117777, "~ 11.4~37 7 87 - 1 00270.1) 4 5 e 00
74 Insley (1972) Canada/Victoria 8 30'61~ > 167-2. 41'96~63' - 62'51135' 0'32{0'6 - -
48.4~71|24.1~43.|70.6~90. 0.04~0.0 3.5e-
75| Devata & Darch (1973) Canada/Ottawa 17 6 3 3 1.6~2.8|81~164.5|1.2~2.4 5 05~2 36-04
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76| Bartlett & Lee (2004) |  USA/Salt Lake City 199 1976 | 6-53 | - 0'5f6~2' 24~465 O'Ofgﬂ' ¢ )
50.9~12(23.3~80.|51.1~16 0.27~0.6
77 Hong (2007) remolded 8 11 5 71 - - y - -
0.35~0.7
78 Hong et al. (2010) remolded 29| 61~91 | 31~53 | 43~180 - - y - -
79 Vinod & Bindu (2010) remolded 18 70.8~27|34.8~23|64.7~18 ) i 0.52~1.4{0.073~0. i
Bindu & Vinod (2011) 6.3 55 4.3 8 197
. Japan/Osaka 24/29.1~12 0.25~1.2
Tsuchida (1991 i i ; i i i
80 suchida (1991) Japan/Tokyo ARy 3
Widodo & Ibrahim . . 24.9~62 0.9~7.1 0.35~1.6
81 (2012) Indonesia/Pontianak 18 5 9.4~29.7|34.9~91 14 - 5 - -
. 24.5~55,10.79~1. 0.03~0.4{0.003~0. 1.2e-
82| Anderson et al. (1994) USA/Salt Lake City 25(22~56.2| 3~33 4 64 - 3 05 04~4.76-04
Cerato & Lutenegger N N 42~353. i i 0.19~1.6 i i
83 (2004) remolded 13|42~202 | 22~94 5 3
84 Henkel (1956) remolded 2| 43,78 | 25,52 - - - 0'2]%'0'3 0'232'0' -
85 Wimberly etal. (1994) |  USA/Pennsylvania | 6 |27.9~38|8.1~16.1 16'68~28' 0'4686~0' 38.3~249 0'189~0'2 0'03;0'0 i
86| Tanaka & Locat (1999) Japan/Osaka 17 79'71;12 47'1;69' 39.1~83 1'1364~2' . 1284 - i
87| Watabe et al. (2002) Japan/Osaka 8 71'43~98 42'3;61' 42'84~87' 1'207;2' . |o7-154] - i
88| Kogure & Ohira (1977) remolded 26| - - - 0.7811~ 2 - 0'236~1'6 - -
Korea/Busan 12 23.8~76. 0.15~1.2
89 Lee et al. (2014) Korea/Inchon 0 - - 1 - - 3 - -
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Japan/Osaka
Japan/Amagasaki
Japan/Yamashita 69.7~12(45.3~80.|44.4~90.| 1.33~2.
Tanaka (2 - 1 - A4~1. - -
90 anaka (2005) Japan/Rakusai 6 49 5 9 37 0 38
Canada/Louiseville
Italy/Pisa
Japan/Ariake 32.3~17(26.2~11|30.4~19 10.27~252|0.36~1.2 1.2e
91| Tanaka et al. (2001) Smga}pore/Smgapore 38 8.8 16 8.8 - 45 5 - 04~3.56-04
Thailand/Bangkok
92 Zhou et al. (2013) remolded 1| 437 215 50.7 1.31 - 0.19 - -

: 17.1~33.|69.3~94.| 1.12~1. 8.2e-
93| Wang etal. (2016) China/Wenzhou 18|38~52.9 7 4 49 - - - 04~1.36-03
94 Yeo et al. (2005) remolded 1| 323 17.8 - - - 0.27 - -

. 64.1~10/39.6~70.|54.7~80. 0.049~0.

95/ Caoetal. (2001) Singapore 46 4.2 3 36 - - 949 - -
96| Fox, P.J. (2007) remolded 1| 66 46 - 0.1366 | 0.1288
97|Rosine & Sabbagh (2015) remolded 3| 63 30.6 | 55~80 - 110.174 0'15’1250' - 0.0017
98| Indraratna et al.  (2011) | Australia/Port of Brisbane | 7 56'35~ 87 33'9;62' 51.3~71| - - 0'55;1'0 - 3e-04é;1.3e-
99| Ahmedetal. (2005) USA/Lakeland 8| - i - P 9% 0071 i
10 . 59.04~60. |0.06~0.2|0.005~0. 5.6e-
0 Yeo et al. (2005) USA/Fort Collins 5 - - - - 54 . 023 | 04~426-03
101 kumar & Yong (2002) USA/Carbondale g |42:5749]24.1~30.1 14 99 - - 0.12~0.10.012-~0. -
1 3 7 6 034

Chai et al. (2005) China/Tianjin 7 - - - - - -
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10 . . : 0.65~1. 0.08~0.2

2 China/Yaoqgiang airport 35 3

10 Chung et al. (2005) Korea/Busan 56|07 74| 10,740 [23:27 77| 0-56~2. 0.15-1.0 ]

3 3 3 13 4

140 Niemunis & Krieg (1995) remolded 1| 220 114 184 3.77 1.75 0.184 -

150 Indraratna et al. (2005) Australia/Moruya 1| 42 25 45 - 0.29 -

10 . . 81.6~10|45.7~68.| 71.7~12 | 2.28~4. 0.78~1.6|0.144~0.

5 Indraratna et al. (2012) | Australia/Ballina Bypass |16 13 5 78 88 3 474 -

170 Khera & Schulz (1984) remolded 1| 54 - 54 0.61 0.23 0.054 -

180 Lee & Fox (2009) remolded 1| 47.6 25.8 - 2.524 0.65 0.025 -

10 32.1~14 29.3~170.83~3. 0.13~1.0

9 Koumoto & Park (1998) remolded 23 0.2 8~89.2 59 99 1 -

11 50.4~36|32.8~31|31.5~22|0.9~6.1 0.23~3.0

0 Park & Koumoto (2004) remolded 22 19 75 55 5 5 -

11| Walker & Indraratna

1 (2006) remolded 1| 70 40 - - 0.34 0.14 -

S| Wangetal. (2016) remolded 1| 28 6 i i 0.09 | 0.009 i

1| Abu-Hejleh et al. (1996) USA/Florida 4| % e12aa| - : 19979 :

141 Anderson et al. ( 1987) remolded 3| 40~72 | 17~36 - - 0.23~0.6 0'0151%;0' -
USA/Central Maine

11 . - 0.19~0.2

5 Casey et al. (2016)  |Ursa Basin, Gulf of Mexico| 3 | 33~74 | 14~48 - - 9 -

UK/West Hendon
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11 Korea/Shinho 40.9~89.

6 Chung et al. (2002) Korea/Jangyu 29|43~70.8|19~45.3 1 - - 0.3~1.75 - -

171 Chung et al. (2012) |Korea/Nakdong River delta|70 - - - 0'8‘?6~2' - 0'238~1'6 - -

L bejong et al. (2018) remolded 6|19-30 | 4~15 | - i . |0-08-0.2/0.003~0. i

8 7 019

| Finno & Chung (1992) USA/Chicago 47| - S - lo1-059| - i

102 Fujiyasu et al. (2000) Australia/Yoganup 1| 96 61 - - - 0.405 - -

121 Haque et al. (2017) USA/Louisiana 3g|33:7~10|158~77.124.6~82.| 1597 436| - .| 338040

1 3.9 7 7 04

12 Japan/Oita 126.2~1|3.01~3

2 Hong et al. (2006) Japan/Ariake 4 - - 41'_3 '35 ' - 0.5~3.23 - -
remolded

132 Atkinson et al. (1987) remolded 1| es | 30 | 150 | - 60 | 0438 | - i

142 Bergado et al. (1991) remolded 1 - - - - 1.71 0.8 0.13 -

12 . 29.6~45./0.85~1. 10.1~10.1 {0.29~3.2|0.024~0.

5 Abdulhadi (2009) remolded 28 - - 5 97 5 5 041 -

12 21.4~47 5.5e-

5 Ng et al. (2013) USA/lowa 13 5 7.6~24 - - - - - 04~2 56-03

12| Penumadu & Chameau 0.35~0.3/0.055~0.| 1.4e-10~3e-

7 (1997) USA/ Akron 3 56 28 - - 300 3 064 10

182 Jung et al. (2007) USA/Chicago 2 36.3;,35. 18.4;,17. 29.25,28. 0.8%,0.7 i 0.325,0.2 0.0i,0.0 i
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12 10(26.4~10 2.5e-

9 Koutsoftas et al. (1987) | Hong Kong/Chek Lap Kok 5| 69 - - - - - - 044 76-03
13| Mortezaie & Vucetic

0 (2016) remolded 1| 93 55 - 0.553 | 0.0946 -

113 Najjar et al. (2010) remolded 1| 55.7 22.4 - 0.41 0.16 -

123 Nakase et al. (1984) remolded 1| 535 26.9 - 29.86 -

13 Prakasha & 0.48~0.8(0.03~0.0

3| Chandrasekaran (2005) remolded 4| 47-88 | 30-57 ) i ] 7 87 )

13 . 101.27~60|0.06~0.4|0.027~0. 1.6e-

4 Briaud et al. (2007) USA/Huston 32 - - - - 197 3 085 | 02-8.50-02
153 Chail et al. (2001) China/Shaoxing 8 30'35 41 10'87“'16' i i i 0'085“'0'6 i i

13|  Sheahan & Watters 44.1~47.11.23~1.

5 (1997) remolded 13 - - 9 34 - 0.34~0.4 - -

13| Crawford & Campanella 1.03~1. |50 0.16~0.5 3e-04~2.8e-
7 (1991) Canada/Surrey 14| 36 11 48 88 30~129.27 5 0.027 03

13 : : 90.8~97|49.5~64.|74.3~83.| 1.95~2. | 195.71~52|0.37~0.7|0.057~0. 3.4e-

3 Aboshi (1995) Japan/Shin-Ube 7 P 5 5 13 a1 5 094 | 04~2.26-03
)| Diaz-Rodriguez (1992) | MexicoMexicocity |2| 550 | 493 |adgas2| ™00t |eo73| - i

14 : 57.5~89.| 1.53~2. |400.33~70(0.53~0.9(0.058~0. 5.1e-

0 Hunt et al. (2002) USA/San Francisco 6| 76~98 | 44~59 5 16 17 5 095 | 04~136-03
114 Deutsch et al. (1989) USA/Delaware 1| 33 10 20.7 - - 0.2 0.01 -

124 Indraratna et al. (2009) remolded 1| 55 27 - - - 0.42 0.06 -
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14 Malaysia/Peninsular 56.1~10(21.9~55. 5.5e-04~3e-

3 Indraratna et al. (1994) Malaysia 16 8.1 3 - - - - - 03

14 . 51.1~83 0.12~1.1{0.015~0. 7.3e-

4 Indraratna et al. (2010) Australia/Sandgate 6 |57.8~89| 37.9 54.6 9 - 1 176 | 05~2.7e-04

14| Kempfert & Soumaya German 89 i i 22.6~45. ) i 0.07~0.3|0.008~0. :

5 (2004) y 6 9 084

164 Singh et al. (2008) India/Chandigarh 3 32'71’85' 12'%’50' - - - |o1705| - 2'4e'%j’5'6e'

14| Santagata & Germaine

7 (2002) remolded 1] 4409 | 2243 | 39.93 - - 0.362 - -

184 Santagata et al. (2005) remolded 1| 461 | 226 i i i 0319 | 0.04 i

o/ sivakugan etal. (1993) remolded 2| 6337 | 2714 | - . - 93502)00500 :

15\Stamatopoulos & Kotzias| ¢ oo Thessaloniki |2 | 7055 | 40,30 | 5251 | - . |04606) 4077 i

0 (1983) 3

15 Wesley (1990) Indonesia/Java 2 1175,104| 49,43 157.4,46 - - 2.39,0.3/0.044,0 -

1 A4 1 038

2 Yongetal. (2009) unknown 1| 3145 | 315 | 337 | 989 i 2644 | - i

15| Sridharan & Nagaraj _ _ i i i i i 1.3e-

3 (2004) remolded 10|37~73.5|9.5~37.9 04~9 7e-02

15 Greece 66 0.28~2.]9.81~657.0.008~0.

4 Azzouz (1974) USA 4 19~98 | 5~62 | 6~128 12 05 08 - 1e-04~8e-03

15 . remolded 0.24~0.3

5 Georgiannou et al. (2018) Greece/Lamia 7| 57 25 |30~80.4 - - 9 0.04~0.1 -

15 . 0.62~0. | 1400~161 |0.15~0.2(0.005~0. 8.9e-

5 Kavvadas et al. (2003) Greece/Corinth 4130.5~34|5.5~11.5 - 95 154 3 018 | 04~9.96-04
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15 . R i 0.024~0. 2.2e-

; Almeida et al. (2015) Brazil/Rio de Janeiro 3 - - - - - - 091 | 04~3 1e-04
15 . USA/San Jacinto 30.3~69.]15.4~31. 0.09~0.5/0.036~0. 4.2e-

g| Briaudetal (2015) Monument 2 - 9 4 } ' 5 | 208 | 05~7.4e-02
159 cho & Finno (2010) USA/Chicago 3 (307811153715 o5 o5 0| 272 - 0.19~0.2)0.02950, ‘

9 .8 4 1 03

106 Chow & Airey (2014) remolded 1| 44 17 - - - 0.205 | 0.073 -

116 Horpibulsuk et al. (2001) Japan/Saga 1| 120 63 - - 18 1.018 - -

126 Pandian et al. (1993) India/Parur 1 - - - - - 0.736 | 0.116 -

16 42.9~48.|1.16~1. 0.118~0.

3 Jones (2010) remolded 13 - - 1 3 - 1~1.26 166 -

P Kim & Finno (2012) USA/Chicago 2|34334 15510 1 96004 | - | 143204 |O2LOHODROT

156 Lanzo et al. (1997) remolded 2| 52,66 | 22,34 |48,558.4 - - 0'2?3’0'2 0%3%0 -

166 Liu et al. (2011) China/Lianyungang 163 30'3?:75 - - - - 0.2~1.03| - -

1 silvestri (1984) Canada/Rigaud 1| 60 | 35 | 75 i i 0672 | - i

16| . 0.05~0.3]0.006~0.| 2.5e-03~1e-
3 Simpson & Evans (2016) remolded 9| 49 25 - - - 5 085 01

196 Newson et al. (2006) UK 1| 54 14 57 - - 0.41 0.015 -

107 Mathew & Rao (1997) India/Madras 6| 4565 | 21~49 | - 0'868;1' I A i
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17

Fredlund (1967)

Canada/Regina

75.5

50.6

24.53

0.651

8.70E-05

1
127 Nagaraj & Murthy (1986) remolded 45'%’97' - - - - 0.0;122 0. - -
1 Lambe (1964) remolded 401 | - - | 192 | 49005 | 0666 | 0.142 i
147 Fujiyasu & Fahey (2000) remolded 33 16 - - - 0.31 - -
157 Grabe & Clayton (2009) remolded 25-37 | 11-21 | - i i 0'085”'0'1 O'0§f4~0' i
167 Hyde et al. (1993) Japan/Ariake 123 | 69 i i i 07 | 0.163 i
Y Lietal 01) remolded 708 | 447 | - i 100 | 056 | 012 | 1.30E-03
187 Lo et al. (1990) Singapore/Bishan 155 | 63 i i i 154 | - i
197 Low & Randolph (2010) |  Australia/Swan River 81 | 43 i i i 0.77 i 0.00019
108 Yapage et al. (2014) Australia 59~85.3 29'51~ 4l 72'5'5'16 - - 0.51~2.4 0'01027;0' -
118 Afacan et al. (2014) remolded 86 43 - - - 0.43 0.04 -
= R e B T
138 Venda O'(i‘z’gilrj)& Lemos|  sa/santa Clara 425 | 225 i - i 0.104 | 0.015 i
148 Tong & Yin (2013) remolded 64'%’59' 34288 | 177,71 | - - 027,02 0'%222'0' i
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158 Tavenas et al. (1974) Canada/Champlain 2 - - - 1'921’1'7 - 1'53’1'6 0%2‘;0 -

168 Shen et al. (2005) China/ Shaoxing 16|28~43.2|6.9~17.8 19'93~48' - - 0'086~0'6 - ]

S sandietal. (2017) remolded 1| s8 | 30 i i i 0.647 | 0.138 i

188 Shibata( fé ::)kiguchi Japan/Kurashiki 5 3o.§9~74 13.15~53. 27.64~77. ] 13.6;;54. o001 - 5.4-0852.2e-
198 Giao & Hien (2007) Vietnam 151 - - - - - 0'073~0'3 0'010066~0' -

109 Coutinh((i S;SS; 7(?Iiverira Brazil/Recife 13 i i i 1.1418~2. i 0.58~2.2 0.028512~0. i

w PraSha”EZ‘%OZe)”“mad” remolded 1| e | 35 i i i 028 | 0.05 i

129 Poulos et al. (1985) Canada/Québec 1 - - - - 100 0.47 - 8.50E-03
2 Tiwari & Ajmera (2012) remolded 6| - OO0 - i =P i

149 Hirata et al. (2010) Japan/Fukui-ken 10| - - - 1'5;5'8 - 0'335~4'5 0'0Z255~0' -

159 S“dhar?ris%gramhp Lenrﬂzﬁ: 1047495 25-4461 - ) ] ] ] 05~12'?fe--o3
169 Coo"”g(fé f;;empto” remolded 1| 78 53 76 | 119 i 0.479 i .

179 Vi”Od(‘g‘O?g)dhara” remolded 5 56'_25~ 21208 - - | 10~120 | - - | 2e-04~7e-04
189 Shi et al. (2015) remolded 1] 632 | 317 | 967 - - 0.491 - -
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Y Wa'ker(f‘o(')g‘;rarat”a remolded 1| 70 | 40 | 40 . i 034 | 012 :

2 Tra”"?'ggi’g)” etal. remolded 1] 49 | 24 : i : : - | 6.00E-04
210 Lee et al. (1993) Singapore 3 - - - - 0.36~0.42 0'743~1'3 - 0 4~1é?2ee--0 4
220 Look & Williams (1994) |  Australia/Queensland |82 - - - - - 0'062~1'7 0'022~0' -

230 Kog (2016) remolded 1| 79.8 44.7 - - - 0.533 | 0.145 -

240 Kianfer etal. (2013) remolded 1| 55 28 - - - 0.392 | 0.069 -

250 Zhou & Chai (2017) remolded 2|11861 | 67,37 | - 3'42’1'9 i 0'743’0'3 0.083:,0. i

260 Chai et al. (2009) remolded 1| 116.6 | 59.1 - 3.63 - 0.88 - -

270 Li et al. (2019) China 4 31.?6~52 10.95~l9. 20.38~47 O.7g~l. i 0.174~0.3 i i

280 Day et al. (1998) USA/Carolina 1| 38 14 - - - 0.191 | 0.012 -

290 Seo et al. (2009) remolded 5| 18~37 | 8~19 | 11~25 0'4;0'7 - 0'089~0'1 0'01;0'0 0335;(;_02
4] sy | Moo, [ [genoseot]
211 Goh & Tay (1993) Singapore 1| 86.3 56 80.3 - - 0.53 - -

221 Okamura et al. (1997) remolded 1| 40 19.8 - - 200 0.239 0.08 1.30E-03

171

d0i:10.6342/NTU201902413




231 White et al. (2007) USA/Neola 1 - i 36 i 0.1 f ;
21| Indraratna & Redana
4 (1998) remolded 1| 73 40 40 - 0.264 | 0.0571 -
251 Hamed et al. (1991) remolded 1| 64 30 - - 0.25 0.035 -
261 Kang & Bate (2016) remolded 1 - - - 1.19 0.37 0.12 -
21| Nasr & Gangopadhyay i i i
; (1988) remolded 1| 60.7 25 0.5 0.07
21| Quigley & Thompson Canada/Ottawa i 0.603,0. i i
8 (1966) remolded 2| o6 21 8 391
291 Burton et al. (2014) remolded 1| 69 43 - - 0.463 | 0.143 -
Japan/Ariake
22 : Thailand/Bangkok 0.037~0.
0 Shibuya (2000) USA/Louiseville 4 |71.4~85|37~489| - - 0.34~1 |"" ¢ -
unknown
22 . 0.75~2. 0.15~0.6{0.021~0.
1 Fei et al. (2017) unknown 5 - - - 18 3 046 -
22| Castro & Sagaseta (2012) Spain/Valencia 72183505 1 18.2| 18-22 0520 0.065~0.)0.006~0. -
2 4 62 13 02
2| Araujo etal. (2009) Brazil/Brasilia 10°%%%/8.3-17.9|17.9-31 | %%+ A i
22| Alsherif & McCartney
4 (2015) remolded 1 - - - - 0.26 0.01 -
22l Huang et al. (2014) China/Shanghai 5| - . [32:2749./0.93~L 0.32-09) i
5 4 39 9
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22| Mohamedzein & Al- .

5 Shibani (2011) Egypt/Gezira 54 25 47 1.674 0.541 - -

272 Chai et al. (2011) Japan/Saga - - - 1'7255~3' 1'156~2'3 - -

282 Atkinson (2007) remolded - 23~32 - - 0'343~0'5 0'02;)'1 -

22| Aldrich & Pickering 34.3~41. 0.36~0.4

9 (1959) USA/Boston - - 3 - y - -

23| Caicedo et al. (2018) Colombia/Medell i 352~71111.3~27-1530 1 48| - 0.27~0.5/0.004~0. i

0 2 2 6 04

213 Pennington et al. (1997) remolded - - - - 0.276 | 0.0908 -
USA/Manoa

23| Brandes & Nakayama USA/Kapolei _ _ _ 0.22~0.7 1.1e-

2 (2010) USA/Hilo 62-210 16-94 1 37-175) - 5 ) 06~9.9e-05
USA/Kapolei

233 Sultan et al. (2012) unknown 184 135 183 - 2.459 | 0.191 -

243 Witteveen et al. (2013) remolded 54 24 - - 0.126 | 0.021 -

253 Izumi et al. (1997) Japan 60.1 33.2 30.7 - 0.372 | 0.0288 -

263 Mata & Ledesma (2003) remolded - - 12 0.57 0.208 | 0.034 4.60E-05

273 Gasparre et al. (2007) UK/London 63~72 | 37~45 | 23~26 1'6754~1' 0'335~0'4 0.126~0.1 -

23| Chandler etal. (1998) |  USA/Prospect Park 67,71 | 4247 | 23279 - 0-15,0.110.090.0 i
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293 Zeevaert (1957) Mexico/Mexico city |5| - - 10977'95~ . 2'053~3'2 0.13.04 .

China/Zhanji
24 Zhang et al. (2014) Ina/Znanyiang 2 |043511 35908 | 5048 |14313 1.2,0.56 !
0 remolded 7 7

Japan/Kansai international
airport

214 Nishimura (2014) Japan/lzumi 6| 54~84 | 26~52 | 35~78 - 0'571~ 08 -

Japan/Urayasu

Japan/Moriyama
24| Amorosi & Rampello ltalv/\Vallericca 4 53.9,59.129.2,31. |25.7~27.| 0.72~0. 0.37~0.4/0.06~0.0 i
2 (2007) y 2 6 9 78 4
2,;‘ Bedin et al. (2012) remolded 6| - i - | 092 0'062”'0'5 i
| Ngetal. (2016) remolded 1| 36 | 17 | 100 | - 0.383 | 0.016 i
254 Hansen (1950) Norway/Rustadbrygga | 5 |29.1~34 14'21~ 17 32'29~39' - 0'161~ 03 -
264 Fonseca et al. (2006) Portugal/Porto 1 - - 22.1 - 0.274 | 0.028 -
274 Muirwood (1955) UK 1 82 49.1 27.3 - 0.145 0.05 -
24|  Smith & Redlinger
3 (1953) USA/North Dakota 1 89 24 - - 0.322 | 0.019 -
24 . . Brazil/Jacarepagua 1.4~12. 0.35~6.7|0.064~2.
9 Baroni & Almeida (2017) Lowlands 48 - - - 43 5 -
205 Mesri et al. (1975) Mexico/Mexico city 1| 500 350 559.5 - 4,135 | 0.292 -
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215 Ola (1982) Nigeria/Sokoto 1| 1733 | 1636 | - - | 26994 | 023 | 0435 | 1.10E-04
25 : 47.6~67 53.8~97.| 1.52~1. | 24.66~76. |0.39~0.6

5 Chai et al. (2010) Japan/Fukuoka 13 5 - 9 99 71 8 - -

235 Khan et al. (2006) remolded 1| 775 47.2 - - - 0.55 0.092 -

25 : 45.8~11 29~139.|1.15~3.|27.79~576 5.9-
4 Chai et al. (2017) Japan/Kyushu 24 49 26~70.1 1 74 99 0.31~2.2 - 04~2 96-02
25| Haiderali & Madabhushi , 0.17~0.5/0.022~0.

5 (2016) English Channel 3 163.3~78|40.9~57 - - - 8 115 -

265 Wallace (1971) Papua New Guinea 9 - - 90~130 - - 0.74~2.3/0.04~0.1 -

275 Ng et al. (2014) remolded 1| 61 34 - - - 0.58 0.12 -

25 Mao & Fahey (1999) Western Australia 2 - - - - - 0.39,0.510.037,0. -

8 1 037

295 Bjerrum et al. (1967) Norway/Oslo 1 19 5 31 - - 0.4 - 5.00E-04
26| Cotecchia & Chandler . 0.43~0.5(0.079~0.

0 (1997) Italy/Pappadai 3| 65 35 31 - - 5 098 -

216 Kluger et al. (2018) | oW Zeﬁ':rrt‘)‘ﬂa“ra”ga 1| e6 | 41 70 | 187 | 267 | 0199 | 0.055 | 1.00E-02
26 . 0.65~1. 0.17~0.8 3.5e-

5 Kog (2017) Singapore 5(55~106| 34~71 | 22~84 98 - 5 - 04~1.36-03
236 Glossop & Farmer (1979)| Northem Ireland/Belfast | 1| 55 30 35.5 0.96 - 0.12 - -

26 Trinidad and Tobago/Point |, ,(26.8~53|, , _ 26.7~41./0.69~1. 0.01~0.3

4 Watson et al. (1984) Lisas 12 3 3.1~28.2 1 07 - 4 - -
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26 Korea/Nakdong River 51.1~79|22.3~46. _ 0.69~2.1

5 Lee et al. (2016) Delta 23 1 3 50.8~89 - - 9 - -

266 O’Kelly et al. (2018) remolded 3| - - | 74~107 1'8;;1' - 0'529~0'5 0'126~ Y ]

276 Perret et al. (1995) Canada/Québec 4 - - - - - 0'147~0'8 O'OSZ;O' -

286 Robinson et al. (2004) remolded 2| 8256 | 42,23 - - - 0.6,0.53 0'127’0'0 -

296 Bergado et al. (2000) Thailand/Bangkok | 8 | 52~92 | 31~61 | 40~91 1'2518”'2' i 0'367”'1'8 0.03;0.1 i

27 . 0.48~0. 0.11~0.2|0.03~0.0 5.8e-

0 Jones et al. (2008) UK/Surtees Bridge 4 - - - 99 - 9 5 04~3.56-03

217 Vardanega et al. (2012) remolded 1| 62.2 32.6 - - - 0.58 0.09 -

227 Mohamed Jais (2017) Malaysia 2| 31 7 15"2’38' i - 01401 0'%11‘;'0' i

27 . — : 0.87~3. 0.13~1.2{0.024~0. 3.1e-

3 Hosseinpour et al. (2015)|  Brazil/Rio de Janeiro 3 - - - 12 - 7 091 | 04~4.40-04

247 Wong et al. (2017) remolded 4| 52~64 | 8~16 - - - 0.15~0.2 0'05’ fz~0. -

27| Parry & Nadarajah

5 (1974) remolded 1| 72 32 160 - - 0.844 | 0.112 -

27| Meriggi & Del Fabbro i i i

5 (2010) Italy 1| 60.7 30.8 50.22 0.353 | 0.046 | 5.40E-02

277 Arulanandan et al. (1971) USA/San Francisco 1] 93 28 99.5 - - 0.717 | 0.231 -

27 Japan/Fukuoka 35.3~46./56.1~97.

3 Hong et al. (2007) Japan/Ariake 7| 70~83 7 5 - - 0.46~0.9 - -
Cotecchia et al. (2007) Italy/Montemesola 10 24~41.7117.1~31 - -
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27 ltalv/Pappadai 42.5~69 0.55~0. 0.21~0.5|0.011~0.
9 yirapp 8 88 6 132
208 Adachi et al. (1995) Japan/Osaka 1 - - - - - 0.822 | 0.078 -
28 . . 44.6~91.|1.19~2. 0.48~1.1/0.099~0.
1 Artidteang et al. (2015) Thailand/Bangkok 7 - - 1 a1 - y 393 -
228 Mirzababaei et al. (2018) |  Australia/Queensland 1| 74 47 - - - 0.51 0.07 -
28| Yukselen-Aksoy & Kaya Turkey 28 24.5~3916.2~343.|124.9~59.10.47~14 98.07 0.13~4.5 i 3.3e-
3 (2013) remolded 5.8 4 8 .67 ' 3 06~5.8e-03
Japan/Toubetsu
28 . Japan/Mihara 0.51~15
4 Hayashi et al. (2012) Japan/Tsuruno 11 42~128 4
Japan/Riyamunai
28| Nicholson & Jardine 1.12~2. 0.26~1.6
5 (1981) UK/Queenborough 12 - - - 45 - 1 - -
268 Debats et al. (2013) Atlantic Ocean 1 - - 57 1.65 - 0.61 0.072 3.20E-04
28|  Changizi & Haddad Iran/Behbahan 4|*785%45 9204 - i - lo1~0.23/00220
7 2017 .6 032
( ) remolded
28| Kavvadas & Amorosi .
3 (2000) Italy/Vallericca 1| 55 29 26.4 - - 0.374 - -
%) Bergado etal. (1998) Thailand/Bangkok | 5| - i - |12-28] - 2SO0 i
209 Taghavi et al. (2016) remolded 1| 32 17 - - - 0.42 0.04 -
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219 Murthy et al. (1988) remolded 2 | 106,75 - - - - 0'693’0'4 - -

291 polidori (2014) ltaly 5 |62~152 | 26~116 | - - - lo21~19] - !

2 remolded

239 Day (1994) USA/Oceanside 1 - - - - - 0.16 0.03 -
29|Fakharian & Mehdizadeh 0.026~0.

4 (2015) Iran/Mahshahr 3| 34~40 | 15~18 | 25~30 - - 0.2~0.22 03 -

29 . . 58.3~71.[1.49~1.|55.68~78.0.51~0.8|0.059~0.

5 Khemissa et al. (1997) France/Vallericca 7 - - 3 75 5 7 101 -

29 1.29,1.2|201.62,19|0.14,0.1|0.036,0. |9.6e-04,1.1e-
5 Xu et al. (2018) remolded 2 - - - 5 9.72 5 033 03

29| Meegoda & Ratnaweera N N i i i 0.33~0.5|0.037~0. i

7 (1994) remolded 8| 56~78 | 28~45 3 097

289 Tan et al. (2003) Malaysia/Klang 65 - - 30'65;13 - - 0.23~38| - -

29 : . . . 1.07~1. |165.13~16 0.042~0. 2.3e-

9 Chin & Liu (1997) Taiwan/Taipei 3 - - 38~42 17 8.9 0.36~0.4 088 03~8.76-03
300 O’Kelly (2006) Ireland/Carrickmacross | 3| 20~29 | 18~52 | 24~91 1'297;3' - lo3-17| - i

30 25.45~51.0.39~0.6/0.07~0.1 5.4e-

1 McCabe (2002) Northem Ireland/Belfast | 7 - - - - 59 5 3 05~8.86-04
320 Kelln et al. (2007) Northem Ireland/Belfast |40 - - - - - 0'086~1'2 0'041214~0' -

30 . A : 57.8~59 115.9~1|2.75~3. 1.18~1.5|0.124~0.| 3.1e-04~7e-
3 Filho et al. (2018) Brazil/Rio de Janeiro 3 5 26~28.4 48 4 71 - 7 138 04

30 Chakravarthi & .

4 Phanikumar (2006) India/West Benga 1 49 22 - 0.68 - 0.48 - 7.40E-03
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350 Bo et al. (1998) Singapore/Changi 10 68'51~ 8 las773| - 14'2212159 0'261~ L 4 -
360 Schnaid et al. (2013) Brazil/Rio Grande 13 - - - - - 0.17~1.1 0'03132;0' -
370 Mayne et al. (2009) Atlantic Ocean 1| 48 21 - - 39 0.35 0.05 -
380 Jacob & Hair (2016) India/Kuttanad 60|68~131| 27~62 | 50~95 - - 0'389~0'7 - -
390 Akayuli & Ofosu (2010) Ghana/Kumasi 62 205& 671390-a47 12'63”'36' 0'1334' i 0'018”'0'2 i i
Brunei/Kampung Ujong
31 . Bukit 28.3~32. 0.26~0.9
o| Ibrahimetal.(2012) Malaysia/Kampung Behor o - 8 ) i ) 7 ) )
Mempelam
311 Jain et al. (2015) India 44 20'5;59 5.0-204| - i i 0'098”'0'3 i i
Malaysia/Seberang Perai
31 Utara 2.38~3.
p| Osmanetal.(2015) Malaysia/Seberang Perai 48 - ) ) 28 ) 0.53-1 ) )
Tengah
31| Cotecchia & Santaloia . 0.44,0.5 0.19,0.1
3 (2003) Italy/Senerchia 2| 8357 | 29,21 - 8 - 2 0.062 -
341 Chung et al. (2006) Korea/Busan 23 25'9; 8010543 44'71~ 8. . - 0.47~1 - -
31 Al Haj & Standing 258.71,250.295,0. | 0.099,0. 1.3e-
5 (2015) Sudan/Khartoum 12| 6087 | 3054 ) - ] 45 | 452 | 161 | 04,1.41e-05
361 Alonso etal. (2000) | Spain/Llobregat delta  |13|20~45.8|5.3~23.79.1~31.8| - i 0'129~0'2 0'00151;0' 3.60-04~1.13
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31 . . 1.47,0.2|0.46,0.1 1.6e-

; Boukpeti & White (2017) remolded 21129,110| 42,63 - - 8 5 04~1 96-04

31 50.7~10 0.43~0.8{0.043~0.

3 Burns et al. (2006) remolded 8 13 - - - y 147 -

391 Miller et al. (2000) unknown 3| 67~86 | 22~30 | 35~41 - 0'247~0'2 O'OE;’O'O -

302 Thamm (1984) unknown 3| - - - 1'9§9~8' 02~27| - -

312 Ye & Ye (2016) China/Shanghai 5 |33.9~44 13'75”'19' i i 0'148”'0'3 i i

322 Thoang & Giao (2015) |Vietnam/Ho Chi Minh City| 3 45'8;47 23'24"'24' 21.4~30 0'6141”' L 0.1~0.61 O'Off;o' 6e-04~1e-03

32 . 0.93~2. 0.19~0.6|0.049~0.

3 Munshi (2003) Bangladesh 34| 34~78 | 7~51 | 32~165 13 5 091 -

32 Wallace (1973) Papua New Guinea 4 110-16 35~85 - - 0.86~1.6/0.045~0. -

4 0 6 085

32l Stark et al. (1994) remolded 6|29~186| 6-133 |1/ . 0.08~0.3)0.009~0. i

5 3 2 028

32 . . 0.21~0.4|0.016~0. 2.1e-

5 Cola et al. (2006) Italy/Cavallino-Treporti |16 - - - - 3 132 | 03~7 86-02

372 Leong et al. (2000) Singapore 4| 43~89 | 25~59 - - 0'078~0'6 - -

382 Hong et al. (2013) remolded 2 78'2’61' - 118':”70 - 0.58,0.4 - -

32 USA/Chicago 33.9~73 0.19~0.5/0.037~0

9 Rutledge (1944) USA/Indiana 7 - - ' 4 ' - ' 5 T 077 ' -
unknown

303 Won & Chang (2007) Korea/Namak 20 54'41~ 64 13~44.1 45'6;64' 1'0?1' 0'511~ 0.9 - -
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331 Winetal. (1998) Singapore/Changi o5(39-2-86|24.9-59.124.8~78.|  |2.61~18L.14,5 4 73 -
1 .6 1 4 37
323 Juneja & Chafale (2018) India/Gujarat 1| 48 16 150 - - 0.302 | 0.023 -
333 Bjerrum (1967) Norway/Drammen 2 59'%’35' 30'?’14' 51'%’34' 1'4%’0'9 - 0'3%0'1 -
3 Chuetal. (2006) China/Shanghai 5 328738 15_13,|29-8737.) 0.84~1. - 0.22-04 -
4 3 6 05 7
England/Oxford
33 . UK/Avonmouth 2 1e-
5 Lewis et al. (1975) UK/ Tickion 19/46~180 | 17~124 | 28~155 - - - 05~1.66-02
unknown
363 Seymour Jones (1972) USA/Delaware 4133~42.3 12'81~ 19. - - - 0'115~0'2 0'002314~0' -
33| Martinez & Henning
7 Stutz (2018) remolded 1| 59.8 25.9 - - - 0.31 0.14 7.00E-03
33| Tanaka & Tsutsumi 46.2,70.10.83,1.4
3 (2016) remolded 2| 62,91 | 26,53 7 7 - 0.47,0.7 -
33 44.5~45 39.4~41. 36.24~74. 0.01~0.0 9.3e-
9 Seah (1990) USA/Kendall 8 9 23~24.1 5 - 34 0.4~0.52 03~1.76-02
304 Azam (2003) Saudi Arabia/Al-Qatif |1 | 174.6 | 110.9 41.8 1.7 - 1.166 -
" Italy/Adria 0.33-0.5
1 Cortellazzo (2002) Italy/Malcantone 9 144.5~70|15.5~32 - - - ' 5 ' -
Italy/Volta Vaccari
34| Lefebvre & Burnotte _ 0.38~0.6(0.072~0.
5 (2002) Canada/Mont St. Hilaire |8 - - - - - 5 103 -
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34| Cortellazzo & Simonini . 31.8~60/11.8~30.(31.8~45.]0.73~1. [89.39~240 0.019-~0.

3 (2001) Italy/Po River delta 12 1 1 3 21 27 0.2~0.53 098 -

> Griffiths & Joshi (1991) remolded 3| 2965 | 11~36 | - i i 0'168~0'4 i |
unknown

34| Kodikara & Rahman 0.38,0.1{0.03,0.0

5 (2002) remolded 2| 7436 | 42,21 - - - 1 17 -

34| Crawford & DeBoer 0.25~0.6/0.013~0.| 2e-03~4.4e-

5 (1987) Canada/Surrey 8| 27~38 | 5~13 | 42~49 - - y 047 03

2 Dengetal. (2011) Germany/Essen 1| 70 | 57 | 272 | 073 i 0.398 | 0.122 i

384 Cimentada et al. (2011) remolded 1| 73 35 - - - 0.53 0.1 2.50E-03

34| Chakrabarti & Horvath Canada/Dundas 0.34,0.1(0.037,0.

9 (1985) remolded 2| 1423 321 ) i ) 18 03

35| Mohamedelhassan &

0 Shang (2002) remolded 1| 315 11.6 - 0.874 15 - - 8.30E-04

| Livetal. (2018) USA/Seattle 6| - | 1751 | - i - |P250810050 i

35| Umar & Sadrekarimi 19.4~34. 0.06~0.1/0.005~0.

5 (2017) remolded 4 135.1~46| 14.8~24 3 - - 3 03 -

35 33.4~11|17.1~72.|37.7~88. 0.26~0.6

3 Raymond (1966) remolded 4 8.4 5 3 - - 4 - -

345 Blight (1988) South Africa/Ventersdorp |40| - - - 0'5;~1 - 0.2~0.53 0'08?;0' -

355 Lanzo et al. (2009) Italy/Vasto 1| 54.44 - - - - 0.47 0.07 -

365 Chehat et al. (2018) Canada/St-Adelphe | 1| - 21 i i i 0.686 | 0.046 i
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35

; Lo & Becker (1979) Canada/Ontario 1 - - - 1.08 37.01 0.45 0.033 8.80E-04
385 Amarisiri et al. (2014) remolded 1| 62.6 36.7 - - - 0.46 0.12 1.20E-03
35 Canada/Wallaceburg 30.4~45.|0.83~1. 0.23~0.3|0.091~0.

9 Becker et al. (1987) Beaufort Sea 3 19~22 3 24 3 093

36 45.6~72.|1.28~2. 0.29~4.1/0.014~0. 1.8e-

0 Berre (2014) Norway/Onsgy 4 - - 9 05 10.1~69.9 9 019 04~1 46-03
36 : . 39.6~64|14.9~31.|42.4~68.| 1.18~1. 0.27~0.6(0.041~0. 4.2e-

1 Brown & Rashid (1975) Canada/Canso Strait 9 3 5 9 84 2.35~10.9 3 119 | 04~32.6-03
326 Brugger et al. (1998) Brazil/Sergipe Harbour |6 - - - - - 0.8~1.05 O'Off2~0' -

336 Brzezinski (1968) Canada/Lac Quevillon |3 - - 92~126 | 2.5~3.4 - 0'913~l'2 0'1(1)‘2;0' -

36| Campanella & Vaid

4 (1972) Canada/Haney 1 - - - - - 0.417 | 0.087 -

356 Casagrande et al. (1965) Canada/Varennes 2 - - - 2,1.7 - 0'877'0'5 0%%30 -

366 Chai & Chanmee (2018) remolded 5 39'3:11 18'64~53' - 0'8316~2' - 0.23~0.8 0.056~0'1 -

36| Crawford & Sutherland S 39.6~50.| 1.05~1. 0.36~0.8

4 (1971) Canada/Victoria 12 - - 5 36 - 1 - -

386 Crawford et al. (1992) Canada/Vernon 6 |48.8~71 21'88~35' 55.7~75| - . 0'526~2'0 - 23'0%;3'69'
396 Crawford et al. (1994) Canada/Vancouver 4 - - - 1.1888~1. - 0.39~0.7 - -

37 63.4~10|1.73~2. 0.34~0.6(0.047~0.

0 Dascal et al. (1973) Canada/Broadback 6 - - 25 88 - 9 074 -
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317 Demars & Charles (1982) North Atlantic 1| 935 66.9 - - - 0.721 | 0.109 -
37| Eden & Poorooshasb

5 (1968) Canada/Ottawa 1 - - - - 73.55 0.667 | 0.083 -
37| Eigenbrod & Burak -

3 (1991) UK/Fort William 1| 48 27 45 - - 0.637 | 0.093 -
347 Elsamny (1973) remolded 1| 68 31 - - - 0.388 | 0.013 -
37 1.07~1. 0.42~1.9(0.039~0.

5 Golder & Osler (1968) Canada/Sorel 4 - - - 57 - 1 079 -

Canada/Prairie provinces
37 Canada/Agassiz 0.04~0.2
5 Hardy (1965) Canada/Alberta 5|37~105| 18~32 0.1~1.34 3
Canada/Regina
37| Hinchberger & Rowe . 50.1,48.(19.1,16. 0.094,0.

F (2005) Canada/Sackville 2 5 9 57,45.4 - - 0.48,0.3 037 -
387 Karunaratne et al. (1989) Singapore/Changi 11 61'72~96 37'34~55' 42'8{60' - - 0'532~0'8 - -
397 Konrad & Seto (1994) Canada/Saint-Alban 1 - - - - - 2.08 0.07 -
38 . USA/Kane and DuPage 0.28~0. 0.023~0.

0 Krizek et al. (1977) Counties 72 - - - 75 - - 158 -
38 Hong Kong/New 0.52~0.9/0.035~0. 3.8e-

y| Lee&Ng(1999) Temitories 3| - ] ] ) 150 8 091 | 04~1.2¢-03
328 Lo & Ho (1991) unknown 1| 429 20.3 - 2.384 - 1.556 - -

338 Locat & Leroueil (1988) | Canada/Saguenay Fjord |10 47'92~89 23'25 48| 60~122 1'4988~2' - 0'386~0'9 - -
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348 Low & Phoon (2008) Singapore/Pulau Tekong | 1| 89 45 63 - - 0.732 - -
Canada/Batiscan

38 . Canada/Berthierville 63.5~11 0.48~0.7

5 Mesri & Feng (2018) Canada/St. Hilaire 4146~122 | 22~81 1 - 39~84 5 - -
Sweden/Vashy

368 Morissette et al. (2001) Canada/Ottawa 4 26'54~72 12~50.1 32;52510 - - 0'488~5'0 - -

| Powelletal. 2012) | Canada/Saskatchewan |1| 1459 | 122 | 29 i i 0.289 | 0.09 i

388 Qiu et al. (2007) China/Port of Guangzhou | 2 44'5;’39' 19,15.5 71'52’45' 1'857’1'2 - 0'556’0'3 - -

38 Raymond et al. (1971) Canada/Ottawa 2171.4,34. 47.1,15.180.5,76. - - 0.76,0.210.072,0. -

9 5 4 8 037

39| Rivard & Goodwin . . 0.08~0.3

0 (1978) Canada/Prairie provinces |87 - - 9.6~39.9 - - 3 - -

319 Sauer 8&%2&';“”*” Canada/Delisle 1| 355 | 23 | 158 - 246 | 013 | 0.03 .

39| Sauer & Christiansen . 21.4~25. 0.19~0.4/0.05~0.1

5 (1988) Canada/Blaine Lake 10|45.8~64| 30~45.8 5 - - 5 5 -

339 Sauer et al. (1993) Canada/Saskatchewan |20 21'8(; S7\9.7-38.3|9.7~27.4 - i 0'12;0'3 0'034~0'1 i

39 , Hong Kong _ _ _ 0.09~1.2/0.013~0.

4 Yin (1999) emolded 39| 23~60 | 8.6~49 | 22~57 4 068

359 Yong et al. (1980) France/Orleans 1| 81 52 69 - - 0.775 | 0.053 -

369 Zhuetal. (2001) | Hong Kong/Chek Lap Kok |92| - - T - |0.09~05 0'08?;0' i
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39

; Perpich et al. (1965) USA/Chicago 1| 62 39 19 - - 0.119 | 0.032 -

389 Gasparre & Coop (2008) | UK/Heathrow Airport |10 60~72 | 33~48 | 21~32 - - 0'258~0'3 0'016218~0' -

39 France/St. Marcel 0.52~0.7|0.076%%8

9 Lefebvre et al. (1991) France/Varennes 3| 60~66 | 35~41 | 64~87 - 32~75 |7 9 T 105 ' -
Canada/Ottawa

400 Ripley (1995) Canada/Vancouver 11|32.5~45|11.4~22 | 32.2~35 - - 0'236~0'4 - -

410 Brzezinski (1969) Canada/Newfoundland | 2 | 78,64 | 47,38 43'2’35' 121 |1.051.35 0'372'0'3 0'1§é0'0 i

420 Yanful et al. (1995) Canada/Québec 1| 61 37.6 - - - 0.11 - -

430 Baracos (1969) Canada/Winnipeg |5 78'27510 52.7~70 46'24”'66' i - |039-1.4] 0.198 i

| Chaietal 2002) | ChinafLian-Yun-Gang |11 - [20G3TBISLOLE 029500 :

450 Stermac et al. (1967) Canada/Ontario 5| 33~68 | 14~43 | 31~60 - - 0.1~1.29 0'0210'1 -

40 Canada/Metropolitan 0.26,0.0 { 0.052,0.

5 Lo & Stermac (1964) Toronto 2 - 15,8.9 - 0.83,0.6 - 63 017 -

470 Dusseault & Scafe (1979) remolded 8| 24~86 | 9~58 - - 1000 - - 1.4e-(())j~5e-

40 0.87~1. 0.18~0.6{0.017~0.

3 Bertok (1987) Canada/Sea Island 3 - - - 28 - 5 081 -

S| Tianetal (1994) Gulf of Mexico  |11] - i i e

41 . 33.4~10 49~100. (1.31~2. | 14.77~74.]0.35~1.1

0 Moulin (1989) France/Sea Island 13 5 8.2~67.7 3 47 92 1 - -
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41 Canada/university of 69.6~10|36.4~61.|50.4~61. 50.63~120/0.63~1.0
1| Baracos etal. (1380) Manitoba > 21 3 3 - 43 7 i \
421 Batenipour et al. (2014) Canada/Manitoba 8 36'97~57 18'86~32' 31'5539' - - 0.12~0.3 O'O%Z;O' -
41| Callisto &R || ltaly/Pisa 33.4~52 0.33~0.5/0.044~0
allisto & Rampello —— _ A4~52. _ ] ] .33~0.5/0.044~0. ;
3 (2004) ItaIy/Pletralfltta 3 160.2~87 5 28.6~62 3 081
Italy/Vallericca
441 Gajo & Colleselli (2009) Italy/Mantova 12 26'73? 68] 5-40.9 20'87~41' - - 0'123~0'5 - -
41 Giaoetal. 2008) | Vietnam/U Minh District |19]%0-5773|17.7~35./29.4~79.10.66~2.1 _ 10.16~0.9/5, 5 i
5 2 1 2 21 4
461 Labossiere et al. (1989) | Canada/Saskatchewan |1| 823 | 539 | 579 | - 54 0.62 | 0.16 i
4] McClung & Mollard Canada/Cold Lake (10| 28~40 | 6~21 | - |908370-1 g1 419 (0117020 1o 03-36.02
7 (1987) 8 8
41 _— 15.6~30.| 0.48~0. 0.031~0.
3 Meriggi et al. (2000) Italy 5| 27~65 | 10~35 5 79 - 0.15~0.3 086 -
41| Meyerhof & Sebastyan 31.1~47./0.85,1.1 _n +/0.015~0. 7.2e-
9 (1970) Canada/Sea Island 3 - - 5 9 - 0.19~0.7 08 03~1.36-03
402 0 ncii & Bilsel (2017) Cyprus/Nicosia 1| 65 29 - - - 0.275 - -
42 . 60.7~11 48.2~15|1.33~4. 0.68~1.9/0.079~0.
1 Suddeepong et al. (2015) Japan/Ariake 8 0.7 25~55.4 36 09 - 5 189 -
422 Yong & Silvestri (1979) Canada/St-Louis 1| 48 20 66 - - 1.6 - -
432 Rowe et al. (1996) Canada/Sackville 3(41.6~76 11'84~23' 41'74~74' - - 0'265~0'5 0.014296~0. -
42 . 0.67~0. {141.65~15|0.19~0.2|0.024~0. 2.2e-
. Ali (1993) USA/Boston 14| 31~38 | 14~18 | - a3 5 . & | 03-770.03
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452 Wimberly et al. (1994) USA/Pennsylvania 27.9~38(8.1~22.4 16'68~28' 0'4686~0' 0'189~0'2 0'03;0'0 -
42| Bazett & McCammon . 0.22~0.3|0.03~0.0

5 (1986) Canada/Annacis Island - - - 0.79~1 5 48 -
472 Duncan & Seed (1966) remolded 45 10 - - 0.33 0.06 0.01
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