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The objective of this thesis is to study the numerical method of limit analyses and its
possibility to apply for solving stability problems in geotechnical engineering. Numerical limit
analyses use the finite element method and solve the stability problem mathematically by the
technique of linear programming, giving rise to calculation results in terms of rigorous lower and
upper bound loads on the true collapse load. Theoretically, calculation results obtained from limit
analyses are much more accurate and correct, when compared with other methods available in
geotechnical engineering such as the limit equilibrium method. This is because there is no additional
assumption or approximation used in the calculation and there is the bound theorems supporting
analysis results. However, numerical limit analyses are not widely used for analyzing stability problem
in practice. Therefore, this research aims to test and check capabilities of numerical limit analyses
whether it is suitable to be used in practice or not.

Types of stability problems in the scope of this research are consisted of three categories:
1) analysis of complex bearing capacity of surface strip footings, where there is no theoretical exact
solutions or the problem cannot be solved using limit equilibrium method; 2) stability problems of
slope and embankment; and 3) stability problems of braced excavation from four actual failure case
studies, which was well documented in recent theses.

Based on all analyses carried out in this research, it can be concluded that numerical
method of limit analyses can be applied to solve stability problems in geotechnical engineering,
where results of stability analyses are much more accurate and correct than those of the limit
equilibrium method. Moreover, numerical limit analyses provide" additional capability to analyze
complicated problems such as non-homogeneous soil profile or complex loading, by using of finite
element principle and computer for performing -calculations. Nevertheless, selections of shear
strength parameters matching closely with in-situ values are as critical as method of stability
analyses in order to yield reliable results of analyses for design. Thus, soil engineers seriously require

having best knowledge and profound understanding in geotechnical engineering.
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md::}dd 9

vl ldanmguiasingied Limit Bound Theorems st1elsiam F3fiATideidoAens
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a { 1 3 ! e ¥ IS w o . .

Aing1zvnnane 2 daudisziinnmgnnlunmsudaumsiBaeyius (Governing Equations
. . 2 a o’:/’ o o { (Y Pe

in Partial Differential Form) ¥i@q1¥adiasmaassuge lasidesinanaunsoldauilymad

[

¥ ¥ 3 '3
AR VUT URDUMINUARBANIF UV NI UMAZUTINTZIInMEUe Al A nY AL RABUT 19910

YA v aw

9

Wiadududou uad lathiniseninmewldis SlipLine Analyses TunIssRmfdh
¥
wﬁﬂmmgmﬂﬂﬁuﬁﬁmmﬁauw%ww Davis and Brooker (1973) 1@1%3% Slip-Line
9 o ' Vv v

Analyses SnuaiiasimihminvesgiusnauinuusuaumitsInaddsunsuiou
3 d? =< o Y P A o a9 ] dyd [} Yt .
Minduaiuauan dwmsuilygmdugiinnuadududeumnnniiiin hieunsoldis Slip-

Line Analyses Tumsufilgmla

. a 4 e e ST
2.3 M5UATIZHA0YSNINAEIT Limit Analyses
a 4? S ., . <
A153IATIZH 1ABIT Limit Analyses IUFIUNINDIANGYE] Limit Theorems 158 Bound
& ar a <4 9/ = =3 ;’f
Theorems #egnfimumlFinsedilynuatosnmddsrnssulgfifuniusanlae
. =t = < . = <
Drucker and Prager 141 f.9, 1952 1aziins@ny1e61902188a 188 Chen 141 9.6 1975 A19
1 v
o o a . . = = s . v
Wn512 1a83T Limit Analyses $aUNUFIUNININNG YT Plastic Limit Theorems Usznoudig
N ' u P L R { o o .
MsHILIU 2 A3UfB 1) MIMUIUNUINANGYT Lower Bound HI9zAg10UMs 1MUY
o i = é $ s N

useluanzauga uag 2) MssmInfinnnngsi Upper Bound Fuzierdesnunisniou
s a wa ot o 4 T
fluanneiUd 11Amgef Bound Theorems 33 Upper Bound vzivwamisiiasizfiflusn
YD UUALUVYDISIUTLAY (Upper bound on the true collapse load) 1UUnENIT Lower Bound 92

=S o v i as 7
Tnanisimnzdiflumiveuiuaainveawselszde (Lower bound on the true collapse load) @4
TUMINEINITOMUIUA VB LIYATUVOTIITA 1R8I Upper Bound 1A USIvBLIUAATS

a wa g < Y awad b s = .
¥9411543117 1A87F Lower Bound ﬂ%z“lmmwwgﬂmm (Exact Solution) A1UNHHI Plastic

3/
. @ W a 'd =, Hal o ?
Limit Theorems A41IU A15AATIENAIYIT Limit Analyses 3e@DIN10MA 110 17 1dA1 Lower
Bound 14a¥ Upper Bound filndiflssfuiigaiie 19 ldnamsimszdifianuiudgadesnss
< v 3

IadaouiiIndea Exact Solution 1107gA AtiuINIT Lower Bound 9z@BIsiuInimIviiag
usehauqaifie 1 1dus idunfiganiend 1 I8 uiluilymi. Maximization Problem Iy

9 st 9/ o A o Y o A A wa & 9/
AT9UT 37 Upper Bound ﬁawmmmuammm’a‘maaumwﬁﬂﬂﬂamﬂmaau%ms’mmwaiw

]
a °

I¥usiafisfigansena 143 uduilam Minimization Problem
fofmuadmiumsinnudan3s Lower Bound 1102 Upper Bound iifailde

MR IUIN 1AUIT Lower Bound Tﬁt’mqyg Lower Bound ‘lﬁﬂm’} 1531 hawnse

Jond

MUIUNMIAIYBY HUIBHTI (Stress) TUANTWANAD (Statically Admissible Stress

' 9 [
Field, SA) usoinandnun sA luanmeugatios lildawsiifudmsa
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ANIND5 9(Exact Collapse Load) S.A. ifmuaniisnssluanwauqoisznou
@28 3 Sou'lufe 1. aunisauRavaInLIB13 (Stress Equilibrium Equations) 2.
Fou'lyyusanulsus Yo LIva (Stress Boundary Conditions) #ag 3. [Rauluns
a wa o . . . a 8/ Y Ly A‘( u?/‘
W AUBIAN (Yield Criterion) Tasnnagaluninduszdssaoandosiulou T
3/ 14 «
audeiinniu 91AN98] Lower Bound v Ivsmssiifludveniunarave s
‘ ‘Sﬁﬁﬁuﬁ’%?aquya {Lower bound on the. tre collapse load)

2. A Inagdd Upper Bound Taengui Upper Bound Iéna1a13d1 used
MUt Taee BN aNNISYeINaI Aoy (Principle of Virtual Work) 31013
ieudIiaeandesnu@eu lun13308 (Kinematically Admissible Velocity Field,

Y d’ v o wAd‘ 9 A B d‘
KA) wivawesssfiunnn s Quanufese (Exact Collapse Load) K.A. #i
o d‘l @ ot 9/ Y .:’4. v a wa Y] 4‘1 AL
fvuamaatsudfaeandesiuley lunisitadszaeu lUdae 3 Geulaude 1.
ANANTANINADARABITIHINATIANOUANIALAINIATEA (Strain and Velocity
Compatibility Equations) 2. ieu luvssmsinaoud2fiweiua (Velocity Boundary
Conditions) 18y 3. [Jeu JumsIUATeIAY (Failure Criterion) Iagmund 1¥uiady
U auiAwaa@nAmNg Associated Flow Rule
[ = A 4 2 s =
(femannsaswdaunfigoiives 2 ngufil ldvinmisdefidouTag Chen (1975)
a e e ~ . ¢ Qe d
AIIIATIZN 10975 Slip-line Analyses #AZ3T Limit Analyses @RANHUTIMINALIN
] . ._ . <L a 9 & a = d;:sy

N ¥4 Plastic Limit Theorems 3AAAU 1AY Drucker unzanzIssvau 1ull a.e. 1952 NYEQU

31512 MAMTIITR (Collapse Load) Tassnauiluaveuivauuvese31@ (Upper Bound

Collapse Load) HA¥AIUBLIUARNUUYBUITIIIR (Lower Bound Collapse Load) msaIuIn

Yy oA ' ya & = e o 9 9 1 e Y, wa

faafie himnnsaldiesgdilgmiedesaminfianwdudeu ldiry  asdinduduiinguonia

v o @ & v w A Ada : o 1 Y A v g v

Arudaesuusuiouaeny nieastinlusensediive laseadeniinnududousy usq
i o p & — ..

aszifidsansebesguiiiludy Taoia1aud233 Slip-line Analyses 0% Limit Analyses

r ¥ »
ausoduudleiie [fmwzduilymisuduiiguouiadruddedunsufeuniuaus
ansARUAN (8910 hiawisefivzmineuvesaun13i$yius (Goveming Equations in

Partial Differential Form) YeIn¥WMa@n (Plasticity Theorems) fiiA211g4e1n 18 Tutine

YAt o A = 9 a ] 19 ] Y =Y a’:/'

HTamldtinisenamisondaunisasndn uadesidaiminadamaaifugs

P a o ad L & = o 9 1
{pAv8IN1TUATIN IAEAT Limit Analyses Aeerusaiezsivan den Upper Bound
N 3
(482 Lower Bound ¥9ui3831aNIRe 9@ mungui) detiugdldaunsoasinasunnuiniudives
HANSAIUIN 1A TABQ9INFIITENINNUTIVBLIUAAN (Lower Bound) HAZHTIVOUIYALY
ract dyc-’d g Y = a wa g ) 0 97 & °
(Upper Bound) u@dsinidedesfe lumelfiadimivnmsduindieiie nisdiuasm

Stress 91 1@ Statically Admissible Stress Field ludIuve9 Lower Bound ﬂzqummﬁmmﬂ"lﬂ
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AT ANAIAIAINITATLBYBINUIITY (stress) 1@ ivumenulunisdaiuadivves
s oA ' a v a e A Y Yq Y e o u avad
Upper Bound #ivzfinamgeenlumsanndnalnnisid@anelwidlndifsedunalnmsivan
uiese ed1e lsAmidenT Aoy unisfiuinlaedt Limit Equilibrium fe¥ildesuield
v v 4 v ° a0 3 Yo a W ¥
poumitinds My manlae3T Limit Analyses s lsannuilywmniaadesninldna
o a t o I Aadg ad « . - . & W oro 9/ <t :/’ o a a
AmoUNUHINI1IT 37 Limit Equilibrium ifieen1nliduiludedinsdemuufsruiimu

U7

Oh-

2.4 9% Numerical Limit Anaiyses

y
TEmshmniemigderamldnetivusetuild mrdnwFedanues3t Limit
& e Y z.:l Qd‘ﬁy ' A . acy f @
Analyses ¥esio 11/i19258n354191 Numerical Limit Analyses 334 Wgnsiasuiludsunsa
ﬂauﬁ'zma?ﬁm%"nmiﬁmm Lower Bound {i8¢ Upper Bound 1a8 Ukritchon (1998)
MAHARNNIS RN AUIUTIAUAVVRY Limit Analyses (18391031 915817
#18ii8uP93% Lower Bound iaY Upper Bound biannsnvwnl¥ldnuilynuadesnmnd
anyrdugudeu ldi ardinauiidmniwesvesmdsTunsauieu vt uluusay sedu
- y A o 9 P g a v o @ uya
AAN (Non-homogeneous Soils) 78l ANNFUHRUUDWTININTLIAONIAAY A41T1TI IGH
a9 o a oo - ;3) : 3y ﬂ a’i
MIANAUMITAIUIDUTIAUAUYON Limit Analyses Uuitaz lagniaueillunsausnlay Lysmer
o [y a o ]
Tuilae. 1970 dmfumsas izt iuay Lower Bound #azlag Bottero siavanzluiln.g.
1980 §MTUAITIATIEN Upper Bound  dmFumisdiulondeduauued Limit Analyses 9119
< -~ Y ::y o - d’ o/ o é =13
Tudnsiinusadui 1819 Tdsunsunsuiiame i 185 umsWannlag Ukritchon (1998) &4
9/
ﬁu@;mmsqmﬂzﬁmmmwm Sloan (1988a) (a2 Sloan & Kleeman (1995) 1Ay Ukritchon
Y - = 4 < as dy :
(1998) "lﬂmmmmmmm‘iumnmﬂzwﬂmummﬂfﬁmwmu
13 4 [
1. wusswense lussnsedsuauiimminidnesmaesunsuiiou vy
= »
fnAAITNAN (Non-Homogeneous Soil)
2. inanwanselumsleseddaynuafssnmlussezduniessuiensne
o
a¥19 (Short Term Stability) uazluszezerivsenduadsdunisneadia(Long
Term Stability) 83 #tin
2.1  Short Term Stability — Undrained Analysis (¢ =0,c=s,)
2.2 Long Term Stability — Drained Analysis (¢, ¢’)
¥
Tagau150 WU INAVDIANAUNI I UFB97119U89AU (Pore Water

:,' Y :’ c; (7=} &
Pressure) M9 lugdanuauiiluanind lufinis TnanSeanmauganiea



¥
=N

AR5 (Static Pore Water Pressure) ttaglugilanmsuihiinasinnisva
9
49931 (Seepage Pore Water Pressure)
a =y o :{g = = I=1 wa o
3. swarwannsalumsieneiymifuduiudumiisaesliguaudfsuns
1 :’ | L, & 4 ta o 1 w
weuluanimliszumoi i fudlueg Aunianisvesvirsusandn
(Anisotropic Undrained Strength)
- =S r'd =1 Aa o - v o 9/ S/
4. wuanuannse lumsiareddavuatosamilinsanssiadududeu 18
’ a A o
A B5WUIUBY (Horizontal Force), HIIUUIAY (Vertical Force), H5SIMINUA
i 4 o A Y & R
(Moment Force) : V-H-M Loading 3015952V 1B8848039Ud (Inclined and
Eccentric Loading)
A = ' = ~ o wa :’:I lJ 9
5. muanuEge lumsianzilynuadesnmiinisdtavesrudiulassaing
(Structural Members) taz Juaunfouiy (Failure of Soil-Structure Interaction) Iag
* 124 ¥
18N FUAIUUYY Beam Element G4e1115030a 14 1Agf Utz samuainy
o .
(Axial Force), 43 ufey (Shear Force) e THNUANS (Bending Moment)
a =Y J ar 4 Qs o a w
“lmwmuwumuuﬁ%zagﬁmnmiﬂmaiummm‘v Upper Bound U8i¢ Lower Bound

E
Limit Analysis 811074 duswazidealunsfuiaanisn8 1989 1891nuNaIN Ukritchon

(1998) 1AL INIINUTYD 0.87. YRyFe gnaugru
° a W o v a d "
2.5 NITATUIUIPIA UV HIUNTUATICH Lower Bound Analysis

dwsuilayn Plane Strain ¥ANMSAIUIUETIAUOYTIMTY Lower Bound Analysis
152noudas 3 dIufD

1. Msttnaay (Discretization) 88Milu Element mumaoy Taefiaauals linsush
(Unknown Variables) § Node fumiens (AR AR By Tasauudalinisnszateveaniing
15914 Blement mmasuiinandusiusiluduass

2. AN IMUAR TS Ye N BINT Node *ﬁ“lﬁ'ﬁuqa (Statically
Admissible Stress Field) Ssgnimualag 3 idoulvie i)wummugammwﬁwam (Stress
Equilibrium Equations) 1187 Element dumiou xmzﬁu@;amwﬁmusaégqmmmmu”m
HFUFPURVBUYEY Blement muumasuaasy 2feulvysaniiousifivsuun (Stress
Boundary Conditions). uay 3)x‘§au‘lmﬂwi§ﬁ§mmmaﬁu {(Failure Criterion)

3. msudaunisnIevesntiaenseiiy Unknowns tazl¥diveuwadisuss

a wa a Y . .
MiasnnNga 1agl93T Linear Programming
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2 D4 : :
T UABUNNI Unknown Yed1u281590181U Element anvdouainsomewiy
o o 4 ] { [
AUMTAIMUFUNUTUSS Unknown U9INMUIBUTIN Node Iavmaunismsdszinaueailu

a ast |, &
F¥IUYLIT Finite Element 88
3
o, =2 No, o,=» No, Ty = 2 N,o, 2.1

. 18 . C
T N, Aiw Standard Linear Shape Function 341 1umsdnnuawesiizonsenigly
3 = .
Element ¥4Anau 1ng Zienkiewicz 11l n.91. 1983
4 1 ' ~ "
UAL G, G, Ty ABAMUILITEN Node i
Q A o @ A’f :{
A138112% 1A83F Numerical Lower Bound d 3 uilyyv Plane Strain Tusunoundes
o i v '
Wu wisusaniely Element aunvdsudssagluaugaaumunisyeaniiensy (Stress

Equilibrium Equation) N4nasaasvede (Solid Mechanics) AB

Ss. Ot ot oo

x 79 _g, 5 )':y (2.2)
ox | oy & £ oy
Tagany AesviasthvinyeAy

1 % 1 = £ o a J ar
INUATO 0, T, MINENNSH 2.1 adlumunsdl 22 udnhmsmeyudiieudy

Xi 2

o a/ 3 % . . 3 P o o J
x iz y A auee Idaun1saaugadivily (First Constraint Equation) Fatmasaduius

1., hinswaluigaz Element ammdenluglvesauniswnind 14

Yoy (0,,0,,7,)

yi?
9

aail
A, G=B, 23)

Tash ¢ ABAMDY Vector Unknown YB4HUI8133% Node d1m51U%ne) Element Y84
lyn W15 (Vector of Nodal Point Stresses) @34 A, B, A9 Vector voifasnifiagin

Stress Equilibrium Equations

¥ 3
AUMIAIVANNABN (Secondary Constraint Equation) flo FUNTAUADVDINUIYNUTING

Fl ] 1 8
RIAUATHUIBUTUNOUNVBUTENIN Element TUMATUAAANY AANIABYUIBUTIAIRIN
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(Normal Stress, 6 ) Az #2815 URDY (Shear Stress, T) NYDUILNIN Element AAANUIZ M
’ ’ b4 v
WIfuAI9 Uty dmMIuUR 2.6a RwsussamInuaziousudBuUNa Node MNIBE@Y
v 1Y = v w da w dy
(1,4) 11z (3,5) 3ABIUANUTURUTAUAL]
=6, ; 1T,=71, NgNode Mnsmy 1 a4 (2.42)
6,=0C, ; T,=T, #f Node HH18@Y 3 4ALS (2.4b)

8/ as

9 9/ kY
wazaumsauqansrestmuiradonlfegluslaunismad nd 1ddadl

A,c=B, (2.5)

DR
S A a

¥
Tag A, B, @8 Vector Y84 IANAARINAINITAUARYEINUIGUTIAIRINIAL

s

NUIHTUNDUNYOY Element v deunfany

H £ ¥ T 3
AUNSAIVANA 3 (Third Constraint Equation) ABMIIMINUAAIUINUIEUTIAIRIN
(o) naznigusadey (1) IMNAuMNveUIve (Specified stress boundary conditions) 613
T 1 Ad' . .d'. 1 L] 3 ] = cz}n = o} = v v o ]
a1y 1ugif 2.60 WimweussaRIniazrdLLs uRBUNAALARelR UM A UIAYA
- ~ A g Y 85 5w ¢ A ~t @ v oy
mhsnsaRouRduuIAsYeIsUTIndelia i AuguivTeannsodoulugina 14

o = fammnue, 1= Arfidmua (2.6)

v ¥ [
Rou lvvesniroissdeninuaznibsusulouniveuad s ol suegluglauns

2’

AT IRAIT
A,06=8B, 2.7
v ] . o v
Tagd A,, B fie ifiaeinideu lvvesmianssasninsasniaoys udeuilvewa

’di!ﬂTiﬂ’HJﬂli‘Vl 4 (Forth Constraint Equation) fo ﬂ?iﬂTﬂ‘HﬂNi’)u l‘llﬂ?‘i’)ﬂ@‘ﬂ'é)\iu?ﬁ

ﬂuﬁmﬂﬂiui‘ﬂﬂl’e}\i Mohr-Coulomb Failure Criterion 4aUA13
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F=X'+YV'-R' < ¢ (2.8)

lauX=(o, —0,),Y =1, 48z R=2ccosh (5, +0,)sind

aunsh 2.8 urumssananuuszny XY dwaeelugii 2.7 sazanasounud
{ v e U 4 W o wa 4
1&Taegd P mdeuduifivssgegmelulenanvedlon lyn1331d Mohr-Coulomb Tugili

P v a o . . .
2.7 Teommnsadsuldeglugdveseaunismnsna (Inequality Constant Equation) Aig

A,c<B

4 4 (2.9)

Tag A,, B, fio Vector yasrasiiinaInideu lun15311@w8s Mohr-Coulomb (Failure

Criterion)

2
r=1

dauusamensaiinsyshilveuuavesiiaduansalisuedlusdvesaunmsaind

P=Co {2.10)

Teedl P AsusameuenfinsyyNveLAvsanY
T i adel _ :
C fi® Vector ¥8amnINNinaINmM3g Integration 4894 Unknown Stress i Node

ﬁﬂ@ﬁ‘ﬁ]@ﬂl@\i!&i\i"?}ﬂ‘izﬂ1

fi?yuﬂauqﬂﬁwmmemséhmﬂsﬁ"m%‘? Numerical Lower Bound A8MsfIvanivIa
veumad Yoz eI TATinszhdeaaa Tao 4355 aun159es Linear Programming #1i
AfigavesiveuwamevewssIiadea Munnfiqaniendn 1831 Jamimsdiuna Lower
Bound zf]ua”ﬂymzi’]a;mﬁé’fmm@innﬂﬁqw (Maximization Problem) éx’a&u aunIsua
oaumsfimmuAdenluues Statically Admissible Stress Field 91naun1sfi 2.3, 2.5, 2.7 1oz

2.9 TasauwsoUeulugiues Linear Programming fio

Max. Loading, P = Max (CTG)

Subject to:
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A c=B,
A,6=B,
A, o =B,
A,c <B,

o a  a o as = d P
2.6 ATIATHINBIA AV KIUNIIUA 1YY Upper Bound Analysis

dm5uilymt Plane Strain MANMIRINIBUTIAUAVYBINITUATICH Upper Bound
Analysis Y52n0UR18 3 BT ATINUNTAININ Upper Bound Analysis 78
1. misutuIaAY (Discretization) 88A1lu Element dumaoy Taslidauls ingweh
{Unknown Variables) i Node fo8n310151AA0UAIUDY Node 1uan™N X 1ay Y Tnoeuud 19
& o o = weo mk i )
msinaeunaInely Blement aumasuinnuduiusiduduass
2. msadwrumsdmuaauduiuTven17nfoudIN Node Raeandssduna’ln
a wva . . " A . . & ° 4
119918 (Kinematically Admissible Velocity Field, K.A.) qsagnmwuﬂ% 1) Rauluay
duiufvesaun1ssasnIsindeudasn1NATen (Strain and Velocity Compatibility
Equations) 2) {oulvvesmsindoudafiveuvn (Velocity Boundary Conditions) 1ag3) {au
Tun1531AvewIafAY (Yield Criterion) Taoliqunag1ua1ung Associated Flow Rule
3/ A A s =8 a gac .
3. MIUATUATHIAEATINTIAABUAIVEY Node MY Unknowns 1at1¥3% Linear
Programming
9 v T 1
Jutuaeui 1. Unknown ¥8900310171AABUAIM81U Element sumasue 110

= [ o @ & s & o A 9
ol uaumsANNFUNRLUTV9e Unknown ¥8349A31N15IAG0UAIN Node vlﬂ(ﬂ']uﬁﬂﬂ'ﬁﬂ']ﬁ

dsziualusziliouss Finite Element 9
. _
u:ZNiuX V:ZNivi (2.11)

. .4 ; : -
{8 N, A9 Standard Linear Shape Function 415 unsdunuawesmsiadeudine
TP g .
U Blement aaivoudafndu lag Zienkiewicz 14Tl 9 ¢, 1983
A v A v da £ 2 ) a ~
u, v, Aemmsafieudifadudalszneudefiameluny x nazunu y 9

Node i 91481611
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13 v .
Tuduaeufn 2 ABNITAFNANNITAEAAABITENINAIINIATIANLEATINITIANBUR?
Y89 Element 813120 (Strain and Velocity Compatibility Equations) Tagldauuagiuiiuia
_ . _
auluanmmwaradmilulilang Associated Flow Rule faerunisea lil
du_ OF . ov_ . OF

ou ov :
: :—'——-—:)\,——’ :——:?\,-——; Y = —{—4+ — :7\‘
€, ) €y S, Ty (3 5 )

OF
ot

xy

(2.12)_

Tag €,,Ey,7Vy = Plastic Strain rates

: . P | v g o & =
A = Plastic multiplier %Q!ﬂﬂﬂ’)liﬂi Ill%i"llfﬂ?\”ﬂ')'ﬂﬂ\ﬂﬂ Elerment §1UINGEN

F = Mohr-Coulomb Failure Function 48942084

3 o WQ& o T 1 . . -
o' lumsiiadgeimunsgluzilues Mohr-Coulomb Failure Criterion s¥1u'li/anaery

AYTA
F=X'+Y'-R’ =0 (2.13)

Iag X =(o, —0,),Y=1,, tiag R=2c cosh -(o, +0, )sind

aums 2.13 fuaumnfurumsasnanuussny Xy fonnsoumudi1§laogy p
wiasudnuvhdeuseulnavussfew lun1331ifves Mohr-Coulomb Fusmaaluzalii 2.8

rrilmimnauﬁ 1 fifiMuA Kinematically Admissible Velocity Field, K.A. 1#91nms
HNUAT U, v MInauAsd 2.11 tazfeulumsstannaunisd 2.13 acluaun1sf 2.12 133

1 4 Y a &4
Aeyutez laaumsmugulugliveing fe
Aju+A,A=0 (2.14)

Tagfl A,,, A,, = Vector ¥84p 183

1 = Unknown ¥848#510151A00 UAIN Node )09 Node

A= Unknown Plastic Multiplier U949 Element GRIRGEE



o A

aumsaruauh 2 Afwua KA. musasnas fenanuduiuivesmsaasuda

?

finenndeaINNg Associated Flow Rule #9152 1314 Element MM asunAafuuaza 1150

¥
=1

Souwduauasarvguluglueind 18a
AjutAyh =0 (2.15)

Tagh A, A,, = masnamnd

22219

aumInuaui 3 AeddanimaadeudiveunafuveuaszdRUIA UAIAYN
fmua (Specified Velocity Boundary Conditions) Iagannsa@swiuaumisaivgulusgl
a  Jda @ o ] Y
wasngniauduiulduduassidde
Aju=0 (2.16)
Taoh A, = wasndeasd
ui.: [ @ o d [ as < . _
funeuda llidunsadnaumsnrwduiusninudnasndsnuaiiou Principle of
o da & 5 e 4 o
virtual work) Tagndsauflifadiuainussnszyihmensnszlisiundsaunmsly Taefinds
umeluriadulszneudlsaesdiudieiufendsnuinasinnisidteundasgilives

= o = a Ao ] A A
Element fvagy (W) 4asvaiIUNINANUTIRBUNYBLIYYIN Element FUINAIUAA

fu (W) Teewowiuaunis1éde
A . ) . AT
W, = J.A(stx +0,8, +1,. 7, JMA=C"A (2.17a)
W, = [ dAu,dL=C"2, (2.17b)
Tagwasnunglu (W, ) Nmuaezlidumiy
W, = W, +W, = C/A, +C]A, (2.18)

1 @ (] a v
luyagindsumeuen(W_, ) annsadeuidegluglaunmswasnd ldne
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cht =P. (A 'u) (219)
Tas P Aoluseniaueniinsyiwanlafy

=y r'd 1 ¢ v 1
A fomasnandludingd

VINMANNIIHAINUIANBY (Principle of virtual work) flawdestuniglumiiundeay

mMeusnvzaIsad U ITImseniinsyhreiaaAu lafe P = CTA, + CTA, Tagiiaz

afwaumsaruaui 4 e linetives (A .u) fldwidy 1 fe
Au=1 (2.20)

3 1Y
nniuludussugatevesnmsdivanl uaauyes Numerical Upper Bound fiofi1uaa
AN UIVALIUVRUSIUTZAY (Upper Bound Collapse Load) 91NN BF Upper Bound 92 1831
P figmnandmsiannsyhdenIafungndesa oy (b, ) e awiu didsenism
Voot o [] i [ L4 i ]
AAngaveIn e LvauUYeussilszdsnfe n1TMAIRINAYBIA IV LIVALUYDIITS
s 3 [] a o s = 1 .: %
szds wisnan1ddr flyminisduln Upper Bound (Hhudnuuzilyvmiidesmiaidiian
L . 1 e : o Py
(Minimization Problem) IpsannsameiNafigavesmveuauuvenssilszaslagldin
Linear Programming AIaNMsiaraaunTiaendneny Kinematically Admissible Velocity

Field A4aun1sh 2.14, 2.15, 2.16 4oz 2.20 Tagausai¥euiugiluss Linear Programming o

Min. Loading, P = Min (C?il + C;Xz)

Subject to:

Au“i +Auj‘ =0
Au + A, A=0
Au=9

Au=i

4



Overall Qverall

. Non- Moment Force Assumptions about

Method Circular circular Equilibrium Equilibrium  interslice forces

Infiniie slope 2 N Parallel 1o slope

Wedge analysis » ® Define inclination

d)“ =0 @ L]

Ordinary e » Resultant parallel to
. base of each slice

Bishop # (*) " Horizontal

Janbu simplilied (+) * . Horizontal

Lowe and Karafiath e (¢) . Define inclination

Spencer * (#) % « Constant inclination

Morgenstern and Price " » # N X/E=Xx)

Janbu rigorous % a * " Define thrust line

Frelund and Krahn GLE ® " " ® X/E =\ fix)

Note E and X are horizontal and vertical components of interslice forces respectively.

{ = o a P ° « ge .
A1919% 2.1 MIAATIZH 1A83T Method of Slice N1HNI15AIUIY Limit Equilibrium

Tuilgywuatesnimvesduauau

£c



a) Forces on a typical slice <

For slope divided into n slices

Equations available: total 3n (vertical, horizontat, and moment equilibrium)
Unknowns: Safety factor F used to relate shear forces T to normal forces P

Normal total forces P on base of slice (pore-water forces {/y are known)
Positions a of forces P

rn—1 Interslice total forces Z (pore-water {orces Uy, Uy are known)

n—-1 Inclinations & of interslice forces

n—1 Heights A of interslice forces

total 52-2

-~ S

Thus 27— 2 assumptions are required for the problem to be statically determinate.

Common assumptions: 7 Position of P taken as centre of slice
n—1 Inclinations ¢ of interslice forces or heights 4 of line of thrust

total 2n-1 This implies that the problem is overspecified.

b) Equations and.unknowns

] @

JU% 2.1 Srsuvesdanls lunswawazinauaums lumsingeide35Method of Slice

114 11n13811499 Limit Equilibrium (A4 Fredlund and Krahn, 1977)
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ORDINARY METHOD OF SLICES

Failure is assumed to occur by rotation of a biock of soil on a cytindrical slip surface centred on O.
By examining moment equilibrium abous O an expression for the factor of safety is obtained.
It is assumed that the resultant of the interslice forces on easch slice is parallel to its base.

0

Force polygon:
T
.4

7 AA\Y

Soil properties: ¢’ &' vy

For slice shown: at base ~ total normal stress o, shear stress r, pore pressure u
Failure criterion: s=c¢’ + {g—u) tane’

Mobilized sh€éar strength r=s/F where £ is factor of safety
|
Now P = of T = 7/ so7 = ;(c’!-ﬁ-tP—ul) tang’) (1}

Assume that the resultant of the interslice fotces Q is paralle! to base of slice.
Resglving normal to base of slice P= Wcosa (2}

Overall MOMENT Equilibrium about 0: & WARsina=L TR 13
[note that interslice forces are internal and their net moment is zerol.

1
so & Wsing = & 7 {1+ (P-ul) 1ang’}

Tlet+ P—ull tang’}
L Wsina

hence Fn

{4)

ZleT+ {Wcosa—ul) tand’}
_ ZWsina
This egquation does not contain F on the right-hand side and so is easily solved by hand calculation.

However the faise assumption abbut the interslice forces results in errors which may be as large
as 60% {Whitman and Bailey, 1967).

. substitute for P: F,

(8)

3101 2.2 M53AT R 193T  Ordinary Method of Slices 30 Swedish Method

(1111 Fellenius, 1926, 1936)
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GENERAL METHOD OF SLICES

Failure is assumed 10 occur by sliding of a block of soil on a non-circular {or circular) slip surface.
By examining overall moment equilibrium about an assumed centre of rotation or overall force
equilibrium, two expressions are obtained for. factor of safety, ﬁn'assumption must be made ahout
the interslice forces. )

;.._...._.&... O (ossumed centre of rototion)

Soil properties: ¢’ v @'

For slice shown: at base — to1al normal siress o, shear stress 7, pore pressure ¢
Faiture criterion: s =¢' + {0 -y} t1and’

Mobilized shear sirength r=s/F where F is factor of safety
i )
Now P = gl T = sf so0T7T = -; e+ P ~uf) 1aned} 114

‘Resolve vertically: Peosa + Tsing = W - Xy — X} {2}

Rearranging and substituting for T gives
- i )
P [W=(Xa= X = — (cTsina=uf tan ¢’ sinal}/m, 3

.

and ; *

where m, = cosall +1ane

Resoive horzontatly: Teosa— Psing+Ex—£, =0

Rearranging and substituting for 7 gives
§
Ey~E, =Psing ~ = Ict+{P~uli tan ¢°] cosa 4]

Overalt MOMENT equilibrium {about O] : TWd=EZTR+ P/ {5)
Rearranging and substituting for 7 gives

™ /] W T Y'I
o Clei+tP-ul) tan 'R 5)
Sr(Wd-Pﬂ

.For circular slip surfages =0 d = Rsina AR=constant’

T{eT+ (P—ull tang’)
se T Wsina - (62)

d' Q -, lé
31/ 2.3 M3A512¥ 1A83T General Method of Slices Har110 1A Frediund (g Krahn

14 a.4. 1977 (W1 Fredlund and Krahn, 1977)
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continued

Oversll FORCE equilibrium

In the absence of surface loading IT{Ep—£)=0 {7a)
LiXa=X)=0 {7b}
|
so from (4] TlEa-E}=CPFsina~XT ;— {cT+ (P-=uft 1ang’) cosa=0 {8)
¥
il L lel1+(P-ul) 12nd’) cosa _ A
S T Psina

In order to solve for £, and £, P must be evaluated, and this requires evaluation of Xa, A the
interslice shear forces. As the problem is indeterminate an assumption must be made. Some common
a8SSUMpTIONs are:

Xa=X =0 Bishop (1855}

X
E = constant Spencer (1967}

= Afix) Morgenstern and Price {1965}

In general F, = F, and Bishop [1955) showed that F. is much iess sensitive to the assumption
about interslice forces than F.

P a o Ay = 2
gﬂ‘ﬁ 2.3 MINNTIEH 1A8IT General Method of Slices ¥u1ar1in 19y Fredhund 118¥ Krahn

1l a.9. 1977 (141 Fredlund and Krahn, 1977) (¢i8)
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il 8
et
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i A

.

Siabilily Neniber -2

Y
ks

o

& fﬁdidy onit weight ¥
T shear strength Gg: -

AT e T R S IR T CUGritivel viteles tongant.so.hard G

e

L Nete: Toying

3171 2.4 nawldngesnuuuauauAuouTas Taylor 1UTl A8 1948 (#1111 Taylor, 1948)



3191 2.5 naldgeenuuinIuAUuAToNTaY Bishop 1Az Morgenstern 1UT) .9, 1960

(ﬁ 11 Bishop and Morgenstem, 1960)
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Interface: -6 tand <1< o, tand

QR Smooth : § =0
Rough : 8 =¢
V"0 1=6, =0 _
Gn
Unknown variable Extension
(o, O, ’ny) Element
\ t6 5 -3'
‘2‘ Extension
- o1 5 Element
I q
l_)
Extension
Element
Extension
_ b Elemen
Extension | Extension | Extension | Extension
Element Element Element Element
¥

31 2.6 nmpaaenIsA1LIn 1UFIUYEe Lower Bound

»

Unknown variable <
(u,Vv) [l

N

>

Y,V

3191 2.60 Myuaasmsa s ludIUYBe Upper Bound

beam ele.,, u=0 Interface : velocity discontinuity

'% e
Rough :8=9¢

7

4

IG 5 g ?

4 3 >

% 1 -

2 O

i ’ I

=

7

s

L/

{ o U L a o Y a d a w . i .
z‘lh"d] 2.6 AIWHWANTUHINVIAAUTINIUNITUATIEWYIANUAY Numerical Limit Analyses
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A Y="1y
F=X'+Y -R* =0
1 ,R=2ccosdp-(c, +0,)sind
,,’I
f’ i
f, i
s i
k=1-" !
/’ :
e N 7(2k-1)/p
/, 1
-11 .7 : ] >
\\ 1
o ! X =(cx-Oy)
\\ 1
=3
k=27~ '
\\ |
\\ 1
- I
s Linearized yield function (p =3)
-1

5191 2.7 Soulums3iAves Mohr-Coulomb ¥ unsf1uan 1ud91¥89 Numerical Lower Bound
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A Y=1y
A F=X*+Y'-R> =0
s
o : ,R=2ccosd-(5, +0,)sind

’r, |

11 :

z i

I

k=1_.7/ E

-7 ;
el T(2k-1)/

il -1 1
\.\\ >
\\\ x X:(GX'GY}
\\\ I
k= \\\ :k:3
1
S : Linearized yield function {p=3)

g

™ )

St

~

317 2.8 Qoulun1330Aves Mohr-Coulombi 1§ lumadinia luauyeq Numerical Upper Bound
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= A . = . A SRR = =
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1a9uaetinuinasal (Unit Weight of Soil)
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Aa§113N (Applied Load) HANNINNINLI9Us2as (Collapse Load) visaaniieniia nanqls
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d'1z@mﬁﬁmm?ﬁqmm@ﬂﬁﬁmmmm@n’mﬂﬁ@uﬁwmmaﬁuﬂ'@umﬁﬁﬁ (No Pre-
failure Deformation) %ImuuﬁgmﬁqmﬁmﬁﬁugmuWﬂﬂmqwﬁf’f@@wmmﬁﬂ@ugitﬁ (Rigid
Perfectly Plastic, RPP) u@ﬂmﬂﬁuﬁqﬁmi;ﬁzﬁmﬁgm”'l,umiﬁﬁmmimiﬂﬁmiamﬁﬁﬁa
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Ce

winaesAuiAviniugud (Weightless Soil) @113031AT1E16tALAT Method  of

Characteristics Tnel Sokolovskii (1965) FalN13AUIUERAAARIAY Associated Flow Rule
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ANUITLAN Ny A% Hansen and Christiensen (1969), Booker (1969), Caquot and
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Caquot
Numerical Limit Hansen &
(1)‘ Booker and Bolton and Meyerhof Chen Soubra | Terzaghi Vesic Frydman and Griffiths
Analyses Christiensen ; ; ) ) ) s 5 . .
(deg.) ; (1969) Kerisel Lau(1993) (1963) (1975) (1999) (1943) (1973) Burd (1997) (1982)
(LB-UB) (1969) .
(1953)
5 0.11-0.12 0.62 0.38 0.10 0.45
10 0.41-0.47 0.46 1.71 i u0) 0.70 1.22
15 1.13-1.31 1.20 1.15 3 el 2880, 1.95 2.00 2.65 2.00
20 2.67-3.27 2.90 2.89 4.97 5.97 2.87 5.20 4.49 4.80 5.39 4.00
25 5.95-7.52 7.00 6.63 10.40 11.60 6.77 11.40 9.81 9.80 10.88 8.24
30 13.19-17.39 15.00 14.98 21.80 23.60 15.67 25.00 21.51 20.00 22.40 21.70 17.41
35 29.26-42.39 35.00 35.80 48.00 51.00 37.15 57.00 49.00 43.00 48.03 54.20
40 69.91-111.08 85.00 83.77 113.00 121.00 93.69 141.00 | 119.84 109.41 147.00
45 165.27-344.50 231.19 297.00 324.00 262.74 374.20 | 326.59 271.76 422.00

Note: 1=Method of Stress Characteristics; 2=Upper Bound Analysis; 3=Limit Equilibrium; 4=Finite-difference; 5=Finite-element

A15197 3.1 AN Bearing capacity factor, Ny N9INYeY Rough Footings




Frydman
Numerical Limit Hansen &
¢ Booker | Bolton and | Sokolovskii Chen and Griffiths
Analyses Christiensen ) / ; ) s
(deg.) . (1969) | Lau(1993) (1965) (1975) Burd (1982)
(LB-UB) (1969) 4
(1997)
5 0.08-0.09 0.09 0.10
10 0.27-0.30 0.28 0.29 0.48 0.50
15 0.68-0.75 0.70 0.66 0.71 1.40 1.20
20 1.52-1.73 1.60 1.54 1.60 3.16 2.70 2.40
25 3.33-3.94 3.50 3.41 3.51 6.90 5.90 4.70
30 7.18-8.54 7.50 7.36 7.74 15.30 12.70 8.70 10.00
35 15.71-21.18 18.00 17.92 17.80 35.20 28.60 20.70 21.00
40 38.52-54.16 42.66 42.33 44.00 86.50 71.60 54.20
45 94.30-157.21 117.00 120.00 195.00 153.00

Note: 1=Method of Stress Characteristics; 2=Upper Bound Analysis; 3=Limit Equilibrium; 4=Finite-difference; 5=Finite-element
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;13797 3.3 AN Bearing Capacity Factor, N * A iuRuwmiiag 2 duiflAndndsitussianluaninlissineinlimiafunsil Rough Footing



Bearing Capacity Factor, N_* (Smooth Footing)
Numerical Numerical Upper|[  Average. Upper Bund Meyerhof &
H/B C,/C,.
Lower Bound, Bound, (LB+UB)/2 Chen (1975) Hanna (1978)
LB UB

1.00 5.06 5.24 5.15 5.53 5.14

1.25 517 5.37 5.27 6.57 5.52

1.50 5.18 5.41 5.29 7.61 5.81

1.75 5.18 5.41 5.29 7.61 5.91
0.25 2.00 5.18 5.41 5.29 7.61 6.00

2.50 5.18 5.41 5.29 7.61 -

3.00 5.18 5.41 5.29 7.61 -

4.00 5.18 5.41 5.29 7.61 -

5.00 6%'S 5.41 5 2] 7.61 -

1.00 4.98 5.20 Nl 5.53 5.14

1.25 4.98 5.20 o, 1| 5.78 5.25

1.50 4.98 5.20 5.11 5.78 5.33

1.75 4.98 5.20 5.1 5.78 5.38
0.50 2.00 4.98 5.20 5.11 5.78 5.43

2.50 4.98 5.20 5.11 5.78 -

3.00 4.98 5.20 5.11 5.78 -

4.00 4.98 5.20 5.11 5.78 -

5.00 4.98 5.20 5.11 5.78 -

AN39# 3.4 A1 Bearing Capacity Factor, N* dudusumilen 2 Fuiitienindafuussaenluanmlal

szunen ldwindunsel Smooth Footings



b/a NC* by Limit analyses Nc*ave: Error NC*
LB-UB 0.5*(LB+UB) (%) (Davis and Christian, 1971)

0.01 3.97-4.00 3.99 0.38 4.00
0.05 3.98-4.02 4.00 0.49 4.01
0.10 3.99-4.05 4.02 0.71 4.03
0.20 4.07-4.12 4.10 0.63 4.10
0.40 4.27-4.34 4.30 0.82 4.30
0.50 4.39-4.47 4.43 0.89 4.42
0.60 4.50-4.60 4.55 1.09 4.55
0.70 4.64-4.75 4.69 11 4.69
0.80 4.79-4.90 4.84 1.09 4.84
0.90 4.94-5.05 4.99 1.16 4.99
1.00 5.07-5.21 5.14 HEE 5.14
1.20 5.38-5.54 5.46 1.43 5.46
Wote: bla= _outs = ikl

ot E{Su,:, + S@DJ

2

«g.:(gx E_ G}r}"f z E

ol
o
= | lf;

g, Phuds, S

Anizotropic Undramed Shear Envelop
(Daws & Christian, 1971)
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o (kMim® | LB-UB at full LB-UB at 1.20 [Awverace of | Error of (1) [ Kenny&Andrawes |Hanna&Meyerh

mobilized Strength (1) (%) {1987 of{1330)
Strength Factorized

H/E n

0.00 52 B-56.6 52 B-56.6 546 37 466 54.5

0.50 58.9-73.0 55.0-61.4 5.2 5.8 836 ar.y

1.00 63.6-87.6 B0.E-70.5 B5.6 75 59.1 67.5

1.50 94 6-114 5 GG.9-51.8 74.4 10.0 735 838

2.00 1257-151.0 78.3-104 2 91.3 14.2 993 106 6

2480 164 .8-200.2 91.1-1317 1114 18.2 1231 136.0

3.00 216.4-286.4 104.5-167 .6 136.1 232 149 6 171.8

197 3.6 AMULETMINLIITYNTRIgINIINALABLHEITIALATZHAEAT Numerical Limit Analyses fiu

AlFaNNseasLLULAae9g s nEUlnAL Kenny and Andrawes (1997)

(kM LE-LIE Average of (1) | Error of (13 | Michalowski Ex=periment, Design charts,
(13 %0 {1895) Hannaé&Meyerhof | Hannad&Meyerhof

HIB (1973 [1980)

0.a0 49 6-53.4 5.5 T 514 1.4 514

1.00 60.6-74.4 675 10.19 a1 FchE] B1.6

2.00 106.6-128.1 117.4 9.18 1221 127.4 92.1

3.00 173.1-202.8 188.0 7.94 178.8 2014 1426

4.00 233.8-2828 2583 9.49 2281 - 186.90at HB = 3.72)

AT 3.7 ANMUNEUINLIIINNLe4g 1M INANARIHesRIATIZAlALTE Numerical Limit Analyses ALl

ﬁﬁ’ﬂ’mﬂﬁﬁ“ﬂﬂ@‘ﬂ‘uLLUU%’]@@\?‘@"]‘LA?’mﬁu (gmsmﬁmmn%w, B=0.05 t1m9)




q./YB

Average Value Saad, A. A. and
LB-UB Error (%)
(LB+UB)/2 Dobroslav, Z. (1995)
77-157 117 34 112
0.083 54-118 86 144 72
0.167 34-84 59 174 58
0.250 17-55 36 202 37

FN997 3.8a ANANGATLUIMINLIIYNTBIg LN ALFELEEINIRINHUIINITINFa g W RAMLNE e

Aus

Qecc/Qv.c,
e/B Experiment R, Experiment Calculate based on (B- |Calculate based on|Ave of LB-UB
Fitting Values 2e) R,

0 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.083 0.65 0.64 0.69 0.71 0.74
0.167 0.53 0.52 0.44 0.59 0.51
0.250 0.44 0.46 0.25 0.50 0.31

A19NA 3.80 ERIdILRIANNNAST LN UTINLIIYNTBNFIUIINFLARITRIN TN LTINsTIN A g W INT

AN UMW B AU BN ST NUNIINN TN NAANINAN285 14N




Load q,/YB
Inclination Saad, A. A. and
LB-UB Meyerhof (1951) | Vesic (1975) Hansen (1970)
(rad) Dobroslav, Z. (1995)
0.00 77-157 89.8 106.0 112.0 82.2
0.09 70-147 84.0 82.7 85.0 60.0
0.13 55-114 81.0 73.0 73.0 51.0
0.17 41-87 72.6 63.0 62.0 43.0
0.26 27-63 47.0 46.0 45.0 29.8
19749 3.9a ANANSIFLUNUTINUSINNLDFIUINNAUFR HIBINTUNHLINN e AINTEYNFig1UIIN
A 1ides
by
Load
o Saad, A. A. and
Inclination Meyerhof Hansen Muhs
LB-UB Dobroslay, Z. Vesic (1975)
(rad) (1951) (1970)  |(1973)
(1995)
0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.09]| 0.91-0.94 0.86 0.78 0.76 0.73 0.83
0.13| 0.71-0.73 0.80 0.69 0.66 0.62 0.75
0.17] 0.53-0.56 0.73 0.59 0.56 0.52 0.68
0.26| 0.35-0.41 0.49 0.43 0.40 0.36 0.53

F19199 3.9b BR1AIUTRIANAIAFLIIMINUSTYNTB9gUIINAUAD e sRUINTINgz YN

slag T InEfAnEasden il vEnnezi Al A 9et luiin A




Bearing capacity of inclined loadings on homogeneous clay

N, = Q/s,B
Inclination(e) Limit Analyses Error(%) Meyerhof and Hanna (1978) Griffiths (1982)
0° 5.09-5.32 2.21 5.14 5.14
10° 3.96-4.21 3.08 4.00 4.32
20° 2.79-2.92 2.26 2.75 3.28
30° 1.98-2.00 0.43 1.75 2.35

F1997 3.10a MdsiuivminaesgIaInAuAaiieiiwinnsein lulwaBeaLuAY

I dld 1 o o
PAULINNATNIAN

o

Sunsa@aulugnan ldsvuneinwin et

Bearing capacity of inclined loadings on two-layer clay

N, = Q/s,,B (H/B=1.00, s, /s,,=0.30)

Inclination(@) Limit Analyses Error(%) Meyerhof and Hanna (1978) Griffiths (1982)
0o’ 3.77-4.06 3.64 3.27 3.41
10° 3.62-3.80 2.40 2.57 3.18
20° 2.72-2.85 2.32 218 2.78
30° 1.98-2.00 0.44 1.36 218

T k2 £ T T £
19NN 3.10b MAsFusminaesgIusnauseides i ninnszinluwwe LAY

= 2// dld 1 o
AULIABNTUNHAINA

5

e ey

Clay, 5,

Homogeneons clay

(A Um0 3. 10a)

o o

sfunsa@auluanwludszunan ldwindu

Clayl ey

Clay2, s,

Two-layer clay
(AT TURTT19 3. 106)
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aa 0 Belton and Lau (1993)

O Frydman and Burd (1997)
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B ® Bolton and Lau (1993)
= ® Frydman and Burd (1997)
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5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
Friction angle,¢ (deg.)
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FS = TJT_ (4.1)
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a) Slope angle (B) = 45° Friction angle (&) = 40°

9117 4.3 nalnngiiRannnasAwIns Numerical Upper bound dwiuaanuananaaanadi (3) winiu 45°



a) Slope angle (B) =60°; Friction angle (@’) =10°
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Result from Limit Analyses, FS =1.13-132 Result from Finite Element, F$ =140

# oo —
(B8990 Gruffiths, 1999)

Welocity Field! Plastic Falure Zone

Deformed Mesh

Deformed Mesh

917 4.6 nManfFaLBLNAN1TLATIZILUNSIUN 1 95191998 Numerical Limit Analyses Laz33 Finite Element Iagl Griffiths (1999)



Al L
a) Velocity Field/ Failure Plastic Zone

i 15 i 5
b)Deformed Mesh

L WO, O W O W
L Y, Y W, O™~ O
! ‘gL['\

- -

K A s

T .
|
L1
I& ]

—
f

hhhrhf

| T
-
L1
=
¥ |

"‘"'\"l

e

¢) Deformed Mesh From Finite Element, F& = 1.40
LN 4.7 nsiFaLRLNANNTI AT IUN TN 2 95191958 Numerical Limit Analyses uazi35 Finite

Element a8l Griffiths (1999)



¢, =0
Gz = Gy

i
q

- 2H - 2H -

- OEH - — 12—

I —sw— 1 —»

-—

O-dH

¥
PV VAV VT OV T O A AT R A AV
717 4.82 NTNUAANIIEAZIBEATBINITALATIZTIUNIEIN 3 (198 eannItlAnEaeg Griffiths, 1999

$,=0

2H -

b o

b e e e e e  —— ———

— T ——ppp— T —=

AT ATy T = e T 4
717 4.80 NMNUAAIIEAZIBEATEINITIATIZTLUNGIUN 4 (819B9RINNITUANHILY Griffiths, 1999)



Factor of safety, FS

1.6

1.4

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0

2.2

80

Taylor (1937)
— FS = 1.51?
B Finite Element (Griffiths, 1999)
B ) Limit Analyses
| | | | ]
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
cuzf Ch
gﬂﬁ' 4.9a uan13AuIAdadauANaanie (Factor of safety, FS) tlymarnuaiad wiunsiiane
73
Taylor (1937)
fc,==>c_)
— F8'=1.4" e
Taylor (1937)
B C 1 = ':11 }
F8=1147

Factor of safety, FS

0.8

0.6

0.4

Finite Element {Griffiths, 1999
Limit Analyses

I 1 I 1 I I
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

cﬂf C.a

gﬂﬁ 4.9b wansAuInIANdndaunNLlaansie (Factor of safety, FS) foyvnmanuatadmiunstidmnen

4



Pt —ay =]
A

Deformed Mesh From Finite Element, cudfenl =02

— -
__#trﬁqhqmﬁﬂE};"
H iy e ST
L il ;
B 1
gIIlI!JrIrIff e =20 b
Deformed Mesh From Finite Element, cudfeul = 1.0 Defremed Mesh
o
= o e =06
-5
= -l
Jllr If
- L -5
I r::IIIIrIIJ'I!J'.IrI PN I I::_::! i
o o R f
Deformed Mesh From Finite Element, cudieunl = 0.6
Dreforrmed Mesh
o
oo, =02
1 -5
|
H
-l
Ht
] HHH 11
- R AN N 1T -5 by
1 T L | T 1 1 I | [ [ [ |
T y IEREEREN IR 1 ] I ] ] I | I |
I SN SN SNNN AN NN N TTETTIL 0 R e e e e e e o

Defoermed Mesh

Velocity Field! Plastie Failie Zone

9171 4.10 nan A ziitlyAuaaduiunstldnuy 3 TneBeuieusendneds Finite Element tael Griffiths (1999) uaz33 Numerical Limit Analyses



79

A D o
pLid

A
ﬂ‘._ﬁ_mm_ﬁ_w Sl

B
L

L
VSN
Ly Lm.ﬂn.d.m..ﬁ.m_ﬂﬂ
41

oy

o
A,

LT
e
TR
TREATRT
FARETR

AT
A

BT
TR,

SRR,
S B B

AR

]
i
Y]
i
S5
Akl
R T
oy

F

L]

ras B

K

I
5 e

i

T

1B

fEEEE
FrrrrEsFEERi

Dieformed M esh From Finite Element, cudienl =06

. -

| -

-

Dieformed Mesh

Velocity Fleld/ Flastic Faihie Zone

o e
o 3 o

Faal
o 5

Ll

o
La

e
T
i

T
oy

B
i

Ed

T R
ARSI
R

[

e
SR
R R
R
e
VR

o=

Rl
[
A

A

o
s

Y M N

A

o

W
]
T

i

.

]

I

R A EN R A

=

L
i
)

5 S

o
Ty

o

A
Deformed Mesh

L

X

P e vy

7 e

Velooity Fialdf Plastic Faihire Zone

L =20

L

T
T
l

R

e

r

ey

o

A
A,
o
I e

Lo

S L

B
=l
=]

Te=
R
P A i
]
A

<]

]
<]
i

]
]

]

i P
]

1 N EA

I
VT R
1
VN
N
N

G I
AR
A R
B A T
T
T

I 4
P A
P
38 I I
P 5
P
I

5
I

Velocity Field! Flastic Faibire Zone

ks & 57 A P T
3 . -y
] . :

.u —
-
1™ ] & |
.-H — §

X 2
SuiE N
&
by \
o I
= N
b v
H H
a 'y
- -_-J
= "
a y
k=] Ny
E A
[ T ..,ﬂ
H | ....“u
m _..;_._.
M
[ ol 11
N = i
L] =2 Ky
: i = i
1 ....” ..m ..m
.|..-l m -1
iy . ug
H = 1
HH O [
aE -ru

8
L

Deformed Mesh

Deformed Mesh From Findte Element, cudfenl = 2.0

'
a

DUANTIN

29 Numerical Limit Analyses

aal
o
o

31 Finite Element tagl Griffiths (1999) wa

' ac

=
NEUTSNIN

4 Tpsnafein

KR

o

AM5uUng

flyniAnIuan

wqle
oW

4.11 HAN1TIATT

217

al



T l;{negative}
H

l g L (positive)

WL A L BN N S

917 4.12a MaszRuaTesTyMIANAIANIANENT 5 §19BeannsalAn®e4 Griffiths (1999)

Dimensions in metres

- 73 -
Resarvoir laval -E— f__,.:-— ............. T
't" Froe o, H=213
i8° ' : 1 z
73 ]
s aaam e - 1244

— 335 -
717 4.12b Peazi@enaesilaIAINAIANITIANEIT 6 §1989aannstiANEIaes Griffiths (1999)

2 2 FOS =24
FTHHLHTFITH TR

717 4.12¢ nanagAanmtloyrIAIINAYR lENIRIANEAT 6 Aaeds Finite Element Tng Griffiths (1999)



80

o -
Finite Element {Griffiths, 195%
- = & = =Limit Eguilibrinm
1.8 (Bishop & IMorgenstern) {19600
Lirmit Analvses
o
[
'%‘ N
Bt
=
E 1.4
w
=
1.2
1 1 1 1 1 1
—10.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

LiH

e

3171 4.13a nan1sAviAdndaunnnuilasasitvesimpouaalunsdidnmi 5 Tneds Numerical

Limit Analyses

L/H=-0.20
5
o 0 o ETy) o
Deformed Mlesh
o
L/H=0.0
s
. R
o o an o o a0
Deformed Mesh Welocity Field! Flastic Failare Zone
o
L/H=0.40
s
o 0 0 an F] ETS] T o
Deformed Mesh Welacity Field! Flastic Faihire Zons
o
L/H=0.20
3
o 0 0 an ] 0 E— a0
Dreformed Mesh Weloeity Field! Flas tic Faihive Zone

3171 4.13b wansRATEFduEUNSANET 5 TaeRS Numerical Upper Bound



81

Eefined area

=L r T

W E g Elev. +17.100 |

15 r |

0 - |

s L :

ol — Elgv. 0.000

= = P
-3 O e I T I e ] e
-20 -0 -0 -a00 -400 3D -20  -10 [i] 10 20 30 40 A0 1] ]

917 4.14a aszRuaTeTMIANNAIANIEIANENN 6 §1989AN Griffiths (1999) Nald lunnsAwan

#aeR% Numerical Limit Analyses

Wiater Lenral at 0,000,
X Fo 235245
15
10 r
=
b=
5 T b
]
-5
DefomedMedy Welocky Field! Faibre Photic Zore
Water Level at+17.100,
a0 Fo 204-2.13

15
10

o e —F . f.«@}f/’ax
C e A e o o T e e T ’

[ R

In a0 40 ] [i

Dreformed Ifech Welocity Field! Failme Phetic Zaoe

917 4.14b nannsiaszdilyninainanANSANET 6 A183s Numerical Upper Bound



82

=13 kN/m’, For all L ayers

T
-5m ¢ = 30kPa 2

¥ N

6m

-9

_-;m c = 20kPa

-m ¢ = 150kPa

i

77 4.152 seavdaailoyananlunsddne i 7 faiuauaiaiszneusosdusiu 3 41 198

ANNTEANENYaY Jiang&Magnan (1997)

Lowr [1929)

30

1 20
Velocity Field/ Plastic Failure Zone

3171 4.15¢ wan1sAuInulALAs Numerical Upper Bound #1uiuisTiyunaandaianstilAnmna 7



83

il
c=95Epa 2
fm| =15 3 \h\
¥ ov=20kMm 15 kPa
A
dm §
8m i?? Co
Y dm

30 kFa

1 T S S P SR

Welocity Field

917 4.16c wan19A 0L TeidE Numerical Upper Bound &wiutloyundiufunsaii 8



84

] Fha
Barm

i —=lhay

F] e
Sand and gravel

Stratum Mo, Sail Thickness: m g, kMim® ¥ KNm®

6 Fill 58 120 173
5 Brown silt 1-5 238 168-5
4 Grey silt 15 227 18°1

3 Upper Paat (] 35 10

2 Bustary Clay 43 227 160

1 Lower Paat o5 335 10

917 4.17a neazRunvesl AR ANIALANENT

Benmn Width=12.2m
i F5=0.89-1.00

-5

-10

I I I
Velocity Field/ Plastic Failure Zone

Berm Width =6.1m
5 ot ;I FS =0.86-0.91

-10

2 e
oy ]
S e S
3 S A
3 et B
g Y k)

917 4.17¢ nan1sAnlyANaIANIIANEIN 9 Nt Berm HAd1undnawiniy 6.1 1. Tneds

Finite Element @ Limit Equilibrium



85

[ !
B |
B |
s Geometry of slope hefore excavation :
5
_t Surcharge 1 Tho’
E -
el WL
e [
g [
ks
M s
-10
15 =20 -15 -10 -5 n
ntal dlstanc‘e from the center line (m)
gﬂﬁ 4.18a ANH 9 mmmmmﬂ?mﬂnmw 10 GINLﬂuﬂ’ﬂuﬂqﬂﬂ’ﬂ\i'ﬂqﬁﬁﬂ’lﬂﬁﬂ’]ﬂLﬂ‘ll
4
3261 ﬂ@ué“’]ﬂ;maﬂﬂmm
- PRI Z‘/ 4 i
o o §
uf B PR ".//. |
i ,:_{;’. e 5. [, |
I Geometry uf slupe after chauun :
5 ) - U *I“
—_ i \_‘f [;/ sut gel Thr'
T it
S TR,
=N ‘ efore excavation
g [
5
= :
U El‘l_lﬁﬂql%ﬂ’ el
ey
-10
-15

-25 =20 -15 -10 -5 1]
Horizontal distance from the center line (m)

I~ o N ~ I~ =
g‘ﬂ‘ﬂ 4.18b ANHULNIUITNATIATBIANNAIANTERANET 10 TUTUANNANATBINNVANYNN LA

3261 MAIANNIYAABNAADY



0

15

—_
[=1

- AL L B L L L L L L BB

Elevation (m)

=

-10

10

Elevation (m)

in

-10

9117 4.19 nan"193LAIzilaLAs Upper Bound Limit Analyses 989ANAIANSELANTNT 10 naudnisaanaass IngRansannstinseauninlunaasagi Elev.-2.685 uaz Elev.-5.960

Waier Elevation at - 2.685
""- . F5=1.20-1.24

)
Fl Circular Search
F i F5 =204

-0 -10 0
Horizomal distance fiom the centerline (m)
Velocity Field' Plastic Failure Zone

q,

i
Waier Elevation at - 2.685 [
i

Fs=1.20-1.24 g
LN

-30

- -10 0
Horizontal distance fiom the cenler line (m)
Deformed Mesh

an

15

Elevation (m)

=

-10

10

Elevation (m)

in

-10

Water Elevation at - 5.960

F5=1.00-1.02

; . &
L oy i
C ) . '
5 Fl * !
L i . [
L r b |
r 4 \l.. i
C F - i
L F) * I
i F Cicular Seach :
N ST s T0s ¥

-30 -20 -10 0
Horizontal distance fiom the center line (m)

Velocity Field' Plstic Failure Zone

<3

i
Waier Elev aiion ai - 5.960 I
i

Fs=1.00-1.02 !
PO

30 - =10 i}
Horizonial distance fiom the cenier line (m)

Deformed Mesh



20 C an &
. Water Elevation at -2 .844 C Water Elevation at -6 .960
i FS=1.021.00 r FS =0.77-0.83
15 - gl 15 | g'
r ' i i
Elﬂ C a h‘ : Elu 3 :
g [ d - i E \[ ,
r CicularSgach 1 0 Circular Search |
gj- ,'N\Fs=1.uﬁ~. i gj- /FS=I182 :
L 4 L I
e e = .
sk ; - - =L

e =
e T i A

30 .30 =T T 0
Hornzonial distance from the cender line (m)
Velocity Fie M/ Plastic Failure Zone Velocity Field/ Plastic Failure Zone
ol g 0l ¢
C i B i
g sh Water Elevation at-2.844 [ sl Water Elevaiion at -6.960 !
= I Fs=1.02-1.09 ! = F8=0.77-0.83 !
C I C I
gn-_ P g MARAMILE
sk 5L
|
-0 - 20 -10 ] -3 -0 -10 ]
Horizomtal distance from the center line (1) Horizomtal distance from the cerer line {n)
Deformed Mesh Deformed Mesh

917 4.20 nan153AIilaLAs Upper bound Limit analyses 184ANNANANIEIANEAT 10 MAHNIsaanAass Inafansannsaiiseslnn lunaesagi Elev.2.844 uax Elev.-6.960



unN 5

nsatasizitlyuatasnndusuilymnauan

o

toymnauaauuudAE (Braced Excavation) lutlymsnuiaiasnimiiansnsany
Iidealuwanudminssndgh  n1sdnszvitlyuisainanlaeialuuda 1498 Limit Equilibrium
Method (LEM) LHa98 nANEEAINLATINe189N1AMIRs  F9Nad 1190 1AW sl A AL

oy dupundanaudisunisdeduisaaenldviniy Dawddas LEM azduifaulunng

q

Aaszdilyuanasninluanuganans mnuddideaninaedtilne nnsmmaaauNang
v

1
61 ¥

a A = ' [V A o v JRPgY
"JLﬂ?qﬁﬁgqﬂﬂm@ﬁﬁ]’]ﬂmqaﬂgﬁﬁ‘@iﬂsﬁﬁﬂ@qrﬂqLL@QIM‘U‘V]‘V] 2 u‘ﬂﬂ@’muuLLmﬁQ_}MN’MQm‘VlsLﬂij

a

<3 =

NNpLMAN (Steel Sheet Pile) 958 NuneAauAan (Diaphram Wall) n13A1unndlneda LEM Ja

1 1
=

ANN170719E3LATILINN331TR 289 IATIAF19 N WNTLAAAN N TN U A A LA NN T T RYaINI AR Y
v 1 A % [ % v [ Zj/ ;IJ £ a s al o o
foemidasusvaaunianiuld Asiuluuniiazlfiauanisminszidilyuiadasnind iy
tleymneugasogds Numerical Limit Analyses san1gnnazia1suINan1inueslasaaia
NunfiAaN TR LA NI AR UNGDHNT W BNTINERANNITANIIAEBLAINYNFBITBINA
NN9PANUITRANERRIUANNLAeAAY  (FS) 1FRINTe9AIReLIBdANILLUARNLAZIBLLYA
1 (LB-UB)

anwourilnguinagyinnsaesziluuniazilsynausqeloyueuganinanisatRuu
a Ao = v o < . =
assTuauuuazilyiuganliinisdne inanisa¥1suuusIaegauadn  Centrifuge @9
aunsnagluazuiivtlogvneanidu 3 nquasi

1. NIANEINTRINAT e dNNA T uneg5e Ras Tanajib Marine Facility
Uszina agRensvide Teen9Beananeeunisdneluiade « Evaluation of Anchored Steel
Pile Quay Wall Southeast Section, Ras Tanajib Marine Facility Saudi Arabia” Fedpnine
Charles C. Ladd & Associates Consulting Geotechnical Engineers

2, NINANM AT WAIAINANE AN UFYBS Pinit Phamvan (1984) S9tlsznausaenssil
= o a4
ANHIATUI 3 NILAD

2.1 9uneainvies liAuIede1A9ganAeL LU uINg
2.2 IUNBAFNTLNAUAUANN LI A IS AN LA DUl T

v v
2.3 vuneailulaseanisanifiguiiuazanafiumingay s



113

3. NIINARDUULUINADNUIAAEY  Centrifuge  TAEFINEIAINNAINUIE YD
Thanadol (2000)

= R a aa . . . ¥

‘J‘Wﬂf\]tLﬂﬂﬁ"ﬂﬂx‘iﬂﬁ‘MﬂﬂE’]LL@ZN@ﬂ’Wﬁ‘QLﬂﬁ"]ZﬁT@ﬂQﬁ Numerical Limit Analyses “’13191

nanalusindasialdl

5.1 ns@iAnEd 1 nsAthreusENinluanunags1e Ras Tanajib Marine Facility
UszinAgiapaiseiie
nsfeaiEduiamaniai (Anchored Steel Sheet Pile) Tudauniiarednis
riea¥slulasans Ras Tanajib Marine Facility fisceduumeidadnunziunnidaavilenes
szina a1ghanszie TagilAnINENTesuwINIea NI AaenTalAsns sy 1 lud
IAransneadienanatdlasuniseanuuiiazaiiunisneaielaau3sn  Interbeton Saudi

Arabia (ISA) szwdnanisneainelunnfeusest a.a. 1983 IARAnTsAReUsTLIA YT 189160

14
a oA

v
duiawandafeszrdnanisnuning ludawnasaesuiatdduinnn Waan1s3tRIutesseuL
tlaariumnuaIudng
a oA o 1 a d? dl o A @ A %
ANMALBINITILFAFNNAINATULEEIAIN 3 @WRUaNAS 1) srazilaratanduiale
seAURNARlFYeasa (Dredge Line) ldieanafiazliiiauseiupmuludnin Passive 189

o ] dl dl o a o o o o o o @ A 3 dl A '
Aumidaundaatlasiunigds 2) nauluuussnrada I dunamaniiaanldlunima

o o o =2

aF1eldinesnana il uiuINigALHesaINnanNuay  3) NAIFLLIIAIAINLUILNY

(Axial Tensile Strength) 984 Tie-Rod #An ldiieanadsiiasndiussnaninngaiintiuass gua

q

b

¥
=

51 UAANTIEIAZIRATBNNITa AT Anchored Steel Sheet Pile 1RINFUAN N UUAZLAAIAT

NN LAAFAINAIEULIRAUURIAUULFIUAINATT

d‘ ! =

AUANTRTasTUANA UNIIHRa AT UL RauluLTnMAneai 9 TuansugLh

5.1 Tngldu1arnnameaauimiantegnninaldnimagen SPT waz Dutch Cone Waznng

4

naaeuluvieslimin slngldn1smaaey Triaxial WU Unconsolidated Undrained

v 1
v a A

Compression” (UUC) “dupuifiaudAyiuiafasninaasuneafispadunumiiaasau
(Soft Clay) aMnszAU —6.200 D9 —12.200 Na19A8 1LN1228NLLLNNUNRA5F9AINAN9RLNINIT

o 1 a a

Apnzilagnatsanfudussnaailunumiandauniayui@aaniunialy (Internal Friction

ISP &I

Angle, (I)) Windu 10° wWaTHANANITANLIL (Cohesion, ¢) Winfu 15 kPa %ﬂumqﬂgjiﬁué’q

dupupasazldnisiaeififuuiiy Short Term-Total Stress Analysis TNAZFHENNANTUIAT
aa ?/ a o 1 [ a = 1 nlld | 0 a =® v

antRaasiunusnaufumiaodaundan ¢ = 0° uazildr ¢ = 15 kPa  asazliinanis

a a‘d‘ % 13 a
9 Lﬁ?’]:ﬁ'ﬂgﬂ[ﬂ‘ﬂ\‘mﬂ’]WﬂWﬁ‘SL‘N’\u@N



114

NAN1TALATIZEIALAE Numerical Limit Analyses lnstlAneAana1anuIn Adndai
ANUaeAAENARINGT 1 NanABRAWINAL FS = 0.50-0.63 U7 5.2 uaniNan1saRIIzd
Numerical Upper Bound T4udAINANEUELAZAANIINTAA U898 R (Velocity Field

1
a oA =

v 1
and Plastic Failure Zone) $9:9LaADNIUI AN AAUNAANTIITH 9143119 5.2b WARINIT

a

a oa

iRaUFILAzNA INN1TIURLeM9aAY (Deformed Mesh) aingUaziiulidnnafufinunasiuags

a oA k%4

a = = v 1 o g v =
AZLNANITIUANAINNNING 30 N, LAZHAIINNINNNINL 10 U. VIW\?@’]MVU’VHQ\‘ILLuQﬂqﬂtﬂﬂNﬂ'ﬂN

a oA

anTe9NAAUNINANTIRTRaLNsEAL —12.000 wanantudsnwudiansiAaes Sheet pile

(Type D British Frodingham Sheetpile, M =688 kN®m/m) 4843 TINHEIANINAANTILIR 14

%
=)

druaeslnrainaiinsannanuamsnlun s edaae Sheet pile fentaeninusesafiiag
aiedflavinnieniesine dounanasiiaeafludaues Numerical Lower Bound WudniAansasia
4 Tie-Rod \itadannussieitiAsauazelulnssadrafananaiinnaunnniianusunalunnsiy
Ws9A9a8Y Tie-Rod ﬁﬁlaﬁmmm%umu@uﬁﬂmumﬁu 63 HAALUAT HANNTATUINUAIZRRIUAIIN
Unanedaeas Numerical Limit Analyses PATuaniAn FS 141futasaas LB-UB 1&#n FS = 0.50-
0.63 k9 TmeFlunIsR Tl Total Stress Analyses ansnsnlsinanisdnuasiiennn
AziunTIUReeelAraas e I uesneg
HeuBenfauranisiessinadifnsdsnatatunan1siaseilng Charles C. Ladd
memzﬁﬁmv‘hmmmmmﬁmm:ﬁmmemﬂwﬁqm’mﬁqnmﬂuﬂ .71, 1985 Teinnis
Ainmzfilgundanaalaeldis Free Earth Method uazldaniasiRivesdudeilduandlugiil 5.1

Tneiliszaizilanns Sheet pile oeszatl -16.000 WU azifaluuudAnuNNgalu Sheet pile, M,

X

o

= 2,357 kN®m/m T4uanndAn luussafaan1sl (Allowable Moment) 2aadudawan TypeD

British Frodingham Sheetpile, M,, = 688 kN®m/m) uazdaianasisspali Tie-Rod Nlfainnis

o

ARz Free Earth Method Windu 481 kN/m @aunAnanAvudaausapaiaan s (Allowable

Tensile Force) 284 Tie-Rod ATATIARY 440 kKN®m/m HaMIALATTFINa g Lang s e
AuiAansATRlulnsia¥ e Sheet pile waz Tie-Rod fedugnmnWiRansimaresesszuy
Hlasiupunanane pansAnenine4as Free Earth Method denadadiduetinaniunanisiiAmes
1neiA% Numerical Limit Analyses AfnuansAdngaunuLlaanseld FS = 0.50-0.63 LazAn

v
AZLUINAZNANNTIIR A U199 TR TNA 519994 29T 1A

5.2 NSAANENT 2 NIFIVAUBINUNARSINDILARAUIRIRIAITFINAIBLLUDUUINE
Nnuneaiieslsifulesenasganasag uunuang Anaiaudouniiaesnisneaing

21ANT I LUWIANE T WsInTeserA sl ldssuuguanianda dmiunismieainaries



115

(% ]

TAvaasaAslfaduNaangAss (Anchored Sheet Pile) 4171 5.3 LanvgLldinaas Parent

a

PR

Sheet Pile @il duiawanaiin SKSP-1l NRANmMUAGANANaRN (Plastic Moment, M) i

11 40.2 T®m/m AaKeNa 15 wAg Luaduiauanaiia SKSP-IIl wasil Anchored Sheet Pile
ANINENG 12 1WA agringeanhl 6 wastaadAINdewinaD 1.60 Was Laviszazunauuls
(Horizontal Spacing) Wiy 4.00 wm3 Tag Tie-Rod RANNAITLUTIAsLszaawinGy 18.47 T &n
A/ Sheet Pile %mmL°?hﬁq&ﬁuimﬂﬁ@:mﬁwummu (Horizontal Spacing) 7¢#1914 Tie-Rod 11N
fU32812419529979 Anchored Sheet Pile AsLmnaniine fusndaiunssdenesmuiszsu

A ANsneR I lunAinaiEagas Numerical Limit Analyses azldpnil#annniamaaey Field
Vane filfuuddnsruiuufans Aas (1986) 3071 5.4 kapsnansulfuufdususindeius
|28 Field Vane Shear Strength Han1sU5ULAAIMNATLLINRDUIRIANAINNNINAREL Field
Vane ‘ﬁlﬁzﬁumﬂﬁ@ﬂﬂumiﬁqmmimﬁ% Numerical Limit Analyses uaas1$lugifl 5.5 Gedn

o o o

AL RaUUAINLF LA UAAEAY s, dszannd 1.0 T/m’ AsAuANan —4.000 4. LaZHA s,

genilu 2.5 T/m’ NezdumoInEn - <14.000 .
1 a dl o I % % va o o dl dl I a
FENINNIYAAUINENINIINBAT RS I AUNIEsTAUuanlugn 5.3 wudiianig
IARaUAAWEN918s Parent Sheet Pile uaz Anchored Sheet Pile lnmsnuninisys Geinliiie

N33LA U Tie-Rod 3171 5.6 WAAKANITTLAIEITIAEAT Numerical Limit Analyses Ingldaniantis

1
o

lunsfuuseieuresiutauandlugi 5 Afinasufuufann Field Vane Shear Strength #aeiAnlu
wivee Aas (1986) AN Xndauranlaoadefaenllétle FS = 1.16-1.33 wavifinnnsiiian
Parent Sheet Pile Wa¥ Anchored Sheet Pile uananniusaiinnn 337l Tie-Rod Taefiussaefiia
FuaR T AN AT AT Rl (Allowable Tensile Strength) ma3tA31=HlAeAE Numerical
Limit Analyses mm:‘mmmﬂuuﬁdﬁﬁumiﬁumefmuuwuﬂuﬁ'@mﬁmmﬁﬁﬁmmmuﬂ;mﬁlu
spdnennITieaiafanann dsisinAdndiuannuilasnfefisnunildasifuanngt 1.0 usfy
10 Wesdndagdwangaiudr. FS feenn B liiameuaslitlaende wanantunanis
AUIUlAEAE Numerical Limit Analyses SRANAAZIUNAITNANITILRT8Y Tie-Rod WAZNIIAANNT
\AARHFNI8Y Parent Sheet Pile LAz Anchoréd Sheet Pile lddanpdasitinisniagenlugu
NNENAUNANITITR

Pinit (1984) Aunnuatesnnedlanaiedannsusefud Ut insT T US umary
AulnedanuigIunIsAIMINILLL Fixed-End Support FananNIAI ATz EIZYing
3e3i19Parent Sheet Pile LAY Anchored Sheet Pile 337 6 wWasiuiaunatiosAullAasiumia
293 Anchored Sheet Pile €199 lutiFinnd93 Active Failure Zone 494 Parent Sheet Pile %111

Anchored Sheet Pile lignunsaigsuianasninlsinusiascuyldagufug  feanszsiangann
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Funaldannuanstinmzilagas Numerical Limit Analyses lugil#i 5.6 lgaune Deformed
Mesh Ruanslififiunnsiaaeiiaaes Parent Sheet Pile iae Anchored Sheet Pile Tildnefiuuas
m@auﬁLmei“ﬁﬁﬁmu@gmﬂmmm Sheet Pile fiaaeslUfvRnau fnunwmsidRuiliiatu
AINNN3INANULNT8Y Anchored Sheet Pile laignsias YANANNTALHANIANLIDLTDS Pinit (1984)
FanudRansiTAludues Tie-Rod Teaanadasiiluatnafiiunanisiinmzilagda Numerical

Limit Analyses

5.3 NSAIANENN 3 N1FIUANUADFSINATLNINUAUATNLUIARDIAIUNATN B UID U UL ST
T
NIMANTIN 3 HUNNIALAINLAADEITAINBINIFNDRE NN UNITURAUAN LU ARAIZIIN
dl = dl o v o o a dl
AL DWW ST U LeURIN N NLUAZ 3U7 5.7 uansgUiinaadlassaiianiunaiumum
\{lun131E Soldier Pile T1lagnatifngin a1 HWANLARUNTAALIALN 1.20 AT N9 1.50
1 del = o 1 [} 1 b H dl [ = a [~3 Y o dl -ai
LNAT LELNUARUNTAAINAIIAABLTEUINAN King Pile Tuiluaaunsaasuinanutinfndmass

o o

3654 O 211A 0.30x0.30 LNAT 8112 11.00 61T AUNAINAIIINTDIUNUNUAUNTALYINTL 3.80

wmg Tnesrezinalinsny (Horizontal Spacing) 321314 King Pile winfiu 1.50 wWm3 CRLLITIe
veausaz King Pile azdianpaundmifndmansdgsa O 2u1m 0.20x0.20 AT 819 6.50 AT
finutin#iilu Dead End Structure Tagiagi9ann King Pile Tunedumdaduszazmng 3.50 wms
a8 AeUNIAT AR AT AR AR UENE Tie-Rod

maﬁﬁammﬁﬁLquﬁuﬁuLﬁm%ul,ﬁ'ﬂﬁmmuauﬁ'é}”mm”wmﬁﬁLquﬁuﬁmuﬁmmzﬂaiﬁ
0.80 AN IR ANSARE LA TR LI UUANIUITRIAREIAN 991NN dNsIandsaniAn
NIIUFRAINAIINLIT INATALLENTUIA IR UTzannd 4.5 AT IULTINAINUNIUAY nads
WuN"7L8eN (Tilting) 2849 King Pile LATUHLRUABUMR Wazn931TA U TAsea3 9299 Anchored-
Pile

a

317 5.9 uARINANNITLATITITALAE Numerical Limit Analyses @9Auauannsldans

1
=

antTh lunnsfunsae uresAuniinas fuuian Field Vane Shear Strength saeAniuufves Aas
(1986) ’Lugﬂﬁ' 5.4 ‘Emﬂmﬁ’]ﬁﬁuLmL%faummauﬁizﬁummaﬂﬁiﬂajﬁ%ﬁmumﬁﬁﬁmmw:mm
Iugﬂﬁ 5.8 NAN19ILATZUAIALAT Numerical Limit Analyses aMun9nATUIANEAdUANLIAEA
Auld FS 0.98-1.06 gﬂﬁ' 5.9 iunanisA i adlugdauans Numerical Upper Bound audaslsiisiu

AANTTR IIAeaE19189 King Pile WHUAUABLNTA LAz Anchored-Pile TnaNuauiamnisiLR

1
a e

v
209190 AULLNFUNAITDIUUIAABIAIUNWNTL 20 N, uazHANANTRIN I LTRaE Tz AL -
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8.000 daun13A1uansludanaas Numerical Lower Bound WLANLAANT31R L Tie-rod Rod #ag
LA EL AT AT UAT T AN NN AL A e 15 (Allowable Tensile Strength)

Pinit (1984) Aunuanasn naedlasaaivnunaiumulng ldanumgiuuuy Free-end
Support nan1sAMIUAINaNaaNInagL A3y laes King Pile SalAinL 8.50 Wwmsilen

fasnniuldduiuszuuaeslnraiiaiA u LY Cantiliver Aa ldANA1TUNNATR9 Anchored-Pile

ARAAIADEINN LANANTUNIZULNTIN Anchored-Pile [N lUsnafnuIngzezilaanas
Anchored-Pile Tdisananazin lfin o liunssuulfasnaNeane Han1sAIWIAINEaI2
AanAREITTUBENIATUANINTBINIIRTRT843211U Anchored-Pile duiinlilgn1stinsadiifvas

. o ¥ [ o aa . . . dl ¥ 1 1
Sheet Pile uazeRaanAdanUNANIIATUINLIALAT Numerical Limit Analyses lena1al3luee

¥ dl %
NUINLLAI

] a a ea & ' % a S ' [
5.4 nsAUANHIN 4 N1sALATARANLNNA LUnaas 9 lulassnsanlguiiuazaany
Uk STt

v
o

Tasennsneadnaniguiiuazataiutnsaysauzilulasan1snseguunuusujz-1n
VianenrdunnideslfueanamnamLag g na I LN NFaT LTI uus UL E-U e uay
nuugradantszinn 1 Alawms FialassaiieesensiuiiuazantguiAsnanasseg uulagg

#5199 dNNALLLE (Cantiliver Sheet Pile) 1A SKSP-1Il TNAMNEN 12 AT Inedsysy

'
a 1

1R9NIYARUBELNILAL 4 INAFANTZALAUAN FH1untinaas Sheet Pile insdlaiannaunsaniingin

£l

AWANARTA O 2u9m 0.35x0.35 AT 819 24.50 WATIIUIK 4 UDD TIAIUAUT8INITELEAN
= = =8 o 1 14 tﬂl a oA % [
pOUNIAUATINEAIRERTENNIANEIAINA R lsuandlug 510 nishiiRueslasaainesa
1 a d’f o o o a dl 3| 3.’/ 4 ! % aQ oA o 4
naniaTuIMEinnsliusTALTesRugateduTuneugaTinaasnisnasing Tnanisiimvinli
. = d‘ 1 3 . a a a2 oA 1 o
Sheet Pile uaz l@1ABUNTATIAL TN Sheet Pile INANM9LRENATTRAENTAIAL

fayaruiifaannisdiseasanuimminenistinaxnlsng luineinusaes

a

Pinit (1984) lARnNssausIndeya Field Vane (FV), Dutch Cone uaz NMINAAALIATNNIG
(Triaxial Test) weilun1s9iAs1xilngds Numerical Limit Analyses ﬁaﬂ%ﬁmﬂﬁwﬁ@mmﬁﬁ
TUNMs TS BaLANHANSAARL FV LATHANNINNIMAgeL Triaxial Test d9tlszneuidasnis
NARBULLINEA (Triaxial Compression, TC) WAZNITNARALWINA (Triaxial Extension, TE) a1n

doyanulugn 511 awnsaagdamuantFresiununazldlunisiinezilagds Numerical

a

Limit Analyses TéiLflu 3 giluuuae

v 1Y
1. AnsENTRNNAS UL RaRluaN W NI L LN EUaE AU AN TRINUILILIINAN

9

o o A

(Anisotropic Shear Strength) laglduan1snaaey Triaxial, TC uaz TE LHuAnasfuusaanly
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anliszunein (s,) AmiUnNsATRLLLILSNSA (Compression) WAYNITATRLLLILINAY (Extension)

FNNANAL d9UAN s, AN1FLINTR1TRILL Directional shear Mode azldAtaansynd el s, aannis

nagau TC waz TE A1 Mobilized Shear Strength ax 14 Max Shear Strain, Vax = 1.0 %

1o

2. @mmﬁﬁmmﬁﬁmmLaﬂuﬁlmmwimymﬂm ) AlFannnnsiuufien s, AINN"3

NAZaU Field Vane TuauinAqaaUiuuiued Aas (1986)

[ o

] ¥
3. ATUANTTA AnfndeFunsedanluaniwliszinein (s ) Ttueg AUAANINTDIMU LS IUAN
(Major principle stress, O,) LuszWLAIRNaUUEWIUIAT (Direction of major principle stress on

. dl a a o IS DU 0o4d aAaa 1 o 1 AI
failure plane, 8) mmﬂummmmmqumm 0=0 ﬂﬂNVIﬁVIqG‘ﬂ@Q‘MuQﬂLLNW@T’]@%INLLW)@\‘ILL@Z

TdAnaafuusaaauluaninldszunaini liaannisnegas Triaxial Compression @auanluLEiang

2 2 dj a 0 Aa 1 o 1 7R O o o
ATUNRUNTRILUIYATINAY 6 =90 ﬂ’m\mﬁ‘V]’]\?‘ﬂ'ﬂ\‘lMu’)ﬂLL?\?MZ\]T’]@%BLHLLU’J‘J"]ULL@Zﬁlﬁﬂqﬂq@\ﬁU bbIN

v
o

wanlugnwliszunauflsarnnisnaaadl Triaxial Extension

D

nahAasLwsedluanmlilszineia (s) fildannmagey Triaxial #n (s,)
dl [ U a 6 1 U
fiflusngeqn (Peak Strength) ll#lun1afiarziaalalmanzaiasandl s, gagaitldann

n1INAgdaL Triaxial Compression (TC) Wag Triaxial Extension (TE) aZiANANANNLATE A

(Strain) lsiminriu Tneen s, gegandiuiunismagas TC aziinfAn (Volumetric Strain), €% 2%

Fenndrdmiunstizeanisneasy TE N1 €~ 4% tnevialiniseanuuulunudmnssudlyi

o s

arfvuA R L lINN AR U TR TMUA AN Maximum Shear Strain (Y.n) MlaEl
AMUAIN Y, ., = 1% Winduvisemeuwiniy €, = 0.667 % ﬁ\iﬁuﬂ’]ﬁmﬁxﬁﬂm&lmﬁimﬂﬁ
AruaNtTRrasAulun1siuLssRauluan W Anisotropic azldFnaviuussRauluan wly
ILNENANNNIMAGEL TC WA TE AN Sym——

NAN1TILATIZELALAE Numerical Limit Analyses @18130AUIUANEAdIUAITN
UaanselunsdifiFuavdannduia lunsdlaneiidnanlsuanlugawin udaléseil

1. ARANTRANAITY LL‘NLﬁﬂuﬁlu@ﬂﬁwiu'j‘o,‘U'WEqu]sN‘IJu'ﬂ%I: ALNANIURINULE UIINAN
(Anisotropic Shear Strength) @an1samuniAIdadauAIINLlaania FS =1.01-1.20

2. mmmuummma‘uLL?@L@@uiumﬂqwiuayuqﬂuﬁ 1n1ﬂmﬂmaﬂa‘mt,ﬂm s, AN
nNINAZaL Field Vane TuauinaqaAUiuuiued Aas (1986) mmmﬁ’]mmﬁﬁmmumm
1laansie FS = 0.87-1.02

3. ﬂﬂmllllﬁlﬂﬁ@\ﬁllLLNL'?E@IAT%@J’]’]WiM%U’WEI‘LA’W Mmmnmawmmu Triaxial

Compression &W3UAUIULTIMUUAIUIYA 1F LLm‘LﬁmmﬁﬁuLLNLaﬂulummwhiizmﬂﬁﬂmé’
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AINNNINARAY Triaxial Extension 41uFUARIULFRMATUNTNI89LLIIAAINITDATUINLAT AR E I
ANUAeAsiE FS = 1.00-1.15
317 5.12 uaAIHANIIAIWI Numerical Upper Bound Limit Analysis  a1ngiwudina

1 v v
InnsftiRnAwIAInAuanRresiuRuisamnsiiiandipssiuetnaminAe HANM5ITTE

Aul1L19194 Sheet Pile waz 1@1AaUNaA (Pre-stress Pile) NElalulisnnsnumtinaas Sheet Pile i

'
A o

~ 9 o > ~ o o o &
wnad 1 uaz 2 TnamnsdlasulfiaennsiinAaurnlaaldawnsdimasnnasiulsuaauuuy
Anisotropic H1uaAY  Ha9RNN1TILR2AINIA AR IITUN B AT AN HILLAINANIATNAN UL D
n19317R (Mode of Failure) WANANALAAN MNLARZATLALNIRINIAALAD NN ANIITBIUURE UINUAN
WANGINNAU %wzﬁmLﬁﬂﬂiﬁmﬁqﬁqLmL%@uﬁmmmuﬁuzﬁ“ﬂwmxmﬁﬁﬁLLuu&mj LANTINAZDL
WNaUIAN s, AINNNINAAEL TC #aY TE mnuelenuazialdanangs Auiudsnimagasivan
o o o A4 oA i\ - = @ ada =2 Y v ~ =
ANNNALSLLTReuANAgauluNIAR1NNA39A98 Field Vane Saifludanasaanaglasumanu e
HANN9ALATIZALAERE Numerical Limit Analyses Lana lindnminaztinaAnldainnimaaay
Field Vane udavinnisuiuurisnaraifuuians Aas (1986) lugily 5.4 fAliuanisauanui ndiaes
AunnsldAnnaasuLsaRatLuL Anisotropic wiazlir1dndiuninndasnsialunisAuinfningn
Ingdnunsaaen MAdndaraulasasafnldainnnsAnwans Numerical Upper Bound 7R
ANAIFULINIRAULLL Field Vane U5uuwimaeafilsuuiasd Aas (1986) ialdninisaanwuyle
duFunanisanuanilng Pinit (1984) I1neRd Conventional Method T&NNN9DILLN
a '8 [~ A
n19AAIIzveaniu 2 naaiae
1. neein ladNasau e L@ AAUNTAYNEN Sheet Pile TngdunTnANUIIANEAdI1AH
Uaandie FS = 0.87 uazagillidn amnaasndiiminiaanszazilsaas Sheet Pile la
INENWAAIUFUNN9DRNWLL Sheet Pile Wil Cantiliver Sheet Pile
Naa - = = o — &
2. NTEUNNANTUNRA N AN LA DLTNINTRIANABUNTANTIN Sheet Pile Talunstlil Pinit
(1984) TANA170NATAIABRNTALRNZ LAY 1 LAY 2 Uii1 Sheet Pile 1WiNTa1H
NARBNIFNUNITARDUAIVDINIAAY TalunIEL Pinit (1984) A1N1TDATUILANEAZL
ANUaaane FS = 1.04

~ - ° Ve o o | aal .
LN@L‘LG‘H‘]JLWEUN@ﬂq?ﬂunMW"]'N@@Quﬂqqﬂﬂ@@@ﬂﬂﬁluﬂﬁyﬂqﬂ\?ﬂ@quimﬂr)ﬁ Numerical

Limit Analyses futanT1sA1unelngas Conventional Method WL4NHAMNGBAARBITLARNANER

dnuAnulannsie FS & 1.0 LaznuananisAawanilngds Numerical Limit Analyses ldn1su5uud

I 9 o o

ANNNAITLLIRAUANNINAZEL FV 289 Aas (1986) @1unsainanisansnzsiipeudnalaanse

Aunninldldinnnseenuuy seaziuliannuanisamziing lbaAnUsuwiaed Aas (1986) lugag

'
a vaa

A 3 .34@' & v o dl g o a d? a
mmﬂ@uumumﬂmmmimuqmwmmﬂ@mﬂummwrﬂi UANNAULIII
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5.5 NTAUANHIN 5 NITANHILLLAIADY Centrifuge ABNULA

wuUd1aes Centrifuge Magniianldedteunsvaneluanianssudsi Tnedunisaing

=

LULRNAf9ti agauRnNwR e TN UI LN UAR SIS AT A NDIE AN INIAdaL N1 lEdN19D

u q

| 1%
=X a

ANARINGANITNTAATUATILBNUNAANITNU TN IF DL NG NFBI NIIUNUULLAABITRLIUNLNN
THAnAMsadiguanatsilawadle N windemauiuussldudasian (G) Taa N A Scale

Factor WulFeuafaudnlsninimegauuuusaaasnialdaninissiduaoesninnduseltunaelan

% %

UnAsuIn N win 119799 5.1 TAUananemndningszudngn Parameter Anejuaslnsea¥iesiu

WUL (Prototype) LAT184uLILaNa8d Centrifuge 1 nsnagaunie ldan1nwsaliunasni Ay

a '

100 winaaausaTtinnaalnf svezilanaeniune anaasnRANNAL 160 N, azlANNAL

o - 2 A o Vo =
7re1zflarean e UaNINA397] AR 160 X 100 HN. WFBHANNENNTBINTUNIYINAL 16 4. Tunieh
ARANTRAUANAT UL uRe TR IALlLLLLAIa8Y Centrifuge azwiniuiuAient luan sl
falandni

717 5.13 udAIIEAZIBEANINARELULLLANAEY Centrifuge AudLileynnanugafini

nAnsnagaulag Thanadol (2000) Ael@a@n1wLsa liaaaawinny 100 wintedwseltingaalan

v
1o a

19a3An Scale Factor, N = 100 n13nA&aUazwLidaanidlu 2 naciAa 1) natii IdHFuRung

o o [

nsdiudpeAnindsiuussasuneiAndsiuussRenluaniwlissunatmua N dNRug

v [l
v a =

s/0" ,=0.22 uaz 2) netnAduAnINN19U3 LRI AFuusuRa UMM 20 1K, UATHANNNAY

FLWRBYINAL 1,000 KN/m” B8fgZAL 20 Wi, AINFI9ZALYALAEHANNNA WL 100
Nx. Aananalugin 513

nM9LATIZAlagAs Numerical Limit Analyses @uiuiToyunaanataazAIua nsmn e

o

pdauaNLaanitTnaNan I NIz AUYARILE 30-60 NN, (WFBWNAL 3-6 W. ANNUUIANTY])

ANANTTAUAUAN TINAN1TANWINTNTaIAEARIUA N AaRsTY LB-UB MisyAlinasnisya

AFne I uanelumngen 5.2 uazgih 5.14 Gsansnsnagdiddnlunedin 1 AelaiiduRuniinis

1
s A A a

UFuilpnidsiunssReuaziianissiif (Aindadoupnnilaansis, FS = 1) 1daln9gnmua

1 1 v 1
D99EAL 3.20-3.50 WAIANINSEALAWAN Aulunstdn 2 Aedduauninisdiulserniidsiu

|
a oa

199RaU AZINANNINTRNANNIYARUAULATEAL 4.25-4.75 NATAININIZAUALAN 18
Aansanizaan1sAuIUlaeRs Numerical Upper Bound WudNaziiAn FS windu 1 15ed
FTALBINNIYAN 3.50 LHATUAT 4.75 AAMFLINTIUN 1 UAY 2 MINAIAL 317 5.15 Uaz 5.16

wapsnan1sAunlaeas Numerical Upper Bound lunsalil 1 uas 2 msansu angilwuan
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NN33TRBINI9IA1ABINI9YAAIEY Centrifuge HAZIAAAINNNTLARDUFITDINIAA WAL IULNILE
v I a a oA o v ] ZJ/ =
wisnuanlag ldiian199175 ludatassadsneanunasisaeensol
WeanFauwaunanisauaulagls Limit Analyses fURANNINARDLLLILANAES
Centrifuge 183 Thanadol (2000) lug1lfl 5.17 FauaninispaeusinaasuaAuluLLG

(Surface Settlement) LAENANTLARDUFIUNDINIULNINIILUIFI (Lateral Wall Movement) ASa 14
° . 4 N Ay Ae o A o P o o
ANNNINAFBLLLILANAEY Centrifuge 19 2 N9tiAa 1) NITUR IEFuAUNAN3U U 9ANA
o = dd‘dzj/ a dld o 1 o o o A o %
FuseReuLAY 2) NIUNNFWANNENIIU UL 9AINAT LR NINLATEAULRINNIYA

WaianstiRreslasaieilasiuivas ldeainsangavinaninisdnAnIsARea A 1es

i
a ol [

Aune Uiy #uungiin 1 azfANTRIRNeNIZALINITA 40 WM. FDILLUANADY (17D
4 1. AV ATD9AT) LAZAZNANTIRANMILNIUN 2 IaNALNNIYA 60 N, BDIULL
AN (4178 6 N, AINTULUIAUBIA)  LAZLNALFHULUNANIINARALULLANAD
Centrifuge fuNaN1T3LAIZAINEAE Numerical Limit Analyses WL313¥ALT8IN3YA NN WHLRA
n1390R laraasetleaiufnui lWannismedeuLLLaIaes Centrifuge NANNINNITLALINNT
-ai 2 a as . o . = o .di
PailFaInnnsRiaszilagds Numerical Limit Analyses TeianalamanNIaINNTAMuaRe L
laaaansatimaneiuinenmageauuLLaNaee Centrifuge a2 ANNTLAARUFMTRIN NG A
IFannnagaslun1sn1vanIgIuR tHanennisAsedlangds Numerical Limit Analyses 1
o o dd‘ 7 o dl o A [ % o

NEANUIANNMANN s kAN sATWINUaenund Ae A nsliTTALTe9ng
PANAANILTR IFANIANIalaassaInuULIAIaesAaay i seAUTaeNIsgALsennnl 3.50 W,

LAY 4.50 N. AMNSUNIEIN 1 LAY 2 ANNATAL



Parameter Prototype Centrifuge model at NG
Linear Dimension 1 1/N
Area 1 1N
Volume 1 1N
Density 1 1
Mass 1 1N°
Acceleration 1 N
Velocity 1 1
Displacement 1 1/N
Strain 1 1
Energy 1 1N°
Stress 1 1
Force 1 1N?
Time (seepage) 1 1/N?

122

F1999 5.1 ANANRUEIENII9989A0 Parameter si1a7jszrdslastaiafiuLLLLAZILILANaBS Centrifuge

Excavated Factor Safety for Improved Soil Factor Safety for Non-improved Soil
Depth LB UB Error(%) LB UB Error(%)
3.000 1.376 NP SIS 1.040 1.139 4.55
3.500 1.203 1.331 5.07 0.912 0.999 4.55
4.000 1.056 1.171 5.16 0.796 0.873 4.62
4.500 0.942 1.046 5.19 0.705 0.775 4.69
5.000 0.850 0.944 5.25 0.632 0.695 4.77
5.500 0.771 0.859 5.39 0.571 0.630 4.87
6.000 0.705 0.787 5.48 0.520 0.575 5.02

From the Result by Limit Analyses :

Case #1 Non-Improved Soil

FS=1, whenH=3.20-3.50m

Case #2 Improved Soll

FS=1,whenH=425-475m

Summary of Prediction at Failure (Use UB Result)

Case #1 Non-Improved Soil, H, = 3.50 m

Case #2 Improved Soil, H, = 4.75 m
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13797 5.2 nan1sAuanulngRs Numerical Limit Analyses Tunstindunuinisliulgsaninasiuusagau
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Distance {m)

Hev. +4.000

Hev . +2 250

5 L =27.5°, =20 kA
10
-15
* Dense Sand, $/=35", +=20.5 kN/ui?
=20

-10 o A 0 10 0
Distmme-fl'rum parent sheetpile (m)
U "

Layvout of Ras Tanajib Marine Facility

717 5.1 dnwnielaeyinlluazpuantfeesiuinulnsanag Ras Tanajib Marine Facility

S

¢ l l J‘ | lSurchargc=1UkPa

a3 sheetpile

Tie-rod ¢a3mm @ 2.55m
F =440 kI/m



Distance (m)

-10

-15

=40

Distance (m)

Failure in Tie-Rod

Surcharge=10 kPa

< | Factorof Safety, F$=0.50-0.63

o i W Hev. 0.000

CRRL R B B

v A
oo AR

-10 0 10
Distance from parent sheefpile (m)

a) Velocity Field/ Failure Plastic Zone

Surcharge=10 kFPa Failure in Tie-Rod
5 | Factorof Safety, FS=0.50-0.63 | | J LI b4 bA b bi bt
E ] (. o l
o - éEk\r.lJ.l]lJl]/ KK%%EE}:
S / , =
10 : Placstic
15 == P
=
L = o= ==
0 o | o e [ [ [ == el e e
=0 J10 i Tl

0 10
Distance from parent sheeipile (m)
b} Deformed Mesh

Upper Bound Results of Ras Tanajib Marine Facility Failure Case

917 5.2 nan193aziilag Numerical Upper Bound 2841A54013 Ras Tanajib Marine Facility
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Factor of Safety, F5=1.16-1.33
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Factor of Safety, F5=0.98-1.06
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Failwre in Tie-Rod
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Anis otropic Shear Strength
F5=1.01-1.20

E
S
B 3
=
-10
-10 -3 I
Distanr e from sheetpile (o)
V elocity Field/Plastic Failure Zone
Anisoiropic Shear Strengih
F5=1.01-1.20
n
El =
S
B .3
=
e
el
-10
== =l =
=20 -15 -10 -3 N 5
Distanc e from sheetpile {m)
Deformed Mesh

Upper Bound Results of Rathirana Failure Case
{Anisotropic Shear Strength)

317 5.12 uan13AIUINs Numerical Upper Bound TAsanisniaa¥sanitguniuazaafiuinsnaysny



3117 5.13 MeazBYANIALAN

I
o | @ O O & | &
— 25 —
ModdWallL, = w » w w w w w
| | iT1 M 1 m r"! :.-. f""-
1% e —gmp— o I A W W W ©
w1} il L ?:1'"]
T | T 1
{}é Excavated Soil 60 = | ¢}
i . |
4" Kaolin Clay 240
¢ : .[llju. - i _¢_
=000 RN 1 Mo s, g 22 .
S mded il 4 yctessoum’ |
o e B e i 4 {Ji}
B Sand Layer ]
o Q O © &G0 <
e . AllDimensions are i mm.

#17 5 TUUn1IMARLLLLS1a8S Centrifuge

Factor of Safety, FS

10

<~ -m-- - L B{Morrinproved Soil )
<= - - - LIB (Mon-irmprow ed Sail)

Z & | B(frpeovedSal) |
—a— LB {Trrpriow ed Sail )

05
300

- 30

E

400

(=]

=

3 4%

T

8 500

b
550 +—

&0

113

917 5.14 uannsAnsANdndaurauaande (FS) Tneids Numerical Limit Analyses &13Lnnsga

FEALAN



114

20

rrrrrr

NTRCCCRIeTPE
RS CLCEL
ffzfﬂf;#fzf/pfﬁ;. BT

USSR TR

R

10
Distance from wall (m)

0

-10

0

5
-10
15
-20

{(ur) uoneAaTq

a} Velocity Field and Plastic Failure Zone

v

OO0 0T

B DD

DD =
DX
BRI <D=
OO0

OO0
RIS OO
ROIXDODDDDDY
RDDIDIIDDIDY.

i
T
1

il
|
[

i
'
1
]

from wal

1stance

D

{ur) woeAlTT

b) Failure Mechanism

317 5.15 uan13AuanlAeAs Numerical Upper Bound lunstiil 1 Asliiduaunsinissu

A9FLLTRDL

o o

139A17"



115

XD

20

BT
L

XXX DIXIXIX-
B DDOXIXIXIXIX
RO DD = £
RN XD
XPOIXXX

SO

IO

XDAQLDDIIX

HSIPDODIX
ROZO0000%

10

ERRRASEEL L
PR
SRR

1 wall

5
o

o

N aRRR

1stance

Distance from wall (m)

0

a) Velocity Field and Plastic Failure Zone
17
I

-10
e
=IoTI

IS

ISDDDDDIXD.

= Lol =
' —

-15
=20

{11} UoneAa]T () uoneaarg

A9FU

AunEnisUFuigednna

aU

v
o

b) Failure Mechanism

9117 5.16 nan1sALlALAT Numerical Upper Bound lunstiil 2 fa

A
INERBL



116

Surface Setiloment {mm)

= 0
g fi\\
E 10 ',}\m
5 ag + __\\. H‘m s
E a0 L _\\H H,_. ]
]
=, 50 4— Rﬁ% %Hhmﬁ_
B
—+—Without improved layer (T1) —p—WNiith full 150 mm improwed |3yer (T2)
—a— mprowed layer 100 mm length (T3) & mprowed Lawer with reinforcement 100 mm length (T4)

—— High Stiffness improved layer 100 mm length (T5) —s— mprowed lawer 50 mm length (TE)
—a— StApl20x20 improwed layer 100 mm length (T 7

o = 10 15 x 25 1|
o~
E ]
E’ 10
= K\\.H
LR =
F g - 1‘%’-\\\ £ L7 —Final Depth
'_\_\_\_\_‘_‘—‘——\_
E -\M‘\H"‘-‘\_E -\_\_\_\_‘_‘—‘_\_\_\_\_\_ \ H
- LI = S 0 i —
=
:-" a wm_—% .
= &0 —_.:_..._- — —— ——
—+—Without improved layer (T1) —— Wiith full 150 mm improwed layer (T2)
—a— mproned lawer 100 mm length (T3) —w— Improved Lawer with reinforcement 100 mm length (T4

—— High Siiffness improved layer 100 mm length (T5) —=— mprowedlawer 50 mm length (T6)
—a— Stripl2 020 improwed |3 yer 100 mme length (T

917 5.17 nan1aMAAeLLLLANA8Y Centrifuge #udlilnynieuaalag Thanadol (2000)



UNN 6
A9uan1sitAsIsiLaTIaLAUaLUS

6.1 agiluanisitAsizi

nsawmanziilyanesn nluenidaanssilgilaegds Numerical Limit Analyses

©

Yo A

aun9nagLuaNAziRNANHzaasilym AR

6.1.1 agtuanistiaszirindsiudaninussneessusnausiellesduiunsiindgeluiiAney
~ [y =~
AN R PGTlattey
N139bATIEUAIAIRSIURINTINUIIND m@qgmmﬂﬁuﬁifaLﬁmuuﬁumfm (Bearing
. as f LR o A / | 1
Capacity Factor, N,) 1n¢28 Numerical Limit Analyses AianuiiAn ¢ vaamaaluteanisld
a s D ! 0 0 a d”
NunRAanssulgiFe @F = 540" UAEANTNIHATEIAIINTVITTBINUTIUIIN (Surface
Footing Roughness) Nan15lAsNzyfwLd713s Numerical Limit Analyses @ N1TOATUINLAN
Andsiuthmidnusmnaesnae (N, laiduedwa InalduFaninaunanisAieulagis
Numerical Limit Analyses ﬁumﬁﬁmqmmnﬁ%’%uj G9liun A% Characteristics, 33 Upper
Bound Calculation, 33 Limit Equilibrium, 28 Displacement-based Finite Element Wa£33 Finite
Difference AMnn1siLFauiieLAana1anLd) A1 Ny NA1Wnlneas Numerical Limit Analyses &

A lnAuAeaAuAIRAIMIndlng Hansen and Christensen (1969) WAz Booker (1969) luanisi

o

A Ny NiaualaafRdauisinldiaues N, Aigeandidrnacuiinalaeid Numerical Limit

pLL

Analyses 80T 200-300% da1na bnnisatmnannnisauulaeis Numerical Limit Analyses

[ %

TanwaurlndRseiunanisaiuiningid Slip-Line ANUMSUAATEIANNIRLANIUIENINNENTD

grusniumagligiunninaatisinseds N, nAlbus lilnafuAnsuznIzaNs

NP CTEX YT f it Ut TV BT A TN RN O

N193LAISAAINNARTULININLSIYN2997 1WINANGD e NN W AMMHE AR

o o

ndAmauusvReuluannliscunsin ldivindunansaniAn C/C, = 0.2-5.0 WaNIg
a 6 o o N o 1 o 1 o 4 1 v a a as
AnzidmiunsdidananatalianunsnAunlfedgnsesnunne]) nan1siinseiingds

Numerical Limit Analyses WU3MNM9ANUANAT N* IF909AAaL19LIAaTe (LB) Was1aLium

]
Al

v 1
U (UB) 2esimtiniszdt finaaunquAgnsedsnunged) (Analytical Exact Solution) tneidl

AMNAAIALARAUTBIHANNTAN I Tz T 5% NANT5AATZANLINa lnnTTRYeN0A

o o

4 1
Auazauegiudndan C,/C, lasaziinnsulauuulainalnnisdiimain Partial Punching



140

Shear Mode liliflu Full Punching Shear Mode adfasndau C,/C,, HA14INGN 2.50 N9

u
|

LWRHLNILNANITAUIALEAT Numerical Limit Analyses fiLHANITATMINUARER B 1 U
el RAnUd1 n3AUIRLes Chen (1975) WAZNITATUILIAEATNTLRALANNNAITLILILRDY
a = i’/ %’/ 1 =< dl a a a eAa dla Y o qI/ dl
299U HrNvaasduludasananNoafwinn199TR  (Alonldiuialililiesannagny
azaan) WA N* Plidasadalunisii il deenuuugiuen nsAnueniingdsees Meyerhof
and Hanna (1978) waz Brown and Meyerhof (1969) @1 N_* Naanadailuateniunanig
AnARe THLNANNE ANNYNABIT89AT N * IATUIRMATNTE Numerical Limit Analyses 71
aua luunanianisnasageuldlaanismauiuaAivdnussynilszaanlaainnismasay

wUUSaeegusn el JiRn1avseanamneadiaas
NSIAIIZUAINNANT LU UTINUSTYN284g 1IN FAUFBIELUALMTEANNANAN6

£%
= o o

FuusaiRauluan wliszuneuadeluad MuAAN N8 99U LINAN TnEATNANTUI A 6197

daupine|289 b/a = 0.01 ~1.20 Fuardasiiintuaeaiumilas Anisotropic Tuassuang
o v ac f 7 . 1 v | 1 %
HANIIAUINIANEAT Numerical Limit Analyses Wid1dAngnaesiiuatiege nsdauns

¥ ' A P = ° o ' aa
bLﬂQ']Nﬁ']\ﬁ.l@Qﬂ’] LB wayr UB wnuAll LL@%LN@LL@HULVI‘EIUN@ﬂq?ﬂquqmm\?ﬂ@qgiﬁﬂ'lﬁ

Numerical Limit Analyses AUMANITANUILLEY Davis and Christian (1971) GRS

Analytical Exact Solutionwiidnieaixlndtassiuaeeann Insawnsnagdlddnaaas

o

IYUIN9AT LB 4ar UB anunsnilszanaiAnniassuiinninussynaesgiuenunsalilliacing

%3
o o ]

gnsias  wanantudswudnalnnisinaesneafuiIuiundauaed b/a

1 v 1 v
o

N133LAsIEN AT LN MINgesg U ANAeLHasLUT U e N RFuALIM A9

%

agdn91FAa8a3T Numerical Limit Analyses azansaAniaNTiRvasiunuisaauaniy 2

2

o

nslAa 1) nonadAr @' = 48.5° uavawatuuAWMTaINEAT s, = 10.60 KN/m® N8R

A9 H/B = 0 - 3.00 HANNIIAIIZFNLIN HEa9189a7 LB waz UB findniilasanniilunnsg

]
=

Anspiiunnandan ¢ Ngerawintu 48.5° wasansenaas ¢ dae 1.20 Aalndasn

a

O wiriu 40.42° elunisdiunfitiasainuaaes Compressibility ALANGNNIWIENINg

v
v o 4 o v

nIefuALWiYl - azldnanisaasziAana wumwuﬂmmgmﬁﬂmmm@mﬁum\mw

ATUAUANNLLILANAD9ea49 1189 Kenny and Andrawes (1997) anyiagladanmansiLnanig

¥
NARDLULLANABIFIUIINAURATANNIAIUIUAINTE  Semi-empirical tael Hanna and
Meyerhof (1980) uaznstiil 2 naeien @' = 47.5° Negjuumuwmilanddn s, = 10.0 kN/m’
= o as . . . o o as
msifFeuiaunanisAwanlaneds  Numerical Limit Analyses UNANITATRILLAEIAT

Upper Bound Limit Analysis tagl Michalowski and Shi (1995) LAZHANITAILITUAINNTIN



141

ANLULTIANKILIALAT Semi-Analytical Method 289 Meyerhof and Hanna (1978) uas

Hanna and Meyerhof (1980) Wu4niANgannaediuiilueenen

%
O o o ©

N1I3AITHANIN AT LN LI N 299 UINAUN TN U N BURNNNTENGE

Ao o A p N A X oA \ >
ﬂqu?qﬂmﬂﬂ‘]ﬂ’mvﬁﬂsﬁ@u N1TNANTUNN 2 NTUAD 1) ﬂ?mmﬁqu?qﬂmum@Luﬂﬁqqﬂﬂ%Uusﬂu

=

= ’ 0 = = = o o =
nIEnNAn ¢’ = 48.5° navAAINGN uazHuFNNEUBNTINENNAaFIUIN 2 ANHRLTAe 1)
14 ! ¥
waannanannszin luduwatiesaudlaaiian e/B = 0-1/4 @9 e Paszazitiovdud B Ae

AYINNTITBITININ 2)  wnANEUenNIENfeg usInHTiAn1sey uuuaR e inainAnig

= o . b o a4 e , ~a
mﬂu@ﬂwmzmm@ﬂmmnmﬂmmL@m‘imwmmmmmmu 0-0.26 rad 4791n30UN 2 Az
ﬂm:“fmvshﬁqﬁﬁuﬁmﬁﬂmmgmmﬂﬁuﬁi@LﬁmLﬁfagmﬁﬂﬁmeﬂuﬂﬂmw‘if]ﬁi@gmmﬂ
Tuieniades TpagausnainanaNeuuiuAuules 2 dnmzae 1. Aumilyanien

v 1
Andefunsaauluan nllszuneiIWNAuRAaAAINAN 2. AuMRaaNlsrnaufff

IS o o

P T o o7 P . g P e ) > Ao |
e 2 ﬁuﬂNﬂqﬂf]@\‘lﬁ\ULL?\‘]L@ﬂulu@ﬂqW1§Jizuqﬂuq1NLWWﬂuluLLm@?ﬂ]ut@ﬂNﬂ[ﬂﬁ‘qﬁqu

189 H/B=1.0 UNNBUBNNITINFegIMINTIaeguLiuAuitagansifananaasifiAnTg

o o

RNALWWIRGNAL 0°-80" HANITIAITHNLAY ANNIAT LN MINLTNTBITIUIINAY

q
1 1

NINLNNEUNANINTTINFag N AN EzdUTaunLdn HdeAmeUAl LB uay UB 7

9 = @ a 4 =~ o i 1 o A p oA A
ﬂmeu@\m’mLﬂuﬂ’mLmﬂ:uﬂimwgmmﬂmn@’rrmaguuﬁum’mmmq (I) NYIABNAN
1A

winiy 48.5° WAfi1o9289AABLARELIAGHNANISILATIZHANULLANA8Y Centrifuge 284

Aiban and Znidar[Jil] (1995) uaznanisaeszilpefidavinuaulsiiuedn douna

k1l

a =

N133ATITHIN AT LR MENTBYgIUIIN AU N LUTURMMREAN N usen e uannszsinly
wuaBeeialunstiees Homogeneous Clay Waz Two-layer Clay wudnfiaanuaanmaaaily

1 a o o v o dl
@mqmnum@mammmimmp%@uj

6.1.2 agUnanisAnen @ nesNINIBIANNAIN
HANNTIATIZHTTUMLAT TN INTBIATNANANLIN 75 Numerical Limit Analyses
anunsolsiNanas N A d IR nanStsaR s AN Bz A NN A TRTIda AR
ﬁuﬁ%ﬁluﬂﬁﬂuﬂﬂ'wﬁﬁ@Lll?“ﬂuLﬁﬂuﬁuN@m@ﬁﬂmmé’wﬁ%ﬁimLfn'u Upper Bound Limit
Analysis 989 Michalowski (1995) Tuvindiadt 4.1 dutlymanasninaaspanuaialag
AT N AT (r,) Tuvindedi 4.2 84 4.7 Usznausaensaianesloymanuain
ANHOTANST] ANNTEUANELe4 Griffiths (1999) AedE Finite Element uaz 1iada 4.8-4.10
lunannsA U UsaeRg Upper Bound Limit Analysis 284 Jiang and Magnan (1997) 1ag

Ao

4 = o a A 4 Qdd‘ [ % o aal
1@LL@ﬂdﬂWiLﬂ?ﬂULV]EILI@ﬂHELLZZﬂZﬂﬂﬂ’]‘J‘QUlm/lﬂ’]%')ﬂéﬂ')ﬂ’)ﬁ’ﬂﬂ“’lﬂﬂN@ﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬂ’]uﬁlﬂﬂﬂﬁl’]ﬁ



142

Numerical Limit Analyses UANANUUNITIATIZALALAT Numerical Limit Analyses f19 13

1 1 v
NAALATIZALAD TN N AUAUTRINIUANUNLLAY 3261 BuflunsmininanstiRauasale

1 %
a oa

ABAARDINLANNINATUATIADAINITOAIAALLUNNIILIR IHYNFasADS

o

AdauAINLanm

A8 FS=1.0

6.1.3 agUnanisaiaszitywiatasmwdmsutlymauys
nan1saAsztlguanasn nd ity uieugadaeds  Numerical Limit
= )y ~= 5 & Py .
Analyses Tsilsznauldfiag nstiAneinisnenaigvaddnnaluanunaade Ras Tanajib
. - = = W o ya ST a
Marine Facility UszinAgignadsziiel 1uneasemedlanu1esaaAsgansaes Lunuuang
SUNAFIN UM UAUATNLUIAA AN AN UL T2 TY  wazaunaafelulas
N3AnHgUUILATENUALNNTIEYTE HANNIILATIZINLINE NI IRANNIR AT Aen
2 o | a a} a a oad o 1 o | [ % v 1
pdesiuan WA NluasMAANsITRARa NI DA MINNA dnduA N aensit ldag Ty
14 0.6-1.2 1iAe 19N1396A371238 Numerical Limit Analyses @a1u130 1 lunnsanmAziunig
nansatR lAduetem wenanlunanisAIuanlaeds Numerical Limit Analyses €19
waasIniaNT991Ts lulaseaFralidnaziiu nasitiRaes Sheet Pile anluluussn visa n1g

a

A11Fua4 Tie-Rod AQeILgIRAY LWAZNITLARDUGIYAY Anchored Sheet Pile NAAAAAAFTLANIN

¥ v
=3 a al o

NATUAT BNHNENNLLINITUSLWAAY FV Shear Strength AqaiAndsuuiaay Aas (1986)

=b.

] Y & | O o o N a a o v o dl 2 o
Wa I RAINIA9TU WINRUIAIAN IUNITATIZHATNT0 T HAN1TATRIUN A A AR BIAL
3| a ] = I % = % 1 [~3 %’ dld
AN UAT @Quﬂﬁ‘m%’ﬂ\idﬁuﬂ@@?'\\iﬁhﬁﬁ?\iﬂW?@ﬂWHQUHW LAZDININLUITITL TEUSNNNIT

" o a o A Ay > Y A & o
L@‘ﬂﬂ%ﬂﬁWﬁ?mme‘ﬂ’]mj‘uLLNL@@l&VﬂM’Wﬂﬂ’]W@@@U TC way TE uu@:[ﬂ@\ﬁ\mqﬂ@@ﬂlﬂj

'
o

10 [ A A = . A:ll ¥ o 1 = a dl a
ANNIANTULINRBUNANAINUATERA (Strain) NABAARABINULATAINLATLAUDINIAALLNDLNA

a

a = 2 o dl v o a % :J/ a ~ o
MaR (Y,.,=1%) Aansldnanisduniiaenadesiuminiluag daudeanstgiian
@ A Y = = 2 ~ Fo o & 2 o A o
Hunazdasiiannuflunigaanldainigiimasiiaeiunsaasulimunzanilyuinagiin
nrAziuanuiiaannisipudadyiuninaanldianimimane i

WanFauiieunanimageulneuiiuaiIaee Centrifuge 289 Thanadol (2000) fiu
NaN139LATIZALAEAE Numerical Limit Analyses WUINHANNGAATIZHIALAE Numerical
Limit Analyses #3190AAAZILIEALIRINIYATNN Iz uUTlaaRusuiafAnIs3TR 16

aanpaasnunanimadasinalduuuanand Centrifuge 289 Thanadol (2000)



143

6.2 TALAUBLWLIWNITANEILNNLAN

[nviadad 6.1.1 6.1.2 uaz 6.1.3 am130a3 1#9135n1991A 31238 Numerical Limit

% o o =

Analyses anunnliinanisAtusungnaes dmiuilawinisinuiAnssudgingnfnyne

u
|

toymaindsiurminaesgiusnsusieiies Towiadasnimaesnanuan  uaziom

@i IMeewIule  IneleuFaumsunanisAunlaeds Numerical Limit Analyses

o |

o ° Ao Y DA o P A o
ﬂUN@ﬂq?ﬂ’]uQMImﬂrJﬁﬂu’]LL@QWUQWNﬂQWN@@@ﬂ@@\TﬂuL u‘ﬂﬂﬁ\imVLN’JWZLﬂuN@ﬂﬂ?

v
a oa o o =

AuAdadcuANlaaniavTadnEuzaanalnn1lR - Aeiudislouanandsdndgnig

AA3zd Numerical Limit Analyses  azladnunNunuindrAynnnaudiniuldlunng

@

a s = o o a = 1 Z’/ a =
9 Lﬂﬁ"?iﬁ‘ﬁ‘}jﬁy‘ﬁ’] L'&ﬂ‘F;Iﬁ‘ﬂ’]‘W@’M?‘LI\‘i’]u"JﬂQﬂ??ﬁJﬂﬂWlu’ﬂu’]ﬂﬁll}’l’ﬂiﬂ UANANUUI mmrﬂgwwz

o o o

¥ 4 A Y1 a 6 O o o A o A vaa
fadliANgAyiunsiaen AN s RIRasNNA9TY LL‘NL@l’ﬂulﬂﬂW'ﬂ‘]ﬂUﬂWﬁ‘L@'ﬂﬂﬁl‘ﬂ’)ﬁELu

nsaeed Aeaziiuldaannadidnsnaunesinglulasainisaniilguinuazaiafiuuia
dl % = v a A Y 1 a & O o o A dl b4 dﬂl
ysurnsasdnissindulalunisaanldAimnisfmesindeiuusadauivaizan  gainedl
NNllsuUdinazinissveneannisaiasizaf Numerical Limit Analyses tWa ldanuitanu
a a o tﬂl 1 =l a Y o .
Aranssugianwogdupay doguaiasninaeshiuntiiaane (Face Stability) faymn

o

AAFULI MU T U281 @ T NEY YTDN1IRAIUIAENTILATIZ Numerical Limit Analyses

o

A 2 o o aa . = £ = o«
N ammmimLmﬂwﬂmuﬂmﬂwmmmmwm Plane Strain ialiau1snatpei

oy ludnenicauils



5181115271999
n g

474m9 duriusning. aanssndgit. Aina3en 1. ngamne : FAanssuaniuuisdsuinalne,

2540.

AN CAlNA)E,
Aiban, S. A. and Znidarcic, D. (1995). Centrifugal Modeling of Bearing Capacity of

Shallow Foundations on Sands, Journal of Geotechnical Engineering, Vol. 121, No.

10 : 704-712.
Bolton, M.D. and Lau, C.K. (1993). Vertical bearing capacity factors for circular and strip

footings on Mohr-Coulomb soil. Canadian Geotech Journal 30 : 1024-1033.

Booker, J. R. (1969). Applications of theories of plasticity to cohesive frictional soils. PhD
thesis, Sydney University.
Brown, J. D., and Meyerhof, G.G. (1969). Experimental study of bearing capacity in

layered clays. Proceedings, 7" International Conference on Soil Mechanics and

Foundation Engineering, Mexico, vol. 2 : 45-51.

Buisman, A.S.K. (1940). Grondmechanica. Waitman, Deift.

Caquot, A., and Kérisel, J. (1953). Sur le terme de surface dans le calcul des

foundations en milieu pulvérulent, Proc., 3" Int. Conf. On Soil Mech. And Found.

Engrg., Zirich, Vol. | : 336-337.

Chen, W.F. (1975). Limit analysis and soil plasticity, Elsevier Scientific Publishing

Company, Amsterdam.
Cox, A. D. (1962). Axially symmetric plastic deformation in soil - II. Indentation of

ponderable soils. Int. J. Mech. Sci., Vol. 4 : 371-380.

Davis, E. H. and Christian, J. T.(1971). Bearing Capacity of Anisotropic Cohesive Soail,

Proc., American Society of Civil Engineers, Vol. 97, No. SM5 : 753-769

Frydman, S. and Burd, H.J. (1997). Numerical studies of bearing capacity factor, Ny.

ASCE Journal of Geotechnical & Geoenvironmental Engineering, 123(1) : 20-29.

Griffiths (1982). Computation of Bearing Capacity on Layered Soils, Proc., 4" Int. Conf. Num.

Meth. Geomech., Z. Eisenstein. Ed., Balkema, Rotterdam, The Netherlands :

163-170.



145

Griffiths, D. V. (1999). Slope Stability Analysis by Finite Element, Geotechnique 49, No. 3 :

387-403.
Hansen B., and Christensen N.H. (1969). Discussion on theoretical bearing capacity of very

shallow footings, by A.L. Larkins. J. Soil Mech. Found. Div., ASCE, 95(SM6) : 1568-1572.

Hill R. (1950). The mathematical theory of plasticity, Clarendon Press, Oxford.

Jiang, G. -L. and Magnan, J. -P. (1997). Stability Analysis of Embankment: Comparison of Limit
Analysis with Methods of Slices, Geotechnique 47, No. 4 : 857-872.

Kenny, J. and Andrawes, K. Z. (1997). The Bearing Capacity on a sand layer overlying soft clay,
Ge otechnique 47, No. 2 : 339-345.

Ladd, C.C. and others (1985). Evaluation of anchored steel Pile quay wall southeast section, Ras
Tanajib Marine Facility, Saudi Arabia., MA.
Lundgren, H. and Mortensen, K. (1953). Determination by the theory of plasticity of the bearing

capacity of continuous footings on sand. Proc., 3“ Int. Conf On Soil Mech. And Found.

Engrg., Zurich, Vol. | : 409-412.

Lysmer, J. (1970). Limit analysis of plane problems in soil mechanics. J. Soil Mech. Found. Div.,

ASCE., 96(SM4) : 1311-1334.

Meyerhof, G.G. (1963). Some recent research on the bearing capacity of foundations. Canadian
Geotech. J., Ottawa, 1(1) : 16-26.

Meyerhof, G.G, and Hanna, AM. (1978). Ultimate bearing capacity of foundations on layered soils
under inclined load. Canadian Geotech. J., 15 : 565-572.

Michalowski, R. L. (1995). Slope Stability Analysis: a Kinematical Approach, Géotechnique 45,

No. 2 : 283-293.
Michalowski, R. L. and Lei Shi (1995). Bearing Capacity of Footings over Two-Layer Foundation

Soils, Journal of Geotechnical Engineering, Vol. 121, No. 5 : 421-428

Phamvan P. (1984). Stability Evaluation of Sheet Pile by In-situ Testing, Thesis No. GT-83-36, AlT,

Bangkok
Prandtl, L. (1920). Uber die Harte plastischer Korper. Gottinger Nachrmath.-phys. K., : 74-85.
Sloan S.W. (1988). Lower bound limit analysis using finite elements and linear prograniming. Int. J.

Numer. Anal. Methods in Geomech., 12(1) : 61-77.

Sloan, S.W. (1995). Limit analysis in geotechnical engineering, Proc. |.B. Donald Symposium on

Modern Developments in Geomechanics, Ed. C.M. Haberfield, Monash Univ., 32p.




146

Sloan S.W., and Kleeman, P.W. (1995). Upper bound limit analysis using discontinuous velocity

fields. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics & Engineering, 127 : 293-3 14.

Soubra, A.H. (1999). Upper-bound solutions for bearing capacity of foundations. J. of Geotech.
and Geoenv. Eng., ASCE, 125(1) : 59-68.

Sokolovskii, V. V. (1965). Statics of Granular Media, Pergamon Press, New York, N.Y.

Stephen G. W. (1991), UTEXAS3: A COMPUTER PROGRAM FOR SLOPE STABILITY
CALCULATIONS manual, Shinoak Software, Austin, Texas, Revised Version

Terzaghi K (1943). Theoretical of Soil Mechanics, Wiley and Sons.

Ukritchon B. (1998) Application of numerical limit analyses for undrained stability problems in clay.
Sc.D Thesis, Department of Civil & Environmental Engineering, MIT, Cambridge, MA.
Ukritchon B., Whittle A.J., and Scott S.W. (1998). Undrained limit analysis for combined

loading of strip footings on clay. J.of Geotech. and Geoenv. Eng., ASCE, 124

(3) : 265-276.
Vesic A.S. (1973). Analysis of ultimate loads on shallow foundations. J. Soil Mech.
Found. Div., ASCE, 99(SM1) : 45-73.

Vesic A.S. (1975). Bearing capacity of shallow foundation. Foundation Engineering

Handbook., Eds. H.F. Winterkom & H.S. Fang, Van Nostrand Reinhold
Company : 124-145.



147
UseiRgilauinendnus
wiel Fedml ARWIART NAdUN 25 woAAnIaw 2517 dudan1sAnuszAuFaa
AAINITNANARTINTIA NATTIAINITNTEEN ADIEAFINITNANERNT NAINTRINMNINENAY
Tutlns@nmn 2538 uaaannaunisAnE lAdmIeWlugem FrdRsutieusiaidy (ne)
o % o 1 a o ¥ XK 1 a =
NiA (1WTw) luaunddAansdszanlasnig uazidAnssalugndminssndgin e

A1aaangsnluen AnEArnssuAans anasnsalunanands lutlnnsdnun 2541 faqii

N19U UL 18N 1a 1a Alawmatia A0fn stmemiﬁmm‘ﬂgﬁ



	ปกภาษาไทย
	ปกภาษาอังกฤษ
	หน้าอนุมัติ
	บทคัดย่อภาษาไทย
	บทคัดย่อภาษาอังกฤษ
	กิตติกรรมประกาศ
	สารบัญ
	บทที่ 1 บทนำ
	1.1 ความเป็นมาและความสำคัญของปัญหา
	1.2 วัตถุประสงค์ของการวิจัย
	1.3 ขอบเขตของงานวิจัย
	1.4 ประโยชน์ที่คาดว่าจะได้รับ

	บทที่ 2 ทฤษฎีการวิเคราะห์และผลงานที่เกี่ยวข้อง
	2.1 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพโดยวิธี Limit Equilibrium
	2.2 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพโดยวิธี Slip-Line Analyses
	2.3 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพโดยวิธี Limit Analyses
	2.4 วิธี Numerical Limit Analyses
	2.5 การคำนวณเชิงตัวเลขสำหรับการวิเคราะห์ Lower Bound Analysis
	2.6 การคำนวณเชิงตัวเลข

	บทที่ 3 การวิเคราะห์กำลังรับน้ำหนักบรรทุกของฐานรากตื้นต่อเนื่องสำหรับกรณีที่ยังไม่มีคำตอบที่ถูกต้องตามทฤษฎ
	3.1 การวิเคราะห์กำลังรับน้ำหนักบนฐานรากตื้นต่อเนื่องบนชั้นทราย (Nγ)
	3.2 การวิเคราะห์กำลังรับน้ำหนักของฐานรากตื้นต่อเนื่องบนชั้นดินเหนียวสองชั้นที่มีค่ากำลังรับแรงเฉือนในสภาพไม่ระบายน้ำไม่เท่ากันในแต่ละชั้น
	3.4 การวิเคราะห์กำลังรับน้ำหนักของฐานรากตื้นต่อเนื่องบนชั้นทรายที่มีชั้นดินเหนียววางอยู่ข้างใต้
	3.5 การหาค่ากำลังรับน้ำหนักบรรทุกของฐานรากตื้นกรณีที่แรงภายนอกมาที่กระทำต่อฐานรากมีลักษณะซับซ้อน

	บทที่ 4 การศึกษาปัญหาเสถียรภาพของความลาด
	4.1 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพของความลาดที่มีค่ากำลังรับแรงเฉือนเท่ากันตลอดความลึกโดย พิจารณาค่าสัดส่วนแรงดันน้ำ (ru)
	4.2 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพของความลาดในกรณีที่ความลาดอยู่บน Rigid Base (กรณีที่ 1)
	4.3 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพของความลาดในกรณีที่ความลาดอยู่บนชั้นดินที่มีคุณสมบัติเหมือนกับมวลดินของความลาด (กรณีที่ 2)
	4.4 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพของความลาดที่ประกอบด้วยดินเหนียว 2 ชนิดที่มีค่ากำลังรับแรงเฉือนในสภาพไม่ระบายน้ำต่างกัน (กรณีที่ 3)
	4.5 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพของความลาดที่เป็นดินเหนียวซึ่งวางอยู่บนชั้นดินเหนียวทีมีคุณสมบัติในการรับแรงเฉือนไม่เท่ากัน (กรณีที่ 4)
	4.6 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพของความลาดเมื่อมีผลของระดับน้ำหน้าความลาด (HorizontalFree Surface) กระทำต่อความลาด (กรณีที่ 5)
	4.7 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพของความลาด 2 ด้านที่มีระดับน้ำอิสระตามธรรมชาติ(Horizontal Free Surface) กระทำต่อความลาด (กรณีที่ 6)
	4.8 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพของความลาดที่ประกอบด้วยดินเหนียว 3 ชั้น (กรณีที่ 7)
	4.9 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพของความลาดบนดินเหนียวอ่อน (กรณีที่ 8)
	4.10 การวิเคราะห์เสถียรภาพของความลาดที่มีการเพิ่มเสถียรภาพด้วย Berm (กรณีที่ 9)
	4.11 การคำนวณเสถียรภาพของความลาดซึ่งเป็นกรณีศึกษาของการพังทลายของทางหลวงหมายเลข 3261 (กรณีที่ 10)

	บทที่ 5 การวิเคราะห์ปัญหาเสถียรภาพสำหรับปัญหางานขุด
	5.1 กรณีศึกษาที่ 1 การวิบัติของเสาเข็มพืดในงานก่อสร้าง Ras Tanajib Marine Facilityประเทศซาอุดีอาระเบีย
	5.2 กรณีศึกษาที่ 2 การวิบัติของงานก่อสร้างห้องใต้ดินของอาคารสูงที่ตั้งอยู่บนถนนวิทยุ
	5.3 กรณีศึกษาที่ 3 การวิบัติงานก่อสร้างกำแพงกันดินตามแนวคลองส่งน้ำตามแนวถนนประชาชื่น
	5.4 กรณีศึกษาที่ 4 การวิบัติของเสาเข็มพืดในงานก่อสร้างในโครงการสถานีสูบน้ำและอ่างเก็บน้ำราชบูรณะ
	5.5 กรณีศึกษาที่ 5 การศึกษาแบบจำลอง Centrifuge ของงานขุด

	บทที่ 6 สรุปผลการวิเคราะห์และข้อเสนอแนะ
	6.1 สรุปผลการวิเคราะห์

	รายการอ้างอิง
	ประวัติผู้เขียน



