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Strain Distribution of transition zone in a nailed wall
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Abstract: For the calculation of internal stability, the hypothesis in conventional design is on the
basis of two distinct zones, which are ’‘active zone’ and 'passive zone’. This means that there is an
abrupt discontinuous transition from active to passive states across a potential failure line. The
existence of a discontinuity of this nature appears physically unreasonable, especially from kinematic
considerations. A series of pull-out model fests was undertaken from a wall being rotated about the
toe to find the strain distribution mobilized from near the wall face into the deep, stable zone
through the centre plane. With this finding of transition zone, the objective of study is aiming at
identifying the likely effect of this zone in designing method by comparing with the prevailing
design method.
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(active zone)® &4 % (passive zone)oll AL it G HoiMe F3p B
Z s oy wEld &/B7FA Atolo AE Z-&(interaction) fIE Ao 7HAFITH whA o]
ol digate A (pull-out resistance)S F2W wvpgke] HadAddM nHEHz Ut ol2d
i J’r»] HE Sz o FFPGAT AFgFgatele gz Ed44d dol(discontinuous transition)
Aste Aol o]ZALe B3 T2 FIsEo(kinematic) BN AAAHA £ Bz RoF H
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Rowe et al.(1992)& X ER 7}
, o] ojdoAle] o gicta 3
WRubdzh ¢ vpgeg oA Fe] HHRE < et al.(1996)& wHolgH
B 45°+ $,/2 S HUREY v} @7t $ o atolo] Al AW A Aoz Jehfglon wolddo M=
thojg o] & I (restrained dilatancy effect)S 7)o , AdgAE adstA &de
A FE QYNGR Y AL AFEt
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A( self stable zone )
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go WA 9P FHsHe Bk

A7) A B 9% uvidy Tyel H¥Ee B BHEI FAd on 53] Bd At o
@713 ARFHoZA &L F7F FAd Aot WLy 72X &L F3 FFoZ QAJ &
3 58 A dAFozA Aute dHE FAANGE FAAA 99 F ¥y Z2oun ¥ 4 o
Ug/A Aol HYR A3 FEsE A3 i 2 7S 2R o] AAHLE FHV] £ F
Ho] HEE FolFv 9L 3oz o] AAZAHo glod &FL BHEWolY AHAAN ZadAY, 2
oz YrstA €.

Ao FAlelo] 438 s B3si, uld Alewy, &F ¢ e, Fo FTH7Y 2& F 0I 24
Eol o8 gFe Pk 2y Fol AWE o vjd FH EAste F2 FE A1 A FH Fo o)
FEHDE HEWo A g FUtHY sFAAYE AXA He ‘FEE YA ZF o) AA 4F
e s 7z A "ot (Recommendations Cluterre. 1991)[ 2% 11, ol AR Ateie] AutolA ity v

_9_

o] Aol A vdo TS 42d @S iy & 5

A Initial stress condition B, Lirmiting equilibrium condition [(Es""‘a"g"fggm“”’ ]
I8 1 7&E dedAe md a9 2. duAdAIGAd A FEHL e WY
2.1, olurs] Ay
ASNA 88 22 A 713 F2% EHEL oA ddsd HAstE Ad S5HEY HAE 23,
o] HES AAFozN HFHozE AludyHe FeE FASE Aok FHo] AHHY, o] HIAUE
ZNow BANFYY ANPGRS TR A1, o AgFHeA o) AN B Fo| el P& AR W
e dAE A vYde e f9g dodde IdF HIE AANES vdel ZHolE ZAse Aol
o}k clutA e AL A4y A 71E ddA & JRe] AAEHE ﬂ%l?ﬂf“ o] arld wet g 2
o7} A1 AFAHoz o|RL FY AAMA AH IFg "X 2oz EstA drh JeAYH A
o B3 AAZHcz LT JE & AAYEY & Hole F /AU ’)‘ﬂRHE oA A A AAAE
28 AH83tE A(Soil Dilatancy z#)eln e, FE NI AA3EFS(Cover depth) AHESHE ZA(Soil
Dilatancy $A)e2 tiEgch Az Aol BAE SEREHE) 28, UdldITde 9w £& JdFsin
24 Hge MAgt olu T Ui o] AAHEEAN HFTH £ FH4E YW (Stress Relief &L hoop
stress)o] LAslo, ol AYste B T FUE B 4F WP $¥(Radial Stress)S olEFHoE
“O(zero)’7} Btk d&o i3 Zo] gt vjddoe] e 27138 YNERLRE A A2 SH A

o) g
F gloe AL Fx9 Apdelh, dA] o)g@ AldE HLHste SAZME, Gassler(1983)= FAUALAEA7}
Aukzio} 25molstel e Ao FUsH, xNzio)(Cover depth)d] 7}t 0}‘43}‘\: RNeE B9 FATh e

A e AAMYLE 27188S YAERLR AAsT ok AAEAE o5 o tE HH 9X= ¢l
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o} o9} 7ol i A AAe] Be BEAYol YE Hojglo] E MM FHIL JUth(AHE 2)
2.2, #0| H2(Transition zone)

ylele] Qlurel A A3} dolaie] Qlut ge Ao wred kel 12iu}, Kinematic® #HIM 2 o] 7}A o]
AAHL M%”}' e FA7F A71E 4 Jth S2HE EH o= ol Ao B3 AW ¥ AlFE st v 3
th(Chang & Milligan. 1996). 254mm X 153mm X 202mm¢®] EZol §17°] 12 DYPE A D Z2HG
T dA ¥ 7ete] 4A £==2 ?_‘?vf & Ao AdEAA) Y TAAY FAA dde] FEHE ALHE 47
T3k B 87 E(Toe) BEolA #3L3 ¢(F WRrRZHZ FEHE BIGolME, HA9 o] 5¢lol
oluAl7]l Qlutzta HFA] o] ol ZHE AP FAstgon Zuy| vpBAF (¢ / 07k & 4-6

97t Hnh w3 erAzted gt 24 Abel(Transition zone), %, §=45° +—§i {#ol o 9(Transition

zone) { ¢ SIAE fxgkol 1 olul7h Hof thdgoj el Ae n T & P Aoz et old 2AnsE ¥
A BW E(Toe) RN U ¢2 FESE vz 99, F APY49(Self-stable zone) M @ o]
w37} 223 wyET o of 9 JuUF vl AW 4§ Froz B F Jdve A& AANETH(AY 3)
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[Qustol AAunsiedd |

Rankine ,/',Transx tio;
failure / Self-stable
plane zone
Tre--ail (Pull -out
~~~~~ __/ condition zone)
/ L —
/ L, - )
Ry
) : &+
° ”n » ”» u.o:' 108 e “e e e ¢“
. A

1g 3. "ol 9d4ge &4, K. T.Chang(1996)

Ng AuE Y vde) SA5t QU 242 A4 BEA Aoz NYY FHE 24 F R Uy
AR €5 QLA YL B2 olfdte] AAHoT AWHR Y& BFAT N Lo), BAEY Ao
4 QeA BYEE dwde S¥aE A%, & 471 B4 Udel Agshe dwAe F9s) A8 2A9

£ 52 98 7o) 490mm, WA 8mm, 217 12mm<e] FRP g 10788 M E &
374 dele 7hd BES AREBG) AAE REFAYOE EA RAE & F, 1Y 4% o) EX
(% 300mm, ¥=°] 400mm, Z°] 500mm)oll ¥t ol B FEX FFEAIEZA AW AFS T34 U

Rop@zto] EZ Yehdon] ohA MY GANE ol§de 94 YES FARYD, AR A
Sato], WYol EAHAA AAGES A F W S22 QEsHach $HE FEH AAUAE F)
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4. AN8ZF R 24N
4.1. 31 Hx(at rest)ojA{o] 21LAIH

shl7b $0rE)A) e HAY Aat respl A BokE vgel % Azl AA WA %t BAHRE o

99 & Y= 4PN FYW A0 B & AT AW oleld BAL 29 udY THAA @0}
2 A 9y BAZY B2 olrth B AYelHE olsh e BAE T fal, DA 18 FAIH )
ABAYS FANGT o15S THCAA WA AL AY) A BuE 9 A Askch 1Y 55 A
UE 74-76%, FAHE 200kgfZA N Aoz, WAL TA Aeold EZY o5oz WYel FUHE <
A2e st 19 5AMAY 5889 REA A¥AY Aoz wop #AW Awdel TN 24 WY
Mg % AYPL FEE AL oAN@Th 2oy LRHoE TAE A BREO(EAA 30-40cm Zo))ol
q 98E FHo) FHAU 719719 WSHE Holtd ol 1Y 4% gol Mol oA A (rigid A7 o]
B2 49 76N BA¥E A9 AgHe thath uY TRFnelde REad 23e B Ay
(Raining)sl 1 22} QbAA 28 ANDE) Aol o) oideold Eve) JBOZ nANT A
(Raining)e d AAMeR FAHT 3= WA AWM Pyel ol sl FEH Auael &7
2 A NEFAG BUT FIHWN B 5 G N9 2RUAA ARE FeS WHE @l GE AE A
Q FAZ s ARW w2 HBoIHY WY YFOE AF AR £8L xAT Row

g 5 27 BB
Holr UYg dx

£4E 299 A
3 oAl 7198 Aeg Rl ol HES AYY voix) F2d
SR ELEE:

75'
] L 4
Hejot FrAtetA BogAoy, Hd WP E9 o] e 450 pe A dARS BAFn 3

POTI(N2-510) RATW10(N2-510)
0 500
150 - L 450
400 ::: 400
350 —r 0
wl - St
g = b g %0
3= e L
B s - s & 150
w oW
50 e 5
0 T 0
=50t - —ﬁ)
-100 =100

naxl %0 fom) ral Zokem
a9 5 #A 24 B AF(200kef) a% 6 #HA 3™ AP A (200kef)
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HLE, 5% 9 200kgfl Aol ¥EE FH4 £ ZAAE Yehla 3
5= 02RE o 148molAHRE AZaa lon, o 9]¢
R M RE Hd Aol

2 w3 979 FE2AE Y0124 ¢ 2 BHE A4Y
dee AT 279 53 3 Aole] AXAL 5o
A

9 X

o, Wolgdel U FEJMEE AdAFH] A
29SO F Qh[ARE] o2 o], XF/A Y AFAEY] T Y& vus] By, IEAe g ¥
ojogdde] odgfo] 9IS & F YA K.T.Chang(1988)°] AF3 Aol AFZ 2o/t e A2 Yehdtt
NEATRE EYE o] 9XE APz FAGOH, Hol g9 F A vk A Fo FHA vld &
A= JduAgEe AP AefollA QEd o] 90%°l AFEE ol Fuin doid B Age Aspe ol
ZF g Aoz Brh(a2¥ 5& 1Y 6 Hl).
5.4 8

Aug FANE 4T WHE EX JX 2 ANYERE EoZ 39 Uy 22 HES 5% + Uk

1. o] 2302 AMYHA Mg woldd A4S AFerle ogd9, 2 olf< Ak AH 9 Wo] dHef A9
7 EAga sz 9gn|vt 3;1% Aoz AlgHY, vld 53 2ol B AYE W, A 1 zARA A
g wWolgde AAE uiFe & 4 Utk AW AHIYAe FHZ HAHE MEZE WolFF sidol o A

o2 gadnh
2. 2y, vidE I AAgHE FAEA HIde A, Al dEEe AAHY B A g9 A
ol Wolgd U4 T FEFE ulxl% A2 Uehsth
3 AAFZEE] 3 2 g FLHE Q inf%at BAE Ao A 9

gy, 7289 19 ﬂd u—w *@74%} 7
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