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Mogi-Coulomb

N 74.903 MPa
o2

Gy

6,100 MPa, ¢= 45°
£= 50 MPa

a8 2.1 Mogi-Coulomb4|2} Mohr-Coulomb 4] O8 2.2 HAISHHO| ZAlst
Mogi—Coulomb2| 2} Mohr—Coulomb 4|

3= 9ot B3 09} A} FHAHRSD, residual standard deviation)= th2-3} Zro] A
o}

oA71A = ARG 59 o A2 o2 k3t HHIAS golth n PG Adolrh

# 3.1 AH3 T

Mogi—Coulomb Mohr—Coulomb
Rock type 6 () o, (MPa) () o, (MPa)
RSD (MPa) RSD (MPa)
) 34.47 74 39.43 85
Shirahama sandstone
5.0522 4.4393
, 29.45 373 36.55 387
Dunham dolomite
11.0133 22.0962
, 26.96 94 30.67 104
Yuubari shale
5.0445 5.8635
42.42 271 47.09 324
KTB amphibolite
28.1232 27.2944

Shirahama sandstone(Al-Ajmi & Zimmerman, 2005), Dunham dolomite(Mogi, 2007), Yuubari
shale(Al-Ajmi & Zimmerman, 2005; Takahashi & Koide,1989), KTB amphibolite(Chang & Haimson,
2000) Aj=of et AsASAE IS olgsto] 7% 23 A=A ghe & 3.1 HEhl
t}. Dunham dolomite®} Yuubari shaleo]| TH3jA4= Mogi-Coulomb?]9] ZA3w=7} L4=3}11,
Shirahama sandstoneX} KTB amphibolite®] o} 3] 4| += Mohr-Coulomb4] 2] A3}w=7} L4=5F A 02 L}
Ehet.
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Mogi-Coulomb Yuubari shale Mogi-Coulomb Dunham dolomite
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