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Model analysis on statistical damage of strength of cemented soil
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Fig. 1  Comparison between theorical and test results
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Fig.2  Contour of initial damage variable
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Fig.3  Contour of damage variable at the state of excavation
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Fig.4 Contour of damage variable in the state of loading
K AR 2 R3S 5] 3 AR MR I 8 S AR AL F
RETR AR 1) 8 SOX AR R i .

(2) g5 B2 AR 1) S)ME TRy R ) SR B IR A R
P, SR X2 H 1 Weibull B 225D i AR 15 ol 5 15 G o5
B ARAS . AR 2550 P 2 A L R A ) %
A2 Weibull 70 fi 2% .

(3) oo REE K M Ko R IA M, Bk 4k
SERI RS E R BT R TR A a5 A8 e S

(4) BRARS) FROO I 02 5 30 Rk S A5 R R
B, B2 it B e AR S RE R i e, ml LR
UF 1 S Wil 3k () R RS AL

SE 30k

[ 1] JEBRIL. &5 PRS- i o B i B RL( ). 25 - TR o
12, 1993,15(3) : 21- 28.

[2] a5, &5, R H 0 - MR A i 1] . A L TR
3. 1998, 20(2) : 2- 5.

[3] Fh 20, BB B i s A % 1) S kA s A B[ )] .
1%, 1999, 20(3) : 7- 12.

[4] ZWers, ABGk. b TEP R R E B A Br()). E B
¥,2001,22(2): 148- 151.

[ 5] Krajeinovie D, Silva M A G. Statistical aspects of the continuous
damage theory[ J]. Int J Solids Structure, 1982, 18(7): 551-
562.

[6] ®cHt, &5, H A GIE AR B Z R[] A% s
TFESEHI, 1998, 17(6) : 628 633.

(7] AR 2 Bty A ot & £ TR B S i 3 (M.
BT ACH H A, 1981,

[ 8] Lemaitre J. How to use damage mechanics| J]. Nuclear Engi-
neering and Design, 1984, 80: 233— 245.

[9] PR4RT, AMede, midEik, 2 F. A A 12 A T 5 1 B
FERf M . BB o T R 2 AL, 1996.

[ 10] FE 34Kk, #B 2T, i U &5 450 I (o wF S BIR S e B2
[J]. $&ah it 527, 2003, 23(2) : 79- 85.





