FABIEHT AT

[ A1EE]

0 199

PRt - REEARKIC S 1T BT SHRIREOWK IR 3 MERavIRE
— MRS E AT & SMIBIE AT IC X BRUR A 1 = X A DRE —

#

£

1995 £ EFE BB S T, BN T REEY I cRX S WENE LA, 220, MPEMERTHREIIBNT
WEEEFROREP o LIRROBREETAER Yy 7 A5 — A VBl RETH S, BBA A = X L O

B & L7RRATaTHRET & 35 L 7o

HE—ERRE T, B0 IR L SRR CEE L AEERGRN 2 B, DR LIEEMEREIIE X
LA OFE S OBEE R L. TO/E, SHOMBEORIIEEHEL OREL H 577, HERAIKTE 2
BOE SHHE R, BENEEIETTIFMEELRIKES LD, 2O LFRTRBEDOMEOIKE

SICHBLLLEALGNR S,

EoBRTIE, 2RTHBICERITTAY, BB L UEIREOLEHELRT L, HESHETH- 1
ARAEDIRBIEATE IS CAMIGA L BITE— A MK E SRS LAZ LG holz, 72, MBOHERERE
OESOEI X o TIDEMEE R ENAREL 2o LBETH, FERIIRETIMEARLTLIREL

eI bEHGhol,

BEEEBRTH, BBREERETROONAEERAT LT3 3ATIHNERBRTE AW, #HELZT MR
EMOREIE A H = X LR LB TR E IR AR I L, BEEOE A KR D ERTRET L /R,
B AT TIWREBORKETCESL R VERT, PHICKESLEANNDIERL, TAMKIRIZEL Z LH%

o f-:o

1. RUBHIC

1995 EEHEEFTMBETOBTHEERORE LHE
12, Sz 2 — MU THREDOBREELLTH
BHTHOLOLETA, BORELHETHLEERNFHRE
DREERCIIBIOANILE M) BIRY Elol, KB
BRA & 3k~ 400mBE A 2= Fh A B T SR IL IR EIRBR T
b, PEOBIEERLIIKEREEFE LAY 2L,
FREACIIRER MO LI BHMAEETHN, K%
WAt S A S BI00miT KN S TR EEMN
FEALLdol, £/, HENERTHRTRFER £
RER, SEIRTIREEEZF 0, #0MIICH2EIIAE
R ARSI ERE CH -/ (Fig. 1o

ChETHVHBMENS L L SNTWIBTHEEYD
KREGHBBEHEIIHLT, LTHORELERLOERE
TR EPEBL TR EORF D7, LML ET
HRRRTOEENTTIE, BELAEENTORED
FAMIHETE RV, F 2T, BE I KIEEY O
RS, HERR & LT, #oiiisE K Esic
B, FORMICEATLEM AN DIEEYOR

35

BICKE (B LA LHETL, BUERTREficl-T
CORBEMHETHILIIL

KAFFEIL, METERELUFERO BIRREHRIILL
ROZDMEH TR SN TV D,

E—-DIRETIE, BEOIEFEE L EMERLETE
R LB SR T vy, MEtRicsir 2 ion
BN MERORESOBBRTELMIIL. TOBR
CHEORPERBTAZILT, HECER®HEEL .

EZOREITTI, 2RTRBINSBTIER AV, DEN
WA - 06T - FEOBE N EFE L7z 2 2T, HEN
KEPoHENT L IFEAYBERR N Do 1B
EREHTHEHL, BERONEAZEERDLIILEL
Fro ZDI3h, ADBEHHOME L HEOTN L HEDD
k& B AN B 2B T,

g, Harr) - roEEBEEEERL
3R HRMERTAC IR EIT, BRI EL 25 =X
LDEETH B MERTEFTE L LCTiL, BhOVRFCHE
ENIRALERFOMBEEHCH T Az, HAK
BiEOFMIE, BircBon{EREAMAD*HITRE
ECOEAMMARNERHT LS LIzl o TiT- 1



RAEHIERRTRRR 505 1996 KA - WBSARICET 20 THRRE O I IET 3 Biragl

;5{5%52:‘ 2N

m'@f

.

T
if'\."w."\f\

i

R R
—_— A S A ggT:mnuﬁaawa
BERE (RIS D 2 H(RBFASL)
ESH:LEti/ v m8ao ) — g
jﬁ'ﬂ’i’, gﬁ%me CS sy
S t? FP ehiti
ot e FPS:ehia® (KAL)
O WHBEE FS i
Fiad i ed: mu

Fig. 1 AP MARTHREEMONRE & REBADAH

Distribution of Damaged Underground Subway Structures in Kobe

JANE | BNE CHiEi JD~F| GNifi | H~IiiE | J~LIFE | M~N | O~REE |
) — f J\I \\ \ I T I—u T ‘I
’E = AAAA!.!...-.cA-******....'“’ Secrfldlanl TR S okQaanaey ...AAO"""“
BIFEE || t y‘
* 4 DN« >5mm, A >3D)
® 590 @ Eif(a >5mm. 1D< A <3D)
A 5002 5y ¥(a>5mm. A<1D)
© 5V : 75 v 2 (a <5mm) FB2F
D EWE L
e BB S 7 SRHEN e220020 3EERR - < 0 sa gm0
A BNEOEHRE
B2F DITHE

Fig.2 LRROFES & LEHK
Plan View and Profile of the Kamisawa Station

2.  EREROWERN & BDH SR

21 REOEFRE L HEHED
LIRERDERIZ400m T, 2B 2 d 2 3B 230
DERER2TWS, WEHBEIASSTHLRIAT
DTWEICESh, HELBEERE 2> T, 7
Ty MR- ARBEAMRE Th 225, FAablsHidk
HEMETS 2451, HEOKED o LAMIZAN V|
P23 1 OEETHRENERICRo B E 2o T
B BREOTHES L ULEER * Fig. 212, {SHFM2HE

36

BiEr Fig. 3 22 hEFNRT,

WEREIL, REREREODY 7 ) — FhEOIg
WBHYFET, TERTHRD S » 71 () OBEI18RD
IH10FIBIOLFERICEP L, HERE LTH, 8%
Bars)— rEBHEOTIBIZEL, AT TR MBEERC
BREBEMOZ 5 v 7 ¥R 6RE, Fig 3I2C L GHED
HERIRERT, Fig 2103 EPHOBEERTERLTY
2%, B (EBRAE) ISHEESEHhLTVE, T/,
BIFOIII DBAF L D P ENFKEW T L PR TH B,

Fig.3 (a) 3352 220 (CHE) DWEER%



KHMHRT AT 55 199 B

(2) 772w 7. RBAHEOHEEAL
() MMMz, HREEHEORLY 7Y YBERL TV,

wEn R (TR32) W (ERETRI)
B8 (REAR T ) s (HIEASY)
k —
E .}
G L —2100
o
s
2
C=0.3mm
=2
X g
( = N
% €= 0.2mm E ol 5
A g s
i
N
Qo
| SN g8
o N -—
I+ C=4.8mm ‘
X s [
A . 2
C=3.5mm c=05mm 2
. > J
X 8
I i
—300X305X15><15 1
00 16680 50
(a) CERTE

IR ARSI B A FERBRE OB SLIZ T B TR RET

w3,

e st

e —
]

=
E

K|
G L—2100

]
3700

C=04mm

800

4

]
q 3
N C=0.2mm C = 0.2mm

R 7h4

4550

400

Cc=12mm 70

o
N
N

O
Il
o
g
e
o
n
|
3
1
2000
300

e Z e =z

\
C=28(5.0)mm
é. $650 |
. U=
2 X 17220 24

C=27mm 4

5430

<X

1000

X

I V

GDCI

(b) GHfiEm

Fig. 3 fRFemyrm 1 & #Ehid (C,G Wrim)

Dimensions and Damaged Area of C and G Cross Section

L iRBRCHT I O # FAR G

Damage of C-cross Section at the Kamisawa Station

Photo 1

T LTV B, CHIEEIEEROTERERIZH D, SmEy F
"’“ﬁ‘éﬂf_: ) — MEDTRTHK L 72 BIFES
OHFEO#EAZE L { (Photo 1), BEHIRZIZHAOILM 1
F SR D FENZAE Uiz FOFEE, SMIERD o
o) — MEIAE CHBEEE L, SkERATRI S LIRREL
LB L. d, hHoOENIE, £ D32479.2cm
¥y F Tl - &ETH), Hih¢ I9mm I mET
12.5cm, $HEEC25em Th S, B2F 2 & [EROREG A
L7213, ANy NSO FAREIEER N > T 128
WEZBICEEEFEBETAIIEDOERNO Y Ty D¢
1BOmMIEREICh7o TRELK, 207 7 v 7%, NZEH

37

Mk SR E Aol
-‘——-

pi iy

eEd

H
BRATHCRE — A
fuchii]

-

P+(m)
10.0

bl 03

—-20.0

DR

| | | |
0 100 200 300 400(m)

FiRBREGEEFE
s [ s BEEfa Rne B
v [ Eo o Bho
Fig.4 _LIRERAD O 1 E HER

Constituion of Stratums Around the Kamisawa Station

LR

—1-30.0

] e

THAmm D 7 7 v 7IGT, PMITIEIE EA S Lo
Tl

Fig.3 (b) (&3 Rt (GHW) TOMEEzZR
LTwa, POl BIFE{SBM}*FPBzFi{S’Go S5m X
1.3m, B2FE(T ¢ 0.65mDFE L 2o T b, KELHE
B4 L2 BIFDHAELL, CHI & [FlARD FIEHIFE 4 L /-
ABTEICHE->Tay2) — M3k ELEHIERE { H
Dotz HB2FOHAEIC IR LAz E, BIFB LU
HBFRD EAS TN FEIZb 7T v 7 3FBE L1,



KHAEHTRTE 305 1996 FM - RBARILCBY U THRIREDHILC T 5 BT

Table 1 HUREHELE
Constitution of Stratum
A B C E G
GL(n AL GL () |4 5} GL (| #5571 GL ()| #477| GL o)) #0 B
SBAsp 1 (285 | 1 |<300] 1 |-330) 1 [-3700 1
360 2 ) <765 | 5 |-765] 5 |-765] 5 |70 5
-750| 5 | -840 | 6 |-870] 6 |-885| 6 [-8.70| 6
=792 | 6 |-1230| 7 |-11.40] 7 |-11.30| 7 [-11.00] 7
-1230 7 |-17.00] 8 |-16.83] 8 (-1620]| 8 [-1590| 8§
-16.75| 8 |-19.70| 9 |-19.60] 9 [-17.90| 9 |-17.60| 9
-1845| 9 [-21.90] 10 |-22.50| 10 [-26.50| 10 |-26.40( 10
-21.00| 10 |-23.55| 11 |-23.40| 11 [-28.70| 15 |-29.40( 15
-23.70| 11| -2745] 12 |-27.00| 12 [-30.20| 16 |-30.30( 16
-27.00] 12 | -30.60| 16 |-28.10] 15 17 17
-30.30] 16 17 |-30.3¢] 16
H I K O
GL()| 30 7| GL(m) [0 GL(m) | #02T) GL(m)[ A0 77| GL(m)| #E FT
S350 1 [ <3000 1 | -210) 1 | -150) 1 |-165] 2
-390 2 {375 2 |-330( 2 | -285)] 2 |-3.60| 3
7200 5675 | 5 |-570| 5 |-405]| 3 |465] 4
865| © 825 | 6 |-705| 6 | -525]| 5 |-8.30| 7
-1095] 7 |-1020| 7 | -885( 7 | 615 ]| 6 |-14.33| 8
-13.80| 8 |-13.20| 8 1-12.00( 8 |-7.80| 7 |-16.10] 10
-1698] 9 |-1575] 9 [-14.10( 9 )-11.40] 8 [-18.50| 13
<2270 10 | -18.90| 10 [-17.40| 10 |-13.50| 9 |-22.80| 14
-2520| 14 | -22.40] 13 |-21.20{ 13 }-17.00] 10 [-27.20] 15
-2940( 15 | -24.80 | 14 |-23.20( 14 |-20.300 13 17
-30.00| 16 | -29.40| 15 [-28.40{ 15 |-23.00| 14
17 17 -27.80| 15
17
1:Acl 2:Ag 3:As 4:Ac2 5:T2sl
6:Tc2 7:T2s2 Sitle 9:Tlsl 10:T1g!
11:Tls2 12:T1g2 13:0cl 14:0s 15:0g
16:0c2 17Tt B
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Table2 &HUE OEIHIEME

Dynamic Seils Properties
BTtk [IGEA] & | AR | ik
No. g | fREE | WiEtE | 094 | HER | EER
y (m) | GflimB |y | b (%) | b (%)
1 Acl 1.80 7300 0.00200 150 20
2 Ag 190 15400 | 000028 250 2.0
3 As 1.70 6900 0.00200 15.0 2.0
4 Ac? 1.70 S000 0.00200 150 2.0
5 T2s1 2.00 10000 | 0.00047 2540 20
6 T 1.70 8500 0.00200 150 2.0
7 T2s2 200 | 12600 | 0.00064 25.0 2.0
8 Tlc 1,70 9300 0.00200 15.0 2.0
9.1 _Tist 2.00 16200 | 0.00088 250 2.0
101 Tigl 2.10 24900 | 0.00088 25.0 2.0
111 Tis2 2.00 18800 | 000107 250 2.0
12| Tig2 2,10 24900 _1_0.00107 250 20
13 Ocl 170 14900 | 0.00200 15.0° 20
14 Os 2.00 23700 | 000105 250 2.0
15 Qg 210 24900 | 0,00113 250 20
16 O¢2 170 10000 | 0.00200 150 20
171 TEEAE 210 40000 | oeeer 20
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Table3 HWIEEMORMIREM
Predominant Frequencies of
Ground Surface
1R S R B | 2K LR B8
BT | 42| S AR | US| S5 AR T
(Hz)] (Hz) |(Hz}] (Hz)
A |2.25 1.07 |596] 2.56
B |227] 117 |6.03| 278
C |234| 125 |6.10] 2.88
E |239] 132 |[6.25| 3.03
G |249] 144 |637| 3.15 E
H [259| 161 [6.54] 3.61 25
I |2.61 1.76 |6.89] 4.10
K 1273] 193 |[7.13] 4.59
Q |278] 198 ([7.20] 4.91
Q [281] 205 }745] 5.32
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