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CONSIDERATION ON THE STRESS WAVE
ATTENUATION IN SOILS

By Koichi AkAI and Masayuki Hor1

Synopsis

In this paper the authors are mainly concerned with the propagation problem of stress wave
through confined soils from a viewpoint of its attenuation by viscous damping. First the analytical
solution is obtained for semi-infinite one-dimensional rods of some linear viscoelastic models, in the
case of boundary stress forming a spike pulse with exponential decay. The results are confirmed by
the shock tube test originally performed in the authors’ laboratory. It is known that this type of
apparatus is satisfactorily applicable to soil dynamics problems as the impact loading technique.
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Fig. 3 (a) Response of Voigt model subjected to a step pulse.
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Fig. 3 (b) Response of Voigt model subjected to a spike pulse.
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Fig. 4 (a) Variation of wave form with viscoelastic constant in Voigt model
under a step pulse. ‘
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Fig. 4 (b) Variation of wave form with viscoelastic constant in Voigt model

under a spike pulse.
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Fig. 7 Response of standard linear viscoelastic model subjected to a spike pulse. (k=1)
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Fig. 11 Schematic diagram of shock tube and confining tube designed.
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Fig. 12 Typical record of wave forms obtained from synchroscope.
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Fig. 13 Dynamic stress-strain curve.
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5.4 REBHFEIERER

+RE L L THE e — 2B b, ZOERY ) —XRFWTRBOEKILR S ~ 7% E12IZ—EK
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1.9g/cm® @ 3EHAEAEI NI CNL VYT EIERDLE, ThEh 0.66~0.67, 0.56~0.58 X
1% 0.47~0.49 TH b, WTFhIIBE—EOMIT & LSRN
ﬁﬁ%@@gﬁuﬁmTéﬁﬁmﬁﬁ,ﬁEi@*%#bSan@Eﬁ@ﬁkﬂboﬁ&ﬂkEﬁ%&%
& o TEAME NS, Fig. 12 i3 2 OREES L RENFRTOARB T BIEN Y v 7 v A3 T TR
ﬁLk—%fééoétlo@MﬁKowfﬁﬁk@ﬁﬂi¢0f#@ﬂ%&%ﬁ&m,ﬁmmﬂ—vf&
Eﬁ%ﬁmk%@ﬁF@Jﬁfééotmém,Of&ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ@%@%th%
i&ﬁ%ﬁ##éﬁﬁEﬁﬁ%M,¥ﬁﬁﬂtfﬁﬁKﬁLfF%-L4@i5KEﬁ&&b,@$E&
@AfOﬁ~Lhmmf%ﬁKjﬁtb,ﬁkmﬁKELkO%%ﬁ%Kﬁ§L1@<ojhbﬁEﬂE
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G(0,8) = 0gEXP (— @E)  +eeersvamemsasastr st b (41)
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Fig. 14 Semi-logarithmic plot of soil surface pressure.
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Fig. 15 Relationship between the decaying parameter and the peak surface pressure.
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1A% wo 7 Fig. 17 i1 Fig. 16 LMk LI 72 » b LAR LI OTH 548, T bEEEITE
L= EHORERIEIZEMEBNTH LB OLN B, TEDLEKREIEH 21’

T G B e (42)
CEBTHEHFINL S0 T ORI 2RHEROBEENTSH S, W ¥ LA -+ VOB
FTEblLie s, KFEFEHIRELT Fig. 17 K@ ALK 6 ofidtRDd bR, Thb e & oK
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Fig. 16 Average peak stress attenuation.
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Fig. 17 Semi-logarithmic plot of average peak stress attenuation.
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Fig. 18 Relationship between the void ratio (log.) and attenuation constant.

6. MTXOMMEHRE TORBEHERORE

Hi#fiCifi~<7c Shock-tube T4 2 WEHZMERICL VB ONcLOBREEOS b, & ZHHERICL
-7 SHORBRER LCLoMBRER+#ET L LERL LS,
FTHEELETELT, 3 T Voigt o =57 v (Fig. 1) £ KE L BE, EREoISHRR
a7, (18) KcH5x2bh b, 22T Fig. 12X 0 Fig. 13 {UR L2 & 5 2 EREF +H W TEITIHRO

1,0}

©
)

0 50

Y=1.7 g /e’
E=150 kg/cm?
0 =0, Y (¢ : sec)

Experimental

1/lL= 5.0 kg-sec/cm?

/=10 kg-sec/cm?
1/K=0.5 Kkgsec/cm?

TR N SN N NN SR S

I
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Depth cm

Fig. 19 Comparison of experimental with theoretical results. (Voigt model)
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HTROEITEY E, —FlELTFig. 19 0k 3 2ERMBONLE. 2OF— 21k, ArFHEE 1.7g/cm?
OWHE v — AR IKIT o=0,e7 % (2 sec) AL BEEMMAELER Lz L 2 0FEIFHOC— 7[5 2 H/KRTAL
LT, WROETRLILIDTH S, Bidhi#E LCid, E=150kg/cm® T 1/p¢=0.5kg-sec/cm?, 1.0 kg
sec/em? 3 X (X 5.0kgesec/cm? @ 3BBOH LD O EHNTH 5. ZhIbh x=60cm F CORBEE
ORTE, ¥ E=150kg/cm?, 1/p=>5. Okg-sec/cm® (8=5) # 3 TR ONEHRBEL L A &t
moNnbd, THLIKHEHORENWEZATH, ERERMR/EL D AN BARBEHREWI Wb 3. L
Todio TRIRZERBEHEMEe T L LT, 4 Tl idi -Voigt REFA 2L TEELL S,
LoEFAOHE, BE el GOR, ThDL c=VE[p TH2bN . Lickis T ERPOLBELNE
WEEFE T E =02 T4 Y E WETHILENTESL. RIZED 2Oo0HEEH E & 1/ OHEII
Tnl, MHELY TLoTH LN LERERIEFRBELLLTHA ). WORKELBHAKIIO W
e AN THREEBRR2ITAV, Fig. 20 [RE¥N2MEHK O Birgers £ F A 2KE LT, ZOMEME

E

SN - YE
1/
Fig. 20 Biirgers model.

EHEDBWONERICE T 5 BREM ERIEOAHDO S ETRO TS, R -Voigt REF AL LU
Burgers EF VOBE I F 54T VR EXe) B, ThZhko @R & WR thELbN5,
(a & -Voigt ZEF N

@
E*(w)z(%+E2+(§£)2m2)+i(—E2+(%)2;) ............................................. 43)
(b) Biirgers =57
ﬂ
E*(w) — (_% +m%2;) + i (_ ﬁa;+i‘?(/i‘)—zz;) .................................... (44)
I Iz

ro2REHBETHIEREY, BRI 54T AOEKEBRRA—TH Y, RHIEHEOTLOHE
ZRERLS ZBEEION TN, BERETEWT2IERLD, WEFvOBERI 774 TV AB—H
T2 EWbhbe LichioT, MBFHA Birgers EF A2, HOEHNLEPTROMMENENENS
ERFRLER L OROTBHEEEHE, Db BERLL) L LTns [h -Voigt REF L ORE
BOWERRILOZ LBETE 20 BHEOLDITRO bR IHEEER DA — & —% Table 1 (TR,
FRTRTCOBRLY YV VR E=E/E %23+ 5 L, Z0li15i121.0~4.0 offICSH 5 T Ldsbd
ofco ERIZL DBEEINIEE c THNT E'=pc® oKD B 1, BE v — 2R Ko ROTHEE

Table 1 Order of viscoelastic constants of Biirgers model.

E E 1/p 1w
kg/cm? kg/cm? kg-sec/cm? kg-sec/cm?
108 108 10-¢ ‘ 10-2
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Y=1.7 g/cm®
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B=5.0
. Ep=28.0 sec™
k=05
W E<60x10" kg/cm?
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n
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@ I
g Experimental
£
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Fig. 21 Comparison of experimental with theoretical results. (spring-Voigt model)

1.7g/cm® @34 6.0Xx10%kg/cm?, 1.8g/cm? p#4 1.0x10%kg/cm?, X 5z 1.9g/cm® @4 1.5x108

kg/em® TH 3,

CHhOLoE*RAT AL, EEAMEOREEEDLT X Lo k ofHETIZIZ 1.0~5.0 ofiFICB 5T
5550 ZZTRABD Voigt =F b QD Y, R TEE L.7g/om® R DIROVWTOAZRL L
50 Fig. 21 Re—7EhRBECET2EREREETRTHROD TROET 2> k—HFTH 2. B
e LTk, Ep=28.0sec™!, §=5.0 & L ¢, WBIEHROIEHMR B0) AT hHELL I oHHlidbI T
Wi, kEZLZoRRIE, REMELT k=0.5, 1.0, 1.5 @ 3BEHOERLIMNRINTRWE, Thib,
Voigt DEFATCHBHOBNEHY LB CIEBRBHEERATELNLE W) REBHEELLY, dh -
Voigt ZEF NV TREBREELFABIIEC—~2 5N (2axr¥—) OBRBEX IR VBREFEEETCHALS 3
LEWBbhb. TOFREPOCHRIGHES D roBREF vE LTI -Voigt TEFAVERTH ST
EhfEEXN, SOCHEEERELTFg. 6o 2ynr t ORBETHETELIIT, vy
Bk Ofi% 0.5~1.0 oIl B TR ONE, LHOIGHBEERBCETLC -7 IEhoREICHET2H
BRELIIEITEBMbR S,

7. & £

COWAETH, BELER LIGHBNIEDBERMEICNT28RR LB L EHAMLE LT, JITE
BEFERELIOR 1 I BOFHRIGHITHT 20 Lo—RIEBELHEL, AFAELICHT2ER
BRLTAVWTEORSEERH Lico BohERENETLERDOL S5 TH 3,

() REZRELTCOVHBORBZRORITREREMNMT 22 LI - THEREER E LCORDBIE
BT LT EHTMETHD, EHRHENCBRUEEHE~OEBIIRTREHOZEAIHEEIIKE V.

(@ ATy FHELER A TR RE—IFITH 15 Voigt KN DIGHBERIE S 77 ALEROBHL
REFBATHAWREHET 2 LRTE, BEEABAA 7BOLERRT v 7HOBLIENTIHEAE
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BRBIIHFET 50

(3) Voigt 0 =F AT, HRYS F-BMICEAREMEOREH LR, ERAOBETHD 7 v~ b
Uy FRERITT 2. 3B EICET NS ERBREROMETE LA ITHEETKE LY, HEOHMA
Bab sl MEEERE & 1/ oMHRNEREIILI > TERESL vy Y2 Ry FIIHBEN DR
SHOEEPEY, EoHIE LT3 ¥ —BRBREKREED LI % 1/ OEHERE 5,

) AREEYZEL) 3 ZEREBEEE 70 & L OREEEN#EEE 7 v (Fig. 6 (a)) Lidh -
Voigt ZEF 4 (Fig. 6 b)) %&b, TNFNORBEHRFEEHE L/t ZERBEFOETMIZOWTH
contour integral |2 & Y RH 2T 4EV, EEHENOBRLERERY B OXM L BRALHHEL THEL
7o

() XEITBRNIL D2, Voigt DEFATCRBEOMNEHY LB CIAREHLERTELRNLNI
REEHIELE L7zds, i -Voigt REF AV CHRAREHE L AR A AF—REL I LAV BFABETH
LS %o COXEEmMEEHE LT Fig.6 D) oidhE 270yt OB#ICHESTSLIIE, vy
7% k=E/E’ pffiz 0.5~1.0 offifiicd cikonld, LHoEhBERIFCET S C—7 ENORE
KM+ 2RRME X BEAT 50

6) EHEEROERKFHEE LT Shock-tube D5 %EA, MHME e v F oL MEKITH T 5 HE
WAREL LCoBEEE, BhHr L UCOF2HIRLELY Yy 7 7 v 7HOE LR LT T &HR
Bl KX THATERIZTLRONIEETO S OIGEE %3, Shock-tube (TL - THEBENZL =
RNA TRV REFEXES B0 L, 2L UERARICET 5 Lo THL HRT 2 EHEELNID
DEEZOLND,

KPR 45 4SO H R WA E (BEMFR) OWbht ) Fio % 7c Shock-tube Ot & BIFIT
Blco TIREHATERATRIMBBORR I LYE L it v, THRERICRRERRZE, &
BER - BLREEROMN 2 H7. WFRIHE L TEHOBERDTIOTDH %o
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