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MECHANICAL PROPERTIES OF SHIMAJIRI MUDSTONES
FROM OKINAWA ISLAND, RYUKYUS

By Koiwhi Axal, Toshibisa Apacui and Toshiya SHINJO

Synopsis

In this paper mechanical properties of Shimajiri mudstones from Okinawa Island, Ryukyus
are investigated under triaxial stress state up to the lateral pressure as high as 30 km/cm?.

Both unconsolidated-undrained and consolidated-undrained triaxial compression tests on
samples are carried out. Comparing the test results with the behavior of undisturbed London
clay obtained by Bishop ef al (1965), the influence of the direction of bedding plane on the behavior
of pore pressure and shear resistance of the mudstone in terms of total and effective stresses is des-
cribed.
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RFELEERBOKEDL LA LM ENTRFELELTYRD, o ar 2 EOLARTHIARER L
WEL, TroHTY, MEHENEIRPT, ZOoR/KOLDITHENITEDILTWS, LiL, &KED
LELEBBBE I TIUNTRETIZOTEIRIEZEHEONR L LTHE VMBI TVED T, &
iE, tABEDO KB, BRAIIHEN, ORI LI, REXEREEL L CTOEREEDOR
BHPREMNITH T 2 KBEEEZYWMD BT 2bho0b 3, INOHETERHE L L (EBEEY RS
FTHZELOTBREHEHL I CREHERZYNY TL2ENBRBEOHATOREROBRF R ¥ OnIT, &
BRBTLERRBID 2HEHEONZR/ELHL LT 2LEHD 5,

AR RRFICREHBEAROLO S LB, URYBEDOBBBIT AN T AHMEBEEREOTE
BOEBHBEIHRL T2 B8RABRA LHBHGEY, MIEN 30kg/cm? 2 CTOZEMIEH T TCORH—EF,
BERELZL AT EKEOBBIZOWTERMNERLTE - Tnd, 2HAGO A EEETE
B %47% - 7-#%, Bishop 6 @ London clay 220V TOERERICHER L, #RUOFALEHEL T
%,

2. B BRMBEOMEME LS MFD

MBEZOBE IOV TR FROFEWRRE (1935), WkiCik, KREOFEFMEITMET 5 HERE (1954,
1959,1960), S.F. MacNeil (1960), /N OB % (1963, 1964, 1965) 1» & (AP RR T 2 AERMIC L 2 @A
i (1967) 455 5, NEIC L NI MERESRET, EELLUEROZEAFIKFINTHE, BRER
OHWEIFRICE L TRREHEI R > Thohkndt, LEFHHOBTEI CHFHICI 2B THs L
Bbh, ST CAZONABRORE, HREFCLI2EFRAMHEE Tablel 0Ly Tdh 3,

RERA2AEHAOHWEAE GEH, B, 1967) Kihild, FEETICH T A2EXBEEH 2500m T3
L, Lrdo5BE SHFEE BHE0o3BIXAsEh, HECRAOLLIERABRO:hL2TIoRE
WEECHD, BEHOOm T, 20H4MIIEL, FLELTR D2VRBRLHECLRE» LY, A
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LIUVBRETHRIATWS,
AFRICHER L RS RBRERSREBRETS 5.

Table 1 Stratigraphic nomenclature for Shimajiri formation in the southern
part of Okinawa Island by workers.
. Hanzawa MacNeil Fukuda and Kageyama
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3. HELRBER

RFEAMELENFTOESE BN OBMERABITIT, LTHBRCHEIEI LAREERR L. &
HotrBVEXRAHOMES LHKLTI0m»5 15m OMTH 2 E#EFINL, FWMLHBAWIS
cm YHD7 vy 7 IREFEL, <7374 YTHELITE», EREBELRF L. ZHERARAGRAKAT
By s hbaT—ho i —CHEOMmM, &3 100mm oMAERICKE L-Z30THh 5, 20K b0
FrtsHETEOT, HRAKOFHERZRL 24 -,

ABoWB#ER L Table 2 [TRTMITH DY, ThORERIHER LLERKOFHTRL TS S,

Table 2 Properties of Shimajiri mudstones.

specific gravity Gs 2,78
water content w 22%

wet density r, 2.10 t/m?
dry density Tq 1.70 t/m?
void ratio e 0.60
degree of saturation S, >969%,
unconfined compressive strength qu 23 kgfcm?
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BMF&EHK0.60 THhAYR—FRTHb, TBNERH LLET, % H)oMAKNL100% THY, BL
SR E Rae 2,

ZHIEERRBIAE 10kg/cm? L FOBEMERS LTREF oL TR =8 ERARRK £ A\, 10kg/cm?
Yk 30kg/cm? % ToWRAIEIZS LCREAFAEE 4ton, HAFAME 30kg/cm?® © i EZ FEHERRE
PRV, BERBEZELI -7 ) v CHELTEY, TAMBEELTES 2.6X107%%/min, #
H42,0x107 % /min OEMMETH 5, BT ZKEQOHERZEROERH Smm O/NIEEERES
EBRBLAVTN S,

4. R B K &

EREBEEREH KA BRR (U-test) & EHBIEHREAWREBR (CU-test) 274> T3, @IF&EK
EORERZMAE L TITA-> T oY, UTOFEYR->Tnd, fidhkEty FT501IEHe v HIC

—(0,- 03) d=250

0=15.0 kg/cm?2
40— ¢

kg/cm?

kg/(:m2

induced pore pressure (U-U,)

cmmmm === (=10

W e i AT R 1 Lo

0 0.5 1.0 1.5

axial strain . *lo
Fig. 1 Typical results of undrained triaxial compression tests (o, denotes all-round pressure).
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1/38KEAN, V7 vareEREEE, WIKHE MIFEKENEREFAROBRAET.). ke
v F#, 0.2kg/cm? OREHER S R104HHXEITE, £y FOBICEBALLRSOKEEREHRL
720 2 D%, FEHEKREET 1.0kg/cm?® 45 30kg/cm? 3 COMEOMELER I, RERT BKERE
BEELZ OO, L, EBITT 1 BREUATROZREIEITE - 7o, EEFIFEFKEA BRI
COBREL AR EITES A3, EEIEHKE A KRBT initial back pressure #{EH 34, #2488 MPr
EOEBETCEREZITA v, FEHKEAWRBRELITA ). intial back pressure u, £ 0, 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 4,0,
5.0kg/cm® A2 ¥, TOEEELRITCNE, &d, A—%BOERICHER LR Ao AE 10kg/
cm? PIFCLTIE 3/, ME 10kg/em® Bl b L U us=2.0kg/em? & 4.0kg/em® [T L TR 1~2
ThHb, FLERECREZIRDIILDIRR—1 = FL =Tk -T2,

5. BRBIUER

1) EEZBFHKEABRBRICDNT

FEEBIET AL ABHRRICENTAE. 1.0kg/cm? 225 30,0kg/cm? % THBHEIZOW TR I L5
BOERANEZELHOT S, FPIUCRAMITE 2R84 2 KEL#BOTFAOBEBONKREMER L0 Fig.
1 T35, bH—U0FABRIBIZITEROICENLL, ZORBENELERLENOBRENICEST 2, &
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Fig. 2 Engineering classification for Shimajiri mudstones; Ej,=tangent modulus at 5094 ultimate strength.
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KEACE L BEBRENICHIET 240, 2URKISHBEDLL, BT THBEBEE LT %, BEED
BOF2130.73~1.67% TH - Tco HAMITL Z2REMS EKERRKIEH LR, ZRE DbFHiITE
TLTRARETZERRD Y, ZOBRRBBLEIT 2. THLRMEOEMTX 2BEEMEE L2,

ZOZLERABEBERL Y, NECERARL2BHENOEMBMETELNI L ERL TS, Deer
and Miller® d—EIESRBRE LSNP TAMBIZECTRED 1/2 ST 5BBEARE LTROER
B Ew 2> TEADTEMMERTE > T b, BERMEICL > TEMLLEZwO T, FEEEHRIKR
BHERENLZOMFMEHRABRLT, —#HERBELrLUCZHMRBIZL T 2BE (6:—09)mx LEREH
Eso 0B%%ER L0 Fig. 2 T3 %, ZORTRMFBRKEMEHDAEOMRLERY LTho, BR
B B2 REE S 30 kg/cm?, AR Eso % 3x10%kg/cm? HHLE LTHLIE > T Y, MABERKEM
HBELY, BE ZREREAREEMEERLTC S, 37, HHOERLIEEEY B LBEOKT
%t modulus ratio A% 100:1 DM ERXAH L TE Y, HMEEL L UCRBBOKELIZOWTONHIZL S
, E=210 ¢y IGEWEERL T3,

FEFEHACABHRRC I N THEFELERIE2 LM A KERIZIZERSFEOME T TRAET 518,
EHEFEAOD L CHFEKERRRORA L HITHYT 2, KESOBVE0FBETCHL, ZO®REE
BBV T D, EROPATH I BRBCELREANETE-> T H, FHCETIRRHMBLTETS
EBbNL, WEEASHE 0. LENITL > TRELBAWENORT ZKE u OEBETRLI-OMN
Fig.3 Tt 2, thdbEMHIT up=0.—3.0(kg/cm?) % 5E%48 b1, Skempton ORT & ERE

o
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=10+ suction S kg/cm2
Fig. 3 Increase in pore-water pressure with Fig. 4 Relationship between strength and

increase in all-round pressure applied

suction in undrained triaxial tests.
under undrained triaxial tests.

Bir1Tdy, #RAREAMRBTELE 3.0kg/em®* %2 v a v BT L LEETE S, i HBRAKD
FIrvay (ZITRIEAEHFE 0. OREMT EKRE uo £5[V7cl) & (0,—09)mex DBEBERLE
o# Fige4 ©hHs, ZhiZL 3 LEEFHBKEANABRIC LT 2RBRMEZEELZIT, v/ v s
YOMMITENRE ST 2EEICH 5, 202 L RBMEREKDOY 7 v a YHEHHREREL LTHERL
ThY, ¥7va YOMMTEAERENIBML, BESBNTIIOLELLNDG, ZORRITENT
Y2 vavERAHEhE LTERLLGAONBRORMIENREL Fig. 12 TRL %, %%, Fig.
4 ZHFTREXPEIVESOVTVZORBROBRKOFAEIZL 2HBLEBbN LY, ZOoRROE
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HGRT EREOKEL bHAKOFARERET 208HETH - 72,

COREEHBZLIHLBHVEZ 10~15m 2 MY BWIHBE TR L AZ LIV EFEER TR VTR
BWIELBAOY I v avid 3.0kg/em? LYW KEWI LZELEGbYLE, RERHOETEY IV s
VIRBIZBREICE) EREORELL > TET 0T TEL, BN TETAIBIGATNE EEL
bRLZDT, 47 vaYOREEIZTOTCLERTT2HEND S,

2) E#EHKEANBRICDONT

EHE24BMTEZ > T 5, EBHERE2~4BEETEBERET L, 20%, BEEE ¢ TRREKR
BRI, HikBIIEEE 27.0kg/cm? T dcc BETH 5,

EmkiAke AMRBRIZL T 250, BT 2 KE~0TA2HEBOREA LT L0 Fig. 5 tdh, T
® 354 initial back pressure u» ¥ 3.0kg/cm® fEA XT3, BH—OTFABRRIEESESREKEA B
OBELRALBAERLTREY, EBE o) ORAMICHECHE S BMT 5. 2 OMARMO initial back
pressure X fEA IR BEDRAMTD > oo BEROMOT AL 0.54~2.09% TH 7o HAMICL BT
T EKE (u—w) RERERRL, HFEKEOC—- 7 B3BRREEHELRABREZ 2, Lo L, A—
EEECHENWTRES L UHT EREOHIIH A2V OEDS 2BEHD - 1,

EEEEHEAEAGRBICL N TREBRERIY 7 vav B L, TOKEIVNREREELRIZT L
%R L7e Z 2T initial back pressure #fEAI ¢ 52 LIZL W REKDOY 7 v 3 V2RI ¥, EREL
BT KEOMELT425 22 HMETELERIRE, 2OREIBEEAZICRIEZTHE LA, A
X7z back pressure LR AFEIEHZOBRBREEEFEREIIH L TR L0 Fig. 6 T2, MoK
SEEEICHT IBEREIGHZOET 2 AL, T BREEFHEkEAHRRIZWTEONTM
[E9.0kg/cm?  COBRKERHZEDFHME 27.0kg/em® iR L T b, ZDOEITX 5 & back pressure %5
00 b 2.0kg/em? 2T, FNHBHMT LI - TRREEHEZRBLDT54, 3.0kg/em® P EICED
E—EfE%t R L, back pressure HRKELENZERLEETE L %\, back pressure DEA/NEIWVIEERK
FEAZERKE { 250 initial back pressure fEfl T TOEBBEMU4BNBEERZY 7 v 2 V2 HRI €S
RHHTEL, v 7 v avBEBREEL LTERALTCVRILIRLB3DEELLND, B THBES
¥ELLEET 57017, EERM24EMBEE T 3.0kg/cm? Ll E® back pressure ZfEH X & 5 LB HS
52, XL ORI EEFHGAME L FEEFBABEO”BLITE > T 5. BEER ¢.”=5.0kg/cm?
UTOBBGIEEERFKEEL VNS 2T, EEEBNIVWEZOBRERETLTV2, s kE
FEHRIZL T EKEOENER Lo Fig. 7 ©d %, 2 I REKEOE(LRESEN L EF% GEfke
ABEIZERE) OBBRTRLTH %, WEBRPEZ VOO DEME 50, ERAME LTREEES5.0kg/cm?
UFTHBKER, ZThULOEBRECHEFARERL TS, ULOZ L OREETFRIRKIZLVE
PREEL LTOYV 7 ¥ a YHHBEL, SKEOEMIZEABBEELLILZEI230EE2b05, T
O LRBRMBNTHTHRD 35 WEANBITAb RIS, BRHBBEIN, ZhiTffny s vay
DML, KREEMTHIEIREDBEIMEEIN, BUOBEERTZILO6TILEERL WS, 212
HREREBEI L Tn50T Fig. 7 R TEKEOE(SE L EWEEE 5.0kg/cm? RtRAKOBEE
EHFIEHEELERLTHY, ZOEBY 7 va vIELWEEEZEZONS, ZOZ L RBTICERKEL
TEHIWTEBHEHTELY 7 v a Ok 3.0kg/em® LW RTHBZ LS 5505,

hd, TNUBEY I Y a 2R L7 Bk b back pressure 3.0kg/cm® U b4 X ¢ E
BERTEIWMOIBEI.

RIA—EBEELETBRERHEZEL BT EKREORECERBREONLBEND L LEHERH LT,
Thbb, BAEEHEOKEZIRXENDD, FNEKREZIQEEREMT ZKER/NIVELHL S,
CORBEEHIGHIZEIDIEHBB TR LD Fig.8 Thh, ThiZIstA—EFEIILWTLLR
BoltlbhBR Tl Y > THBIZTELZ LD 5,

Bishop H! {i#, % % \» London clay iZ oW TEHHBKCA WM LT Fig. 9 27T X5 REREA
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2
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Fig. 5 Typical results of consolidated-undrained triaxial compression tests under initial back

pressure u,=3.0 kg/cm? (¢,’ denotes effective consolidation pressure).
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+1.5p
° back pressure Up kglem?
50 ’ kglem? £ ° o [
a O kalem J1.0 o 10
° a 20
® 30
° ° = 40
A 50

change in water content
o

-1.0—
ol— 1 I ! l ! Lt 9 |
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 30 50 70 8.0
|(.glc:m2
back pressure U, kglem? effective consolidation pressure O
Fig. 6 Influence of initial back pressure on Fig. 7 Relationship between change in wa-
maximum deviator stress in CU-test; ter content and applied effective
Average value of strength under un- stress during the consolidation or
drained test is 27.0 kg/cm?. swelling stage of the triaxial tests.

4/ ‘
) v / l | l |

9% 10 20 30

(0 03) kg/ cm2

Fig. 8 Stress path for consolidated-undrained test under initial back pressure #,=3,0 kg/cm?,
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300
- HORIZONTAL VERT'CA‘;—
0.200_ VERTICAL / W=1224% W=201%
W 21.7%

gv: HORIZONTAL

! w=20.3%

o100~
I

0 100 200 300 400 500 500 700 800 900 1000

1 e .
- (01+03)  psi
Fig. 9 Stress paths for consolidated-undrained test on London clay sample with its axis vertical

and horizontal (after Bishop et al).

“E
o ¢ vertical sample o
020—
a4
-0- horizontal sample {;}
;o 5 /¢ /-o—
1 10—
=) -O—
0 DALNIER | J
0 10 20 0 50 60
2
( d1‘d3)max kg/cm

Fig. 10 Relationship between (6, —03)max and (u—u,) for consolidated-undrained tests under

initial back pressure u,=3.0 kg/cm?.

LB ABBORHEREB TS, T2bbLEBEEHER RTEFEERIDP %L L3 6001b/sq.in) KnT
DEFAERKE KR EFASERGRER—ERETES Lk, EFKkeAMERT%S5 LRCRT LI REL
STIENBEREIE D, FITEFEU ECEREITAS &, BEL X CKESFAERKDIENERITHE D
ZBH%E v, Z O London clay O#tE# ik HERE Ko 12 2.1 ¢, BEBHBRIZH W CHET 2 KRERKES
PERGEL D REFRAERAKOFBKE S REL, BERMEFARRAL W KEHAEREO AL S
HBbhd, £/, WP EE/RK A, HIZERE o’ =1451b/sq.in. THE FAERK 0.42, KFEH MR %k
0,19 % b BE 508, BATHEREN ECRMEHMERK0.74, KEFAERE077LHE WV RELE N,
RRICELEABREMRAKO F R+ /L 24 - 7248, London clay Ol BB+ 2 + BRE
REOENBBROLBIFARICLE230EELLND, T, BHBRBOEAD L I ORETER T
o lCEERE 27.0kg/cm® UTCAESEARBRICD Y, RTEEER 30kg/cm® L LOHETH 2 EHEX
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%’Léo

London clay & ERBRADEREZVBEULTwEDT (FEROIESH LV~ London clay (Z2onC
Th-EZROEALAMITEENTANS), London clay IC%# L CRI—EBER 1T 55N RBHHEL
PIEE LB THEFAERE E K EFAERRICHBTE L EEET 5. &, BHEBBICDZ D EE
BEABAANES L K FEUNOFAEEZI DI D LREL TR D,

WERKEIEHZE (61— 0)mux ERAMIT L ZREMT EKEOBEER L0 Fig. 10 €52, #
FAEBARINTAEV S ORIBHBBICEBBEL - dDOTH M, FAkEEELLIDHB 207
N—=FEHPNT D, T bET EERE A, B SRE S 1K 0.83, KFEHAEERK0.54THED
£%- Tk, Londonclay & R#FSMEFARAKOFHKRE (, BEFEHBITE W TRT EKER A
DEBYZIDLT Ldbd b,

ARRICRREAMIET (61— 03)max/2 EFEEIET (01405)/2 OBRELRIES LEBRISTT TR Lico
Fig. 11 T3 2, £IEHFRITEL 5 LHERME T MR & HEKFESAERAKICEIBE L L ITESD Y, &

30 [ effective stress o
o~
g ¢ vertical ’////,//”’//
o -O- horizontal o - “5>
‘ -
20— 0o
1 /oa ‘g -
153 S0 97
TN1O /7 o~ total stress
— -
D64#A§’ ¢ vertical
-0- horizontal
0 1 | | | |
0 10 20 30 40 50
1 Lio+o kg/cm?
g0y 300y glcm
Fig. 11 Relationship between (o;—0a3)/2 and (0,4 03)/2, (6,"+ 05’) /2 for consolidated-undrained

tests under initial back pressure u, —3.0 kgfcm?.

AWEERNE L VERERKEL, REAFRRICLIEEN ¢, NIBEERA ¢ AFMEOEELZITL L
Bhhb, LL, BHEHERICLZ EHEOMICRENALNT, BRIEHIEMESN I NIBEE
O ML 2B DT V2T AN,
Bishop 5" i2ik& %~ T London clay @ # 1 L& Ko X #EEL T 5,
K":Pkl/fA;i
T pe: BREICXBARIESN (37 v av)
P HHEPSEYE
As: WIRELZBRELLBEOMT 2 EEY
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30—
)] °
5
m o
4
20—
s
1
B 10—
"-IN
0 | I l l | I
0 10 , 20 30 40
-0+ 05) kg/cm?
Fig. 12 Relationship between (¢,—04)/2 and (¢,’+ 64’)/2 for both undrained tests
and consolidated-undrained tests.
L
18}
X
@
a 20
o y -
i g
s10F  AH
© 4
c
"
'0{ 1 1 ] 1
0o 10 20 30 40 50

. 1 4
effective stress (O kg/cm?
Fig. 13 Mohr’s failure envelope.
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BED pr #5.0kg/cm?, 3D /EX% 15m, £/ Londonclay Q&7 2 LRAM As 0.3 LT5L, R
HoBEK ERELS8ELRY, 1IbKEn, ZOZLRAFEMBNTHEFML Y AKEFAIR, LbhKE%
E#*ZHTwbIE2RLTEY, ThiZL - THARKET EKELBAEZEEYRIZTIOLELD
hz,

BREHT L 2BEER C, ¢ ZHAABOEREZTAVWEREZL, AZBRTHZ-> ¢ AWBBRERT
AN TEHEL, (01— 0)mx/2 & (0 +06")/208FERLIc0d Fig. 12 CH 5, ZORIITRIEES
FEHACABMRBROBRIANPEDEHELZRLC T vy P LTH D, IhboBEFREIMBTEDIN,
Mohr ORHEREVWHERINS 2, I LI INHLOMBLEBAL, BRIEHICD LT Mohr DA%
ALz Fig. 13 T3 5, BMBAKRRAMBMTREIN, BEHTRAEYDEHIT L 2HBERA ¢ =57,
HEN C=2.60kg/cm? THHA, BHV RNV E - THEEREII 2 VEMRL, 20kg/cm® ftoHiEh L
~VTIE ¢ =33°% ¢’=9.0kg/em? LELL T3,

6. &t ¥ U

AXTHEME BREBRAEETARGEY, ME30kg/cm® 2 TOZBMIEHT CONEHELRAN, L3k
\» London clay %tk L (I TEELITAV, ZOHBELXWUOLMI L. ARV TOEOZ LN
Bi5%,

1) Hefamcady, EEFEFKBEIMECEGINT, AHRAEEL LTCO¥ 7 v a Y OHMIT
HWERERENT 5,

2) ZOREIREY 30kg/cm?, ERER Eso 12 3x10°kg/em? T, ERAESE Eso L BEOHIZ 100:1 T
»5,

3) EHRCII2BEMNSHRFTE S,

) BRHERBFREBTY I vYarEd-Twa0T, 5.0kg/cm? UFTOFERETRBRKEARTEL, B
BTk VRESETT 50

5 EBoO¥ 7 v a3 v FBEHET AT initial back pressure # 3.0kg/cm?® I b, 24 BrR/ER 2 ¥ 5 BE
%5,

6) RITEZEER 30kg/cm? XL hK&En,

7 HFRKEOBBEIAOFMEREELYZT 2,

8) ARENTIZBEERc ¢ RANEORBELERIT LY, ARHENTLE O, ¢ RERAEICEEIL
¥, Mohr OB ESEAIND,

Uk, ZRHEOERITOVWTHRRLH, REBRROBRETHANTWHEICL %4 -7 0T, London clay
DRBERITER L CHAMLEE Lic. 4%, ARAROWRZEABETHACTIRELZITES L LI, BR
BRED 7 ) — FH% L FRELIR L 2N EREER LB L TR E L LB T,

BRI, ARRBMCHKRRZBERHF IR —2K, T RRRCEBREIEZBZE M AREROY T
27cDT, TZRLPLBBERDTRETDH S,

2 £ X ©
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