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Abstract

Using FLAC-3D software, a detailed finite element numerical simulation study on the role of deep
compaction technology in foundation strengthening is carried out. The basic concepts and opera-
tional characteristics of the software are briefly summarized here. Although the depth influence
theory of dynamic compaction has been discussed in many literatures, there is no consistent con-
trol standard or consensus due to the diversity of field conditions. Therefore, according to the ac-
tual working conditions, the numerical simulation of dynamic compaction method for the cohesive
soil foundation with gravel is carried out in this part, and the effective influence range of dynamic
compaction under this specific geological condition is discussed.
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1. 518

BUE WU o 1 — RANT7iE, Horh BRSO RRLVE M QR BB B . Bk B H VA —
W, OB R AR AT EER, XS EIEA DO, Rl A S U R TiE e S A
PRCIE LRI [1]. fESERECH, FLAC-3D & — MR I AUE BN TR, AU 7 — MR I 2 B it 3
AL PR SIS XAE BT SR B, AR AR A & Sl g e, & Rkt L 109 I I RE AT TR IO BUE A
Wt

AR, N IERIT BRI, NG N, 3 AR R AR AT ORS 2 K ) 55 55 BORWE 7T
Fo ARSI EREE A T RBR AR A . SKEA KRR SIS, AR 1
5y AR o X TR P L, RTR AR B B E AT BEHE AR B R R Wb 1) T R AN AL I B B
TR SRR T3R5 RER A RORAC, S0k, B RRERET R,  ITTAERCR ARV N Ak
BRI, A AR BOHER o (BT3RS R i X2 A R e TR R SR RO £
Mo, SR AN BCR AN E IR B AT A AE S

2. FLAC3D ¥t {443E

FLAC(tRIZE Bk B H A BRZE 73 20 W Fe )i TRt iR 02, s24ET 1970 FARPHIRSEE. Ak, ea
BERE K. B EEREE DU AR IR A TR, R RS - TR A 1 Bk
Mo MM ENAIREDE, FLAC TR BARNIEFERE, BUITTE 7 NAF, Fnlida B Az Te
FELPEAATEE IR ERDN RTEAR  ARZRMEAT Jy S5 ANER E M B R AR e X SR L B A ) T
HAERE M RISRA RITHAF[2]. BERR, B MBI TS PEAT S P P A A PR LR A

THEAHE

A% FLAC-3D 33K PR Z2 70 B 1 £ BB AR FDL A8k Jo8 T LR RS AR A8 e, 2 AR BRLAE

(1) Bizl “REEHUNE” » BRI H & BRI 1T N

(2) AZHRATAT R A5 2 222 2 AR R AR R AR 735 R, SR AR AR 22 AR A T JE 7o A B I
R, RERC TSR ERAEMANE, RN R AR R, AR I R AR A
FRRCTE, RRRAESE I N IR AERT S, T SEI BRER RGBS R . BN AT R L, BT
POHR 70 0 SR ISR A, A AR T TSR R AR, O e 1 R3]

FLAC I RGBS AN, AR5 LA FRITRIRR L. 78 FLAC HEZRP, RS AT Rl A1
SR — DRI (1, J)AbRAR RAEE, b | RAEF /KT X ST ), 10 3 AR E R Y fhe sl 1
HIECE RS B IR 1 (1, J)AehR, BN REARIC SRR R — MRS, )AhRRT . sebr b, IR
DT IR RIS 2 A, 2 BRI SR AN(1, ) AeAR R T
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Figure 1. Differential grid and node diagram
1. E5MENT S REE

3. FLAC3D #R&E 3 K& ¥k
3.1, AKER

T BB B O AE T4 75 LN ) 5T T R AT E N, e AE G BT i, e T i
MRIEE, WIEKEH. FRRESHOMILEREN, RSB R R A T 2Rk, TS 2% 1 ok
(ARG 20 A LA ATt IR o AESERRBALE S, KT s e T RS, DUREPRESSHON I,
S IR TR NA) - AR KA o

SN R Ry Y IS O ATE | o2 G B G AN 2ok T R RN B C ) P e N8 5 e A I Vv )
HUE MR, W R B SRR AN SR - BB, ASHIT U A BB RS MR e 8 1 5K
- PR RO T AR

3.2. WEEHER

BEOXT 5 I3 i L R PR o S M AT T b R, R ERVEEE RS E T ANEAE B AN SE R A 1
BEAT TIRNBEMIBE T AR B 22 R ) - BT AR IR B, X5 b HhoRe 7 32 A ) I St 2 e A
DRy T IS B SRR AR T ER AR [5] . FAESE N L S TR, RN T AR
S A Z R RO R, MY — B MR SRS [6]. A i R AT U R A T R 3t = ) 5t 75
dr kb B, AliE R ARLAEAT BROTIEIL T BL, 4R 1 I5haitly, 3@ 7y o0 A LUK SBE X AL (it A%,
R — TRESEE R AR B R PE I T S 5(7] [8]. SR FUsR I | 955 ik 3 2 I BT 1%
i, AT T 8 R T ELAL RS RSO XL E A T R D el A £ P AL ) B A SR 41 1
KRR LA

3.3. MRIRBESL

FERCPR )2 RS, W PR SRR . X MRS SRR e, AT DAR RS I AR R 2, HF R
R A S XK, B MASRAEAE, R EN D RS H—— R ENB YR E G, AT OAmER
PRI I R R R B, R B AOAR, AT RE T 2244 1) B8 R 2R B R AR, " RE AR it
AU -3 (1 ) N ARAT (2] -

FEVR P S A AR BEARS  J2 F iR AT B A (K DX, MIAT T Je 2t (K FLAC3D fff | T H AT 1 BB IR . B
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FEHIAZ O FE R BUE — N RARI A B M EARREN 1.5 K, AR RUS b (7 L2
(R gt BRI R IR AE — D =4RSP, U E S 10 KRITK L 10 SKI¥ B8 B LA & 25 KIF B
PR SR B BB SEE, TR R € SO B igshil 7, IXEWRE EAZAEFIIRE] . 55— 5T,
PR RN BE L VB T BB AW, DU SE bR TRE A RIS . T SeBURS A A% &1 5, R A
T 20,000 AN A RIRS S5, DA DR F S5 SR HE B VE AN AR B0

3.4. EESHIERN

ML SRAL I RER SR A BOR, HA G it S (1 B R T oS b St n g I b i 77 . #E FLACS3D
A, B EARIERR WEE TS AR I — 21, R U B ERF 0.071 #6[10]. i
IS TSI S R S i B R R, R IR UM T — B VR R AR - SR M, AR
Mo BRI SRR AR IR R R B IRAAREE B BTVIR) G ARRRMINL K. 3R
B p v Akaty DURSLBEA P IKS pe BEAh, 8IS G ST BRI BURE, KRR T IBIER K
AL TERLE o S LS HL, BAAKBUE IR 1 iR Edaid .

Table 1. Subsoil model parameters

=1 WETRBSH

+JZIRE (m)
RN ERE S )
2 4 8 25
Er /N Y 0.441 0.441 0.441 0.441
LA T Ey (MPa) 2,511 3.414 4.202 5.106
AU E, (MPa) 5.232 7.113 8.741 10.632
B & G (MPa) 0.883 1.198 1.481 1.797
¥EE 71 C (kPa) 25.425 37.506 44.230 46.542
WEEE M o () 15.129 17.440 21.222 23533
B p (glem®) 1.702 1.912 2.007 2.217
FLEIKE T p (kPa) 7.354 9.445 12.607 3.152
1B3% 28 k (107 cmis) 3.656 4.055 4.549 4.444
FLEREL e 0.842 0.804 0.755 0.748
Hp ey G, AFE K. BEEE E 1L F:
E
G=—2 _ (3.1)
2(1+ ,u)
K= B (3.2)
3(1-2u)
2u°
E, = [1— J E, 33)
1_
)7
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4. BUERMTT R RGSR S
4.1 BERMHE

ABEAA SR T S5 S TR S ) IR ARG, R RS R PR SRR . AR
F5 Bl 5 S G TR 95 B S AR I T T R RS LR VR B B R RAR, T AR E 5 o
REfL. S ORI AH I AT AR B A S MR R . A5 diREESE T 2100 kN-m i, {&KHs H th
ISR, YIEREDY v = 13.56 m/s.
IR AR (R 70 F Al i R DT o
F —my (4.1)

AT DAL 5 S R 2 RV ) F LUK ) o BRI

A 55T 0.071 M, THELARH ) FORQUE(E DY 294,560 AR, TR ) o BOSR T EENIAE] T 9,379
TR T UK BRI S, AT DL IR RO FIRE R J5 e i . £ FLAC3D HY s 24
ERUPA ST, RSN 2 ROR 51K T H SRR AN MR N . R 2 B T AEA R RE R
DT RS RAFRIR S, RESHGERT LRI S .

Table 2. Dynamic compaction parameters corresponding to different dynamic compaction actions

2. PREFIEATHRAETSH

55 HE S (KN-m) Fefih 132 (m/'s) Befuh 11 FH M. 75 (kPa) FEbTE 1 FH 73 (kN)
1150 11.1494 7606 26,408
1500 12.8507 8867 28,967
2100 145092 10,036 31,518
2800 17.334 13,170 37,727

4.2. HEMERSHT

(1) fEt

FIFAJeE) FLACSD 1 H-F 6, BRI T QL % Q4 VU507 Hh 7E St 5 55 i ik A2 o 1y 2
1R BRI F e A T LR AIE s, — A BFERRIE, IR R R AL T
FEERZ LIRS, HAB RO “BUE” ATRHME, X 5P SR O R AR B) A R S 45
RV EL1].

J3—J7Tl, Kuhlemye & NAELHTFC i T A BROCEMBERURE BT AU SEME, AT T 13 RS R R /)
TR BRI\ G 25 IR AT GRS B AP B B G A i 7 DL ) 224

RS RN R 2 AX <1/6 4, 5

WIS RN RSF N AX<1/4- 42, -

W R0 RS R A AT 422G

Ax<(1/6-1/12)- 42, (4.2)

Er:
AX ——PHE T
Ap — P75 75 AL S AR
AR I H AR A3 PRk S T SRR A5, AR SCBEE RS el RS 2 30(4.1), BRI+
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S AERFENE, AR ERENMIRE IR/ 1.0 Ko RERISRII A, O TR ORA R 0 A AE TRk
IS 1) P e RS B L AT SE R 0 45 5, IR A IO R OGN AP MR K AT e 2 B0 SR0KS B2
B, MM SEOHEEREEE R K. T ARE HE R TR EL RIS, XIRAAEL TR
o7 A LA SR, F AR TR (4.3)

At = ANV, AX <y, AXV

4.3
At =Ay /N , Ay < Ax, Ax/NV 43)

43 HHEBMAREH

ARSI Bt it X b Ve e, R S5 B A B 1N 3000 TR, 5 R B M BRE
JIMESE N 10 KEFI50p, HAEKEAR N 2.6 K, M THIEEENBEN 20 Ko F Tl EmE rgEk
LI KNI HOR, Pl R o0 3B AR R DT L ORI 0.6 K. FEREATIRFF R AL, Sk
oXof b 38 7 A B2 R BRI )R] DA R A 3034 RS B it R4S e o SR, XTSRRI AN B AR R T B —
28, MRLEE T ZNHRNISTZEIER.

At :\/ZL (4.9)
gh

[ F 7 ] SCRR AT 0, 38 R F Bl i BN E g S5 R [12], HE HH T B i 2 1A ) R A 3K
2W(, h
Prax :T(“ IJ (4.5)

i

At——FE A 7] (5);

g—— H I E (m/s?)

h——& H(m);

W——75 47 5 (KN) s

L——H i B & (m)s

A——F5HER IR (MP).

B LR SEHAARN A (4.4) (4.5)RAFTEAA FhEA ] 0.06 s, FEfitfi N 71°4 4.56 MPa, iz H En
BRI N B % T BRI SR 3 iR, Z5 R0 4 Fos

M 3 FIEIE 4 (AR TEMW 27, ABAQUS A FRICAHT R AT H R I H . B 1

YT AT A 5 B S AE 2 18 22 5 ), IR ZE VAT 52, IRIRIE T OB 5 TR s
B OLR R R o BRI R ST O it — 2 PR T B S5 AR B 0 [ ROR B T B8 1 S At

EREEAT eI N, ARLESS S X PN AT A0 2 ELAL RS H BLTC L AR AL

Table 3. Model soil parameters table

=3 BAETHREHR
+2% JFREm)  ERE(N/MY)  ERLE(MPa) AL BEEAIC)  WIKAI(0)  WEIERJI(kPa)

ZeiH+ 8 18.3 6.2 0.34 14.3 20
W RS & 2 19.2 7.1 0.32 16.4 5 25
AR 12 18.8 8.7 0.3 17.3 35
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Table 4. Table of vertical displacement of soil under dynamic compaction

4. BFT T EFZ AR

TREsEhrpiikE  TRSREITE BEBENREUE SRR E

Iy I3 E(cm) E(cm) H(cm) (cm)
1 36 84 73 6
5 54 131 52 131
3 51 176 51 157
4 40 187 40 192
5 25 221 23 212
6 13 234 12 223

YfeE A 1150 kN #2722 1500 kN B, A2F2 XKIGEH K. MeesEdt— D An, TSEERmmE
BRI, X O Sk o i T P WS 4 SR A WS —— BRI A A I R S X Ak B e A 2
BRANTE PRI o IXIRUE T AL 70 5 SEBr TARBL R BARATPE . [FI, X 7o T3 R L LT &
AR E i fE B RO, A7/ — A BONIE B IR SS fe B

(2) J& 7154 Elfgt

MEE 2, AT IMIESFIT SRR M N LI A 0 E B g BRI, K A R
A, dmerm UL T8 T 5 R R R . B RITRE RSO IR, S UUOEETT AR R IEK N ), IR H
BE RS I R IX — B AR 4T S BE B A 1150 kN $2 T3] 1500 KN, 55 K 32 8 7 B 52 X84 Fird ok,
HHE— DI AE R, X — MG S m4E /. R RS AT BEV K B IR T S M IR 208, 1S
TGRS BEAE R R E MR, R T R ARG RN, X AR AR R AT AR LA R I R
i, ATATSR IS ISR A BOR P2 A T SR . b B K S N ) AR R MR I — PR B T SR IS
S AR BN . R FLAC3D LMb ik, PEAHiCz I a4 1A E s /) 24 R 5835 BT g ik 21 1)
DR, VERBIEE /R 5 R,

Figure 2. Stress cloud map of dynamic compaction Q2 zone
2. BF QX XN HEE

Table 5. FLAC3D numerical simulation of effective reinforcement depth
7% 5. FLAC3D H{EEMUBMUMER

75 di g (kN-m) 1150 1500 2100 2800

B R0 R E (m) 5.0 5.5 43 41

e
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5. BRUMEIRE 5

FE GRS L AL B AT, A R N ] X802 R BRSBTS I Y R
ARSI . ASCHE R A E O 4R LIRAE 22 Py o S5 AL BE i, O ) 2R EL L B S e Y Y DX A R
R, AR TSR ERACER I, ARG MR ] 3 B ot SO [7]

XTI EREE B RO ME , TRESEHtE PR A A S8 2 AR [13]: (1) MKHESEIT Al Ja 373t (K H BT AR
56 rp e o B I AR b s (2) IR RS A IR A AR X AR B AT 20 A (3) AR A R
MEAR BBV s (4) TR L ARBACTEEE (0 BRI DURFIWT; (B) A Bhis /1 b RS 8 h ( BYNBHL 7)
PG (6) 454G Menard AXGEATHNE RTINS . EAERRE, BTN SR AR B PR 75 12 m]
RESATESE, X T L ARE /) 2R

5.1. BYINEZRETE

L.Menard HEEA:

Mh
H=a,— 5.1
10 (6.1)
BEALHESS INE R EE H 358 5.0 my 5.5 m. 43 m. 4.1m, iFHEERWNE 6 Fis:
Table 6. Strengthening depth and correction factor corresponding to different dynamic compaction levels

6. TREISRITRER X R BN ER B R AZ IE R ¥

75 17 BE(KN-m) 1150 1500 2100 2800
T R B (m) 4.1~5.5m
L. Menard 1+ &A= =a '\1/%]
BIERH 0.41 0.52 0.32 0.38

L. Menard #2 H R IEE 7672, M 0.2 #] 0.95, Mitbik it B SREUR IE REGFENE 0.37 &
0.58 [IIXTE] A, HRL4FV&AE Menard TV A ROE HIVE R A« SXIESE 138 Y2 SR B I E B BEOURE 4 1 10
A,

5.2. BHUMEREEE

EEXE POFIASE 35 5 RE B2 ), B 1150 T4-#K . 1500 TF-4-#iK 2100 45K & 2800 F4-#iK
FIBE RIS TR, Tl A IR IR BEE AR VN 5.0 2K\ 5.4 K. 4.3 KA1 4.1 K. — T4 A5 RE 48
PRUT 1 3K 2 w5y 5 P R 55 AL BRI S5 ot S P B B 2R, TR T bR A BN GRS R R b 3 R 2 T s K
(PPl FLBR K FE 7728 Ak 1R I, DA R - S8 R AR VE R T AR B A4S T 72 3, X 43 Q1 (1150 kN-m). Q2 (1500
kN-m). Q3 (2100 kN-m)Fl Q4 (2800 kN-m) 1 SEBrA 2400 Bl AR FE 7378 4.8 K. 5.6 K. 4.6 KFH 4.4 K.
LT L, O ASEAOL F £5d 5 s il 2 1) &5 SR B R R A i — B

5.3. AYME =L

(1) iz FLAC3D @& MSHILE, 456N L TR B A HIE, 2 TEAF R T,
ST E BN ROR  BE A ) Bl g AR T AR L. R AT REoR, BEAE REE SN RO T, HIERILL
o RINE 77w 7 52 B AR PEARFAE 3o e P 5 55 B T e AN DOR REIS 9 ARz e P, Ramopn el 17 2% i £
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WRHITETERG, R AR SFLBUKIIM E/E R N R, RIMMEAE 7o aER, B9 7 nERCR. sk,
o T P ) R Y B VR I T R 51 R JE A0 X Sk R B S ORI M T R T, W ER B R R ST R AR S H e . [A]
I, X RREURE LA &, BARMBRITRE R IR AR —RIE KIS BE, TR AAAE — D L I R B4R X 1A

(2) BUEBRIRN M TAFBRITRER KT T, G042 IE HOE RIARTURS Ak F Menard 43 2800 [ 1
FETRIARAY,  DLSHL SR B ) RSN P o

(3) FEWMAUE RIS R EIR, MRIF e R e N 1150 TRk, 1500 F-4-#iK . 2100 T4k Al
2800 F-A-HKET,  Xof B A 5000 B R FE 4330 5.0 2K\ 5.5 oK. 4.3 KA1 4.1 K, X UeHdE 5 SEPRsE S5 1
R R mERE, WS TERIEN A .

6. &t

1ZH FLAC3D %, TR R se o = - Taeae i 5, iAokl L s MR (0 5 55 A Bk 47 T
RN PIEEREB T, DAOPEAS A R R IT BE S KPR AL . 7£ 1150 kKN-m. 1500 kN-m. 2100 kN-m
A1 2800 KN-m [ 3EF5RER T, A4S H 10 8000 R FE 230738 5.0 my 5.5 m. 43 m fil 4.1 m, iXesh
5 SRR I e 5 o0 [ R A A

SR, A SCAEAS ] FLAC3D BEADL 3 75 35 fin [ e, S FL RS /K 5 - 38 2 18] A 28 B4R T AORIS i BAS AL
XTI RE S EUSELSE RS B O E — @ w2 . Rk, @ UCRR I 70N 3 AT 25 fe %25 2 AL
BRZK AN AR PRI RE G 800, DA T ASEADL PR A P55 5 245 SR B Il SR 0

JUEAESR IS BOR BB HE 78 07 1 OIS — S0, (EILA AT AN R DA SR i) AR R A 4
PR ISR HAl, Wit A S EA A, BRI T 2508 RS0 50E

AR, XTI SR B — L BRI R, RATEERZ A H B . STk, A RX5ETs
FEAR BB TN I LT TLA I

(1) EFOIHUFIEORG L, BRONERARE ST SR A AL LR SR S 5 iR T T [ A PR A

(2) T 55 A B T 5 AV AN BORS - ZEMOML 454 L 38 1k

(3) bl T4, idxf AR B3R, PREB TR s Fyai. RIEIT (A1 555 gy B
VAER 3w alioE S SEJUN Y

(4) JFRFN5E 58S I ORI RIS 7 i

S E 3wk
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