75 308l ()] o (owodige g yali

AVY B A5) Sl AYAY Jlo B o)loud D+ 0y53 ey el ]y soign 4 s
DOI: 10.22060/ceej.2017.12979.5308

oo oilejl Cod oY awle S > Sutiwgi; b ol guame (glaild slaygiw LS,
footoono
* S, Lo e g lun Lo,

|).sl ‘&9)2 (o)) fLo‘ L;‘L"JIQ"’ oKy (WA g Lf'ﬁ ouSisly

1591 axy U
IYAF ol ya VY sl )
WA 592506 WV 26,555

WA ot Yo iy
WA 9050 YA 1ol 1))

Pr YU (6l s bao b (390 555l 5 (391 4 o 4y (9580 St 4s g 33 1 slaild (sla g 3l ool souuSs
o @l by b et )b Glil s (2hSlg) S qeeSod 4 peidSe Sy i S8 (SB (S Caoglie
A (g5l cslaly Ogew b &S Ao Ve U yas Y sdbiy dopd b Cunw (glawle SB g5l (385 C)'Jbl 2wl
slabs gt b gl 5l G 8,5 S8 wyp D50 gt pdlas (slndily g cslaly gt 09,5 5l Jloys (S g
54.,';)344 ‘.,\..o)b Yo leSwL,l.S\‘ Jlo)su;;;.':)>9w)a A leSwL,l.S Ve Jlo)suw)bcsf,\;sua;éw ;(SC)

1S Clols

|
;-::j o YA / O As 9o JLQK wslnﬁ (ESC) J:meus) JU] dAL.wsi: Lgli:].) Oy U‘>)§ Jgaxo L: w‘.} OI).o.lb LY |)
J)Mﬁ;; J&»bsl.».f; JLA)J u,u.u P9 uL.uf\:A AS\: BEl W .)/5 I.\.u wl,el 0 e Lgl:bl.) Oy 4 M\c /
er));. C,g:sui.a 4 Cund |) ..\J‘.o.mu ws‘.mo ‘YQ/ iy \a/ L)‘?fo"\'“’ e .)).a.m 09.\.\»9\: / L}YY'/ L):5.30..\‘“: o dlmb Oy 09/5
BY sl oglio (JSwbolS Fo oy (iS5 5D 0l yguae dyite gt (slaail dx il L amd o iol38] ol jguaee ygias

ORI L oSl ol 31 (S b ol aolis b oo el 3l 0 jguaime S pite (gt & Coand Y57, B o o3le oy

oo S & Y] aS oy VAVY Jlo 530l ol sl (2SS,
Sladllas ¢ 63)50 (gaalllan Cjgo 4 (gl Slalllas b g oyl 3 Slas
Canl oad pll (o3se slacgilo re § aBislejl Sldlas (ol o
Sty ey SB 5 Caww )y lawle S 5 [A]
Ep g il (loyis O HLid a8lsl sl (claily gt b o pulus
LV 9] b o iol38l Glly gt cuad § ey (Sl HLid s b5
QS”B u.’l?ob SB ol uw’blf co>g0 rim)/ OFw c.))‘yo u}l 2 09M$
AT Ad (g (o2 GBS LA

SLSE 5 powye (S g slawle sl ygiw l oolawl § cilu
)'I Uibgr ol )I)é b e Q;I Lol el e pul b,ﬁ.‘; ‘.\;Suo b
5~..~'559J5 (s igee d“b) FRET RN J.’.Wy} b )" o3lis!
Oiigy 3l eolainl b (6,555 (gl )5 cypiomad [V VY] Canl anily o)
ool g 2yl PliwSTe; 4y Comd (6 i Cuoglio 5 (it &S 4 S 655
Pl g oo aidle pailseds)d pdlas jl g &5 olayKe y o
DIF 5 W] canl i

doddo —)

Sy abyy st Mol 4y (S slaggiw 5l eolazl
b S el yios V] €855 Sy BBIS 13180+ Jlu )3 5l opsinss
525 sl 5 ) iloyluly sl 03508 jbosy (S (slagads
LV] Sgy000 8 YU (il duo o b G 4 6Y (sladilo (pizcan
Cuoglio g zww b S 5 S§ ke @ gl i b o pelus SB-
slagygin Sl odlitl [T A8 o oo odild gl st &) s VL
b Olsebl o pd g 2lp ¥ (e By o)l b Sl oo sl
o sl byl dgme 2 ogdle [Flams Gl YA By Sly
Ly calo a2l Cands sl 5l 0550 (loj sl (glagygi
lapgis 3o (R ey Gl 9SS £ A it Sl
09l SB bwg (Sl (Sadygane il 1) 395 b cudils glails
[5 9 0] %4l oo cowd &

S L agalse ;o (glod i 2y)l8 (Ko sboygiv Cpizmed
il (20 Caz 4 (S slagygis jlodlatul 15 (o]Sly) dsine

a.ardakani@eng.ikiu.ac.ir :olslSe )bosge osium 55”



s 5y il cod |y Saiwgss BUI b axhane (claily (ol ygias
St 4 sl SB Gl L] Bdos 5 0008 sy ebiie S5
Sl oolatwl diges Cile (Sole Jd 4 il oS0 (oole )
4 Cuoglio o SiBuus 1 o bl cwmd o iuljel 1y slasly (sla g
sy JSB 4 s it (g & (Jb 3 092 (et £l e sl
e b 0jiie et 3l yipe (slaly i 09,5 51 puicren g el diSunS
D] 2g aslio glado

FaSS55 b osd jguazme (Il slaygins (sl 18, & los] ]
spaze glily gl g Jldy 555 cpl )0 I sl ol wyp ieS
DyS 0 B oy 50 b IS,k Cod erd jpame g ol
SB laie @ Glawle SB5INA] o )Ken g 1pblage Badod ailie
O‘}tn O9Red 61.9]99 55U Baizs cpl Sl o o]yt
D9dise sy Sl (gt 5 S gasgemme (ol Cunglie (gt

B b9, 9 gdlae -Y
MCJLAA—\ -Y

03l yiuw dlas loie 4 65 59,ud gV 5 dwlo I Baiss pl jo
A 0dle] Mo )3 Yo U yhuo cglisie (caildfy (sladus)d 13 yiww S
Oy B 0Ly 551 L Y iy 53 Sid SB LS 3590 00y e
Jodo 1> jiaw S SelSe Slasein A oangS AYe s o515 &
Lol 0L 03)5]\

5 Ml Clasuine 5 gl fygiw 5y gauail Jhged pumen
53)91\’ Jod> oV S o a3l bl iy SB gan4adls

Sl 003

5 ohapatra et al.

Ui b o duco g 00k (glild (sl i jli8, asiS Clddss 4
e s VO] ol 0ads wyp 26 4 W6 (61851 cov (S gs
bl (os 53 GBS opl & sl (5leS e (gt )3 (SiSenS
09,5 o > (KBS so amd 0 g5 ol kBl 9 b gt kb
Sl byl sl (Bl JS8 e (LS Sl S (S (i
Ol 8l oadygane (Siw slagygin cud jl g oy GBS 3 ol
S saggin (535 e b dsgere (B g 2l b b
2 oddygaze (S (g )3 (Sl (LS e b e (Rl
OielS” gl o S92 4 Stttung] leae o B (S ygaso [
9 2l sk Cudsl S e by (5w g Job (alEl ko
(RlasSIg) b oddygae (Siw (g hboo Gl dsgere (5
DIE]55] 00 jganme (g 09)5 & Cannd (535352 200 500k eyl
D Ggiw g SB n AT @59 2 Gl 0l game by
Ol jlodiiygaze (igtw plp WV (lise & (A5 005 jgae (gt
(S yeS Ao oAl jgae (gt ) dg2ge B LA § WS (o 0l 95
OFte & Sl odlijpase (gie b gly Cants oS ol
(hlasSSgy e Gl Ly Casl oS JlusSs) b osd jpane
w0l ypame b )0 pisted Db o odalin (g e Cunds LialS
st Sl WY gl i T Jltb 3Ll 18 b g w50 s yuo
DY ol 0 yguaco
Eilojl glatle]l "Lkl 5 GlSgyee FerA Jlo
Osh 9 b b slaily clagygin 18y Sy sl gl a8
Conglin D9y ) (a4 Wl ploal b (g IIS,L Sl > e
(YVF) TolSan g 1t VAT 59 (b (3905 8Ll 51y gl e
Sty Giday b lols clopygio y Jore )3 gloialesl 6 S
ol Lth St elaiday 51 5 &S K8 domts 9 Lol plos
Ohlen 5 oz [N Wb ldlasMe LB a5 (o gl 3 S
pa)S 18 5 Sk, Sy sl dse gdn dw Jde S (YNO)
ol ol s o8 ol plogl Sttings by b (S slagygi
PSS g Sl (led )3 by b (K sbgie & D9
S 35 S Gy JB g (S g (S (g jlad Il L
)l 4y o)l 3,56 (S calo b (Y+10) T Kan 5 baall [Y-]

gy b sl (slagygin b odd silute o (2 SS9y 2 e OIYD

P S5 S e oo S 0 4 (ST L Sou L
O Sl S asye ¥ by b slaggis )0 5286 gy 2 pp SB

1 Murugesan and Rajagopal
2 Schnaid et al.

3 Chen et al.

4 Almeida et al.

sy



AVY B AFY docio AYAY Jlo @ ojlass dd+ 093 (308 pol (ylyes (awdizs 4 puis

Gl Aild 3 ) duo 0 HO e S  SHKe wlasiw ) Jgus

Table 1. Table 1. Property of bed soil with different fine contents

T, c D, S G, (ariemy (gemy
VIO «IYA AL < INY < [1OY YieY V/FY A

V0¥ < IYY AL < [AD Nivd YieY V/FY \V/AY )\
VIOA i AL «[AY <YV YieY VAt /a0 Y-
V04 «I1ZA AL «[AY <IYY YiZY V/FY Y/-Y A

ey S gaivdinb g gusudilo Wlasico Y Jgus

Table 2. Grain size specification and soil classification of bed soil

v/ Y./ (VA A aloy, oo
ey ey o f AW D,
JVF A Ys VA D,,
ne “Y- -/ “IvY D,
AIV- SIAY FIvY V/FY C,
£/q- \ii2d YIVY VLV C,
SM SM SP-SM SP S gonail
SIS o giw glan Gaivaiub g saisails Slasivw (¥ Jyos e e "
80% b2 ","
Table 3. Grain size specification and soil classification 70% e »
. —— FC=10% 1
of granular materials § oo —5— reoo0% flt
4. 50% —— F(=30% |
5 40% ]
D2 Dl Slasie 30% re ﬁ
20% g il .
VA \IY gr/em?) Sis pgass 39 10% 2 f 7 ﬂ
GP GP \ooo 6.\...)4.9...‘9 O%O‘OOI 0.010 t;‘lOO ( )LOOO 10.000 100.000
- - D (mm
Y/Q YIY (Mm) bails e o3lail Do 9 wglao graild )t o by S gucudils Hloges 1) JSCo
Ogw Hlao
AR \ (mm) baasls Sl o3l D

00 jgame gy pillae Y -Y
adly laS5555 U 1 45 g (5018 puasnn gy Sliasiiia

b talesl 632,20l 5 plosl g, -F Y

oS 05 odlel (6956 4y 2o > Yo U yao caildy lime b (glawle yiun
looslel gz 13l ¥ T L s g s abiges (sdat s oSl

sy

Fig.1. Grain size distribution of bed soil with different
fine contents and granular materials
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Fig. 2. (a) Encased single column model (b) Uncased
single column model
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Table 4. Strength property of encasement material of
granular column
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Table 5. Table 5. Experimental program of direct shear tests

. L) oyim gaie o Cons
Las Lasl B ( o + .
Fhos sl TS bay oy T b gy (8 by, ol
o o Sy (g OF 09,5
D1 00LS ygaze \ . No SC
Y- \as - SCI! )
D, odd e 5. V- 100 . SC22 Y.
VY- V00 ¥seyy v

o gl O/ jlad &y 5 jaie glails gt
ol VY s a5 jate glails gt

asf



AVY B AFY docio AYAY Jlo @ ojlass dd+ 093 (308 pol (ylyes (awdizs 4 puis

odid ygame glails e b ond mdud pws S -V Y
9y p odd ol s Sy gl @ i ol
IS5 53 .ol 00 03y5] jauame juf (glaild g b o o (sladiges
S 5 JSulighS Ve Jleg (5 (sl gt jpis ¥
A gl et jeds ad e s |y &by, calisee yolde byt
e cpn SB o Cund gt S5 gl 5 5VL oSl b
&S sl g Cul oAb dcgasme B § (b Caaglie yiolj8l &
S ol 5l g g Jloy 635,k s )l (gt (5 g Cnglie
2 (B g Cglio YIS (o Ol 393 4y 6yt 690 (Sl
YL gdibiy dop b S 0y cund s @iz S
y9e 150 obileudl Cuoglie Jlo (glys ol osaliie (5108 yiul38l lade
Ly algy g S 53 JBuwlshs Ve Jloy (a5 ) lails ¢yt
opiomed b oo il Yo7l g DO dgus Lol & aoyd Yo cdila
3 s i o oSl e glels (g el s Copus 1 L
Ol 3811 codds i ams (6 Sadcid ) 5 oS pte STB L ¢ i Conns SB-
0le Bl Cunglio cls pl 13 [VO] cunl oads sdmlive (g i Cuoglio
Alsizy g SlaSls 53 007 a4 ¥ 1 JISlyshS N Loy 55 53
il aoyd Yo gailsi, b cbSE 3 Yo/ dgus 4 Vo dgas 5l

b o

(@)

s b plol o i) bl muSos clls 4 aisloj] _ales

5 e b Jloy b o 4 garms s (_JolS 0uS55 5] izl
aoldl 13l o SV gb loj Ky 3 s &S loj b 4L Jlosl ol
by phl 1y G o (ol 2805 5 lisabol e izmon L
5 o] ASTM D3080 3,15kl b gl i 5 sia oo ) s

o g mbs Y
ol gedid iy S -V -V

¥ S8 258 0 ooy SB Canglie il hops I i ol
O 53 (BB oy plp )y 0ddl gl s SB- (b G5 Ol
Ol ¥ S8 53 ams e gl |y JSwlolS £ 5 ¥ N sl Lo
ce a4y goud ypy )lsy (SB gy o pd ]38l L as s S samline
b ey oo (o 15 S &) gyt (2l 53 (S (5w S
Uials Slas Cuoglan g ]38l oxledl Cuwglio cildiy oyl Lyiul3dl
Jloy 25 3 andlcanl 5t VL Jlo g (slo 2 o 31 ol g Ll e
b (il gy wopd (Rl L g el Cuoglie JSulishs Y -
w515 &S s S lojlail &y Jloyi G5 ) &S ol cpl o o] e
e el 31 T Camglia 8 5L i 3y e ) i S
JEwbglS Y JSubolS 7+ Jloy (35 53 (pals JBuwlshS ¥ i)
2 ol JBuwlshS Ve sgie g (JSubglS Y Jloy (i 53 lals
WS (o 025 ) JSbglS Ve Jloy i

(<l
(&)

(%)

FekPadlboy i (@) ¥ kPa oy Lici () V' kPadloy s () ovuid o s S lmilo— i 9 i o ged ¥ JSCi

Fig. 3. Shear stress-horizontal shear displacement of unreinforced bed soil
a) 10 kPa normal stress, (b) 30 kPa normal stress, (c) 60 kPa normal stress)
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Fig. 4. Shear stress-horizontal shear displacement of bed soil improved by GC at 10 kPa normal stress (a) Without fine
content, (b)10% fine content, (¢)20% fine content, (d)30% fine content

Al o Lials i ojdley Cuoglie oy Yoo JI Ve Gl iy ol
O3 b s S1B 5w g Canglie ialS 5 oL Wl o o o e
a8 09 (oo el yiuw SB s ials pl g bl g S gaildsy,
S & o 395 g S5ty Sl (5 13 (5 iaS gy oy
‘asla}i{ O s SBcdls pl 33 05 3g s JSwbelS Ve i )
@Yl (B g Caglio o ol b 9 Gy Jloy G5 ) (>
Dyl Canglie yial3dl )3 (6508 23U (ol Wil g b o o 3Sols g 30
Cowglio p A gl giw gatie paw Cons pl Sl VS

65 lon bl o JBwbslS Yo 5 Ve oy i slacdls o iSlis
Ogiu gate pdaw Cans il L g o sdalin V gla IS5 > oS
s, aoy o Lildl &S Wb o il iShes Cuoglis
2 09l Sy (s g Cooglio o ] e sl §ke Fomly
SB by (S S dal s cpl o cwl SBpeS gladilby ) ds
by oy 3 s ihie VL gailbfy) dopd b SB 4y cans (g0l
b 5l olude (ol & 355 (00 353 4 Ggeliy S Sl 695
Cuoglie degazee IV .l yduy )b o 3YL (sdibpy dopy SB oS

3 o0 Ui 395 5l (6 pen

1 Area Replacement Ratio

a5

Jloy 25 3 SB (oS Caoglio )3 (Slaly (gt jpan S0 S
e gedme (php yl) O JSS 4 dagi b amd oo Ui |y JSlpls Y
395 Cuglie yiSho 4 (6eS JSBpmai )3 9 Ml s 1,
o el Sl V- oy 55 3 8 o b i by
Ld JSb a deg bl gyme8 jlude 5VL sailbn) sladoyd
YY B Ye 290 5l 5 095 o0 S Canglio (yliue iy Aoy ilsél
b Sy e G Sl VF B 0Y s 2y JKbgl
S 3g)5 dylge cpl )3 Cpimen Dl Fpol gy, Mo L SB
Jlossl el 511, gt 5 Slas o5 1bbgo sy oyt S5 4 (3ol
Sl T Jagi 5 > gl G131 e 6 45 o
ol JSaslishS Ve oy 5 b ) a8 (lye 4y S cnd YO,
©Soiane 3l Lais gosge ol e b o il Caaglio ADZ b &S
2 bl ash Slgee opl Jloy bt glails gt oSl 5
Cawd jl g Bl 265 w51yt Bl (glals (g VL oy sl s
A
syvg o, o ojlley Slis Canglis LiuliEl Kby & S
O b3 (S cnl )3 bl oo (g (g Sl &) S cslaily (gt
O 5 yia sl 010 a8 L SC (g oxins (L o b 4y ks
Gl b IS s 3 8 S ollae e o 5l V) ka4 SC2



AVY B A5 doiuo YAV Jlo @ oyl B+ 093 «pusS pwol (3 yas (owrbites &yl

T (kPa)

1(kPa)
T (kPa)

AH (mm) AH (mm)

(&) ()

a5 3y y9as (W) Ve KPa Jlo yi icd 50 ool jguammo (slails yasw b ool godind w0 bulo— (b i 510503 :0 JSCi
Yol gailogy (@) Yol gailogy (@) Vo7 sailo, (<)

Fig. 5. Fig. 5. Shear stress-horizontal shear displacement of bed soil improved by GC at 30 kPa normal stress
(a)Without fine content, (b)10% fine content, (c)20% fine content, (d)30% fine content
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Fig. 6. Normalized shear strength vs. fine content of bed soil
a) 10 kPa normal stress, (b) 30 kPa normal stress)
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Fig. 7. Maximum shear strength vs. area replacement ratio
a) 10 kPa normal stress, (b) 30 kPa normal stress)
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Fig. 8. Shear stress-horizontal shear displacement of

bed soil improved by EGC at 30 kPa normal stress (a)

Without fine content, (b)10% fine content, (¢)20% fine
content, (d)30% fine content
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Fig. 9. Different type of shear failure of uncased and
encased gravel columns [15]
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Fig. 12.Variation of normalized residual strength at
different normal stress due to column encasement
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