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Table 2.1. Geological properties of intact rock in Jeju island (KIGAM, 1:25,000)
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Table 2.2. Summary of test results (Eum, 2002)
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Fig. 2.5. Test results (Nam et al., 2008b)
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Table 2.4. Physical properties of Hallasan trachyte (Cho et al., 2009)

Sengin oty [P e [ Do Tosmmmed] s
(%) (m/sec) | (m/sec) | (g/em?®) | (g/em®)
HST-07 13.731 6.252 2,293 1,595 2.196 2.334 43.824
HST-10 15.385 7137 2,117 1,405 2.156 2.310 41.231
HST-03 16.413 8.014 2,307 1,568 2.106 2.275 34.698
HST-04 18.956 9.086 1,902 1,308 2.086 2.276 20.601
HST-02 18.963 9.141 2,283 1,565 2077 2.266 25.708
HST-13 19.525 9.369 1,981 1,351 2.042 2.233 15.662
HST-11 19.819 9.851 2,367 1,596 2.007 2.205 25.461
HST-12 20.218 9.856 1,358 1,305 2.051 2.254 18.99%6
HST-06 27.050 14.727 1,358 1,295 1.837 2.107 10.514
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(c) Specimen C

Fig. 3.4. Test specimen
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Fig. 3.6. Equipment for tests

Table 3.4. Specification of universal testing machines

z2dvy SGA-B-100PC
249 Type Servo Motor, Auto Return
A4 380V, 60Hz, 3-Phase
AdstF IMN(100 tonf)
dEHE / FaET 10, 20, 50, 100tf (1, 2, 5, 10 kgf)
=R 0.001mm
A o] 52 Stress, Strain Control
A= +0.5%
Eac = 1/10,000
NE&EE 1~50 mm/min
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Table 4.1. Summary of test results for C-specimens

. Surface ] . Unconfined . ElasticWaveVelocity
Sample Dn?d. Dried |Absorption sy Dn?d Specific | Compression Elastic Poisson’s (m/sec)
No. SGpe01f ' | Specific (%) (Eyzasy)| Ll Gravity | Strength blseiilios Ratio

ravity Gravity (%) | Weight (MPa) (MPa) P-wave | S-wave

1 2.591 2.641 1.94 5.01 2.587 2.979 61.41 11,372 0.15 3,451 1,803

2 2.579 2.632 2.03 5.24 2.576 2.965 59.04 16,677 0.13 3,396 2,014

C-D-A| 3 2.600 2.651 1.96 5.11 2.594 2.907 77.45 11,410 0.14 3,547 1,818
4 2.591 2.643 2.02 5.23 2.584 2.954 69.87 14,575 0.15 3,905 2,021

5 2.584 2.635 1.97 5.10 2.580 2.994 59.20 16,130 0.14 3,455 1,825

1 2.627 2.672 1.72 4.52 2.603 3.018 96.090 15625 0.15 4253 2225

2 2.624 2.663 1.71 4.47 2.617 3.040 115.580 16506 0.11 4532 2319

C-D-B | 3 2.617 2.665 1.81 4.73 2.592 3.009 83.020 21916 0.12 4427 2307
4 2.637 2.684 1.76 4.65 2.627 2.999 57.840 34263 0.20 3780 1976

5 2.623 2.671 1.85 4.85 2.594 3.011 60.600 22921 0.16 4324 2211

1 2.321 2.391 3.04 7.06 2.200 2.856 28.890 8270 0.22 3258 1703

2 2.330 2.443 2.62 6.23 2.291 2.859 37.850 13765 0.22 3326 1716

C-D-C| 3 2.381 2.442 2.56 6.09 2.306 2.861 38.100 19741 0.24 3284 1690
4 2.390 2.447 2.38 5.68 2.301 2.945 43.240 32415 0.20 3755 1963

5 2.448 2.504 2.31 5.64 2.367 3.036 73.170 25693 0.18 4258 2206

1 2.598 2.651 2.04 5.31 2.631 2.959 61.92 11,296 0.12 3,215 1,662

2 2.604 2.655 1.98 5.15 2.656 3.026 53.05 14,162 0.14 3,229 1,696

C-W-A| 3 2.580 2.635 2.12 5.48 2.620 3.016 50.81 19,755 0.16 3,144 1,637
4 2.601 2.656 2.11 5.50 2.615 2.938 58.98 14,389 0.16 3,304 1,698

5 2.606 2.661 2.12 5.5l 2.594 2.995 45,51 10,437 0.18 3,014 1,593




Table 4.1. Summary of test results for C-specimens (Continued)

. Surface . . Unconfined

Dried . . Porosity Dried e )
Sample o Dried Absorption 5 Specific Compression

N Specific S i (%) (Buoyancy) Unit G it St th

0. Gravity pecitic 0 (94) Weioht ravity reng

1 2.630 2.683 2.01 5.30 2.654 3.066 53.980
2 2.635 2.688 2.01 5.31 2.633 3.0p4 47.840
C-W-B |3 2.619 2.669 1.92 5.03 2.649 3.020 46.700
4 2.625 2.679 1.90 5.00 2.637 2.986 55.370
5 2.631 2.683 1.98 5.21 2.650 3.108 30.170

1 2385 245 282 672 2361 2987 3547
2 2.415 2.488 2.99 7.23 2.392 2.989 50.300
C-Ww-C |3 2.403 2.468 2.70 6.48 2.141 2.985 34.380
4 2441 25006 2768 6.54 2173 2.8D8 31630
5 2.361 2.435 3.11 7.35 2.083 2919 31.820

_28_

Elastic
Modulus
(MPa)

11444
12393
9999
12516
9609
9011
13161
12657
6632
13192

Pois:
Ra



Fig. 4.10. Test result (T-W-A-3)



Fig. 4.11. Test result (T-W-B-3)

Fig. 4.12. Test result (T-D-C-5)



Table 4.2. Summary of test results for T-specimens

sampte | D08 | Brich” paron Pross| D | s | enel
0 Gravity Gll)‘avity ° (%) | Weight | 2V | (MPa)

1 2.594 2.657 2.42 6.27 2.565 3.020 4.60

2 2.586 2.646 2.34 6.06 2.569 2971 2.80

T-D-A | 3 2.604 2.664 2.30 5.99 2.561 2.986 5.66
4 2.609 2.673 2.43 6.33 2.545 3.040 6.88

5 2.620 2.682 2.35 6.15 2571 2971 4.08

1 2.655 2.707 1.93 5.13 2.613 3.054 3.52

2 2.650 2.708 2.20 5.83 2.627 3.006 3.73

T-D-B | 3 2.659 2.708 1.84 4.90 2.618 2.982 3.52
4 2.650 2.700 1.89 5.00 2.552 3.025 4.44

5 2.635 2.685 1.93 5.08 2.596 3.010 3.61

1 2.313 2.408 4.13 9.54 1.993 2.789 4.24

2 2.504 2.567 252 6.30 2.359 2.858 4.07

T-D-C | 3 2.463 2.524 2.47 6.09 2.324 2.855 417
4 2.439 2.497 241 5.88 2.282 2.832 4.28

5 2.334 2.433 4.23 9.87 2.067 2.905 3.95

1 2.617 2.669 2.00 5.25 2.616 2.966 458

2 2.610 2.666 2.12 5.53 2.624 2.979 3.18
T-W-A | 3 2.607 2.663 2.14 5.59 2.625 2913 3.58
4 2.592 2.646 2.10 5.43 2.587 2.853 5.50

5 2.612 2.674 2.37 6.20 2.625 2.949 477

1 2.633 2.681 1.84 4.84 2.624 3.049 3.65

2 2.621 2.673 1.97 5.16 2.642 3.066 3.56
T-W-B| 3 2.647 2.699 1.97 5.22 2.644 3.036 6.11
4 2.620 2.663 1.66 4.36 2.675 3.095 3.61

5 2.641 2.690 1.85 4.88 2.678 3.082 6.03

1 2.457 2.523 2.67 6.56 2.414 2.895 5.10

2 2.402 2.469 2.79 6.71 2.324 2.851 3.24
T-W-C | 3 2.429 2.494 2.68 6.51 2.354 2.854 3.60
4 2473 2.533 2.45 6.05 2.419 2.928 5.84

5 2.280 2.364 3.69 3.41 2.106 2.995 3.66
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