536 B4 5
2016 4F 10 A

PR3l L5 2 W

Journal of Vibration, Measurement &. Diagnosis

Vol. 36 No. 5
Oct. 2016

doi;10. 16450/j. cnki. issn. 1004-6801. 2016. 05. 008

Mk EF s S In R WA RS §EE

A

R %

(. SBEAEAR AN TR B .211169)

Ex%, HEA?

C. BRI REAS T TERMFH  BFET,210009)

FEE LT a0 b Bk A il A5 R AR S T S0 4, SR T B 0 22 A DU A7 WO TR 5 b A 400 i B R BB - e O A b K
Loul =R =R o SR B R AN ED LA O AR I e DU AR W Ak s . TR T R AR T
K 3T 2% 3 45 R e B A R ) DR R AR B 5 A R 6 L 0 I S A T A A e 4 R R A 2l LT A 2 5 A
B0 3 IO AR KT A% RN 6] R T RO A SRR F2 % 0.8 o AT BRI AR I AL R AR, EER L
JZ I AL TH B 5 3 FH s 19 DL R U S SOARE 280 37 b 1) A 38 9 45 L L B9y 2o A LA 4 X LU L GIE B T 3 R 4544
HA A0 BT e (B AL L I 3T — G I 88 Ak b (A B A R VA 14 1 T 5 T R 2 st Sk 3t 2l 9 O 9 A L LR

J2 AT B AR 7 5 L A B0 I SRR .

KGR R EBRG WAL s MR A S5 s I PR R

hE4ES TU375.4; TU354; THS2

51

il

HT T 3T bl B IR H AR B = S 52 A T
A S sz B T A 20 DRI T A S8 L fR)
SEARZS (A4 o B M T S Tl MR AR R . (HT AR R AR
(Y R R BLR L 58 70 R WL A 9 2 /R R Mgk &%
Fay 2 A 7 L A5 3 RN IR S b B 65 4 1 BT 1 g
C 5l 2 i B R TE

P& 3h 6 1 2 OF 5T T S5 R BURR PERE Y —Fh R
BT B AT AR K L N Ah A B XA [R] 37 M 2
A T 45 K 3R [ 4520 A 4 T 454 i 3 5 3K
R FEATRESE WUAR T — SR AR A A 1 B ST R
AR YA 0 2 R R 2Rl S5 A HUR R BRIk B & R )
TG (AR AL VB b B s A0 7 L RORL TR B L A R 4G
Fy s )2 TR SR SRS sl B A 2
) 2270 SR 5 Ak M BE Y BB 4 L e L A
VR R M Bk 4 o 25 1 4 ik 8 3 A L L 3O
3BT L Ak A Al A B A L EE N 35 s T
RLA% BT » LA Kl 9804 i 25 4 i B S L AL
FCRE AR WAL S o b Mk S 7 o 45 4 i S IR
F18) 1L 72 S AR i 7 =2 I R A ol 45 4 T
5 KA

1 REHE

L1 i#ERAXERE ERMESERERIRT

b A 2R S5 A8 PR B 5 150 A R B Tl R 2 B K
Il I T S0 KRR B B i I i A B oS . X
PRzl R FH 35 E MTS 2 & e 8 fa] iR i 285 42 1l
R4, HEGHRN TR 3,36 mxX 4. 86 m ., K H K
R E1.0 g R AT R NS 285U -/ 1E R
PR 4 B AR R B AT Y 98 i iH sh A AE
5ORAR R G0 R A A M AR

TEASE YA 22 0 AR AL G35 T v, A5 0 b 5 - (1% 3
AW Sy R BT YD S N i AL,
P B A 3 i Sy JUART S BE LSS B N L
B - B R R LT RGE Sy 10 30, fE ALY
M AR R ST R 3.5 m(K) X 1.4 mGE) T
105 m(K) X 42 m ) 1Y A . BER 420 4%
M E R~ 705 mm(58) X577 mm (&), T
121,15 m(F8) X 17. 31 mE) i J5E T 2236 45 4 L b
FE A Bk G A AR R A A L LR T T L SR ] AR
R 2 B REEER L EE R 15 em,
HA M AED + B R 125 em, fERIEE MY AT

x ER B RFLFIE SR BTE (51408281 VLA H AR B 2% 3k 4 ¥F B 5l H (BK20140108) ; Hv [ 1 = /5 Bl 2% 3k 4 9% Bh I

H (2013M540442)
Wk H 91 :2014-08-12 4 [\ H 1] : 2014-10-22



866 W oshom K 5 2 W

%36 &

TIZEEN 12 em. SR FH KUk 6l 24 45 70 3 2 -,
R EIEG )R LR 25 cm, &2 E A
5 HARCK L EREA BT —2E . Al
+ [ 25 7 0 R SE B e B I AE R AR TR
B A8 ho AU L W E 1 iR . ERS A
BT AR AT = e, A R S 5248 C =
2.31. M RAE C.=1.07, KPR % E G.=2.71 g/
em’ B R LB e = 1. 15, S D FLBR L enin =
0.62, 80 LWk F B & WK 2 rw. RH
SUMIT 5 477 % 8 0] 35 A% 5 000 A5 280 by % - 7 °F- 3 57
Ik o o AR b 5 1) SF- 34 B 7] I 9 7E 32X 58 1T S 4 )
H77.9 m/sH1119.3 m/s,

BL A 58 UR IR ED ik -
Fig. 1 Model soil after packing

§ 120

2100 oy

f’é 80 A

@ 60 \

H 40

£ 5 \

Z 9 :

ﬁf 10 1 0.1 0.01
< TR EZE/mm

2 s Bk g e ith £ 151

Fig. 2 Particle size distribution curve of sand
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