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EAR 1:1.5 O/ G (DA%, /i) 2% 7 1|, &
9 10m, £ 359 30m, S 2m, {EARE 1:0.8 O KRS
B (DARE, Rh) 23318 (5 6 1 EIE 9 Tl ikee
KoTn5D) FIELTWS, AllxtRE Lo Eiimi, =
DS Hos/NL 1 ERT, Kt 2 EEToE 3 &7 (Fig. 1) T
BDH, WINOFERM Y, BEEMFT, KOAOFIEITAT -
TELY, KEZL VKN ERT DRI TH D, BHO
FRO Tix, Zih 3 EATOEBRML T, K5 R L
FHUEZ B2VIE EORKIT AR L, AR SR TY
5 &b,
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2.2 EBHOBERE

1978~2017 F=D# 40 FEFICH T 5 WK % Fig. 2 (IR
T, 1978~2009 FFITX G TG E (<X (%)) (K%
¥, 2018) (ZFESWT, F£72, 2010~2017 XM EEAE R
X, R TR P NICER B SR A KRB - AR
VAT L (HHB, 2012) IZHESWTER Lz, O X
D, FEERMMOBEERIY, KIEOFEREO LK 20°C,
9 HIZ 1 TR HZ V) 200mmIs DR %521, AHIiEE
NICHEE LB SN ABRE ChoT 2 Db, £,
EMRER AR B S EOFEIEITH 55,900MI/m?/year, K
T L OFEHEFFE TR 5,400M)/m*year T o 72, Z D Z &
5, EERHAE T SN %OBRARKHE &L, BEFHK
Wk L CRIEBIBICHINT 5 £ B2 bivd, 72k, FEE
WA IR R A 205 6 o3 EE <, Ko B JEERNIC &
ST HFDESNHEETH - 72,

23 YT G LIBEKS— FOBE

AlalH 7Y 7 Uk Y — Bk, BT E R
— hM1FEE (— FF), M2 2% — b2 FEH (3 — b
M BLUK2) Thd, BEFEH, F7) o IiiELE
L W7=FK % Table 12737, 728, WTIhO— MIDW
T, EOMFHBCELS 78 & DOIERNBEME TH Y,
PRI Ch oo, Fin, HEFO L — N OBEA HIEIEE
HTHERINTNWDA, v— FOEEFE, ko0
B BELWE LNEICOWTIE, RATH-7-, BLFT
1%, K — bOREL YT Y T ONLEIZOWTART,

2.3.1 L—FF %%

Y—hF F X, A7 4 o RBWEBET T X Fv—
(Thermo Plastic Olefin : TPO) % Eksy & L7-diKky — T
BB, TPO MK — ML, TPOIZRY =F Lo flisy a7
LY RLEBDITK 2% DI —RU T T v 7, LEREOEE
EA, 3 L OEELBSIEAIZ L 7- TPO (PE &) &,
RIS Y D ERERY Fur' L& Lz TPO (PP R) &
IRy END (EBEA S BT 4 v 7 AP AR
FA TV UERERRS, 2009), ARIFHERGE L-v
— hFiX, TPO (PPR) THDH, A—H—Dh ¥ v &kt
LU, 20— bR E LT, THERIMERYE, MiHBErE,
MHEVEAEE, iAo D, kDS & 0 2
PRI D, BWZREN NS IBRNBRZET D, s
BANTED, RENFTFLN TV D, A TEHIEEM
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Fig.2 il (- <iXh)
Hythergragh (Ttsukuba city)

DEBRMITIEL, 1999 FEITHE L X4, 2017 RS T Lo
OIS FENRE L T D,

2.3.2 I—FNOEFHE

v— kML, 7F /=L (Isobutylene-Isoprene Rubber :
IIR) t=FL 7oL V=% /) ~— (Ethylene
Propylene Diene Monomer : EPDM) % F:f%47 & 92 Ml =
LROY— T D, RERFENRID 722 <, F#kT
THUZ X <BREL, MHEMED LW &0n, B Bk E
DN—T 4 > 73— bR, REMETKIOMEAKS — e L
T, KKHAWLATWD (HBETA Y T 4 v 7 A%R
AAKES A A v 7 L R ES, 2009),

SRR T2ERF M 0 SR 1, 1987 FITHE TS h
2017 FERERUCHE L7225 30 2380 LTV 2,

2.3.3 U— K2 ot

v — bk K214, TIR & EPDM % Efksy &3 5k = 2 5%
Dy—FThbH, MiLFERBIOERFMEZ—F M &
FEECTH DD, A—D—NE2->TN5,

2.3.4 YUTYUIuE
K — bhOY 7Y TLiE % Fig. 3 1R,
U—bhFIE, ZhETELT T o 7EgESh T
W, Y T, RO KA L 0 BN B B
FNSDOHRTHLN, AFOEEBENGNCTHZ EEE
e L, REMILOEIERMNOY T ) v T & To T,

Table1 H> 7Y v 7 LTzlky — b OFEH
Specimen type of geomembrane

W 5 A3 hoTY T .
S B S DY PN
— e PSR} ) - VAN IV R A:A
v—hF TPO*! ) 18 WAL p
— kM
f/ b IR *?+EPDM** N 30 It [, UK, KH
— M K2

1 TPO: AL 7 4 U REAENET T 2 < — (Thermo Plastic Olefin)
¥%2 IR : 7' F /L= A (Isobutylene-Isoprene Rubber)
¥%3 EPDM: =F L7 mt'LrYxr%E /) ~— (Ethylene Propylene Diene Monomer)
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= MMBIORK2OV T U AENE, kb B E
Z DAtk () O, RALOIRBRN RS 25 EUK,
RALOIEHR X 0 RISV AR O 3 T E Lz, i L5
EHPNC > 7 v SRR ERE S, ARITEN TV
Doleb DD, TOT—EPMEESN TN, 22T, 4
EIOFHET — & & TOEORELRILETAE LT,

2.4 HBEELLURERAE

REREENE, ZhE Ok L CHEMSN TE51EMR
&, RMTERMICY, BIZR S & Lz, BIIETE &3 K UMY
IONE, JIS K 6251 : 2017 (UM = & K OB AT = 2 —
IR DOR D FF) (TS EEN L7z (Fig. 4), 51ERR
WCHWBRBIKORRIZ L >~ 3 BE L, 500mm/5y D
TR FE I CRBR A AT o 7o, I ONE, S50
PR R SR 20mm RIS ORE A 2 3% e L, WNTELRT OO
R E B CoAl- 7o, 5128 S 1L, JISK 6252:2017
(mm:A&Uﬁﬁﬁﬁ:A—%ﬂﬁéwkbﬁ):%d
& FEhi L7z (Fig. 5). SIZEBRICH W D 3BRIKO IR ILE)
DiAI T ANIRNT 7 VIERER R & L, 500mm/5y D28
P FE BB CRBR 1T o 72, Bl BR It U 72 B (A 5 n 1 X
3LLEEMET B L DICE DT,

o8, TRy — MORFHMEE, — NS
OB LUAE (FIESm, a—I ) Tho, lEHm e

R i s

Fig. 4 5liERER

Tensile test

Fig. 5 75|Z a5

Tear test

FEOERGMTH L, FEFHE LI — ML, TXTK
W R & 125 5 & BRFRHIN—8T 5 K5 R
nTns,

3 HBERELUEER

PUFCIE, 3 FEHOMEAK > — b ORERE RISV Tl
T 5, FRBRICE > THELNERBRE T L DT —» (il
EALFAMR) 13 LTI 5, ek, B — FoilE
DREFERICOWTE, BT —20, K, Bk, K
OXBNTAAICFER & L TEES b0, BF
WE TR DR, BRI 7)) o A, BB, 4%
ABRICIB T 2 i EANBAR 2 & DR e 7 — Z AR 2
LObLH oI, TO, BRI HREEE (REHR ORER
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EOYIHEIZ T 2 ER) OBERTIE, FMlT — 28R Table2 — Ik F OFRIRS - HATRFR R
WA, BT RS EOIMER R — L5, oE Tensile strength and elongation at break of geomembrane F

TEIEE T2, PIMER AR b 0%, hE e s EER B e 20174 1990 4F iR
5= e b Ui gppp T I 201TE o) (o)

14.6
3.1 ¥— FF OHEBEER R __1BS 143 667
v— b F OKAER A BRI LR O8RS, Tk =
RO, 512858 & O —F % Table 2, 3 (2R3, BRF A, 148 148 69.1
B 711 D B HRER & & AT NS DT, il LIRFE S0t e 155 "
L7238 — 2 Bk STz, Ziuh ZHHiE & A 14.6
L, RRETH OB ET 5 EARERREE L LOR i —a8 0 701
LTW5, 7ok, FIRMSITONTIE, HIHIT —2 370 70
Slefzih, BE U I EEYEMEL B L, REEERE R LT, . 126 132 61.7
o 13.0
3.1.1 B3RS (N/mm?) _ U4
EFHFOER ST, AL 143Nmn’, WL Fm e 1020
14.8N/mm?, F§AE 15.0N/mm?, dbiEiE 13.2N/mm’ Th 1, 177
EFHMAEELTIE 143 Nmm* CTh - 7=, EFHFMICD w161 173 101.3
WTIE, BRZRLZIT 5 B2 BN AIER M bIED - 18.0 -
fi & 755 72, — 7, 071100 B4R S 1, Ui 17.4N/mm?, e e 0
PEYER 17.3N/mm?, FiEH 16.7N/mm?, AL E 15.9N/mm?’ T T
HY, EHFEAEETEEE 16.8 N/mm? Th - 7=, 1EHFHIZD 174
WTh, dbEmEA R BIRWE S 2o 72, PIMEIL, RF L 148 159 932
[ 21.4 N/mm?, 51 17.1 Nimm?> Cdo 7= = £ b, BF gs
HEOBERSIFIRE KT L, EHAOBIERSE, b & T ool
FTUET Ly, HDWIRIEIEIOMERE 2 M L T s
BRERL BT, 765
[} 730 752 91.3
. 760
3.1.2 BFEHU BT 763 823
SIIERBRFE O B T M OREMIRR ONE, SEHE 742%, B 715 743 90.3
VEIEI 752%, FEEI 743%, dLiEm 730%CH Y, BT 750
FIEREHTIE 742% Th -2, EFHEIC>VTE, dt 74
PR b ISV & 72 72, 7, WA ORI, s = s
WL 737%, PEVETE 747%, FEUEE 782%, Abikd 722% O e
TH0, EHARKTEETE 4% Tho, Ehmes 0 w70 737 842
WTh, dWEmEPRBIRVE LS o7z, MIHMEIR, BFH 740
111 823%, WE 71 875% C o o7z = & 10>, WA REMTIE . — s
OO T, BEFHEOBMRIHOLY HF LN &R B s
IS inoTe. & 790 875
2] 775 782 89.3
3.1.3 51k ;jg
BEFHMOGIRBS L, HIEH 87.9N/mm, 7HiLIH 700 72 825
84.IN/mm, F§{%M 86.4N/mm, AJbLi%EAE 89.0N/mm H Y, £ T s

FIHHAERFEETIE 86.IN/mm TH -7z, BFHHITHON

T, JbEEARbEVEE Rote, —J7, Ehmo5 |4

MRS, AT 84.3N/mm, PEIEM 76.7N/mm, FIVEE & B FLTCWER, B - @GR OBEE e MREIL A
89.7N/mm, Jtikifi 87.5N/mm TH 0, WWHARAELEETIE by, LW ORERIZR T,

84.6N/mm T 7=, WEHFIIOWTIE, FEIEmAKD &

WEZRL, AT 2 FEICEVMEZ R LTz, 51858 E 3,14 {REFE

WOV, FIMIESFHI SN CniRdoiciow, hHxn SRR S, BRI ONC DWW T, IME L o B R R
JHED 103N/mm Z#HIE L R Lz5a, BT, EhHIN  AREMICER LR Fig. 6 |73, MIZRaSnd &
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I, BFHMZOWT, 55RIE S RFFERIE 60~70%I2 (K
TLZb OO, BEHIRH OO EREERITN 90% % HERE L T
2o —, BHEOHIEIZSNT, BIEBRSITIEEAL
WIHMEREZHERE L T Dy, ORI T LEZRRETH Y, K
W OND R S 80%LL A MERF L Tz, 72038, Al
OFERTIE, SIRBS & aEWR i OO PIMES, EFJ7M
B TRELS BT, EFERICTD L, E
FHIA LR E DENKE L ot

FIZBR SR L O, REFR & L CIRIEIE 80%2L EoofiE
DELNTWD, 12770, ZOREIIWHEE B % 0 7l
ELTND 720, FEEOSIZHRS OYIMIEILZZ Bl Ld -
FboEHENS, 2O b, EREOMRFRITIEL
K FT 260 Ebihs,

SIS ADEE

— MR LTI, HERMALO®ER L0 7Y
VT ERATY, HORERHRT LI EEHNE L,
Table 2, 3 3 XU Fig. 6 DFERND, HHEEZITLT N E
Ez2 N HA0ER T, IR E, MR OISR b I
VMEZ R L, BIERS ITEVMEE R TS R s, o
72U, FAOC X D PERRIR T O 2 X B R R O B AR
HHRETEHRWEbILE, 2, 7Y Lk
ALY Fig, 3 128 L7z X 9 ISR OISy CTdh -
&, FREABICARNEESL L ON RN DD
TR L D HEORBENE LIS WRHETH -T2 &

Table3 < — FF OF[HRS
Tensile strength and elongation at break of geomembrane F

et
Rk

2017 4¢
(CF-H4iE)

1990 4 fREF=R

RF/MR HHL O %)

2017 4£

88.2
R 88.7 87.9 85.4
86.9
82.5
i) 86.5 84.1 81.6
83.2
88.3
5] 82.1 86.4 83.9
88.8
92.5

o 87.2 89.0 86.5
Gl 815 103 LL k=

R 5.0 Cira=24
(N/mm) _— fiE)
R 82.6 84.3 81.9
85.4
81.9
[ic} 75.7 76.7 74.5
_ 72.5
B 88.7
k) 92.1 89.7 87.1
88.3
86.4
1t 89.0 87.5 85.0
87.2

T

FEAbND, BlEkE, SBROMERRE L > THIET %
&L BT, HEFROHRIRER R ST K D EHEIEIC LD
MBbBELEZ D,

3.2 —FMNOHEBRER
S, WK, K OFREREE % Table4, 52T,

3.2.1 5l3RmARE
FEFHEOFER S, &5 7.1N/mm?, B27K 10.0N/mm?
K 9INMM* Th -7, —F, EHAOSERSIE, K
1 73N/mm?, BAK 9.1N/mm?, /K 8.9N/mm’ T - 7=, #]
B IE 10.7N/mm? & DOFLERME STV, EFHm
MBI ARATH -T2, ZOFERND, KT, Bk
KL L THIERSBET LTS Z EB00 -5
7=

3.2.2 HEREEEY

EFH OB O, KA 210%, 2K 308%, KT
368% Cdh o 1=, F 7=, TRJT 1A OAZKTFH ONE, 205%, 275%,
373% ThoT-, BIIRRS & RIEE, BRI KoUK & ik
LCRTOMERIE T RETL WD Enx b,

3.2.3 5IHmmx
EFHImo5|3450 X%, KA 41.1N/mm, 2K 46.4N/mm,

—o— k- EF —x—1T-W
—o— - BT xR
—o— HEF  xe- KR
—o— - EF  -x-- 0
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80

5 SRR (%)

70
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100 ]

.y
....E!&:g
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e W IRE A O F R (%)
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0 5 10 15 20

MR (5F)
Fig. 6 51950 & 36 K OMEIETRIF i ' D PR Fp

Retention rate of tensile strength and elongation at break
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Tabled4 < — kM O5[IEMRE « fEHHGH O

Tensile strength and elongation at break of geomembrane M

WERE R T/E BRIRGLE 2017 47

2017 4F
CEEIE) (R1E) (%)

1987 4= A%

K 384N/mm Thotz, 72, WEITMOFIRMEIL, K
F1 45.0N/mm, "™2/K 48.8N/mm, 7K' 41.6N/mm T > 7=,
WS AT 33.3N/mm (2R LU CHRED LA L7228, 5l
MRAR S, MR O OFE RO K o1, [PECE L < e

7.1 .
B N (i} 7 o
" 69 11 6.4 KT EA THDEAIEA BN o T,
73
10.2 3.2.4 BEZE
BFomk 1020100 9.1 L I M OBIEER S, BEHFEINTY, 51Z5R S ORER 7
9.5
9.0 HIn % Fig. 7 (2”7, 723, BEYH 10 F£FCTo@bT
58 Ag 92 8l 85.4 — BN — 2T VR DRE R LTINS, S— h
. jf 107 —— M OFREERRIL, JI2RE 2RO TC, BEMIETFT5
(N/mm?) S 69 73 68.0 RS R ST, KR, RFH R OB ORI,
7.8 ZOMMBAABRICHER TE e, £, T—% 7y MIUT
8.8
| Bk 9l 91 84.8 Table5 — b M 5|25 X
9.3 - Tear strength of geomembrane M
9.2 ] o 2017 4F 1987 4F {R§FeR
7J\<|:F[ 3.8 8.9 83.6 4@@@@ E:J:/IIJEE BKH‘X{M‘IE 20174:'5 (E;Zy/:ﬂﬁ) (%)]ﬁ;%ﬁ) (%)
8.8 383
L 210 & 40.8 41.1 123.5
A 200 210 37.0 443
i?o 138
5 EF Bk 51.0 46.4 139.4
BF Bk 315 308 544 ’ 46.5
5 — 355 —
o K 370 368 65.0 - K 40.7 38.4 115.2
TR IE 360 3 & 388 333 ———
(36 190 507 T (N/mm) 43.6 '
(%) /;U:P 205 205 362 mm /)%\L"' 462 450 1352
220 453 L
260 50.6
& LN 275 275 485 = B2k 46.1 48.8 146.5
290 49.7
385 41.0
7K H 360 373 65.8 K 41.0 41.6 124.8
375 427
140 e 140 e 160
%130 x Mk ;\E 120 X 1827 = 140
%120 o ki ; 100 RQ o ki <o jﬂzﬁg -
¥110 e B 100
Eloo & 50 b\o\f % 80
% xo\ ¢ |lao 5 60 S ? b
@ X ® & ~o- L 60
ux 80 & 40 ;5% 40 —o— K
= 70 £ 2 % 20 x BN
60 © = 0 0 LI i
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
TR AT (4F) MR () R AR (A7)
140 — 140 — 160
130 . E;;E 2120 : ;@wﬁ 140 X
3 = 7J( X 8
<120 LI SiL| QTS o k| <120
@110 F g [ 100 ¥
2100 % E ° Z %0
% B 60 X 60
& 80 i 2w v 40 o &uh
= 70 | = 9 = x Bk
60 ? ® 0 © 0 ok
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
IREEHIM (42) WREEHE (47) IR (42)

Fig.7 ¥ — F M OBFEYMEORESR (LB BF M, FEB : wHm)

Retention of physical properties in geomembrane M (upper: machine direction, bottom: cross-machine direction)



N, & ok, Wi B, IEREE, SRRl REMRE S o KRk S — D omiZ L 87

DI NE DO, ZORNEBEH LY HIARKF O AG R
SERRER, WA OMRRFR & b EWMEZ R L, KA
T AR — ME, KPS THEOETITELHT
D ENfER SN,

K[PIAEET DA — N T, FREH% 10 FFE TOM
IZAE U DMK TR E W, BEFE 10 FHROHK— o
PEREIE, BI9RIR S REERTHI 80%, MW OVMREFR TH
60% A8 N L7z, —JF, SIZ8BRs1L, BEMMomme &
HIC AL, BB 10 FFH T, REFRIT 120% & 7> T
%, = bMIE, BREICLVELL, HOREDBETFT S
METHLEE2LND,

WEEE 10 4ELIRE I, WEEE 18 4E THI9ETR SRR N
LTWAEOO, BT 30 FORRE TR, K TO5[EM
SRFFEN T0%LL T & 7o Tz, Fiz, R R ONIE T T
40%LL T & otz

MK > — b OMANERHi N> R 7 v 7 ) 2k D L, i
W ONDZE LR (R ZE bR = | SRR IR OO AT O —
TR OV DI | TR DN 1) 1 0.6 &8

Table 6 < — b K2 O5[RME - AEWTIEH O
Tensile strength and elongation at break of geomembrane K2

y s (o Lo 2017 HE 1987 A fREFER
BRI RFE BRIRALE 2017 4R CEBIED) GO (%)

25BN TRIYINKREL 2D, iU, Rk
0.6 ZBADHT-DWHEOBALN AR K E L IR DB
BHHWITIHL R LN D, R OB REO O LD &
LT, FrMZbE 0.6 ZFFAMORL LB DL LN TE
L, EREnTns (HBVAY BT 4 v 7 AFEAR
KA AT VBN ER S, 2009), 2O HZIT LI2H
S &, = KM D 30 FH OB OO RHEE( LT,
KEETHM 0.63, KHIEM 0.64 & 700, FFREA B X
LR E Ip ol —Ji, KHPTCIX, BFIM 035, 1EHH
034 THH, ZOHWHEEZ LN ZE, KFlZho7v
— hE, FF06IZELTELT, WEFLELTWDHIR
Blzhsr VD,

KRERBAE R ZRET 2 &, A T2Irge e cl @t
BrEicr— b M T, KT OHERHEIT LTV &,
B XV BIEBS AME T2 & & big, MO %
NI P 2R 2 &, IBFEICL Y BIRRE R
FRFTDHZE, EOOFEERTZIERHLMNE R ST,

3.3 — K2 DREREER
A, UK, KT ORERFE S % Table 6, 7 1277,

3.3.1 5liRsR
EFHFMOF5EME XL, A F 8.2N/mm?, B27K 10.0N/mm?,

8.3
K 3.1 8.2 88.3 JKH 9 7N/mm? TH-o7-, —F, WEHFHDO5IERIIE, &
8.3 71 7.5N/mm?, 27K 9.3N/mm?, /K 9.3N/mm? TH > 7=, #)
9.5 WL, BT LR ROKBITRNTH - 25,
BF omk 10.2 10.0 106.8 _ o }
01 9.3N/mm? & DOFEFNFE S LT, TORRND, KR
9.8 K OFIRIR S, 30 23500 L CHIRITHIME & 2L
5138 K 190'22 97 1044 TRV b oo, KR TEHIIERS METFLTNS Z LN
& 7'5 93 ——— ol
R .
(N/mm?) & 73 75 80.4
7.6
9.6
w 27K 9.1 9.3 99.3
9.1 - Table7 +— h K2 05| %4 &
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Load-displacement curve of geomembrane F (north slope, left: tensile test, right: tear test)
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Load-displacement curve of geomembrane F (south slope, left: tensile test, right: tear test)
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Load-displacement curve of geomembrane F (east slope, left: tensile test, right: tear test)
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Load-displacement curve of geomembrane F (west slope, left: tensile test, right: tear test)
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Table A1

— kN M OFFEERPE ORRAEZAL

Changes of physical properties due to ageing on geomembrane M

WELRRE R

BRI i

1987 4£
(W)

1988 4

1990 4F

1994 4¢

1997 4

2005 4F

2017 4F

2017 4£
(i)
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51 9EsR &

&

2K

K

9.71

9.41

8.73

9.02

9.90

7.05
6.89
7.33

7.09

10.19
10.16
9.49

9.95

(N/mm?)

27K

K

9.02

8.96
9.21
9.21

9.12

10.68

7.10
6.85
7.84

7.26

8.78
9.14
9.25

9.06

9.17
8.78
8.83

kT

T MTRF OF

27K

K

491

417

378

337

268

210
200
220

210

315
315
295

308

430

375
370
360

368

(%)

25/

K

507

190
205
220

205

260
275
290

275

385
360
375

373

rF

514 &

27K

K

40.2

41.2

41.2

38.3
40.8
443

41.8
51.0
46.5

46.4

355
40.7
38.8

38.4

(N/mm)

K

43.6
46.2
453

45.0

50.6
46.1
49.7

48.8

41.0
41.0
42.7

41.6

#1978~2005 4E Dl I3 LIE D I
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Load-displacement curve of geomembrane M (under waterline, left: tensile test, right: tear test)
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Load-displacement curve of geomembrane M (above waterline, left: tensile test, right: tear test)
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Table A2 < — b K2 OFFEMFREEDORAEZE L

Changes of physical properties due to ageing on geomembrane K2

WERE  RFME PRELALE (:‘4)9]2;\;%) 1988 4% 1990 4F 1994 4% 1997 4F 20054 2017 4F (Zﬂ%;g)
8.32
b 9.51 9.71 8.53 8.92 7.85 8.11 8.23
8.27
9.53
EF B2k - - - - - 10.21 9.96
10.12
9.81
K - - - 9.02 - 10.18 9.73
SRR < 9.19
(N/mm?) 9:32 7.51
S - - - - - 7.32 7.49
7.63
9.56
M 27K - - - - - 9.07 9.25
9.13
9.48
K H - - - - - 9.34 9.29
9.04
240
S 452 407 382 295 170 210 213
190
270
EF 2K - - - - - 265 270
275
325
K H - - - 395 - 340 333
T IRE A O 07 335
(%) 240
i - - - - - 220 228
225
235
& BRIk - - - - - 260 255
270
310
KH - - - - - 325 312
300
38.2
b 31.4 343 34.3 324 - 36.1 36.5
353
419
EF 2K - - - - - 42.9 4.8
43.7
37.9
K H - - - - - 39.0 37.8
CIE LR 36.4
(N/mm) 284 294
A - - - - - 32.9 32.4
34.8
41.7
& L/ - - - - - 39.1 40.1
39.5
37.9
KH - - - - - 40.5 38.5
37.1

*1978~2005 4EDE LI D Ix
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Load-displacement curve of geomembrane K2 (above waterline, left: tensile test, right: tear test)
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Load-displacement curve of geomembrane K2 (waterline, left: tensile test, right: tear test)
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Load-displacement curve of geomembrane K2 (under waterline, left: tensile test, right: tear test)
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Table A3 *— I K O FEMILRFME ORRFLEAL

Changes of physical properties due to ageing on geomembrane K

SN - RIS SN B HLEK Y — b oL

ERE BRME BREUE (;;ZZHE) 1974 4F 19774 19824F 19874 1997 4F 2002 4F 2017 4E
S 9.90 10.40 9.60 9.40 10.50 — —
EF UFIN 9.90 9.80 10.00 10.10 9.40 9.70 — —
BB X K 9.50 10.70 9.80 7.70 9.40 8.50 8.0
(N/mm?) K 9.40 9.90 8.70 8.50 10.20 — —
g Ak 9.30 9.00 9.50 9.80 9.10 7.90 — —
K 8.90 9.70 9.30 9.10 8.20 9.80 7.60
NG 495 480 435 370 440 — —
EF IR 520 495 490 465 405 445 — —
Wi O K 535 505 475 390 470 413 412
(%) NG 510 500 450 380 490 — —
7} BRIK 560 500 510 495 430 415 — —
K 540 520 485 475 480 423 423
S 27 34 35 37 28 — —
EF K 30 27 32 34 34 23 — —
B 2 X K 27 31 32 27 29 23.4 315
(N/mm) S 27 34 34 31 29 — 28.0
& K 33 27 32 32 34 28 — 28.0
K H 28 31 32 33 26 27.0 28.4
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Load-displacement curve of geomembrane K (left: tensile test, right: tear test)
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Physical Properties Change of Various Rubber Geomembrane
Exposed for Long Term

KAWABE Shohei*, MORI Mitsuhiro** , ASANO Isamu*, KAWAKAMI Akihiko* and
KANAMORI Takuya*

*Facilities Maintenance and Management Unit, Division of Facilities and Geotechnical Engineering

**Planning and Cooperation Section, Department of Planning and General Administration

Abstract

Institute for Rural Engineering, NARO constructed several experimental ponds to evaluate the durability of
waterproofing geomembrane sheet and has performed various physical property tests. In this study, tensile strength,
elongation at break and tear strength of three kinds of geomembranes, which have been exposed at experimental ponds,
were obtained and the tendency of deterioration was grasped. In a geomembrane mainly composed of thermoplastic
resin exposed for 18 years, test pieces were sampled from part above waterline. The longitudinal tensile strength
decreased to about 60% of the initial value, while the other physical properties have been kept 80% or more. On the
other geomembranes mainly composed of vulcanized rubber exposed for 30 years, the tensile strength and elongation
at break decreased to about 80% and 40%, respectively, while the tear strength increased to 120%. This trend was
striking in the part above the waterline, compared with the part at the waterline and underwater. The elongation at break
showed a clear tendency to decrease with the passage of time, so the elongation at break is the important index for

diagnosing degradation of the geomembrane.

Key words: geomembrane, Ethylene Propylene Diene Monomer, exposure test, durability, tensile strength, tear

strength, elongation at break
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