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RN A KRR BT 5 2 LA R—=F AT
)— b (POC) OKRELIEBTH S, POC % KE AL,
wibith, &2 OFEmREZZ SISHEH L Tw L zolid,
POC WS % @3 2 i O LIRS 2 LED D 5,
HEIZPOC BB AKDMNER SR E T LHEEIE, T
NOBIKAR L FTEROEBREASNICT D I EHPEET
Hbo

HHAZT > 7)) — b TFRe (2003) 1I2£5 [R—F
A3y )= oEKEBAE (%)) 12X, poC
D FENRFFENE AR ALK LD CEARREIZ X ) B
flichzd, L2L, ZOEBRIIBITZEKIBDEMTIE
03UTEEOLNTWEDATHY, WL R EMIZ
IRENTW Vv, Tbh, B 5K S N72E KR
Bt & o & 9 HERA R CIrb N 72 BRE T H 5 2R
Thhbo 72, BKRAMH 0.3 LLEDOTEIIZOWTIE—
IR EN TV, DF D, POC OEKRER T %
V3 # P 22 KA L IZ 3 L 72 b O TldZe <, Bk AL
503 L EoOEICBT A POC % il 3 4 fiLic B3
BIEHIEIRD TL R WODHIRTH 5,

—H, POC |- 7= ZZ/REE A2 B3 2 8d 5\ i
WA BT IA HiFH 20 B KA EC I B 1T 5 E KR A
FESITEY, WNEBE @B %O BIKA A & 5 #
DOBRIIIERIC 25 Z ERME SR TWDE (BES
1970 5 #I 5, 2000). Z2RRfEE AT K < AL A R A G
T RN B OBERICR S &L, POC %@ §
BFAUZDWT S BIKARE & ik o BRI % 5

* i e B IR A A T 5 2

SFRL214F 1L A5 H B
F—U—F:RK=52ar79 -1, EERFN, KIEEE
FEAREER, BIKAE, T, Ergundi,

K
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LEZOND, FEEE, BIKABLA 0.08 ~ 0.75 O #iFH 12
BT % POC O EKAEED S POC % @83 2 i OBk
L TR DO BRIZIFRIC 2 5 2 Ll S Tw b
(HARZT > 7)) — b LS, 1995)

ARWFZE T, G M N ZEPRER A 72 5 POC K O
B HEAOMERE A ER L, AT L ICBK A % 22
b &7 EARALEKHERZ 1T, k2 Wl 2
DB L EOBEBREHSL 22T 5, S5I2, b3
L2055 B CTRURME % 88 3 2 S AL o 1 LT e 2
ELTHWSNS Ergun DIEARETR (Z#5, 1981) %
POC D E/KA) AL — FRd AR IZEA L, POC ONER % 8
W9 5 MN OB — iH LR % POC D22 O
BN SHEET L2 ETFTVROERE AL, BB,
RWFFEIZ BT 5 POC ik % B3 2 fLiti, POC @
PEBDSSEAI KR S TV A IREE (FafTIRAE) %X
& Rl I

I R—5RIVIU—REEBT DRNDKE
BREE

POC it & {4 N2 UM 4 HEAR % 56F G2 52 K 2 22 B 7K B
Bratrv, EEOBIKAR & REORRE KD 72,

1 EBRAE
a EEROBME
Table 1 |25 — A% /R$, MHEMIE5 S, 647,
7%, HEI 7)) — MEM (DN RCEM EMES) K
O3 FHMOSHETH S, BHOFHRAED ((F/h
SRR 2, DUFHIUSE MR L IESR) O
FfiX 0.19 ~ 1.65cm TH 5o ZEfi=E% 10 ~ 30% D[ T
3~ 4B WAL S 47 POC Lk 2 B L, #halfk 1
K7z 0 BB Z 7 ~ 8 BB AL S CEKRMENE
KBRZ ATV, W% @83 2 N OB/KAR & itk o
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Table1 F2Bisr — A
Experimental conditions.

Table2 -HH ¥
Physical properties of the aggregates.

FEy | e AR SR SR

S | gy | B | | B | ki | Bk
[%] | [mm] | Z&JBE

€50 L

C51 | 54 1320 | 10

C5-2 POC 20

C5-3 30

C6-0 B EAR

Cé-1 | g4 513 | 10

C6-2 POC 20

C6-3 30

C7-0 B EAR

Cr-l | 72 255 | 10 | 30~ |015~

cr-2 PoC 20 | 250 | 125

C7-3 30

RC-0 HF AR

RC-1 10

i RC 5-15

RC-2 bOC 20

RC-3 25

RC-4 30

S3-0 B AR

s3-1 3;:; 238 | 10

s32 | H® | poc 20

$3-3 30

HAL
MR AR | EREE
(%] | BE= | [%]
[kg/m®]

Fiz | Mz
[g/em®] | [glem?®]

B | A

5 | [mm]

5% |13-20| 2.67 2.65 0.71 | 1,632 61.0
67 5-13 | 2.66 2.64 0.73 | 1,697 63.7
75 255| 266 2.64 0.75 | 1,657 62.2
RC 5-15 | 2.47 2.33 5.88 | 1578 64.1
Ry 3%5 | 238 | 262 2.60 1.30 | 1,621 63.1

I LA, EREFRIIRE TOMNER, BAAE YR
FEWD O AL ESHETOME D, TOMIEI TN, 7L —%
i

Table3 FifE
Mixture proportions of POC.

PR RO D, b, BMEAR D FERORB T EET %
b {EREMR
FEMOWENEE % Table 2 12773, 5, %, 6%, 7
BRI I G E ORER 2 B & 5, RC
FEMHZar s ) - MLOBR AN E T 5. 3 5EMIL
WEBEMEECTH L, LAY MISHF B (% 3.04
glem®) %, RAFNIEY HIVE VBT — 7 R E MRS
AE J#KH & F v 72,
c EAEH
B OERELSEM P OEREE R, ZHEC
HGol:—A MNEEEEHE L, POCORAEEITS 72,
M OFERELXBIET HMIERRIE10 & Lz (HARD
v 7)) — N4, 2003), FiiFEx Table3 12”7,
d HEFOERKRVOEREDOHETE
2 55 Y v b VoS o RIBREFREE I S 2 L,
1Ny FH720 40 ) v MV THIRBE Z21To 72, RS
i, CHAEH + 14 ok) — B0 #IRYE) — (LA~
MEA) — (0 HHIRE) — () D 34 OKEA) —
(120 Ao €) — (HEH), DIHIZAT- 720 Y /S84 7
(N 108mm) WIZEE 2 §E®, fiE O, & S48 20cm
OMREMRAZ MR L 72 #EDHEE, 5%, 65K
ORCHGAMATIZIRBICEED, KEE L EET 25 1%
&7 (Figld 1) 72721, HAZEZER=E30% D 6 75
KOS RC A TIE, MM &0 CRNg 7

iy
TR | o | i | WIC | R (om) | g
b | AR o) (kg/m®)
(%) wW|cCl|G
C5-1 10 133 | 477 |1,632 1.4
C5-2 5% 20 87 | 312 |1,632 0.9
C5-3 30 41 | 148 1,632 15
Cé6-1 10 120 | 427 |1,697 13
C6-2 67 20 74 | 263 |1,697 0.8
C6-3 30 28 99 1,697 0.5
C7-1 10 126 | 452 |1,657 1.4
C7-2 75 20 28 80 | 288 |1,657 0.9
C7-3 30 35 | 123 |1,657 1.2
RC-1 10 120 | 427 |1,578 1.3
RC-2 RC 20 74 | 263 1,578 0.8
RC-3 25 51 | 181 |1,578 0.5
RC-4 30 28 99 |1,578 1.0
S3-1 A 10 124 | 442 |1,621 13
S3-2 35 20 78 | 278 |1,621 0.8
S3-3 30 32 | 113 |1,621 1.1

L—% (JREj%L 150 ~ 180Hz) (2 &V 2@ (1 BH#iRE o
R 8 #6) TR o 72 (Fig.l @ 2). 7 S EERHEEUEATIZ,
JEAE % B Y% Y S fEE o 72 (Figl o 3), fittho
#AEE, ME1H FTi320 £ 1COEREICCREE
A R 2 H D 20 = 2C ooskhad: & L7ze B 5,
6HCTR=—F2ar 27— OWHERE (%) (KR
¥ 7)) — PSR, 2003) IZHEVHERUA 0 22 R =R % 1)
SEL7ze TOBRMBOKFIEEL, 26 ~ 28 HTHEN
HKHAF A AT o 720 A OIMBIE Fig2 1R, &k,
ZEREROFH RISV RO S P R, R AR
FHRECKE L, MEAOEEZIHE LA VRE 7
Hixol % A7z, AR o2 % Fig.3 |IR
T
e EREKHE

HRNBKREBRIIR—F 2T 7)) — FOBKRER
(%) (HAz > 7)) — bR, 2003) (CHERLL THT -
770 BUEREE OBl A Figd I2HEEE % Fig5 IR T, 3
BRTlxd 575 U POC Z4TRE L 7238 /8 1 7 % SllRs
HEOFZEKMEICER L, A E T 30 ~ 250mm
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Fig.l HEEDHEE®
Method of compaction of the specimen.

Fig.2 ftE Aoy 8

Outward appearance of the specimens.

§8§§§@%§;§} 582, 62, RC

-20
~Vmg—y
Vg —
—40 - V_V‘V—V*V7g%g—g } 1=
C N
il —go O O—————
m O %% T
or §8i8§<>\<>\<>\<> ERIE
100 | O—o__
I 0
_1 20 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
0 72 144 216 288 360
BEF R (B%)

Fig.3 ko EREZ
Cumulative mass of the specimens under moist curing.

(BHRABNHRIE T 5 & 015 ~ 1.25) DKM AEEIEE S
H7ze TOKRMOHFHFHAN TEIKAAE 0.1 ~ 0.2 Z AT
7 ~ 8 B AL S ki A e L 7z. KT,
RETHEAKL, ZTOHERDP SR LIz, KR %2 4K
g & LRk oo Wi fE © 1 ) LRk & il 5 2 i A
PO Y KD, KL, Y A—412
L0 EERE A & & B AN O KA F mm AL TR A
Woo7zo KA T OREAL 3 RAIE L, Tl 5

Figd #EKHEREEOIHH
Outward appearance of a permeability test apparatus.
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Fig.5 #EKHEREE O MEE
Outline of the permeability test apparatus.

B KA N O % 518 L7z ko fafiEZ2mo 5
78, FBRETIZ AR TR A K LINEE O 225 R v
720 EMBEDVNES %2 7 5 L OEERD 3 53R TIERRIC
BANIZZOMEERIT - 7o SBREF O KIRFEPH 1L 22 ~
25CTHo70

HHHEARD FBEORERE 1T 720 kg, K128
TR EORICEM % 1BH 5em DJE ST, 43
O L, BEH 20cm O AR A MR L 72, &I
22 Z4EC 15 0122 & [f© 72, POC hEUA & FAE I 5UA
AP THAL, KObEHOCTEEEOIMIZ 7272 X,
NEBD 2245 % TR & BRI % 5500 B MM % 175 72

2 EEER

a fHEMFOERZR=R

Table 4 |2 A D ZEROM EFE R Z R T 35H
1 POC % BRI IX BRI B X 1) 10% FEEE K & <
o lze BMR IR E < HEEZEREIVNS WILEE
BERBEMBEDENKEL ZLEIPR LN, I
X, BRI E CEISEE T o o EA Tl & RIS
£ B D LA F — TIEAE D AT AT A o 72
TehEEZONL, BB, LToHETI, ek
%X 2 720 B & R ZERR R 2 A A b
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C5-30-s5mtroc (sEmzemsrsm) 60
memm— L s o ;E’Jk css
SUEFHRE RS e o522 532 Vi
: s 2 1.20 P 0o
Fig.6 ftatfkils P / /f
Symbol of the specimens 1.00
080 [ ]/ / / /
Table 4 L5k 22k 0.60
Measurement of void content in the specimens. 040 j{ j[ g/Z/ /
; o | ogam | NV
PR BM L met | s | e | S ™ 53P00
e (%] | [%] 000 ‘ |
200 400 6.00 8.00 10.00
C5-S BT AR 43.3 C5-0 TR (cm/sec)
Fig. 7(a) i — v oRE (5 5A)
522 5 2 10 219 el Relationship between the hydraulic gradient i and
C5-32 POC 20 31.5 C5-2 discharge velocity v (No.5 crushed stone).
C5-39 30 39.1 C5-3
C6-S B HAR 422 C6-0 140
B "
C6-21 10 21.4 C6-1 X 20 r(;‘.6*21 G)?06*31 P
6% aq C6-30 C6-S
C6-30 POC 20 29.9 C6-2
B 100
C6-31 30 30.6 C6-3 nj Jé/ /
0.80
C7-S B A 425 C7-0
0.60
C7-19 10 19.1 C7-1
[ 0.40
C7-26 POC 20 25.7 C7-2 ’
C7-32 30 315 C7-3 0.20 G/@/
RC-S B A 39.9 RC-0 000 :
200 400 6.00 800 10.00
RC-20 10 19.8 RC-1 & (cm/sec)
RC-27 RC 20 26.7 RC-2 Fig.7(b) i — v OBk (6 5A)
POC Relationship between the hydraulic gradient i and
RC-30 2 299 RC-3 discharge velocity v (No.6 crushed stone).
RC-33 30 32.7 RC-4
S3-S BT AR 35.2 S3-0 1.60
EJJK RC-20 RG-S
S3-10 =R 10 9.5 S3-1 7K 140
Si'fj 4 9 Ro-27 30'30 /)
s313 | R POC 20 131 | $32 @ 120 o
/ [ / ch—ss
S3-26 30 26.2 S3-3 1.00 % / / / @/
Fig.6 (R 3 kel 7 &2 Vv %, 060
b BEKHEBRER 040
B2 B LM OBIKAE T & iE v ORISR & 0.20 ROPOG
v D Zﬁﬁggﬁf%ﬁj—i% & vV D %J:T%‘j‘i% Yo%) 0.00
(I, 2000 ABFZETIE, FHHHS (2000) DHFZELC 000 20 40 6o “%(Jm%
AL, c SecC
F o 17 105 it K i &Y
j; 3\ POC %I_\I_T”Z)(lltiﬂ\a)éwﬂ AN f(/ml_ DR Fig7(c) i — v oM (RCEH)
A (1) ©2 KEIBTHEPTE 5 LIET %o Relationship between the hydraulic gradient i and
discharge velocity v (Used recycled aggregate).
i=av+b? (1)
C 20, R T O B KA B, viZGEE [em/s], FERI T & 12 Fig.7(a) ~ (e) 12§ o MDOFEZ H3FEIRIE,

a, bldFEBLVRTEFLRHETHL, X (1) OWHALR
R, vICHBIT 2 EAE ISR B KEEIESE, V
(2B 2 THASEL IS R 3 2 KBEIHE 2 BT 5, 2
ME AR GAER D B3RO 7-BIRAM | & ik v o RLR % 5

FRUFFEUHE 2 (DI L > ThYF L7z 2 KR TH 5.
B 5 FEMAE & HRIHRIERS =BT L2 &b b

(RERE R ZEToOmET099 L), X-T, POC
HEEAZ BT DA OBIKA B i & FE v O R IER
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$3-10 $3-13
1.60 1.60
5 | C7-19C7-26 B 33—25
K 140 K 140
N c7-32 7-S | ® / S3-S
. f f / e /
1.00 1.00 ﬁ) ql %
0.80 jf / 0.80
0.60 ? 75 f;« /D/ 0.60
0.40 0.40 gf
020 o 7EPOC 020 4 3 EPOC
0.00 . 0.00 ‘
0.00 2.00 400 6.00 8.00 10.00 0.00 2.00 4.00 6.00 8.00 10.00
FE (cm/sec) FRiE (cm/sec)
Fig.7(d) i— v o (7 51A) Fig.7(e) i - voORfe W 35)
Relationship between the hydraulic gradient i and Relationship between the hydraulic gradient i and
discharge velocity v (No.7 crushed stone). discharge velocity v (No.3 silica sand).
Table5 E/KGRERAE S
Results of the permeability test.
2 Bk AL i [em/s] FR 5
B Wik | Pk . g . e "
) e VIR ek | e - - vtk | mEa |
fER) | [mm] [em] [9%] /N TN /N N ¥ Re
B HAR 43.3 0.08 1.36 2.13 9.52 1750 0.002 0.015
o 21.9 0.16 1.15 0.56 1.74 320 0.142 0.534
57 | 13-20 1.65
POC 315 0.12 1.23 0.96 3.38 621 0.050 0.093
39.1 0.10 1.16 1.68 6.35 1167 0.021 0.026
EMEA | 422 0.09 1.27 1.79 7.81 783 0.008 0.020
21.4 0.18 1.20 0.38 1.22 122 0.202 0.638
6% | 513 0.90
POC 29.9 0.16 1.22 0.91 3.02 303 0.075 0.109
30.6 0.17 1.30 0.96 3.35 336 0.085 0.091
GRHEA | 423 0.13 1.29 0.84 4.40 186 0.140 0.036
19.1 0.13 1.34 0.23 1.06 45 0.395 0.812
7% | 255 0.38
POC 25.7 0.20 1.32 0.50 1.76 75 0.251 0.282
315 0.19 131 0.66 2.35 99 0.175 0.163
B HAR | 39.9 0.10 1.32 1.61 7.09 790 0.022 0.023
19.8 0.21 1.29 0.31 0.94 105 0.335 1.091
RC 5-15 1.00 POC 26.7 0.15 1.21 0.65 2.29 255 0.111 0.181
29.9 0.18 1.25 0.94 3.06 341 0.093 0.102
32.7 0.16 1.18 1.10 3.64 405 0.067 0.070
B HAR | 352 0.09 1.29 0.17 1.84 39 0.460 0.132
35 9.5 0.15 1.27 0.0284 0.185 4 4.960 10.027
e | 1423|019
EERD POC 13.1 0.17 1.28 0.056 0.329 2.818 3.216
26.2 0.25 147 0.198 0.916 19 1.133 0.516
(1) O2XKEBTHEMUTEDLEEZLNL, BHMORL lem], v BRI G [emis], u @ KROREREL

B MR O RERKE R 2 e LKoo 7247 % a, b % Table 5

ZRT o B, BHOBEFRL A 2 VAERAZLLTOR(2)
LR L 72,

R, =

22T,

u

Pw-

P, Dv

KD % FE[glem®],

D: B 0PIk

(2)

[g/cm-s],

KDY 25T 12

u =0.00895[g/lcm-s] % Hv 72,

3 EE

a MmhDIRREIC

My aER

BIY 5 p,=0.997 [glem®],

POC N UME M HA 2 i § 2N DR L A /L X

R, DFLPH 2 EMAER Z &1

Table 6 12789, FEHRIZH
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Table6 L A / )V AEOHH
Reynolds number range with the permeability tests.

— BRERL A /v ZH Re
%N K

5% 320 1750
677 122 783
75 45 186
RC ‘g1 105 790
3 S EERD 4 39

JAHIRFREL A 7 VAR 1L 4~ 1750 DFPHICH Y 1 &
DRERMEEND, Lo, HlihZ @iEd 2 i
RALRRIEETH o2 b E 2 5N 5,

b fR¥a, b &ZEMIEEDER
FENBEAGRERORE R 5 POC ik ik % @il 3 2 i
DERAB T Li#E v ORfRIZN (1) TRShbr Ik
Whrolze 2 TIEX (D Offfa b i fkoz
B EDOBRIZOVWTEE T %, Table5 256, G
A — 7 LR T, BIRFEAVNES 513 8 R a,
b DENRKEL %52 L5, TOMEMIZ, Fig.7(a)
~ (e) THEMADZERFTAI/NE 2 21T L2 KBED 7
STORMEDPNEL BB ENSIWLNTH S, T
7z, Fig.7(c) ~ (e) TZERR=ASIZITEE L v 3 KOt EF
(RC-27, C7-26, S3-26) KT 2ByRAB DY T 7%
Rz e, BEREOBHREINSL 2DIZE 7T 70O
KNS D, Thbb, ZEENIITE L VERE

T, BHREINESVIT SR a b OEIFEINT 5,
DF D, BMEEINS L, EREINNS L POCITE
ff¥a, bz REL R EHETED, ZOHBE
L, BRI B A  BikEIC 2 2138, A
A B Avid ks Lol 2 RIRER e 2 0
ERHY, TOLDRMNOEBRELEIHEAL, ERIC
JENIREZ R THREa bOELREL b0 L HE
T& b,

I EKAECEFHRDEERIC

POC % i3 2 i OBIKA B & O RIRE K5
& (1) 2HEITNILTOEBEY TH 5B,

i=av+b? (1)

X (1) of%a b2 EMEERMHADZRED A
TET I P TENL, FARBERE F 3712 POC D
BB L EOBRERD L ENTE DL, UL
POC % H W7k, HE&EW) % 5kit 3 2 B ik%&ﬂ
BEh b, 22T, AL LFEOSE THEIIEIOHEER
ELTHWHNTWA Ergun 2 ED &, MsEkoE
MRLEE B OV Z2BR 37 & POC D BY/K AL & it o B4R %
Ko BHEER DI A Do

1 BMERZ & DKEBRHEER

a Ergun XOERM4 D&

1L L5 0 4 B T Lk Iﬂzli%ﬁ’ﬁié L 72 F R AR
(&R, R) 7l & S g o 43 i R fil it SO % A
éﬁﬁéﬁiﬂ%vﬁ“%@@}im%ﬁa:mw%ﬂfwéo Fris )=
WZTEAT B AU RR AR 2 S IR & 2 E IR T % k2
ZF. TOENKT % FHT 52 Ergun DD 5,
Ergun ORI LT ESTF LS T L ENET o RN &
LTIEL WSO NT WS, 72k 213, B % Wiz s
2 B FeAE G O 8 AT O B S BT 7
2TV NS, 1996 ; HE RS, 2003), = 2T,
HEIRAR o 22 B v & B % POC 12 Ergun DR % j#
L, POC O/KEHIRLDOHERE % 3l 5 o

Ergun DI E O ERFe x T 3) 0 L)
I2FESND (S, 1981),

,=aﬂ<1—3e) YA )

T, e MEOZERE o RAAORT R E glem:
sl, p RO [glem®], v G [em/s] (HLAZIRERT 12
ﬁﬁ%%LﬂTém%%ﬁﬂKEm&ﬁ%%%@ﬁ%?
E o 720 bW B IR, o, B 22 (LLREE,
TEIK, EHES) (K3 2485, Th 5. X (1) &KX (3)
OfEERET L E, X (D) offaldst @) 1ITRT
ZERREBHE (o) 12, REibxal (B) 1R &MY
g (e) ICHEERZIFLEZIONL, £ THRHE A
bzznznt (e), g (&) DB ENEL, a bk f (o),
g (&) OBFBEEROLZEICT L, EFMETIE, Kilk
25C GEL, p = 0997, u = 0.00895 % M\ 726

o _ (1-¢)?
~F(@) . fe=-u W
~G(g(e) . g(e)= p(l £) (5)

(1) a~f(e) DER
Table 5 1271 L 72 16 #> POC fit3UA D B /K A L &
ROBRAD S RO 7175 a & ZZBREEHT (o) ORKRE
Fig.8 X UV Fig.9 I27” 3o XIDOEMILIREL a D Z2FR =I5
f (o) ICHT2MEREMTH D, Fig8 1L 16 MO 4T —
¥ %70y b L7225 7, Fig.9 % Fig.8 ®J5 ST
7eEFoTnbT— %KL 77 ThHb, Fig8 K
O Fig.9 7 5 B ofEE W —Th iU, thiia & 220
R E (o) OMITIZEARBERDIK D LD LG5
(2 CORFEMRCTRERBMR 1L097 L L), 22T,
FfEOEM % Ak 2 @B sHhoa s f (e
ORI EARBRA D 320 EGE L, ZDBtR % 3 (6)
THT Z L2 L7, WGtk 724 (6) O
¥k, k, % Table7 12779,
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10 ——————————

©
T
4 pono
0
1

6 - © IEmMIE _

(1 -8)2u/s3

Fig8 a~f (e) OB (27 —%)
Relationship between a and f (¢) (full data).

Table 7 EH B D k, k, D
Estimated values for k; and k, from laboratory test.

"i; m/lﬂ— ‘e e " ”
;g é. e | R |

B pIRES i
lem] [%] [em/s] K, k,

B | Imm]

5% 13-20 | 1.65 |22 ~39| 0.56 ~6.35 |0.011|0.253
67 5-13 | 090 |21 ~30| 0.38 ~3.35 |0.034|0.297
75 25-5 | 038 |19 ~32| 0.23 ~2.35 |0.147|0.299
RC 5-15 | 1.00 |20 ~33| 0.31 ~3.64 |0.016|0.428
3 %H‘:{T’J‘ 14-23| 0.19 |10 ~26|0.028 ~0.916 | 1.191 | 0.451
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Table 8 FIEERID 1, 1, D
Estimated values for I, and I, with SG and LG.

e
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22 A

[em] [%]
5% 22 ~ 39
SG D < 0.6 6 7 21 ~30 | -0.117 | 0.00953
RC 20 ~ 33
75 19 ~ 32

= -

LG D = 0.6 BEAP 35 | 10 ~ 26 0.0356 | 0.00568
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Table 9 E/KHER L UHEEN D S KD 7247 %a, b
Values of a and b from permeability test and estimated values of a and b from Eq.(6), Eq.(7), Eq.(10).
B ER S D .
e st
. " = eS| RS
(= JER - —¢)? — - -
P e | K| e g x| O O Wika | Wb
e £ mm " € € ] .
8 [em] [%] #Re “ P fR¥ra | FRELD | BMAER | KEZRE 7
Ny Ny x
X (6) | X (10)
C5-22 21.9 320 0.520 74.1 0.142 | 0.534 0.143 0.188 0.385
C5-32 5% | 13-20 | 1.65 315 621 0.134 21.9 0.050 | 0.093 0.045 0.055 0.089
C5-39 39.1 1167 0.056 10.2 0.021 | 0.026 0.025 0.027 0.022
C6-21 21.4 122 0.564 80.0 0.202 | 0.638 0.201 0.226 0.419
C6-30 65 5-13 0.90 29.9 303 0.165 26.1 0.075 | 0.109 0.083 0.088 0.113
C6-31 30.6 336 0.150 24.1 0.085 | 0.091 0.078 0.083 0.102
C7-19 19.1 45 0.841 115.8 0.395 | 0.812 0.399 0.491 0.986
cr26 | 7% | 225 | 038 | %1 | 257 75 0291 | 436 | 0251 | 0282 | 0234 | 0301 | 0.299
C7-32 1.26 315 99 0.134 21.9 0.175 | 0.163 0.188 0.246 0.091
RC-20 19.8 105 0.742 103.0 0.335 | 1.091 0.335 0.281 0.549
RC-27 26.7 255 0.253 38.4 0.111 | 0.181 0.126 0.112 0.182
—— 1 RC 5-15 1.00
RC-30 29.9 341 0.165 26.1 0.093 | 0.102 0.088 0.081 0.113
RC-33 32.7 405 0.116 19.2 0.067 | 0.070 0.067 0.065 0.073
S3-10 . 9.5 4 8.550 | 1052.4 4,960 |10.027 5.049 3.858 9.912
S3-13 ;C; 1.4-2.3| 0.19 13.1 7 3.006 385.4 2.818 | 3.216 2.548 1.940 3.556
—_— =i
S3-26 26.2 19 0.271 40.9 1.133 | 0.516 1.313 0.994 0.273
— 14 05-2.2 i i {4 C6-2106-30 1.4 ~RC-19RC-26RC-32
,.,_., i f cs-32 +C5-39 ! 1/ c6-31 ! j §RC-32
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Comparison of estimated hydraul

ic gradient values from Eq.(6), Eq.(7) and test values with relative error.



K5 R - 51

W HBEAHM : K—F 23> 2) — b &2l s i Ot & Bjka) Bt o B4R

237

- 14 05-2.2 14 06-2.1 06-39 14 RC-19RC-26 RC-32
m C5-32 ©5-39 . #/ c6-31 ; RC-32
[ ) S 120 i
g 10 ool [ 10-
& 0.8»,3' rrrrrrrr 08 i
L O L Ta— o6pf A
Q4 [ oo 04} f
02 Fff Ammminn s 02Fpf o
00 2 4 6 8 10 00 a 6 8 10 6 5 10
H4 os0 0.50
ot ois
z . T T B =
& -gggf 2 4 6 8 10 -0.25 4 6.8 10 6 8 10
% -050 R [em/s ~050 iR [om/s] iR [cm/s]
(a) 55 8HA (b) 65#H (c) RCE#
~ 14 C7—1907-.26 148;!—10 S3-13
B L0 ]/ Sl s ENBKARTSTIORGRERAEERT .
<SRt 2L ]
g 10F L O E2)EKBES SODRRIEHEBEETT .
& osf ] oafff ] E3) AR T ST DROEILHKDE
o6 44 06 ] T5IDRBRRTEOBROBIZHET B,
04 04F ]
0.2 H 028 ]
0.0 L 00 s L
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
H4 o050 0.50
ak  0.25f 0.25F<~—’—’_,
000 : : : : ] 0.00 r
f; —8.23 - 7 6 8 T0 —o.zst 2 4 6 8 10
080 Rk [om/s] 700 FE [om/s]
(d) 758H (e) EERY3S
Fig.15 3 (10), 3N (7) & 7-HEe il & FlE o ik & Mg

Comparison of estimated hydraulic gradient values from Eq.(10), Eq.(7) and test values with relative error.
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Comparison of discharge velocity measured (Y) in
the permeability test with one (X,) estimated by Eq.(6) and Eq.(7).
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Comparison of discharge velocity measured (y) in
the permeability test with one (X) estimated by Eq.(10) and Eq.(7).
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Variation coefficient of residual error for estimated discharge velocity.

FTAIVFHEET IR LT 20% NI E ), 7R
DOFMREIBEEEZEZ N L, —F, WiEH 0.7cm/s
Kl O CTIIEBRBOMEIE 2 WML, fidss
0.25m/s LT T3 05 iz, FHEESEBIAT 3
HAEA % TR T o
(3) 1thERX DFEKHERME & AV 1= FBIFEE DAREL

AHFZE LIV 520 & 172 POC 0 3% 7K BUERAE A %ﬂ‘w)

TEIZK T2 ETINVADOFUHEE X RAES 5720
Taaryz)— bEES (1995) 235 L 72 POC @i@
WE KBRS R 2 R TFURBE OB 179 . x5
3 5% 10 ROUEAAKORHERT— ¥ % Table 10 |Z/R ¥, 72
720, X (1) ZHWCREET — 5 2 BRGHF L 72 kE#,
X () e bPEDEER->72T—FI2D0 T
a2 OB L7z 72, ZEAGOBMBTIIHEREM S5
e L TRAKBHMTEOARD R SN T W20, KK
BT 20mm OFM A 57, 13mm % 65, 5mm & 7
e LER L2, MEIZOoOWTIRRBRT— 21252
LTV AWz, BIKARL L ERRED HME L7z,

HiE (2) oET L ARICENRET -5 %y, X (6)

EZ T N

4 5
#emgE ¥ [Cm/s]

Figl9 y & x,® 70y b EEYRIM (g — %)
Comparison of discharge velocity measured (y) in
another permeability test (JCI,1995) with
one (Xp) estimated by Eq.(10) and Eq.(7).
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another permeability test (JCI,1995) with
one (Xp) estimated by Eq.(10) and Eq.(7).
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Table 10 fli{REI BB & HBRT— & 2 5 AR L7z 47¥ka, b
Results of the permeability test (JCI, 1995) and the values of a and b calculated by regression analysis with JCI data.

it [em/s] i [em/s]
KA L Bk
Al A2 c1l c2 c3 D1 D2 E1l E2 E3
0.125 1.00 | 059 0.083 0.38 0.21 0.07 0.25 0.17 0.82 0.31 0.15
0.250 1.02 | 0.73 0.167 0.55 0.30 0.11 0.42 0.28 1.12 0.43 0.20
0.500 1.13 | 0.83 0.333 0.90 0.47 0.18 0.73 0.47 1.53 0.63 0.30
0.750 1.20 | 1.00 0.500 1.10 0.65 0.23 0.95 0.60 1.95 0.75 0.36
R [mm] 20 20 KRBT [mm] 13 13 13 5 5 20 20 13
F A 5% | 5% eyl 65 65 65 7% 7% 5% 5% 65
ZefRER [%] 334 | 247 ZepREE (%] 26.3 21.4 16.6 31 25.6 31.1 22.7 20.1
¥a 0.038 | 0.196 2% a 0.113 | 0.201 | 0.438 | 0.190 | 0.236 | 0.047 | 0.127 | 0.243
2% b 0.064 | 0.238 2% b 0.187 | 0.403 | 0.957 | 0.152 | 0.337 | 0.091 | 0.326 | 0.501
1.0

- RS oEEES

0.6 - 0,147/xA_
04 | =X (16) [T T2 EERE _
0.128/x
L D
0.2

00 05 10 15 20
y TR (HETEE) [cm/s]
Fig2l el (itd) 1§ 2% 0B EREL
Variation coefficient of residual error for estimated discharge velocity.
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y =1.114x, —0.206 (16)

Fig.19 12y & x, O#UA I & )R EM %, Fig20ily &
Xo DEAT I & YR EM Z R PrEfBudst (15), (16)
HI2H 094 TH Y, HOFEM L -ENBEKRERIATT
BAEFANTHLAR D & R R MBI L7zs 2 (15), (16)
OE S IEZNEN, 1.094, 1.114 & 720, HEEMIZH
109 FEBE FEEME % ARV EHI S 2 @A 5 7z,

T DHETEN Xa, X WK T 2 SR L MR 22 DAL H)
BEOZEALE Fig2l I2RT . ZEREDOZELOMEIZ
Fig18 X ZiF5% L ¢, maavr ) — N REEBEOF—%
WZOWTHIREL NI ARE (2) CHRIZENE
KB L AREOTFUREELRTLEEZON 5,

Vi & 8

RO TIE, B K OZERZZL S &7 POC At

RAIZRS U CEIR AL & 24k S & 72 AR A& KRR & 47

vy, BRA L & R A B B TN O T O B AR &

LI L7 512, Ergun DJENEETRICHE D & POC

DZEBREE T OB MR H B K A B % 3R D B M & 1

B L 720 AREBOFPIN TR SN2 E LR ISR T,

1) STEEOFHM % W TZ2ERFE 10 ~39% OO
POC itk &2 VR L, Bi/KAAC 0.17 ~ 1.26 O i
TREKMEBNEKRTZ TV, RO B KA A &
TLRDO MR Z KD 720 ZF OfEFR POC OBEYRAFEL I &
L viemis] O BIFRIZE (D) RSN D 2 kBT
REDLZEDNDh o7,

i=av+bh? (1)

2) Ergun KD & (1) OfR%a % PoC ik
DZERFE e TETHEN (6) 2IER L 72 Rk,
ko \ZEMH L NCRESNDIETD B0 B
T E D% Table 7 12773,

(1-¢)

: (6)
&

a=k +kU

3) X (6) # R LIR%a % POC il fh D ZEfi=k ¢ |
O E MR Dlem] TETIHEER (100 ZIERL
720 R (10) O P (L D 2%0.19 ~ 1.65cm, it
SRR D 2R DAL 20 ~ 35% DHFIPHTDH 5o

(F?Z (10)
&

a=0.0245D7""" +0.346 u

4) Ergun O ED X (1) FREb % Poc fit ik
DZERE e TRIHENX (7) BIEHR L 720 RELL,
LT FEMREICL D RESNDHETH L, IS
DWWl Table 8 12777,

(d-¢)
b=1+1P = )

5) Bj/KAAL 0.17 ~ 1.26 OFPHIZC BTk, BIKAED
gzt (6) 5 wvidk (10) % H v T b IHEEM
DR R T FEME O = 50% IPIZILE B, FHxad



240

6)

B AR JEhem 45 210 % (2009)

#21%, Table 7 OZEMZOHFICK LT, 55, 65
RC M OF 3 SRS LA TIZZEB R FRRIZIT D <
13&, 7R TR ERED LRICED IR &t
s %o

X (6), (7) RO (10) % Fv 7= 3o (il oo F2 itk
2R3 B HEERE R, HEE LM AT 0.7cmis DL 1 FH
BT, FEMGEE & HEEREO T U ERE D
20% LLPIZILE % 25, isf A8 0.25m/s LLF O 4 ¢
VXS R & TR O T AU IHEE LA D 50% & Bk
Z 5o VLAY 0.25mfs LLF O FHINIC BT S # 2B
L CIEEEILETH S,

B, AL, RMOKEEZRE 7O Y 27 bEHK

W

S YA A 2 OVERSE PR 14 ~ 18 4EJ%) THH L

17— 5 R R R ALY & 2R TH D S
L EHET 2

1)

2)

SEXHR

Alfredo H-S.Ang, Wilson H, Tang, 2R (ft s £
BHIEAT) (2007) @ BAREED 720 O - Figto
JERE, pp.380-391

B - KEEG - A LR - AR - R X
(2003) © RO EVC RS 578, ok

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

SRR, pp.1-49.
KIS - KIFgiEF - R =54 (2006) @ KR—F
A3y 7)) — FO=RITHZEBRERIZEE S 5 B
78, WAL BE R LA e 5 40 K5 1 7,
pp.65-71.

ANEEZ - HA - NP - B EA - H
WEZ-KSP.7~T by v (1996) : /INEFIEE
OB EIRFUC B 2 E9E, RERMF 2558 (6),
pp.111-117.

W fi - BHITE - 25 7 - A5l B (1996) ¢
fRfba > 7)) — bOZERER, 32— b TS4E
Wi SO 4, Vol.18, No.l, pp.999-1004
MRBE—HR - REH (1970) : A0 FEKMEICHE
T2 EE, 1 & 18-2 (144), pp.5-10

Sl (1981) AR LAHES, pp.8s-9l.
BHBIL - THEEZ - EHER - REZE (2000) ¢
Oy 27 7 4 )&l b RN O I KEIR I, 2
¥R ET S No.206, pp.199-.207.
MHAzT > 27 — b TS (1995)

) — MR R R SIS, pp.59-63.

Traa vy

10) @HAZ > 7 ) — M LS (2003) @ R—F A0

¥ 27 ) — b OREE - BLEOMLIZE S AE R &

#Hii5sE, pp.182-185



W5 AR - B B - EEAH K= T AT 2 — h A BT 20T L B RO 241

Relationship between Hydraulic Gradient and Discharge Velocity
in Flow through Porous Concrete

ASANO Isamu, HAYASHIDA Yoichi, MASUKAWA Susumu and TAGASHIRA Hidekazu

Summary

The relationship between hydraulic gradient and discharge velocity in flow through a porous concrete (POC) has been
investigated on the laboratory permeability test. The conditions for the laboratory permeability test were as follows;POC
specimen:5 kinds of aggregates used, hydraulic gradient: 0.17~1.26,void contents of POC specimen:10~39%. A model
equation is proposed for estimating the relationship between hydraulic gradient and discharge velocity from the results
of laboratory permeability test. The main results obtained are shown below. The proposed equation expressed a good
agreement to the experimental results.

(2) It was found that the relationship between hydraulic gradient i and discharge velocity v[cm/s] in flow through a
porous concrete(POC) is considered to be a quadratic function following Eq.(1) from the results of laboratory perme-
ability test.

i=av+b’ 1)

(2) Applying the Ergun equation to above Eq.(1),we found the following estimate equations Eq.(6) and Eq.(7) for the
coefficient a of Eq.(1).

(1-2)

£ (6)
(1-¢)

& (10)

a=k +k,u

a=0.0245D7""" +0.346 U

where, &: void contents of POC,D: average aggregate diameter[cm], k
the aggregates.

K, these factors are given Table 7 for 5 kinds of

(3) Applying the Ergun equation to above Eq.(1),we found the following estimate equations Eq.(7) for the coefficient b
of Eq.(2).

(I-¢)
g (7)

b=1+1,P

where, ¢: void contents of POC, |

» |,,1,:these factors are given Table 9 for average aggregate diameter.

(4) The hydraulic gradient values estimated by the equation Eq.(6) or Eq.(10) with Eq.(7) were within almost less than
50% relative errors.

Keywords : Porous concrete, Nonlinear flow, Head loss, Permeability test, Hydraulic Gradient, Discharge velocity, Ergun equation



