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R U Y EOZEB2BF - PRS2 2 213, EHORRSCHMIROMBIRE~DOR B LIRS 2 LTEETHD. £
FOCTIE, IRIB LY Lo BoRE - THE B L, BicicgE Lo SPBRRERIKIC I 0 AR- Ll oW Az
BYRFE DR 23k 7n 7o SRR EAE DO EEEGABIGE R & Ol a A E 3 8- A BT LTITW, Z0%%, BIREHEL
DI ST E U COREREBOEE T2 BT, A4 5 FRIKHE LISk U CHARBR 2 220 L=, 5 o7tk
TENT K0 B PSS ETMEETEM Lz, R E LT, WINORBRIZISW T H LS M Ot AW 2 JlE L

Coulomb DFEEILAEN BAFIZHH TX 7=,
MERBTET.

Fz, HMFICESSERIBIZ L Y = HREICE D £ TOE KT
Pl v, iR-tfimt ARt O & 2 Offi e 7 bz @l L.

F—T0— B R, S AWTEERE, BORHUR, RIBCD &, BUR, RHERE, HARIE

1. #8

BB E KDL EH IR BAS TR0 O BEEFREO—D
THHH, ZOFEE IR LET D 2 LIRS TiEien.
BREXOFERE L LC, IPCC 4 K LR — MRV T o
DEENIR I TS L 91T, 4%, ROBEHRSEDRE
FEEAEINT L FTREEN & <, REIOMHROBLED G BIE
WEPE~DEENER SN TN D, KRBT OHERE RO
FPDIE, 1FE A L O T2 &R - 2o RN
BN 2 ATREMEDSIER IS <, KREOHMBIBKEEIND
(IPCC, 2009).

BROMRZEDLEO —o L LT, BEEMORIRD
T - BAIE IR CHERRE CH S, FIRE, MRS
BT 5 Z LITERT % Stemlodging ((237-dde, F721X
Pid Z LT DR &, MTEOERITENT 2 Root
lodging |\Z53¥8 X415 (Berry et al., 2004). Stem lodging IZ
BMLT, IETIIABOERICEBNT, FROMMIISHEC
B LIEREMIMThL ORI - AR, 1992, 1997), EfEH
DIRFRETH U Stem lodging (2 FR M A H 9~ 5 KA AHFET U
— 7 A K —] 232006 FACHERI N, Hi EEROTRE D1
MRKREUIZ LY, HITFEHIZZER N4 U D Root lodging 23
BE SN D (- B E TR AT JEMME, 2015). Root
lodging IFAR & LD A VIR 268K (BLF, MBEL Y &) &
BT 2) IERBECDRAM R IZBRTHD. FDl-
b, —HEDORETEDOHROET, IWNESCHMIEEREICE
WL KIXT (Berryetal., 2004). Rootlodging /3R DR E
WORHTeHT LOREICHMS EEEZZ TS0, Ik
THRODAFIRE LORERE T 2 —F & LIRERIE
THADBRE SN (Berry et al,, 2003). L2 L, HRIELY

T HFEEEOEAE & FHIE, K72 Root lodging D& 72
TFHIFEAMG A ATRE R K HEIC E > TV e\ (Berryetal.,, 2004).
—J5, RBAEm b N TRESS B ARIICH 2 M) 5 &,
IR T Y o2 Tz o oL EwICBEb A ME L 72
L. ARIC K DRIE O - R R OG L REICBE LT
i, TNETICZLOERDH L. ek, oMo
HWHEZE WD U T % 24 A VT ORI FD M S iz
(B %1%, BTES - LA, 1990 ; Tangetal., 2010 ; Hejazi etal.,
2012) 728, HEMIAR b VAT A X A v & [RRRICHIRE S L
ThIZRT 2 AWM RERET B2 O, £0
TEEAL T T& 7= (Dockerand Hubble, 2008 ; [[H( 5,
2004 ; JEJEL, 2010). LaL, BFEICBW TS, HASCHEY)
AR} D 22 TE M AE TR A IS 2 LRI © & T

WO HEND B.

MR U D I3 2 RMAZHREE LT, B- TRl
FABZEBREN R B, RIBU Y Tk, )
DBLEDD, R, L, 38X OMR-IEfim o 3 fikic s 5
ZEMTED., EORHFEEBICONTUE, IhETHEES
FEIZRBWTE L OMFEN 72 i, MR EA SRR,
SRYBMERERC I OFER D HIG B~ L otz LA L, R
DS, F6 L OMR- 4l o ¥ AW BRI B35
FgEIE A7 <, BRI OAFETET 5 MR AT ORI HUE S04
TICBWT, B-tEEftms & o X 5 28 2R3 OnNEH
LTV, FEH LI, RIRU Y o4 AR BN
FRBAS 5021%, AR- Tl oW AWEZEBERE 2 B & 2N
LHIZENRAIRTHDLEEZD.

RO H 9 BIRHHRE T2\ T, R- il o AR
IR 2 RBRIICIR T 5 2 E AR/ IOBENTH .
Z DT DIZHRFE LI BRI OF I 217, 2o
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Fig. 1 Htlakiuns
Pull-out test
Table 1 #BRY — R F L OB EHAAG D

Experimental cases for different materials

Experimental

Pull-out material Soil
cases
Case 1 Steel Silica sand
Case 2 Balsa Silica sand
Case 3 Barley root Paddy soil

Btk & 723 BR D> AR - it i D W A W 28 Bl R A B
LT D, RImXOWRITRO L5 THhD. F2 BEIZE
WT, BOREREREE, RBAE, RBRFEICOW T AT
. BIBIITRONEHBERE R LR, H4ETIE
MR- FEfh i O AWEEEBNFHEIC OV TERT S & &b,
PSR OB NS ETMMEELITH . HSETIIHES, 4%
THOLNEMAEE L, fmztdR5.

2. RIREHER

T BARSOHEHE & 514k < RBRIL, KR x R B TIThN,
ZOEMMPLUTO 2 DIZKAITES. —2iF, LR
Liaxtge b LUTRDGHREFB AT DL L2 ML LT
R TH D (B, 1991 ; 4k - HE, 2001). fth5ix, o
FTHRALANEIZL D LEED ORI R EHEET D Z
EEEBE LTCEREINTE, LFROTUET FRAZ A0
HEDOFIHRERBRTH D (Luoetal, 2000 ; fEH 5, 2009).
SEATHFZECIX, ROBIREEPIN EROKS & OBERBE
B, RELIIALRBEHENS RIS ZAET 52 L
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IR > THEEYOMBI RN RIAD D Z LRI h, &
DICEFHMEEE AW BIRIC LY, S AT oM
IMEIEDNRYI ST (Hejazietal., 2012). LarL, EED
NG9 AR RIE IRV T, R E Lotz E
ALT, 22 Co¥AWzEERE (B 2F, EEIG)EE
AW ST & OBTR) % E BHICEHE L7228 5E 13 2. AR-
Tl L O ABEE DT T LTI, RERRICE D%

BECBETOM0ERDH Y, ZODIZFE M LI SRR
DT, BSE LI, BB ATR, RER ik
A 5.

2.1 RARGAERHE

Fig. 1 IZHRRBEOME 2~ 3. B 6 cm, E I
2em O EMEABITIRZ Bl &, HERE B SR &0
FTARBE TR A B4k L X ICHBERDERETSH. Z0d|
WE|PL 6, B-TEAEICB T 5 EAWIS ) 2 EE
L, B (T9) LOBFEZRD . Fig. 1 IIRT X1,
FHEARIEE S 5.0 cm, 8 10.0 cm, BAITE 9.0 cm D AT
VI ABOREBIIHESND. TORBOMmEmICIT, BEE
Smm O/NERABHY, TOREELT, RELHRERIC
Bl S E 5. RoOLEEe — Fe/IZHHIZ X > TRHEOR
I 5, BRERFICIE 0.1 mm/min OEE TP O LTIz E]
NG, FORHZ, v— FE/VIZFLE S LA fr 2R
DFREPIN L7205, RRBRTIE, 4 ETRAHM-L
Pl (I H 1 DA W BRI A BT LT BT, ik
AR IZ LIER (EMA R 50 kPa) & L, W
WCENEOISIIREEZRIE L2, 2, IROFmIEM
THRESNEEET H120TH 5.

2.2 ABEMBEHBT—X

SR EAPEHTIZERET, AT, A A AR, RN 7
BEEW, KHLEZHV, ZhoEEASDERZ 3 F—RI
OWTHER A FE L7z, B —AD—Fi% Table 1 (TR
T —Z 1 IIBEREABHTCEAR 3 mm OFET, EEHT
W E AW TH Y, BEEO8k-7 A B BRAL R
(B 2.1%, Uesugiand Kishida, 1986a, 1986b) D LL#:%1T 5
B TEM L. r—A27TlE, BRI —21 &RILT
W TH DN, BIHREMEIZ LV RIRTH A8 (H
B3mm O/SVY) AT Lz, F—RA2TE, Y—A1¢&
DOHEL D, AR Lo 23T 58 AW 58k
PEOENHATSND. 7 —R 31, EEOBBEZEEL,
Ik EMEHCA A AR, HREHOKAEZAWELOT
HD. AALFREKBLIE, FEBRFRFREZAZER
BB R ET RS M SR L7z, 7 SRERD &K H oo ok 1
FEIXZNEN 2.67 glem?, 2.76 glem® TH - 7=, KHELOHRL
BEONFEHEARIT Fig. 2 IoRT8 0 TH Y, TRMERS, MR
R, BBIERHUIIEIC 48.3%, 35.4%, 13.1 L7p0, Mk
OTZ2M 55 (JGS 0051) (M Tes THERBR-FAA L
FHl&—) WETIRE WG, 2010) kv TRERIFOLWESE U
ORI ERD ) WSS £, KB, B S
BREhzto 2mm 550iEiERE 2t L L, &K
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Fig.2 /Kt RN R

Particle size distribution curve of paddy soil

WRBR 2T o7z ECHIBE B Te B LIRE L2, 100
mL V> 77— AW, HM OV T Y TRt o bk
R, BIHhoOWRIEE B L R B X E N E N 1.28 glem®, 0.97
gem® TH Y, 7—A 3 TSR Z 0% L BiE K
e (31.5%) ZHBLL CilBha FiE L 7-.

2.3 HEEAE
PARABRIL, LT ORBRFIETIT .

1. F—2R1 L2 TIXEKREEREBOREDZ HV, HR%
WEKERET S, 7—Z 3 T, AKBETOEKE
2K 31.5 %lHEET 5

2. RBRESOMUmICLEFEEYT 47 T5H. ErR
IEZATVY, BT FRERE O HEDOFH AT 5 72
W, ZORERTT —XINEEZHIET .

3. BlIKEMEBIOMEMZITD. r—A 1 OgETICE L T
BEARFOEE, ¥—2 2 OV LTIEES 10
mm F2 U L, MRS O E A% 2 (81973l L,
FNDOEHEEEHERLE Lz, Wb —G %
TR Y, MO S 5 — i d o — NS S
N Ils 2 ECERETD. F—A3 DA LF
i, ROMFWZREZKBENL (Fig.3), RO bLE
S 10 mm PL BT 1 AR O FIEEZR R O D72 R A i
RARIZE S, RIS FARIZDIE N2 W - 0BT 5. 72
B, R I RAREZ 2 TEER LS. 20%, @
PRERET B 72, KTIZBWTREZERL 5 & 223 bk
LV Iy E—FAT7THUHL, OB T v a
NR=X—THY MfEERETDH. T4 v ant—
— & B B HERUR A HUBRHE T Y (Fig.4), Al
FRAED B 5 —a %k v — R Ik S iz 4 BRI
HZEICEVEET D, HEIR O —in 4 AR U@
L, LI, ZREICLVREBEHOTEREEL; L.

4. =R 1 & 20O, r—RA3OKHLERBAEIRC
FHL, Ml Bl S 5. KBTI
BHEBE (9 1.28 glem®) L7225 L 9 I AW
WCRHEZITY . BRNARFIEE LT, BRI
DROEEET, FENZHT TR 2w L%,
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Fig.3 f L7 A4 A ¥k
The plant body of barley

MR LA A A FR
Aroot of barley

Fig. 4

SlkEME 2 RICE L CRRERZHBSES. 20
%, BIEMEIO LR L2 EERE T Z &
T, HEEREICSIRE MBS BB LIRS 2D, it
REoOFEEK X%, 3RIE Lmx Y A VA 71
L OIKFICEZ D, MK EEICT 7 U A
ZoRCHBEOERBOB L D & FTE OBEI T
HED., ZOBE, —ERWLZBL VITRBRKTET
Fb B2, E70, @A Lo%, BV REISKFE
ThHDHILEKERICIVERL, KETRVEAIE
2T H L, 2-4.0FIEEZHREY KT,

5. #iitg, R OAL S SR, KH LO%A1X 20 4
FREE, SNEANAIE D E THMZREBSES.

6. # 0.1 mm/min THRIBZBLEL, BXE 1 FFEZ 2T
T6ommbl F3l#kE, TOBROKELE (kPa), 5l
P (N), ACEEAL (mm) ZRREEAIZEHIT 2.

7. LEFELL, RUBREHWT, RS 4589 L R0
WED FCTHE 1-6.2179. 727EL, LAX « XA X%
DO—IFAEEDIRZ IR T 56, BVIRLRBRICLS
RO 2 FIREAR R Y REVT 5 728, WEIGSTRAT
50kPa L, ABREIEITSEILAT S35, Z OIS
BHAA A DRIIRFT 572, TN T 217
VY, FPEHIRIE &AM R LR A R L.

RERAE R OB DI, SIHREM & L OBEflH T O REE

SN HAMIE e 2 FET 5. ARBICB T, R

T o 1 KTH DD, LESHITROGFE LR

VNIRERISIE LT & B L L. AR —H7e Kk F

TERFEELTHD ERETE S8, [z 1 >O+E

FHERE Lz, EREERBRTHD 2L, BXOF®RRM

BHCH DA A L FRITRER A 7 — 2%t L TR ERN

INENWZ END, MEBIOEEEIIEHR T 5 LHE L.

PLEORE LG S E G, SEfkmmc/ER 5 RE
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Fig.5 EFERADOREFIE

A method to decide modified origin

SN IR L VFHEAETE S,
_o to; )
2
2T, o I IBNERATE, o3 X HEFHC X v EHAI &S iz k
FrEERL, X (1) OBEBIZOWTIEFIZTHT D
FAMIS I IZ oW, MESNZBIRE T § %5
REMEE L OPEhEFE TR L
S
r= 2rrL
CRETDH. I, r & LITENENBIREMEI O &
TlogMEITHD.
¥, HAWIEN EBIkE BN OBRERHI<HE, Bk
EREEE o — NV O Z B T L TV 2 72, Fig.
51T LD TN BTG T ETER O I ORI T2
ERDEMENEL D, ZOBEE, —EERBR (JISA
1216) ERBEDOFIEIZ LV FEEOEEEITS. T7hbb,
i R LA OEMER S AR L, #ihE OR R a2 B oE
EEFAET S (Fig. 52 H).

2)

3. HREBE

31 - A WIRREEBRER (v—X 1)

RER B 15 B NI WG FIBE % Fig. 6 (2R
E—JBEICELECOMEII—ETHDL—FHT, E—7
TREEAFT N B B — 7 BREE LIRS 20T T AW 11 03 28
Lo Uiz, & — 7 8L, 28 & 0.5 mm- 1.5 mm
DOEITH B, E—7 BEEICE L EE S 2 AR
IS A B ST, AR ORI OFRE
WTIREIS L 0 B o7, B— 2750 L L
20 % - 50 Yolgib Uiz, MBS 1 AW A AR S EIIR 1T Fig.
7 LR, B AMTERARENREIS N HFT S 2 LR

WX ATo. FEio, BEELSS-E ARG IBILRIL Fig.8 D L O
272 o7z, WEIG) &R RE ARSI & ORIZHEVIEDOTA

REBIR SRR S e, BREAROEIA X 0 kPa 278 L, 1#
13028 LT, HEITERBEHIHYTILOTHD

IDRE Journal No.303(84-3), pp. I _223-1 _232 (2016.12)

7o, ARBREEFITRES /) 0kPa-60kPa ([ZF 1) B #k-7 A
BRI B T DEEBREN 028 THDHZ L& LT, #
- A WO HRRERERIC X o T DT BEEAR Y, AT
(5l 1%, Uesugiand Kishida, 1986a, 1986b) (Z35(} D1 &
RIFRRE 721300/ N S WM & 72 o7z,

3.2 WL A BHRIBEEBRER (7 —X 2)

IENE-E AT ST BR % Fig. 9 |\RT. B — 7 MEICE D
EFTOMEIT—ETHo7z. 5 HLIEEILTIH 48.6 kPa DFR
Bk £ 18 36.4 kPa ORBRICEB VT, B — 7 MEICET D
DIRTZ 2722 ABOG D O 3 20, 2 0% ARG
J1Y LLET & EIE R U & CRER ARG 0O L5235 HERR
SNz, B—ZREMHEN D B — 7 FREE LRI N T,
FAMNE I DIRE L oo Lz, B — 7 REE & il L
W22 50 %LL B WSS O PR SNz, T,
k- A WARBRITRBT 2 AW S OB RREE & i L C,
FVELVWLEDOTH -7, THEIGI - AMERAREEIR X
Fig. 10 £ 72V, EAMZETARES B N3 5 2 &
NREENTZ. BE—7E, MAZEME 1.0mm- 6.0 mm
DOETHBN, B —7 I L2 0.5mm - 1.0 mm 2
X — I E R 2%, EABS TN E T 5 im0
Rohic. BEIC-EAMNS BRI Fig. 11 & 72 o7z,
B 71 & e R AW 71 & ORIV IEDFEI 2 7L & v
7~ [EUREAROYI 1L 1.81 kPa 2ok L, BEEMREK 2 7R3 1H
13093 L7x o7z, ABRBRRERIZEEIS ) 0kPa-50kPa il
B2 A BRI BT 2 BEERHN 0.93, #E
JI73 181 kPa THDHZ ExRLT-.

3.3 A4 LFIR-KELIRBHERER (51— 3)

Table 2 (Z&RERIC I 1T D MK O IRE TS L OVE K
bea . W B IEBRET, EKHITRBREZ O TH S .
R WS SR % Fig. 12 1. B— 27 REICED
EFTOMEIT—ETHDL—FHT, =T MEMENDE—
7 BREE LIRS 20 TR A WS S 3 8D Lo L7z,
Sk 2 r—A LI L, E— 7 AN LD EVWEICHE
STHEREL, E— 7 BB TRV EAMR SN, /-
HAMIE OB bR D 2 77— & ik L TERH Th
ST, BES-EAWETAREBIRIL Fig. 13 £ 720, A
B TAREE DN R S SN BT 5 2 E DR S e, efé
I AMIENIEE— 7 BELIZEEDLLRENLEOND
50 %fREETHROTHLOETH- 72, B — IR, M
AAZENL 4.0 mm - 7.0 mm O TH LI, E— 7 EIZEL
2.0 mm - 5.0 mm FEEE I B — 7 BREE AR o 21k, T AWIGH
BT HEENR ST, £, TESI-E AW E
£%% Fig. 14 |37, BESRT) & RS AWET) & ORI
WIEOMHBER R b, FEUFEROUA X 3.14kPa TH Y
EE1T0.60 L7poT=. Jed 2 r—A L0 b KRE kSN
B S, FELBEBRBIIS- 7 A WERmEL Y K& L, A
NPT AWEREED /W,
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20 : : : : :
o=61kPa é
o : Normal stress =
&
15L o=54kPa i N m
o=47kPa >
< e K =
i. WA o=38 kPa -.g
g 10| A B, o o=34kPa | E
g AT . - =
@ o I &
E) 7‘1 M W r\’\.,r g
2 s '1 g P =27 kPa o
P " 5
W s=21kPa 5
Qo
i e P UREVARSR <=
e o-14kPa 2
0 . . . . .
0 1 2 3
Displacement « : mm
Fig. 6 k-4 A kB ZE(-t A WIS F1 AR
Displacement versus shear stress from steel-sand interface
20 T T T
< 15} 4
& ° £
- =
4] () 2
@ 10F ] 5
g o
S =028 3
3 75
§ g R2=0.98
51 i
[
0 I I I
0 20 40 60
Normal Stress o: kPa
Fig. 8 k-7 A Wik WS ) - AWIE ) LR
Relationship between normal stress and shear stress
on steel-sand interface
20 T T T
g
= lé6r
&
Lqm
2 1271
=
=
2
=2 Eg&=0.380+3.69
5 870
g R2=0.72
S
%4 -
=]
IS
[}
i P
0 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40

Normal stress o : kPa
Fig. 10 SAH-4 A Wikl E-TREIS ) BLR

Relationship between normal stress and £ on balsa-sand interface
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]
W

393
(=}
T

Eg=0.420+0.76

R%=0.76

—
W

—_
(=}

W

0 . . . .
0 10 20 30 40 50

Normal stress o : kPa
Fig.7 &7 AWl E-MREIS IR

Relationship between normal stress and E; on steel-sand interface

50 T T T T

o=48.6 kPa
o : Normal stress

40
0=36.4 kPa

w
(=)
T

" =260 kP,
20 ?K“”vw m»m 'A‘v‘.,_ |
s e o=13.5kPa M
o Mo, g, oy,
: “ .

Displacement » : mm
Fig.9 7L ih-br A kB A8 A WS ) Bk

Displacement versus shear stress from balsa-sand interface

50
S 40t
~
“
5 30}
:
=
@ 20t
5 ® 7=181+093 ¢
= R%=0.99

10 o

O 1 1 1 1

0 10 20 30 40 50

Normal stress o : kPa

Fig. 11 7V A WYaliR MREIS - A WS BIR
Relationship between normal stress and shear stress

on balsa-sand interface



Table 2 HLRAR DA K S L O KEL

Dry density and water content of test pieces

Vertical stress

Original
1.7kPa_3.6kPa 6.1 kPa 8.3 kPa
Dry density : g/em? 0.97 0.96 0.97 0.96 0.98
Water content : % 31.5 324 30.8 33.1 29.9

10
o : Normal stress o=83kPa

8 i 4
s q o=6.1kPa
“ 0 \ ;
2 i
|
.l
[
2 b Y
2] Sy

2 L

o=3.6kPa o=1.7kPa
O 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Displacement # : mm

Fig. 12 A4 A FR-KH 3B 2008 A WS ) Btk
Displacement versus shear stress from

barley root-paddy soil interface

4 EMAZICESEBRBEROBRELIUVETILE

RIET 0 LoZX8 % PRI 57201203, RRBERICL
0155 N R- R RN B 1T D BNL-E A WS I BER A T
FMMETBDMERH D, Tk T, BRFEMER OBMEmIC
B DEM - AWIE S BIRE T LT B REN e TB
E LT, AR D EBEERO T e U—F W E
KT TE 7 (BRI, Wriggers, 2006). #fil)
W T, MBI 22 Bl A O FEBRIE Fig. 15 1R S b L5
2725, BRI COZEN u VNS WA, AW IITZE
e & HITEBITEMT 22, BMNRHHKEIIThD
ERERARICEY, FABIS NI ZERLL BN L7 22 5.
BALA T SV GE1E, BRI AWIS 238 L,
FOEMNZHNSE 2 L& ABISEE Bk & RO Z s
R O & ABNOG I OBMRIE, BEBMEROIS -0
PTHER LTS, ZFOi, S OLEA - KIS
BRICB T, HBEDOE X HFE2HA LIET b3R5
BLTWD. WA IIDNENL & L9 2 58I 00 26 8l 35
PEEAE (BftE 2 EE L, 703 8/NTh HIREE) LI
IXH, OB COEN Z WML ue LIRS —JF, BEIR
W T TN 2 — B DR ABIG 1 &R B 7203 R A HEIN
DEEIEIET D (EAEEZRICT R BE T TSR
RE) LRREIL, &2 CTOENZEEEN w LS. Fiz,
FEARIRRE 2 HE T 2 BISUT 3~ 0 v L 3, #Efilim o
BHAWTREIZRHE T2 b0 THD. ULOEZX NG, #
oI DAL w (TPEPEIENL we & VYL wh (SR T E 5.

#%X% |IDRE Journal

No. 303(84-3), pp. 1 _223-1 232 (2016.12)

Eg=0350+139
R2=0.81

Shear displacement modulus £ : kPa/mm

0 2 4 6 8
Normal stress o: kPa
Fig. 13 A A LFBAKH LBk E-TES ) BIR
Relationship between normal stress and £ on

barley root-paddy soil interface

10 T T T T

r=3.14+0.60 ¢
R2=0.98

Max. shear stress 7 : kPa

0 . . . .
0 2 4 6 8 10

Normal stress o kPa
Fig. 14 A4 A FRKE 3R WEIS -8 A WS 71 B5%
Relationship between normal stress and shear stress

on barley root-paddy soil interface

u=u’+u? (3)

Fig. 15 [Z3RFE 2 MR L7 — Bl 2% 5. Z OB R
TIE, ZArA5 2 mm LLTF OB S M & 72, Th
PLEDZENUC BN TEET RO NAE T TV 5.

4.1 BHEEEORRERSIUETILE
AIEORBERNS —BEOH T NV ERT T2, P
T IR AMIZEN & & AWIS ) 2 8hhE Eo ke~ b
L LTAR— RETERT 5.

ofe) ool
) U
AT OB RIS, WIS D RERIG T L 0 /s SO FEK
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Shear Tests and Modeling of Root-Soil Contact Interface
by Using Novel Pullout Test

TOMOBE Haruka, FUIISAWA Kazunori and MURAKAMI Akira

Graduate School of Agriculture, Kyoto University, Kitashirakawa Oiwake-cho, Sakyo-ku, Kyoto 606-8502, JAPAN

Abstract

Rooted soils can prevent plants from lodging by supporting the above-ground parts of the plants in cultivated land
areas. They can also enhance the stability of natural slopes and soil structures. Understanding the fundamental
mechanical behavior of the root-soil interface is necessary for predicting the behavior of rooted soils. To this end, an
apparatus for measuring the shear strength on the root-soil interface was developed and applied to three combinations
of root-soil materials, namely, steel-silica sand, balsa-silica sand, and barley root-paddy soil. The test results have
revealed that the Coulomb criterion is well applicable to the interfacial shear strength in the above three combinations.
The results are interpreted in terms of contact mechanics and the modeling of the interfacial shear behavior provides a
constitutive equation to describe the relationship between the shear stress and the displacement on the root-soil

interface.

Key words : Root-soil interface, Shear behavior, Pull-out tests, Rooted soil, Lodging, Slope stability, Contact mechanics
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