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Experimental Studies on Soil Compaction

Hosei UEHARA

Synopsis

The results of experimental studies on the compaction of local soils are reported

in this paper. Three types of compacting apparatus; Dynamic (Proctor or JIS type),

Kneading (Harvard min. type) and Static (compressive loading type) ones, are used
to investigate their differences of compacting effects on the four soils which are
the representative soils on Okimawa island.

Three or four different shapes of compaction curve; typical 1—peak type, 2—
peak type, 1— % peak type and 4 —1 peak type, are resulted from each apparatus.
JIS type or Kneading type has three shappes and Static type has four shapes of
curve for those four soils. Also, there are two ~ three different types of the
compaction curve in each soil by means of those three compacting apparatus.

Factors influencing on the test results are widely known and in this study,
especially, the size distribution, mineral composition and compacting apparatus are
correlated to the compaction effects.

Further, laboratory cone penetration tests are performed into the compacted soils

by JIS type apparatus to investigate the engineering chaiacteristics or the structures
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of those improved soils.

1 £ZME

OREEDITDONTIE, K, WA ATRIERREAS
TaIhTREY, Hiczo ] L UToRIEENS
Cehh, EETEOSE TS, BN
123D E LT, HEmNAHGHE, Shiri iz b
Dhid-1. 193341 R. R. Proctor A3 %2 FFH
UTo b, TSR E UTHbh S X 5 i
Tote s, FEDTHE, 5, MEEHEECRE
BEED T L OMES E, FEDH X b BENS T
ARIETH AT Ic, BE L OPERES SIS
KESTW3, B M B ORMEDFHRICTONTAT
%, WhWa, RIXBEDHEBSERE - THRASO

AT 19744F 4 H30H
MPRER AT T2+ AR T2

TWAAS, ExBEDIck 2 LOMET Y EEBLOZE
DEHERTIBICE T % v — 5 —FEDE L DIt
XeonTlE, 17 217 KBROBENZ VL, Th
X, HEDABRERCEE T TREELT, 10
R - MR BAAD T &, AFIDUHERD L b1z,
e~V FOARTH:, FEDHE, A8 I0&KE
O U»tzzEa T bh, —7, MEZY x50
=X LEFB DO, FEYD BNz ORENEICH
T BT, HESENEERTHELE»H, 4
ROLETHS 5, KR TIE, FEDHEOHT,
WEYFE GEE) 12X 3 +OREDHEEHE~N, 2
NZThOLOMBIC X 2B LHEEY A v=XbD
BE2EHME LT, MRORENZ4ED L7 1o
W, By (JIS ZExEwsR) , KEE (Harvard
kneading type) %X (FEiEHN) HEDHB



48 EB A oREDICET AT G 1H)

BEMUIZ, Eiz, JIS ARk bfkED Iz i
T, R~ CBEARREZTDV, ZORMEDEIE
BLOKRBITOWTORE 2 3 & T2, 2238, AL
&, SE27EERFMNTMIE S (RF47E) Ic—BRE L
123 D&, FMFEREN BT (RF49E) BERTF
EDIDITEMUELDIZEDTH B,

I HHLHEIUCHBRTE

1. &8 &

MHEA R O HIE > 5, LOREUE, W - R
Tl 5 MR $ 3. DT, L H 505, 771
BIOR, ThETORRTENGHFE»5AHT, H
PR D, B =ACHTE, S PUACU R O B FUE

B (R, ) CHRERE, RaaKEr2EE (2
—3v) &9 5k EduifigD, HAER, PitRo
5s, A, B X 0B % B TEE v
FEEHELTIEBTEELTHTONG, 40, &
ke UTHA LIz DR, M E LTIR #EHsh
TW3Ba—~Fu, BRI F+» LRI T3 ERETR
B e AR Uz D) , BF=
— L FINh 3 BREYE L GHEMEIKEE TRIZIC
S 20PY BLOBHREEY—F L ELAFER TS
AIHPAEOEFE Vv FE+0 4 FETHY, KREITK
AU CAiZRBIcs s EOME LIS 0 2 U
120 AEILO&ER, WHKE, B MK IZ20nT
&, £1, 28L0H—-1IKARTELEHIDTH%,

%1 R M+ o &K
tomE | #H B O3 RS T
ST AT R R | T, P Sl
BRREAL | CRRURBRE  RHE~E | QIR 4 02 TH B
75 « WERREERL) )
Ak
PR | SFURBE | SRR~ Aok
i - R
SEIHEBE (RAERE | AWML WG, B,
3~ 5o | CBUE B BE- | SRR - R
P TRE) Rt GRAHED)
Ak I L 5 4t B
MEv*EE | (EIHVEE AR
OB, B, VvEERE) | GEIHHE




It (26)

PRERRFBI TR EACE (TR

-2  HBELoYEHERENE K
i x WP | MR | R
AR 2mmp) T 5ml T (%) (%) (%)
FORBVEE £ 2.722 2,767 59.60 29.63 22.51
RO L 2,740 2743 | (23.18) N.P. 22.81
a -5 2,698 2.726 |  (21.76) N.P. 20.29
R 2.676 2,704 36.39 30.99 30.43
R I T e ALY
T 2mm | 5mm 2 mm 5 mm
il 32.0 51.0 | 65.0 | 72.0 | 17.0 | 16.0
B 48.0 3.0 | 27.0 | 21.5 | 35.0 | 35.0
M T | 00 10.0 8.0 | 6.5 | 48.0 | 49.0
f % 10015 0.002| 0.005 | 0.011| 0.013 | 0.0031 | 0.0035
B % (R B | 3.0 | 800 | 20.0 | 40.0 | 59.2 | 58.0 | 65.7
5 | BEAER | BiHe—2 BHe-&) PHE—-2 | @ ~ &
Bl=m| Mt F | WALSM| WEESM | MK £ F
BB pm | % +£CH | ML) (ML) v b ML

MRS ; () NoMEHBRRE X > TS X200, REHRK ; 2
— VAN () B0 BRI £950m, v *pE 63%, 15320%,

MY 17%:-- v *E+L (GF)
100
A LT
90 B /'
&0 ll"Jﬂ'éi':l:‘/ /:\:f /
- A
o w A
[ L4+ e
R 4] st LM /
60 4
4
A= A
50 = -~ .
3 3 M < et

. e

/ =g
30 7= -
20 ] 4/‘4”

/
10 = ’:::"%
g =]
0.001 0.002 0.005 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.1 0.2 0.5 1.0 2.0 5.0
B & (um)

Fig. —1 Grain Size Distributions

49



50

2. KEEDIRBTE

e, 5muv4 2@EBLE 0T, KiERE
(G KRR, BHRE) » oD, < hiRUE
BIOIEL hiBUME & b LIz, fE»HRE,

(@

(b)
Picture 1 Compaction Apparatus; (a) JIS, (b) Harvard, (c¢) Static

-y

W OE (% HE D)

LB CoMEDICET A0 GE1H)

BE1BLIIE-3DEBY ThHs, BHER, B
#9755hs JISA 1210—1969 (HE T¥4x) D 1 51k
1-1 BV gL, 55, S.D. Wilson2)
Tk - TIRE SNz FIEICHEILU Tz, HHREE D B

(©)

#oE o» o R

T —~ W F ‘ tH =B B } 3 Jiay
| 2.5 kg

N 10em | ‘ JIS 5%
C 3JE 250

et 5cm l 2 ton \ bl k3

FT Yy

BX 13.9m | 1)@ 1430

PEE 3.360m 20 lbs Harvard

HE 7.14cm | 38 25 min. type




FIRAFETEICE (T¥R)

1%, =P CBRK fi 56 8 2R L, WESom, B3
17.8em® BS ki +H=2#EInE— v Fig, FIEDOE
Bz % €~V PR E TEMICERLT, Eiid
BDATIVY v —RBLIH, FHIV » Y FITI
<, {7 2.0ton TR LY, ZTOE S LOMRET
BB CHIE DI, dEE—v FRTOHREOE S
ZEMILT, BEEEOREICH N,

3. a—UEANRBRLE

JISA 1210 (1-1) itk - THiE D LR ik (K
WIRIED bEKEL L~2% MBTAPUR) 2RI
1T, Yok 30°, FHEEHERE 6.450h @ 2 — ¥ %,
1om/sec OHESTHAL, 5o BEAHS ETTORK
BN 2 KD 1z, Rk, &K X OTBREE
2 3R THE U

I HEBROFBERLHLURS

1. FEEDIRBICONT
D @ity (JIS) , M@y (Harvard) , 35X OV

51

Picture 2 Cone Penetration Apparatus

ffy (Static) FE»HRic ks, 48 LIc2 VT
D, L HiEL, FEL RUABROMEERE, ®—-2, 3,
4, 5BLPEK—LITRLTH 5,

‘(j'lll'('l‘.l‘. @
JIS - :
TSR e B
1.55 \t ELi\e
A
3z
L
1.50
s
o
¥ s
1.41L
0
ZRH(%)
Fig.—2a Compaction Curve, Shimajiri Clay (JIS)
Feast o
JS A\
CNRL \% T
1.55 LS VSIS
: Xt X o
E L. k
B 12 \
=~ 1460 £ \
o \ \
e ! X
¥ \ \
1.45 \

1.41
L 10 15

20

25 30 35

&K (%)

Fig.—2a’ Compaction Curve, Shimajiri Clay, (JIS)



kL (g/om)

(g/cut)

4

-+

FE L ofEE i 207 (55 1#)

2 .

1.50 \ ST\
g Vel ST
A=y \S \ v
Hvd \ \2

10 15 20 25 30 35
Kt (%)
Fig.—2b Compaction Curve, Shimajiri Clay, (Harvard)

1.50
Tt
CEL

.3
i 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

Gk (%)
Fig.—2b” Compaction Curve, Shimajiri Clay, (Harvard)

1.75 \I \Lg‘\—J-\w

3
(=4
SFr g 2 A o) A\
oy VR Rk
FECNIBEL

5 10 15 20 25 30
Gkt (%)
Fig.—2c Compaction Curve, Shimajiri Clay (Static)



FBRARFHE TR ICE (TER)

1.75
sl 40
5
My
2
e
gi 1.65
wn
® A‘L
\2
1.60 =
1.55 :
i g 10 15 20 25 30
Bk (%)

Fig.—2¢’ Compaction Curve, Shimajiri Clay (Static)

BRI (g/om)

5 10 15

20 25
K (%)
1.70 S T
?ﬁt \ \ \“\\?
=~  [EcnEL - v
8 1.65 il
=1}
= Y&
k{é \%, \\Oo\° A
3 L
& 1.60 s
o 7 5 6= 15 20 25
&k (%)

Fig.—3a Compaction Curve, Shimajiri Sandy Soil (JIS)

53



WHEIE (g/om)

REIL (g/om)

ER : LoREEDICEES 255 Gk 1])

Wat
Hvd.
CNBL
1.65
5
2
#® 1.60
b
H
w
1.55p—
7
LA 5 10 15 20 25
kit (%)
= \ ‘\ \

Hvd. L b Y \\
FECNIBEL Y
- \ ‘LL___
B \ \
] \ 2,
G ® \’g r\@
ol 2 Nl ®
& 1.60 (R
% BRI
- \ \

1A55r
1308 5 10 15 20 25
aK (%)

Fig.—3b Compaction Curve, Shimajiri Sandy Soil (Harvard)

static

et
<EL

0 5 10 15 20
Akt (%)
et l 3
st'atlc“ \2 @ \% s
< DIEL 15l 2% DI
) \ \%c
v e
o 44
\
\ \
N
¥ oA

5 10 15
ki (%)

Fig.—3c Compaction Curve, Shimajiri

Sandy Soil (Static)

1.80
1 E
=~ JIS
] ¢ NIEL
2 1.7
®
;;1 //
C
& 1.70;
5
&
#
i
#
®
1'650 ] 10 15 20
akit (%)

Fig.—4a Compaction Curve, Kunigami
Gravelly Soil (JIS)



MERAFETEECE (TR

N
1.75 ‘\g
VXt '\
ch'i.._ g \Z
%\ < NEL §°\ \@
E@ 1.70
o
=
§ 1.65 |-
\\\/
L.90% 5 10 15 20
@Kt (%)
1.75 A
. B \
L % fii % &Y
= Hvd. i te
B < 0L % ‘2
2 17 o Y \ T
o ol
& X e A
23
w [N
13ty s E: ol %
i
150 5 10 15 20

aKIt (%)

Fig.—4b Compaction Curve, Kunigami
Gravelly Soil (Harvard)

2.00
VxR
static
CNBL
1.95
®
=
g 1.90
#
74;’
1.85 J//; —
.80
fely 10 15 20
kit (%)
1.95 T
vt Yo 1Y
= static T
5 ¢ L LS b
B 1.90 \ bl
il B Yo | \L
g \ \\“
=
¥ && 2
¥ 85 (SR
o,
.80
S 10 15 20
akk (%)

Fig.—4c Compaction Curve. Kunigami
Gravelly Soil (Static)

EMENE (g/ar)

1.85

1.70

EWEE (g/cam)
3

~SU

0
1.85 T
A= ‘e e '
T 2R\
I DEL Ny &
= 1.8 T
5 WY
L | ke ) \
g \
A Y
s 17
-
o
1.70 ‘\;;;I
10 15 20

Fig.—5a Compaction Curve, Corals

1.85

1.80

1.70

1.65

1.60

Fig—5b Compaction Curve, Corals.
(Harvard)

axkit (%)

JI18)
2—7 )
Hvd.
CDEL
1
0 5 10 15 20
&K (%)

55



HREL (g/an)

ER : ORE DI 555 G818

1.90 Y
3;5’” y'\‘ \\
o 1) 3 “t!"
3.0 I ¥ L LY A
5 o ~ 2 g \2
3= \8 e\ x RRR
Hvd. RN & Y
JEC NEL Y\ 2 # 1.8
1.80 4 —AS & /
ALy
\ \_ \ o,
\\ e 1.751\7
1.75 T A 0 10 15 20
aki (%)
1.70
1.90 T
a—7n LB s
1.65— stnic_ \T \
~ IS NEL o,
& \E‘].SS i
2 K W
° &l o -
1.60 Ne 94 & EATRCY
° l § 1.8 )
0 5 10 15 20 4
I (%)
1'750 -5 10 15 20
&kt (%)
Fig.—5b” Compaction Curve, Corals, Fig.—5¢ Compaction Curve, Corals,
(Harvard) (Static)
F—4 FiE D FBRIT X 3 Za B L OREE DR R
B » | ‘ { b E U %k < b E U
= g | B ® | mremm | mEak | miwse | BaaK
B (¢ /o) e (%) B (¢ /ch) H (%)
B &5 =+ 1,544 23.4 1,533 25.0
JIs » B o+ 1,740 14.5 1,686 16.4
(3JE25E) | @ *E+ 1,820 14.1 1,798 14.5
a - 35 1,868 14.2 1,813 15.8
® M + 1,489 27.4 1,486 28.0
Harvard B oH 1,675 7.2 1,662 17.1
(201b 8 JE25E) | mgE L @+ 1,768 17.0 1.726 17.7
a -3 1,851 13.7 1,810 15.1
® B £ 1,751 X7.1 1,732 18.1
Static v & =+ 1,759 17.8 1,752 18.0
@ten 15) | @sv+E+ 1,977 13.2 1,938 14.0
a - 35 1,879 13.7 1,876 14.4




MBRARFHETETCR (TER) 57

2) ThHoR» B, A—REDHRCE 3 F—K

1.80
FEILOWTD, < DL, < DELRROWED wg | NS
HAR1E, 12 SEBIL TS & bbb Y, —MITD mRE | RARRR
NTNB X5, <HELF A FORELSHEL DEL & s W k-
72 MCHUT, MATRMEES S8, BlAKLS /\‘ A XY Y
SHEVSIEAZRLTO S, e i Sa B R
3 EWEDHACEIA—RNLomEDERE 5 | /] WL b\ [\ Y
NELTHIZONM, M6, 7, 8, 9BLUIE—-5T 2 Y /( e 74 L\ | \\ \\
Y
3. ThoORPD, B CEBOAREDEN.  § VOTT o T/ NN
X RHE W, EE BT 5 R R R 3 T N2 N \\
T, FLLTHY, BOHRICE S BE LA L B i) SCREIY. SN | P
WD BT ENDY» B, Eiz, MEDERD, Lok /’ //
EEYpizicd), »aboEr§2T Ld5, Lo A o /’/
BUC k- TRAMTD 505, & KW % EBER, [h {
/7
/I
1'500 S 10 15 20 25
2k (%)
\
1.75 /T\\\ X o= Fig.—7 Differences by Compaction Methods
0N By (Shimajiri Sandy Soil)
wi NN Y| R
1.70 ,/ \ \‘ \ 2.00
//,’ \ V{\\ vﬂﬂﬁ%b
A\ —< Dk
o oV \\ \\‘\\ 3k DIEL \\‘/‘\
i ) 1 2590 AR
\ \e Vg ' / A
= = 'S ey
,: 1.60 1 x i = /\, \‘ i
i) \ \ \ : A A T
:: 1.55 \ \‘ N \‘?S // \V\\oc ‘8\\\\6
| \ ‘\ / \ ¥ b’ RIS
# M 1.85 . S
8 [ A\ [N - ; N\
18 R 7 L\ \ 5 44 \
1.50 \ | = ‘J \ \ 3 |/ \\ \
] = I il 748 A
» \ \~-"/ /” &\\ \ # l”\\ \ \
1.45} AR X E £ hEN A
\ ’ \ \ ﬂ Il \ \
\ y 1.75 Lot R A
1.40 \\ '\\ Hvd;7 NS > " S \\ \
A% ’r’ s A /T\\ \
i gl BN T 1.70 /,’/ : \\\ )
e A
10 15 20 25 30 35 v s =
kit (%) _ g =/
1.65 = T
Fig.—6 Differences by Compaction 1.60 5 = =
Methods (Shimajiri Clay) Sk (%)

Fig.—8 Differences by Compaction Methods
(Kunigami Gravelly Soil)



WA (g/or)

1.85

1.80

1.65

1.60

LE: tokEE»icBETAUE (B 1#)

10 15
ZKE (%)

20

Fig.—9 Differences by Compaction
Methods (Corals)

O: < NEL
X LIRS DIEL

JIS 3 F25[al2.5kg
Hvd. 3 J25[201bs.
static  2ton 1 47[H

1.89

i
®

—
9
a

A LS
v %
vV %t il
/ £ /‘

ORI (g/om)
S

n
il

1.5

2 A
JIS static

Fig.—10 Compaction Results

£—5  ToOREEIC X3 BREE DR Hk
e B L HE L
A B | REDFR | gawamr | BESKL | BAGEE | REAKE
B (9 /oby ©6) | B (9 /o) (%)
JIS 1,544 23.4 1,583 25.0
B Hvd. 1,489 214 1,486 28.0
Static 1.7581 7.9 1,782 18.0
JIS 1,740 14.5 1,686 16.4
s = \E Hyvd. 1,675 17.2 1,662 i 91 B
Static 1,759 17.8 1.752 18.1
JISs 1,820 14.1 1,798 14.5
HEvFEL Hvd. 1,768 17.0 1,726 17.9
Static 1,977 13.2 1,938 14.0
JIs 1,868 14.2 1,813 15.8
a —- 35 Hvd. 1,851 13.7 1,810 15.1
Static 1,879 137 1,876 14.4




PRER AR TS (T¥R) 59

b, AAFIESO~90% TELNTNAE L LD 3, &
BT, @M—10»5, =ZHRICBT 5 JARIZEHREIC,
REbEPoTsE FIRLEFTharRELBIT
EEv*EL) &, REZBBVOTIENE (3~F
NBIOWEL) 8 d 3B ZEbhrh, LOES
LRICBRSH B VWA B, 2RNIC, SEEFRAL
1A RORE D= RV F—FTZENICE LU T,
Static 5, JIS AR, Harvard FRDIHEIT, KX
WRKEREE 252 TV 5, TS T, glkltico
WT, Rif2 20 MASE, BIERDLSBET LM
WA B, ChiCfEE#E LT, Peter Y. Leed 5335, B
RT3 % & o LOMBEDH#tIc oV TIE, FRE
BEDBHBHELT, Kx 4oL 2HRATNS
DT, ENEOEE (* ” THER) 2> TUTRN
BT LT B,

YBE L 5 B9 & BRI G RiIc & 2 REED S
LILTWT, Zo0fEAfH “2—peak type” 2H L,
(EE /KO RTIE30~40%THE LD~ 2d b bh
T3, ORI, wRaed BRIF2E2La0L
KEHNEINTWVE D —7, BNAFRNcX 38548
&, SuEINIT ©1 —peak type” LiZoTEYH, »D,
BRI E, HoBieX3X i3> RE,
« 9 —peak type” it oW TCi&, R.E. Olson® %3, #iki
BOBVHEEEEOBAEM S 2 BHEIERT b
STHBL TV A, BROPIRBZLRTETH 5,
Wat B, KB Rie X 3 ME DL, R
97z 1 —peak type” TdH555, BEIKLIVIE
BAITIE, RS0 NH—~T2AMBNTNE, BINE
‘Rie X, fERIE40~50%TH 1 DENE~ 7 »E
b, HWT, BREE OERBALNEY, Th
1, »AEKEL R AT BTN —~ATH
h, ZORERRESKE—RREREE UTHE A
%3, ORI “1 —% peak type” WA XS,

HEE v+ V@t ; BnsRTIR, BELEEEUR
AU IS REE D R DR b 1L B 05, HBI i X 5
&, “4 —1 peak type”®) @ oh, KRIA—~T
Thb, ZhizoWT Lambe6) (& Bulking 3i% &
>TW3, BRI XhE, BWaEticsirsZhe
Ltz —7 1 —+4 peak type” %R95, WCIFT
LHOMBRTH %,

a—30v; B, HENERc Xhud, BEvE
To¥BMic X s2h e B|ELTWT, K& kicH

) 1—% peak type & % — 1 peak type &iZ
FEHEHRIED b B e XUt

TORE DR 2R T, ZhuE, KELD ORR U
TefEBRE K (Wer.), /NG BHRE (rmin) 2SH
BLT, D, steep Tha I EIFEHIT X DD
Hr, B HRIC XL, ZORREEIETETH
Hwiz->THY, VIALOKHEZL LN B, £
iz, a— I VvOHYHRIE, $99%H5 Ca COs TH
24, MoMtEnSEeratr=38tLixlicELS
BB D 5o

4) RA—FEEDHRicBT 5 LoEEI X 2HED
HR D s il Lz D2s, E11, 12, 13Th 3.
ThoOR» 5, B, BN oOmERIC X 254,
a~3v, BEVFEL BELOEC, FACHRE
BEARxL, BELOoZhEEZ»TRZNTVS, U
»U, BHR X 28548, BEELORELORX
BT, WELOZNEEEL TS EH5EE
Sh, a—~sVEEBEVIBELOMEBPAN» DT
W3, irregularity 23% b3, B XX EARS
E»HRIeBNT, BELE vEELBZRENELN
OiR 252, BN ERNOEHE, a~F Vv EEHFYV
FELEL MR (+ — 1 peak type) %27 LTV

JIS
—< DL

g COIEL

Sogats
S

;: /
2 1.65 74 A
2 I \
di ? L
.7 \| bt
A
1.6(
7
.
7
¥
1.55 FE
AR
b *\
A \
7/ \\
/
1.5 b \\
s
3 \ 4
/\\\ [’
1.45 £ [ 2
0 10 15 20 25
aklt (%)

Fig.—11 Differences of Each Soil (JIS)



AT (g/aw)

LR oREE DI AB%E (B 1#)

60
1.85]~ !
Hvd. \
—< DEL 2= N
I DEL Jx
154
1.80 s
1
J '
1
1.7+ ' /\
vt
'n ’I’ ‘\\
1,7 .
// ’.' S
14 -
. 2\
1.65#\ /_, 4 N
\/ /I’ =
N /
1.60) /
A
158~
y |
/
1.5 T
/\A;:t II'
YT SR A
1.45—— . /
’ ’
’/"\i‘f’ I’
/
| | P
b b 10 20 25

Fig.—12 Differences of Each Soil (Harvard)

15
Gk (%)

2.
static

HObEL /
i
1.9 v it
/]
I
/\/ ’,
1 L
T ,44— \\-,I
// "
318 P J1a=5n
B /,/ ‘l':
g 1.8 .\

].7f\

1.6

z%

10 1
&kl (%)

Fig.—13 Differences of Each Soil (Static)

AT EinE, MEEDBREEE A 5 ORESIE %
$oTW 3B,

5) BEHIREE DR JIS 1. 13k) ks 2 4EER
Utz B3 X OB 5 NOKEE D = % v F — F 1z
BENREATHEL TABE, JIS rdmax 12 1Y
T 3rd%2EB21zDic, Static OWMERIEE T
0.4ton, W¥E+T 1.0ton, 2~ 5V 0.83 ton, H
GV *ELT 0.7 ton LW S % EH, Hto0E
WEIEEV*EL, BELTE, KEDT JIS H4E
»ELN2, —7, JIS 5R& Harvard FREDH
BHBIcONWTE, a—~SvRkBNTE, MEE 3
EsETIEsAEZEL Lz, e TE,
Harvard 753 0% & EDEBOH T X 2 REE D
B, JBECP/FTEY, EROBOE XEDEYD
i, zOEELCEEGDS X5 iBbh s,

6) 5B, ThbOMEDRLHRL IR LI
DT, KEE DR RIBERERE 2 # ST T, R
38 DI b > TFuy bUTABE, K—14D
koiicinh, HERBHHEL LS, i, RETYE

-

static o

[ X|

-
0
X0

xio

*x

O e L
S HEAT

| o

0 59,265 7

1] ;
06070 1 200 of &

Fig.—14 Relation between Uniformity
Coeffivient and Maximum Dry Density

10 20



PRER RSP THIMACE (TR 61

T, REBREEXEL 23 H 5 bbb
Bo oy, AEEBTE, 4L E YFEARES ms
LTNA T &, AT, LHOBPOUH
i K-> TRERHEVETIL S 22 &, BXY, BE
T OHRREREARRE 2m T Tha i Liny, &
RICAN B BES DB, iz, KGR & THEe
Kb & DRk %, I - LD 2 HD Trod AHD
PFIA - B0 oG L TAB &, K—150D
oy, #HED G >TELD BN D
->Th, THELD 2MRICHE I ENbhr 12,

L
0.65— 4
| s |OmE: o
~lE XWE L a
tﬁ AV XA N
_ Oa—7n S
A 0.60 - &
S <
o
3
# 0.5
<
® JIs
0.5

10 15 20 25
Il & K HWopt (26)

0.
12 15 20 25 30
ol &K Wopt (%)

AT
(c) static
0.50p—

15 20 25
Joid & A e Wopt (%)

10
I KHEHRHIE & ol Bk & DRI R
(KDL, F#LDEL)

Fig.—15 Covrelation between OptimumM oisture
Content and maximum Dry Density

2. a—BAHKERiCONT

1) JIS @E» ticoncoxEREH N2~ v HA
REBOMRIL, £—6KRTLESIDTHY, ThTh
D tieoNT, BKE—RAREABESE & Z 0 Rk
B & 2SI wiz0ns, K—16, 17, 18, 19T
DHbo

hehb, WELBICEE Y FELE, 38
Llodhtk 2 255 %, CHHE—2 Wi s OFAIM S
EBBMBRILLTVE, Ub L, BELTE, HiE
OHFRDFE —D €~ 7 DAL BTN T, AREA

#£—6 JISKEE W L 32—V EHAGBRER

R~ (FREK| REE DR | 2 —
TR | HEAE BEGK | X ¥
g (w) [l () | (%) | (kg/

RN

g & £ | 0.298 12.0 25.0 46.20

A+ 0.139 15.4 16.4 21.55

i
VEEL 0.261 13.2 14.5 40.47

a—3v | 0.550 10.0 15.8 85.27

0.30 A 1.60
0.25 /f \ 1.55
= - \\ ¥ &
‘2’ Q ' ', \\ g
igo 20 ooa g e{1.50 ¥
5 4 N 3

P 7| \id
o5 /‘* ,' S
/
4 b
0.10 « 1.40

2 4 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28
aAI (%)

Jesst a3~ VBRI I— /KR
JIS < hiR)

Fig.—16 Cone Penetration Test Results
(Shimajiri Clay)



62 ER R okhE DI 2550 (8 1#)

0.60
0.15
/ 0.50 '4‘
010 /_a, R 1.70 / N
g /’-‘\ &
, N g oo A
z Q 5 &
£ )05 / | ]‘65)2 £ 0.40 T i 85;%
i 5y 3427 & . =
2 v \ g g . A 8
= 0.0 Ve 1.60 e / i 180g
//l \\ é } >
. /
7 0.20 - 1.75
1.55 \ /
T 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 Y f
&kt (%) / 5 \
0.10 T 1.70
WL« a2~ viEF— Ak
JIS FEL biK) 0 2 4 6 1012 14 16 18 20
wklt (%)
Fig.—17 Cone Penetration Test Results 3
(Shimajiri Sandy Soils) a3V a— BN I— &K R
JIS FEL HIRL)
] Fig.—19 Cone Penetration Test Results
;A (Corals)
0.25 1.85
/3
"’N\ 0.55
§0.20 1.80 O—0 Qumax
= Q ’ ﬁ O——A Y at Qmax
/ i & Xeree X Vdmax
x ! B 0.50 £ 1.85
E / \ & *
<] // ’ (\ W
Z0.15 /, \ 1.75 =
i‘ '@ﬂ"/ g 0.45 W = .80
R o 225 2 /’ /
! 4 /
0.10 + 1.70 fs; %
/ 0.40 ,.',/ \' 1.75
I’ I >y /’ /\
g /s i
K W R U £0.35 L4 N LG
o # 5
& s
VEEL D a—~ o BAETI— Ak R g , / ”
(JIS FEL HiEL) 20.30 /‘/[ el 1.65
¥ I
Fig.—18 Cone Penetration Test Results = \// j
(Kunigami Gravelly Soils) 0.25 ,/' 1.60
/
231850, WD B RKTEERERE i3 B Rl S 7K o ] ,/ bR
HEYpmYENAKETESASNE, Tiut, B ' x'/'
OHOFFFEID & X B — Bl [F fFEREHERASR L dry i
side Tz &5 HTABTH A, 40, b s TN .

2K M > TV B T & T, TREOME DR
ELUTEDLATVS, IHiC, T—FITDNTH,
R D Hic T 3, VDY BEREKE TR/ Fig.—20 Relation between Maximum Penetration
WL BT, RROBABHESBEDNL TN Resistance and Dry Density

] 1 d
BEL WEdL viXRE 2—710



FRERAF BT HHRE (TFR) 63

BEHULZTEZS R0, ThienT d, EEo
D BHFELD T, — il FEHRE & O TEI SR &
BRESTWAL D51z, ThbDT L, —
HEREAER E 2~ CEARBICRBT 2B#Eo 2 h =X
LOHE, ¥, MEDLShtofEOYED U
1L OE#IRET, AROBETH 2, T8, R -

5 12 1%, WELIONT, 5% — &K R
& a— U EAR—AKEHRE 2R EIETHRUTY
208, AL RS THERETSTVADT, §8,
DR & LTz,

2) o~ EAMHE & RS & ORRCTRIEL
THBE, M—200X5itish, WaELBED» L

70
a : a3 —F )L
A% A
60
L A
- FE Hp— STk aa
de— Ya R — At a
50
o B
E
F40 2 o *
= ) Pl
A ° ) fa,

a P B
30 a yy W XBE
2 4 B > A AR
| A+t *

" ! %/P/i;/’ o

20 o TET e L%

o = 2 X

o ~°
08

10 o : o o X

o A /
TR e BE P
0 S
1.40 1.45 1.50 15 1.60 1..63 1570 175
VORI (g/cm)

Fig.—21 Correlation between Cone Index and Dry Density

FTHTRIE-> TV BT 2BEND 2, Fiz,
E. A. Nowatzkil 5 13 O ic XhuE, =~ 5
faick 3 ge—rd i ic 20T, M—210FEHO X
SIMENH B EINTVAEY, ABRRoa—~5 v
PlRE L oMEDIRETE, Z0 X5 SEKREEDH
128, WELEEHE VLI ONTIE, SBTRT
IO BMEBRMKEALLNS, ThbD L b, MEDS
hiztoWE2E A% 54T, GBLIPELTH
BN D THS 5,

NV & &h &

+ DR D A BAS F i B R 5 KT TR 4 o’ T I
DN T ORIER S 1D 25, 1044 B Aic S h,
Z0#d, Thbi2\WTOMEREZZ . &1,
PR & ik 7s & ©i, Proctor DISE0FEE DI
DNTORA BN I TN AP, RITHE & ORIES

I h, BEz oTREV, —7, fMED LI
+ ks & TERM T & B S 72} 5 98 23, Lambe,
Mitchell, Seed 5 iz k- TiFsbh, XHFTH, B
TR EORF T 7=y 7 2BRELT O B »
3, WAMBEH —BERL X ->TfTsbhTina,
AWf7E s, Thb OEMEOIERMIICnb 5 <<
HFEINIY, SROYEL L DMK ZHIFEL BT
HB, AMNE, BHTOESRE L5 AN, Kl i
@ irregularity % compaction mechanism 33X O¢
compacted soil structure 7z &, Wi AR, FL
MR, a7y v—ofED R e, Ml
BULTWAB T bl Rikic, KifHicon
T, BREPITE LTNL T iz ARERI R A (1H
48 - 3) LFEE, QR ERFOHEBCHEER
LET,



iy,
2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7

LR L okEE D I1cpEd AH5E (G5 1#)

2 & X &

TET e HEHBE G 1 REGETM)

S.D. Wilson

Suggested Method of Test for Moisture-

Density Relations on Soil using Harvard

Compaction Apparatus. Procedures for

Testing Soils, A.S.T.M. 1964

R.N. Yong. B.P. Warkentin

Introduction to Soil Behavior, p.p. 115~117

(1966)

P.Y. Lee. R.J. Suedkamp

Characteristicsof Irregularly Shaped Com-

paction Curvesof Soils, Highway Research

Record No. 381, p.p. 1~9, 1972

R. E. Olson

Effective Stress Theory of Soil Compact-

ion, Jour. SMFE, Proc. ASCE 89 (SM 2),

p. p. 27~45, 1963

T.W. Lamle. R.V. Whitman

Soil mechanics, p.p. 514~520, 1969

K, ML 5 kK L 22 & Bl DR T D0

T, P.p. 8-1~8-2 520+ ARZELFEREEN M
2, [H40

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

I — L okl R X B HHEE DR D
z:{t, + &3 vol. 5-5 p.p. 19~22, 1975
FF, el L o i KGR S X O &K
o MiMEREE S 5 —ilA, T &I vol.
5—=2'p.p. 8033, 1957

O HE o f KEZEEERE & DB Sk
DINT, + &I vol. 10—9 p.p. 12~16, 1962
Fil, M - offE Dic i) 3 K3 off X ico
WT, + &I vol. 18—3 p.p. 21~28, 1970
B 5 Bk B A o ZEAEE TR BT B 2k
e (1) —MWiEa~1vYy—7ey 2 %
@ 1 — GRERARZEH T AC BT 2404 8 5 p.p.
61~90, 1970 BKAED ZE5EMPE TR B9 % LRt
wtsE () —EAERE L Zo 1 —F BT
45 p.p. 63~88, 1971

W, #, R i »HBREE 29— BEAR
Bifi O HBARE I B9 A MEERI IS, S826Mm toK
eSO TS T 405~306, [H46

E. A. Novatzki. L. L. Krafiath

Effect of Cone Angle on Penetration Re-
sistance, H. R. R. No. 405, p.p. 51~50, 1972
Highavay Research Board

Factors Influencing Compaction Test Re-
sults Bull. 319, 1962



