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SYNOPSIS : The charateristics of the soil-geomembrane interface are important factors in the
design of soild and liquid wastes containment facilities. Several factors such as interface soil types,
types of geomembrane, density, shearing speed were considered through large-scale direct shear
tests. Based on the interface friction angles determined through the direct shear tests, flexible
geomembrane, rapid rate of shearing speed, higher dry density of soil, confining stress are the
important factors to increase the shear strength and the interface friction angle. The friction
efficiencies for each cases are also presented.
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