KES Fall '98 National Bonfenence / Nousemben 6~7, 1998 / Seoul / Korea

H7IRoHg & BXexie] H&olE Mol Agt oip
Interface Frictional Charicteristics of Artificial Liners in Waste Landfill
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SYNOPSIS : Interface frictional characteristics of the artificial liners are very important factors in
the design of waste landfill. This paper focuses on investigating the interface friction angles of
various artificial liners through large-scale direct shear tests. The details of friction angles are
between geomembrane/granite decomposed soil, geomembrane/geotextile, and geomembrane/various
geosynthetic clay liners(GCLs). The GCLs specimens were soaked and unsoaked under surcharge of
17.3kN/m” The test results indicate that the surface roughness, shearing speed, flexibility of HDPE,
wet & dry condition of GCLs are greatly influenced on the interface friction angles.
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