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SYNOPSIS : The friction between soils and the geosynthetics varies depending upon the types and
characteristics of the involved materials. Many engineers have studied the frictional characteristics
between the two materials in may way but the results obtained so far is not satisfactory.

In this study the frictional characteristics between the soil and the geogrid were examined
through laboratory direct shear test and pull-out test. Tests were conducted on two different types
of geogrid: Polyester grids(PET) which are currently used and newly developed fiber-glass
grids(FQG).

Result showed that FG grid yielded smaller displacements and uniform displacement distribution
mainly due to much higher stiffness. Therefore, it is expected that more efficientbfl support and
displacement control can be achieved by the FG grid.
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