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Abstract

This study was performed to find the basic data, as needed on the reinforced clayey soil
construction work, by estimating job difficulty and optimum moisture content of the
reinforced clayey soil, according to its slump test and workability test.

As a result, it has been found that the more increasing reinforced clayey soil’s moisture
content, the higher its slump value.

Its 25% moisture content: the reinforced clayey soil except the fiber reinforced soil was
able to work with hand; the fiber reinforced soil with the 05% or 1.0% of fiber ratio was
poor cohesion because of surplus quantity of fiber.

Its moisture content between 309 and 35%: shoveling is somewhat difficult but troweling
is possible.

This study will be needed to modify and add by another.
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