BE(NO| o] M2 RAY &Y

Determination of Loss Volume according to Hydraulic Pressure in Filter Materials
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to evaluate the loss volume of base soil materials with
the grain size range of filter materials for agricultural reservoir.

The test results show that the loss volume is increased with the hydraulic pressure,
and the amount of loss volume for same sample is different with the filter range.
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Table 2.1 Physical properties of soil samples

L | P Grain size distribution{%)

7 dmax |OMC
Samples Gs 0.01 | 0.002
%) | (% No.4 | No.10 | No.40 | No.200 A (%
(%)|(%)| " [No4|No10|Nod0 | No200| | = \t/m)| (%)

Goesan (44.4|22.2|12.77| 100 | 986 | 922 | 625 | 137 | 84 | 154 | 256 | CL

Us.Cs

Chungju (26.4| 7.0 (2.66| 99.6 | 964 | 649 | 273 | 123 | 89 | 191 |11.2 | SC

Cheongju|31.3( 7.8 |2.64] 99.9 | 92.52 | 61.81 | 3260 | 103 | 75 | 1.79 (155 | SM
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Fig. 2.6 Schematic diagram of the seepage test
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