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JHR(SYNOPSIS) : This study, Using Pusan clay, examined a relationship between Dynamic and
Static Liquid Tests. The Static Liquid Tests wew carried out based on BS and JIS. The results of
the study are summarized as follows.

(1) The result of the Dynamic Liquid Limit Test showed that the liquid limit values of air-dried
soil were greater than those of oven-dried soil by 4% ~15%

(2) The liquid limit value of the Static Liquid Limit Test was greater than that of the Dynamic
Liquid Limit Test by 2%~9%. The following equations show the relationship between the two
values

WL, Fall(JIS)
WL Fall(BS)

0.961 - WL,Cas. + 4.209
0.969 - WL,Cas + 5.024

(3) The liquid limit value of BS was greater than that of JIS by 1% ~6%. The following equation
shows the relationship between the two values.
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2.21 SHAMSHA Al & (Casagrande’'s Method)
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2.2.2 M= HMBIH A& (Fall Cone Test)
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Matschak and Rietschel Russian Unknown WL fall=0.833WL+3.1
Skopek and Ter-Stepanian Russian Soft base WL, fall=0.710WL+6.9
Uppal and Aggarwal Indian Hard base WL fall=0.930WL+3.2
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JIS WL, fall = 0.961WL + 4.21
BS WL, fall = 0.969WL + 5.02
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1}

WL Fall(JIS)
WL, Fall(BS)

0.961 - WL,Cas + 4.209 (1)
0.969 - WL,Cas + 5.024 (2)
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WL, Fall(BS) = 0.976WL,Fall(JIS) + 2.638 (3

AA7R At A ANE PEe : 2Fzke] zo]
He Eola glen o we AAHAAE AP8A FAE MR 2o]lE Bole RAoE YW
o mEA Z e IEsE AlMde 2o 4T 2F B AL, 8719 27 Tl dd dFge
T B3 T daAe] glerd, ofF HiME But 2 dHolyHe A AEJ Besidan Yzt
g9
#Hue#

C AR, 2000, “FA AGEA AFI AN Z BINE A FBAA" HSFEETE 2000

(2000), “F-AtHE 2] Fall Cone Aol 23 24+ 2 ZFEEA" AAE=E pp.79~85.
(2001), EAAE ] T 47, #3872, pp.164-167
AS(1999), EAYE YR Ful A pp.30~84.

o kI

N
03]
=y,
&
>
=
g

-382-



