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Table 1 Soil Properties used in this study
Contents Results
Specific gravity of soil 2.790
Maximum dry density (gf/cm®) 1.770
Density test ,
Minimum dry density (gf/cm®) 1.424
Uniformity coefficient (C,) 4.100
Coefficient of curvature (C.) 1.240
Sieve analysis D, (mm) 0.150
Dy (mm) 0.340
Dy (mm) 0.680
D, =40% 31°
Direct shear test Friction angle( ¢)
D, = 80% 42°
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Table 2 Average ultimate compression load with pile spacing

Relative Spacing
r : Average ultimate compression load (kgf)
density | ratio of
(%) piles(S/D) 1x2 1x3 2x2 2x3 3x3
2 31.20 30.88 29.15 28.99 28.00
40 4 28.45 28.22 2765 27.12 26.80
6 2711 26.89 26.54 26.33 26.22
2 399.25 387.33 577.25 364.36 359.72
80 4 368.00 361.00 358.00 352.00 349.00
6 355.15 354.20 352.00 349.00 346.00
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