o RREREE ¥ BESKE
BAEIKIES AR &5te
W, EEHHSE BLoz—

Relation Bettween the Maximum Dry Density and Optimum
Moisture Content and Natural Moisture Content of Soils
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Summary

Maximum density and optimum moisture content of a soil may be one of the very
important properties to be specified in the design of earth structures and their works.
However, the determination of these soil properties may not be done without the nec-
essary equipment and time-consuming field tests. This study was conducted to develop
an easier method by determing the relations between the natural moisture content and
optimum moisture content and between maximum density and optimum moisture con-
tent so determined. These velations are remarkably defferent according to the areas
where the samples were taken, and thus analysis of the experimental results are shown
by regions as follows:
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(8 : Standard Deviation, 7 : Correlation Coefficient)
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