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A Consolidation Characteristics of Decomposed Mudstone Soil
by Constant Rate of Strain Consolidation
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Abstract

The main advantage of incremental loading consolidation test is the simplicity of equipments that can be used.
However, it is known that the incremental loading test has several deficiencies including long testing time, non-uniform
stress state, high and variable rates of strain, very soft clay and problem of back pressure saturation.

Due to these drawbacks, various testing methods including constant rate of strain consolidation test(CRS) were
developed. In this paper, CRS consolidation test was performed with three different strain rate. The results were verified
by the modified CRS theory of Wissa et al.(1971). And then the results obtained from the CRS consolidation tests were

compared with those from incremental loading test and direct permeability test.

7152] Ocdometer A1 & T2 A9 3412] Hele1 0.2 af 22l 0} 5194 ek 1t o] e Ao A
7% 7} ) 31E 1 9] B2 Q) S, S ekt Ao ol Ala e of2ig 4;91 TEEA S 7 o]
o FAES e 2okl FI200h mebA] o)A B2 BT 5 9l A WP S ShIR 2 MR E A Fo) Lol
o151 52 15) oA A7 MRS ol 84 CRSABE AASIS .0, o] 2HE 548 Wissa(1971)9
1205801 - o120 84152, 71:29] Oedometer A1 9 A4 o4 18415 0 24 CRSAI 9] 584 9 4
84 78 doelan Bk

Keywords : Decomposed mudstone soil, Constant rate of strain, Oedometer, Rowecell, Non-Linear theory.

1 A3, ABusta FHs EBEsty wg
2 ARG, ARARD FHAL EIFAY WY SR
3 43, 74 g FANG EEFey WAty

O

Jo

LYHYE YU MIE OIASSIES U= 99



I.LME

71&9] Oedometer test™= 2] 2] 71330 & €15
AR Hslglo] o] & H ol ghrtk. 1Eut o] Y ]
71zko] A1, 7} A kel A o] $8 B E e, A=
o) 34217 2.2 olslch B B EeFel v
2 QA u e FAAe =S R aksl A A E sk} o
ek et AR ASAE R o] i Ao A o g
= e QPuIE GREA} A LE o] o] FAE ol&

§ A E o] QPABA A7} s o] TR L YEAA

o]t}. 7)o+ Hamilton, J. J. & Crawford, C. B.(1959),
Crawford, C. B.(1964), Wahls, H. E. & Degodoy, N
S.(1965) 0] 2]3] =9 A7} A xo] ko, CRS
Ao 2 2z 9] &A1 9H -2 Smith, R E. & Wahls, P.
1.(1969) o) o) 3l N2t QAe}. 1 3 Wissa et al.(1971), Zen,
K.(1980), Lee, K.(1981), 18] 12 Crawford, C. B.(1988) %
o) sJah ol 2211 o] Qoisth ol el s £ v
4% 8- WRAS 158 £ ol 22 olo] Wil o
#5130 Qou AYH o2 Ho] ATEA Yok T
PR R CAEE RECEEIE E BT
2 QOedometere} CRSA| oA Aojzl Ad4=¢e] AX]A
S 999 308 Blo) rku & 4 Ak

B e 2E 2L T3k o] AN o]¢} E3
£8 A7k MHES o 83)0) CRSYAA B & 4]
3171 A IS Wissa(1971) &) ) A o) 22 A 83 ¢
ErEAS doprgton, o] A7E Oedometer 43
w}o} vl w ki ch T3 Rowecell & E3F A - FFAIR
AA3m 7 23S CRSAIBIA Aol HHFAI3
ook v LA CRSA B B8

75 Bashed) 1 540] 9)

%*

nSL od e

o ud tio Y WE

2,
HE,
ax
opp

2.1 Non-Linear CRS Theory

Smith, R. E. & Wahls, H. E.(1969)= #3383
(0,)} FAAYE(e,) o] BAFE AdHolgtar 7HE3}
I, BEFELH(0,) S} GBAT(C), FTAT(k,)
sto] AAS FA = BAAE LRI, Wissa
(1971) 9] Aol 2L HIEFESH(0,)H SEAF
(C), TFAT( k)2 BAZE B A E(d e,/ dlog 6,"=con

100 gl=2AHiBelsl=28 HM162 1=

°]

-stant) o|gF=H) 7| 2 &

F3:

]/833"]%? SHE

log (g, 8 uy) ~ log (Gyy)
log ,~ log (0,-¢)

(1)

T=4.18(Fy)%—3.21(F;)* +1.65F;+0.0356  (2)

7]A, 2 (2)¢] T >0.5 o] % Steady - State AFefe}aL

714 & 4 9] 01, Wissa et al. (1971) 2] Steady - State 273

o2 HJIO

233k | A P& Cell S0} vl of A A5} = 3}
5ol & FA8 30%S 298 5 glvke

ASTM D4186 712 7H&38}7] 9131 &, CRSAI G5 24
3 4 913 Trainsient Z71 9] WS #|3H5}7] 93 A=
o|th. 7}A 3 H] A Y AF-2 33 o] Z o] m}e} Parabolic

3} 31 Steady - State AEAS] AL HFHFE3H(0,) C,
o} k, &) BAE 2] (3), (4), 5)¢F 2Lk
0, O+ 2B uy+ 0,003 )
— Hlog Z
C,= "”‘u “
2 tlog (1— =)
—VJU. H2 10
p= oA 6
20,log (—F 5 L)

7|4 H: A& Fol
7y H¥E
ro: B9 BATH
Oy, Oy * dt&?}__7}'°ﬂx]u ;ﬂ%a
o, : 2 3) MM T3 Jt Fe] gk

T <0.5 ©) Trainsient =2l tigt C, & £, = 2

(2)0ll A T3l AZEAIS( T) 9} Terzaghi o] &M 78

4»

ek



2
c,=-1H _ ©6)

t
k= 0.434C,7r wmt )
o log le

2.2 e-log k 24

Taylor, D. W.(1948) & Z.aloll )3t $47155 T} 2
o 4o etk

b=cres ®
C=Q%v§ 9)

T3 Taylor's WA BN E 2138)( o) SHog &= 44
DA ehitha Agksielch. e AR A A% g
A HQ #A S UehllE 22 ook webd B E

L i B
thste] st e WEE A2 Ak

k= C< (10)

A71A, n logl k(1 +e)] 9 log e 2ol A 9] =d
21 7127), ce A8 2715 vehdth o] 3 Bl =
\31—0 5_3_4 74?{-%}”’@501]/\1 “6‘7': ] o]zﬂ B]— oh;]_

3. Al &K

B o ol A AH-H A1 7) = 1= GEOCOMPA}O) A
A2t R 2A ASEAEAE, ARFEE LA, 4

_:_l;'_/\/\]-gqo AXE S 9l T 5 A1 Y ) o)t} A EA
&2 A 8E E3}A]7)=d] € Q8 Back Pressure Tran -
sducer, A|&.9] W ZAS 9% LVDT, -"]'o] =g

Load frame

( Londeell )

Back pressure ransducer

T Rowe cell top
] e Load
; laten
4 P

Water Rowe cell
o e b e £ / body
Rowe cell
base Sample
L Pose pressure wasaoer |5

I z Sl

Load frame drive

computer

I8 1. SYHEE AUA-ER2 Hex

.CRS A3 °ﬂ *P%E] =
cell- & =1 A Hydraulic Loading ¥4 3} Mechanical Loading
oz e 5 Yo AR BRI Head K
H.(1986) & F317] nlebm, 1 Aol H ALE 2=
A1 7 15cm 2] Rowecell & o] -&-
© & Back Pressure & 7} &= 9,,1“: vl 0] t}. Cell Y ¥-&=
2% 1o XA 7 A-Fell= Poros D ARl A 89

3+ Mechanical Loading 2]

PN Ut
= EEUAS AA ] HYDIFUL FHE T 9
=% sge

4. NB2EE A AIFYH.

4.1 A|2M&™

Q*]E*J *71%‘3:— 23| A AT o] - Sefe] AH
9] A 8.5 Rowecelld] 277} S0i71x] =8 531 Hyd -
raulic loading ¥H4]-2- ©]-8-3]] 20, 40, 60kPae] ¢ & ofH]

IS JUNE [HE 0IUSSES YUSH 101



B 1.0/ BElEL| 7|2 S

Gs Dio(mm) Cu wi(%) wp(%) Io

2.595 0.032 4.725 48.25 23.7 24.55

4.2 NEYH

2 AFoA= A7EA] MY &S 0|83 CRSYEUAE
7} OedometerE o] &3 EFU DA E 18] 11 Rowecell- 2
o188 Y4411 & A1 31515h CRSYRAIH-2 Row
-ecell(15¢m) & ©]-8-§F Mechanical loading ¥4 & A1-8-3}
gt} M 4142 A|gAd PP 0 2 GH|gUH AlE9
AR T 3E 9 3) cell 459} 8}Eof| Back Pressure £ 7}3}
At} Back Pressure THA) = 50kPasy] Z7}A17 350kPa7} =]
713t & 7} A 2 B Value & 4 £3}57}198%0]A4bo)
HEE 39tk o] & WIE-E 0.1%/min, 0.05%/min,
0.025%/mins] SE2 7a) 52 S8} A% T 2
43 9 510912 S0l 2520, Y] ol 2ol
Z] 3= &0} Back Pressure == 2 A8} A 5% 4| 7t} Oedome
-terE 0] 23 EFYAAI AL A Z.E5 Rowecell & 0]-&-3
o] Azl E]T—; ZZ3}11, ASTM Standard D24359))
A} AQHE A 6cm, 0] 2em 7)9) A| B E o] B3 A A
s}ath 31w = 0.1kg/em’ B8] 6.4kg/em’7}4] A A)5)
Ron stEZrH= 1, L7 7HE 24A|17k0 2 STk
Rowecell & 0] &3 A FEFAI 2 PAA A LT
Yoz Zejg el ARE dHYE A bE s
AAAZ| 2 A2 27] Tolo}t FAE ST F CRSY
AN Y e FAsHA EAH AT ZEY
LA G B A 0 2 7hsl e, Z} 1::} ]s}? ot
o] A2 5 5 Rowecell 359} 170 <} }01.4
Back Pressure & 7}3+ & ¢F6 A1 7 52 %{1 3|

el

_I]N'

sAEEL Y DE

5.1 HYE0| ME2 e-log p'Sl ZA

olgt ESEES o]&3 939 CRSYEAIE % 4319
Qedometer A AT @ okald T 294 2 HA 172

9] e—logp FAoA QAR AW L 85 (pc) 2 Casa -

102 =R EtEsS=2d Hl16a 1=

grande ¥ &-8-3 3} 0, A| Y A 7} Oedometer A @ |
Ao} B A 3astE-S 0.592kg/cm’ 2 LERT) o] 7t
2 CRS 0.05, 0.025%/min A &l A Q)7 H3#3k 0.616,
0.58kg/cm’ F}= 2 2}o0]E Ho] ] €49k 1} 0.1%/min Al
ol A FolA HF#Zke) 0.68kg/em’ Bt} 0.088kg/cm’
A% 2 2h-S JeRN YT Vertical Strain( € ,) - logp’ 9]
#AE ¥ 33 2ok a”kdAMAFE  CRSAE
(0.05%/min) 3 Qedometer A|BZAI= Algx7]<l
0.8kg/em” ¥ 1712 23] Wk vhek A7HE BolF D
o o]F o] st HANME ¥EE 0.1%/mine] A|E
Avtst o AL Y-S & 5 Uk T3 2L 815
Mo FAHFES vus) BE HPgo| =52 ) B
& ofol =2l o] WAIE= A o2 el o, o] 3t
A 3}= Akagi, H. & Komoya, K.(1995) 2] A4 8 €l HE A
o) i3t &7 2 Yildirim. H. & Okdem. K.(1995) €] &7
Ao = 2 vl et $1 o) Ajol v)Fof WP Fof

et ABPVSF D FANIES 2FH WAL

('

N

L LLLALL T l!lll“‘ T T ||I|||| T IIIHH‘ T
180 O (RS Q1% manNp.1,2)
N 2 (RSO0 minNetS |
0 CRS 0025%/ minNo.7.9)
1.60 [—
z M0 1
8 L ]
P
o) 120
s R -
1.00 —
0.80 — B
RN SR AT BTN TSTT| BN WA TIT] R AR AT
LO0E-4 10E-3 10E-2 L0E-1 10EH0 10E+H
Vertical Effective Steess p'(kg/cm’)
I 2. HYEN mWE 2= RESASHYY 2
T T TFTTIT T |||||I|s T |I|||1|f T lIlIIIIl T
0.00 & Q.025%/ ninfNe 7,8}
0 . © 005%/ninMe. 1,7)
o B [10.1%/minNa. 4.5/
° WOedmrzer Tet
o
g
g
g
E 20,00
30.00 — B
PETT] BRI A TT] B R R AT I M SRR AT |

0.00 0.01 0.10 1.00 10.00
Vertical Effective Steess, p'(kg/cm?)

J8 3. HHEN e 21340 fESNSYHN A



o % gk 722 }0.05% mine] WHES ol 43 Lol L .
AR5 52 W P 52 Oedomerer | g 2 7o} v ‘ e
16.00 -~
Wy Z AR|s= A2 eyt e Csarsdmntl)
- £ LYo panlt “
OCRS 0025%/ ntnNo7)
12.00 -
52 HEE0| WE 234l ZY g .
E\ 8.00 o -
A 2~ =1 O, =1 = - «‘:’; 3 4 e g gfsoty
aY4E A5 AF L I A2 WEE i oF ¥ P e
TR ST S
o Amglol ML AFT R} L NP27]0l = #Y 400 e -
2H5qre) o) wAslA] egkor, MaghasFe] &
i L ! f i
QapaA A443) S7hsk7) Al dagrasiEe At o 100 200 300
A 2A F7tke Pe By B3, A3 E0 571 Verseal et Suese p g/
g2 71250k A% ErbetsE Ao 2 eyt 13 5. HYEM WE U/p 24 RETHSHLU 2
T 29 AdoA g o o WEE (. )
f 052; ahlljl j i Tz 3451;/1;? o/] e ‘: o AP AgSE £7 AT 1ol 1A 7 4
~12. o} Hl 3] - -
o/ming ]L canll AR UERRI Ol ooy 3000 23 a1 %}E #73 ASTM D41862]
0.1%/ming) 4-¢-<0 29.3~34.28%= &= P
b/ o +28%% A HERAT 1 271 9ES, A|7AS( T )7 058 2 Steady -
T T T T T T T =TT Stat /ROEHE/\“i\X/[SSaetal (1971)_,] H]A‘]ﬁoliv—-a%—ﬁ—“
® CRLO.1%/ mén(Na1,2) | 9l AL ukEs)
o gl ORS00/ minNad)
B omLomz Wy / ] Ub@quass /Pasass oA 7284 0) 32 84
£ | = ©AEE 17 59 2k 2 A Y NP ol wE
=3 - T
2 osp 5 Uy /p o] Hdlgho] ZA UehoH, 27)0e S7HF
£ |
8 o] 2t WA Mg et =dshHA Us /p gho] AA
2 | * . s
. 3 Z71el Adigrell =28 F MF S BAgle] A%
o alm 4
; < FA e AL E Vel
s i ‘ B
(()mo 000 00t 010 1.00 10.00 g%‘oﬂ [L}_ guéy:"T 3: ¢71|¢
Effective Vertical Stress, p'(kg/cur)
2 4, WHEBN OE 294000 SELSXSH e M CRSA1 8 7} Oedometer A & ojjA] Qoizl P AF( C,)
I 2 EFUUAIY 9 CRSYULAIYC HupQ
Test Type €a (%/min) Ho (cm) Wo(%) € B value pc'(kg/cm2) Aup/ Up*(%)
No.1 IL* 2 43.35 1.515 - 0.58 -
No.2 IL 2 41.89 1.567 - 0.55 -
Oedometer
No.3 IL 2 42.79 1.512 - 0.61 -
No.4 I 2 42.95 1.518 - 0.63 -
No.1 0.1 4.48 45.8 1.60 0.99 0.66 34.28
No.2 0.1 4.38 44.8 1.57 0.98 0.67 33.03
No.3 0.1 4.50 451 1.58 1.0 0.71 29.30
No.4 0.05 4.51 44.2 1.561 0.99 0.62 11.76
CRS No.5 0.05 457 448 1.552 1.0 0.63 12.35
No.6 0.05 4.60 43.7 1.549 0.985 0.60 10.25
No.7 0.025 471 47.6 1.552 0.99 0.58 9.24
No.8 0.025 4.60 46.3 1.548 1.0 0.59 7.0
No.9 0.025 4.59 45.3 1.559 1.0 0.60 7.2
* IL ; Incremental Loading, du, ; $EAAF ST Hol #Y3=5Y Uy ¢ Back Pressure

LFSE AUNS0 M2 OIAESIEC UYL= 103



10 T lIIHI[' T IIIIIH‘ T IIHI'T‘ LR T IHHE

- Nondinear CRS Theory Method - 1

1 OSpuan Rate; 0.025%/ minNo.7,89) =

W Qdoneter (N2.1,2,3) ° 3

01 i .

& 0.01E N =

2 o ° 1]

~ ° ]

& 1E-3E ° 3

3 - N 3

1E.4'E o % -

1E i :

e .

Eol i icid i vinnd i il
0.00L 0.010 0.100 1.000 ~10.000

Vertical Effective Stress, p'(kg/cn’)

A S| A (HYE; 0.025%/min)

—
=3

E T VII]I]I T IIIHIII T IlIIITTI L LRERRL T }IIIIIf::

P -Nonbnear CRS Theory Method ]

L 0 Sain Rate; 0.05%/ ninfNo-4,56) ]

E B Oubmeter TestNo.1,23)

o1k o ° i

L e RSN E

—_ F ° o& oo 1

|5 - o o -

£ oo 0l . J

g Eo 0 00, o°° L) 3

g, F o 4 e ' ]

O 3k . . <

1E-4F e =

Esl el e el ]
0.001 0.010 0.100 1.000 10.000

Vertical Effective Stress, p'(kg/cm?)

J7 7. Y49} KRNI WA (HEE: 0.05%/min)

£ v|w3 Aate 29 6, 7, 83 ok Tk A
( T)7}0.58 0} £ Steady - State 7181 90l &= 4] (4),

o

(5) & o]-g3l] 3l oM, 0.58 t} & Trainsient 27
-FellE 21 (6), ()& o] &3to] 3t v o2& A
3 73+ 2k} Oedometer A 3 2 2} 2 Casagrand B ©
2 % ¢, 9 s BE A ol #AIQle] HtE K
£91 0.6kg/em” o] 3} ¢ ol 4 o] $Hd A|4=3= CRSel| A
3t 7ko] Oedometer] A@ Rt} 2 A4 Vet o}, A
TG ol Mol ke el 2 A sk e APE
St} o] 2] %t 4 #}+=Blumenau - Navegante HE & o]-&
3} Almeida, M. S. S. & Martins, I, S. M.(1995) ¢] <1 =
Boston Blue HEZ ©}-83F Thomas C. S. & atrick J.

# 3. Taylor $HE 0|85 B4l », C

W.(1997) 2] A7 ATohs

10 T LR | T T TTTTTT T T TTTIT T T T

E . 3

F - Nowbnar (RS Theory Mithud - .

e 0 Sranmite; 0.1%/minNe1,23) E

E W Oubmeter (N 1,23) :

01 2 3

—~ : ° ° o o°0 (§ gg; —:

5 0.01% . 00 %, Y &l?g"o & -

2 E o0 5,08 oooc, ]
< i o 8,090 S0

E/ E3E oy oS .

5 F ° ]

1E-4 3

B5L .

E6lunt o vl ol 0w ed i

0.001 0.010 0.100 1.000 10.000

Vertical Effective Stress, p' (kg/cm’)

38 8. AU RESXSHIYS HA(HES: 0.1%/min)

10E-2

; T T TTTIIm T T IrirT T |1|||||’ T ||IHHI T |]||]§
£ Nontirmar (RS Theory Method 7
LoE3L 001%/minNa12) o
- E 0 0.05%/ min(No4,5) E
ﬁ L . D0025%{ anNe.7.8) ]
g 10B4= . © OOumioNa123) 3
T P e “ N
'] F o LS e E
B C . °5 E
ERERT XIS T8 et E
: : .
U C a
L METe Dot Pematityy Test s
F E log(¥) = 0.903677 * log(x) -+ 15,3047 §
B, LE8E N
st F E
0B Lusd ceed uvned 0w innl sl
0.001 0.010 0.100 1.000 10.000
Vertical Effective Stress p'(kg/cm?)
38 9. B8 RELA3Ye 23

YA Pt mpebA o] T3t
o] Airerdel oA o] CRSIEAIH o2 RE] dojz
C,3h& A=A = BhgAde zietha g
FrAT(k) - FESE(p) ] BAE 24
ok A7 WM E F 0.05%/minoll A Aojxl FEA 57}
&7 | EAA ol FrATETd 25 o &
B9 @& VER o, o] A2HE Oedometer Aol
’\1 ol A Fr Aok s B A8t as o]
Aol M e A7) AE Eo A Aoj R TR 1)

Al g Oedometer No.1 Oedometer No.2 Oedometer No.3 Direct Permeability Test
n 3.37 5.209 5.903 7.01
Clcm/sec) 2.21xe~7 1.67xe-7 1.59e-7 2.2e-7

104 sl=EiBEsl=2E X162 A1z



2.00 e T T

TTT T IT_l_T_—rI'I'rT_T_'_“l_l—_‘
® CRS 0.1%/ minfNo 1,2) j
1.80 < CRS 005%/ minNod, 5)
Taylor Method 1
1.60 u Oeconzeter Test(No. 1,231
[ . Le ® e d“‘-ow
L I . _
O r R > |
g i .
o~ L J
3 — Diirect Permeabiliyy Tost
£ 1w ; log(¥) = 0.IS4816 *log(X) + 248058 7
0.80 | —
0.60 [~ .
040 —'_LI_L!! i i lLLL VA ] 1“]_]_} il | IHJJ_J_L ] 1 ]
10E-4 10E-5 10E-6 10E-7 1.0E-8
Hydraulic Conductive, kv cm/ sec)
J% 10. =019} B0 2HA
EOd99% 2t a-gM F2 Aoz Yehd Ale] A
HEFANY 235 AT Ao CRSAPS 4
T4 F57)% Aolol) 9175k 9004, 71 % 0.05%/min
o MHES o) 83 TaIT FHASE ARESAHol
A Aol Azpeh vl G|k ek whek CRSATE
o2 Qo7 FEARE £ 4TS FEITHE AL T
% 9k Ocdometer A1 2 2 5441 o) 4] Qoi7l

n, C & % 37} 2}

B 300X Fof A F5d e o) 88 78k =] (o)
FrAT( k) ok e 27 109} 2ok 1ol A 3
o2 UePF B B2 ¥ 39) Oedometerol] A Qo) x] Fo=
TE o] &3] 73 FrATES YE e, F&

=

2 AYRFA YN Rojd FRYFEIE
= T

j=}

(2 <3

oz

Al

ol

ob 37l Afo] & vheh 3L §.2.140.05%/min o] ¥ 3
AX dojxl BrAlre ATdEdd S Hyggdst

o) 2H5FH1(1.25) ) F- B o)A AP E4A1 Y Ao} 4t

2
ot
ta
o
&
2.
5
2
>
ne
2
)
(ih)
N
rir
)
o)
i
B
>
a
ok Lo
E AN W o ©

o>

OedometerA| g 9 2 HFA19 2

e F £ASHY 30%E 29 & Yoz FH
A

S WEEo 2 Wissa et al(1971) o} ]

o o 2 (R

3)

i
0%
)
A
o
12
1o
e
oz
flo
H
z8
g
o
=
o
olo
JE

o
o
>

Aol EA s gFgront AP 3450l

SEEREEERL ERL DL CEREEEE)

I
—
—_
Ol
-

oM o ok X o o o
0

233} A4 0}e) A2 Ocdometer A1
7 glo) BT
HEou dadLsts ol
Aoz velsttt mepa] CRSA|
teady - State 27191 74 - ¥ &

Hz] o= 21 0 2 B o], Oedometer 9]

2 o

o
roH
XL
o B
2
O ok
e

2

2
22 e Ao
jud)

e o
) o ol
ﬁ
Of¢
S
rir

=2
2w
O
)
flo
[@p]

2
iy
of
o

=

L
O

)

we o

S
®
w

>

2,
X

j=

A3 AN ARTFAY A3t F B

EollX o 27t AR FFA1R Ao 7P 23
SHAl VER 2.1, e A] F7EH] ARG E ol A E Aol
= UehiA] eeket. weba CRSAI ol A Lozl
Ao 24 2 28488 1 38 T AUk
rEul e} Bl ele] BAl A Aol Az A
A& 0.05%/min 4] o2 HAx] 7} AHESFAS
Ao} A - o, © 3] Oedometero) A Qo]
N AnRT £ A5 AE 5 AT

2
¥ (B

9 AnE T 2H AYYE oY FHEA T
CRSSPEUAIE L 7]&9) F3hdA] Pt s wolA
&3] Aol s Betal 24hF Aol Ao B
4 RFEE AN T o) AT FEATYE L

= A7,

el

i

i

1. Almeida, M. S. S. & Martins, 1. S. M.(1995), “Costant Rate of Strain
Consolidation on Very Soft Clays", A. A. Balkema, Rotterdam,
Brookfield, pp. 9~ 14.

LHHAE AUNRY LIS 0IUSIE AUEM 105



2. Amnour, D. W. & Dmevich, V. P.(1986), “Improve Technique for the
Constant Rate of Strain Consolidation Test", Consolidation of Soils
Testing and Evaluation, ASTM Spec. Tech. Publ. No. 892, Yong, R. N.
& Tounsend, F. C. eds., ASTM, Philadelphia, pp. 170 ~183.

3. Akagi, H. & Komiya, H.(1995), “Constant Ratio of Strain Consolidation
Properties of Clay Soil at High Temperature”, A. A. Balkema,
Rotterdam, Brookfield, pp. 3~8.

4. Crawford, C. B.(1964), “Interpretation of the Consolidation Test", J. Soil
Mech. and Found. Div., ASCE, 90(5), pp. 87~102.

5. Crawford, C. B.(1988), “On Importance of Rate of Strain in the
Consolidation Test", Geotechnical Testing Journal, Vol. 11, No. 1,
March, pp. 60~62.

6. Hamilton, J. J. & Crawford, C. B.(1959), “Improved Determination of
Preconsolidation Pressure of a Sensitive Clay", Paper on Soils, ASTM
Spec. Tech. Publ. No. 254, ASTM, Philadelphia, pp. 254 ~270.

7. Head, K. H.(1986), Manual of Soil Laboratory Testing, Vol. 3, Pentech
Press, London.

8. Lee, K.(1981), “Consolidation with Constant Rate of Deformation”,
Geotechnique, Vol. 31, June, pp. 259 ~329.

9. Sheahan, T. C. & Watters, P. J.(1996), “Using an Automated Rowe cell
for Constant Rate of Strain Consolidation Testing", Geotec. Testing J.,

106 g=nAEt3stol=2d A6 A

19(4), pp. 354 ~363.

10. Smith, R. E. & wahls, H. E.(1969), “Consolidation under Constant Rate
of Strain", Soil Mech. and Found. Div., ASCE, 95(2), pp. 519~539.

11. Taylor, D. W.(1948), Fundamental of Soil Mechanics, John Wiley and
Sons, Inc., New York, N. Y.

12. Thomas, C. S. & Patrick, J. W.(1997), “Experimental Verification of
CRS Consolidation Theory", Journal of Geotechnical and
Geoenviromental Engineering. Vol. 123, No. 5-8, May, pp. 430~437.

13. Wahls, H. E. & Degodoy, N. S.(1965), “Interpretation of the
Consolidation Test", Journal of the Soil Mechanics and Foundations
Division, ASCE, Vol. 91, No. SM3, May, pp. 147~152.

14, Wissa, A.E. Z., Christian, J. T., Davis, E. H. & Heiberg, S.(1971),
“Consolidation at Constant Ratio of Strain", Journal of the Soil
Mechanics and Foundations Division, ASCE, Vol. 97, No. SM10,
October, pp. 1893~1413.

15. Yildirim, H. & Okdem, F.(1995), “Constant Rate of Strain
Consolidation Test", A. A. Balkema, Rotterdam, Brookfield, pp. 227~
231.

16. Zen, K, & Umehera, Y.(1980), “Constant Rate of Strain Consolidation
for Very Soft Clayey Soils", Soil and Foundations, Vol. 20, No. 2, 1980,
pp 79~95.

(B5FLA1999. 9. 13)



