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Normalization of Cone Resistance in Granular Soil
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Abstract

Sandfill at reclaimed sites is usually formed by more than one placement method. Reclaimed sandfill often shows
highly variable profiles and the cone penetration test is most commonly used for site characterization. Correlations
between cone resistance and geotechnical parameters for sand are influenced by in-situ stress level and it is important
to incorporate stress level effect. In this study, cone penetration tests were performed at several elevations from the
top of a 10m high surcharge, which was later removed step by step. In order to establish more reliable correlations
between cone resistance and geotechnical parameters for sand, different ways of normalizing cone resistance by the

corresponding in-situ vertical stress were investigated.

2 X

BZ ARGEA Sk P AUEH R 1 7HA] oY) A o= iFo] et uhebA By A Nk
1 540] SEE OFsHA F4EH, o2 AHEAE BefEhy] fsiA dutdoR FRYPAIFo] de o §HiL
ATk ZAZE2 FAY ZoloflA AR SETE, & YA A7l wet §FE gol ] o] EAYUE
Y sHFE2E Fretd 2ot Aok Y ER IFSHFELE Ak EAZHE o8] AHE
Qs A 4oke] APUA A E&5He o] vigzslt) B Aol A 3ol tis A4 oz Asty XYt
& o183t vF dElAQd ANAsE mESAL A7HE Aol FF tiFAA ] YA 10m ol AHEE oF
2 m¥ DA OR A A5, Z DAuitt ZVJAAFE A o71M A E EAFEE S o s 3
Aatsletel 1 ges vnde 2 229 Aot Ule Atstith

Keywords : Cohesionless soil, Cone resistance, Empirical correlation, Stress normalization

LA E 3 AYAAY FIH ZTANFLS A, B Y
=, A3 ASF0 ANRAERE 9L 5 ks

2AE Aglel HEsh B9 T AN BHS THY 54 g B Fusleld gol Agsln gt

Mol e} o] Fehaich AMIE AlAE Bug A
529) A7} olm Hlgo] Wol 57 whEef] Ao
A Al jzshA ek olefet olgz WA
ALAFS Bl mehe) AU, s T3 W
EAE Bt AlET} Wds) ojfolxn glon
A7 A3 BE A7) ololA Sk B3] i

ZHAAEL e o g2 sf4o] 7Hsd A
Eof uls HekA] npzh(friction) R A2 H(dilation)
2 9dovlE AFE AolA o2 sl Hg
E4% Aeg ogdA Utk AHE AdtolA Z4l
A8l 9] Ffj4HhH-2 1) bearing capacity theories(Janbu
& Senneset, 1974; Durgunoglu & Mitchell, 1975)¢} 2)

1 A3)gl, @Ay 71EMTAAA) ¥ (Member, Hyundai Institute of Construction Technology, ymna@hdec.co.kr)

SHKEHIA 2 MEetel dnetol 2t 2+ 33



cavity expansion theories(Vesic, 1972)2 A JHio] &
4 Sltk. Zi7e} e ofe) Baksol ola) Rek w)
o] ATt AR o) = A= LA FAol &-§-51R|
= Eoim g oIt naby AF7HN 2UYA Y
AN 2RE ANASE S PHES giHos
AHA HYPERA AAIG TN EETE B3 =
E8 W F97F REoIrh AP HPEXE F3
T oA = RE3EZ0] A7)0 AL 7] W&
ZUS AR e Y AARA G Wethe
S YAISlaL 9Jci(Schnaid2}F Houlsby, 1991). o] 2|3t
S S5 Y8l B EEAE 9 FHAASAIE 5
o WAABE B3} YHHoR g Akl Aol
A 5 FHJRIE A Alolof] FHLAE E&3to], d
H2AL AW v mok i) AuuAE
S37) Siek @97 SRHelTNa 5, 2005).

E =woMe A7RE Fol T5 wig@AelA o9
7R 2o g FAE wjgA|RtoM APJEE AA
SHHA @A H o +E ZRUAH Y AHE AAst
Aok A7A de daeie ZAYe 8 F+3t
(stress normalization)E T}FSHA AAEtIL 0|5 AT
ulsstel, meAolAl helNel Aubyg Foham)
W e 2R ARs PEe Al

2. MSA &} K|HEEA

ot

2.1 EAVIR

Ho| B5 YRGS AAHOR S A7t
E Fo| ALY 55 sl 9N Utk A7
BRE AR P AT 2HES 4T 4 AU
2 37 Slstel A 3 BEE AYE AYtEon 1
AZel Qo 7E FY BRR FHAY N
et 3 7R Yt ol S WPTA 8
o] B@a|3eo] (+)1.6mCD(chart datum)o] 3, B 3}
ZH-L- (-)4.0~(-)10.0mCDo|H, F7] 10~30m A %=2]
AORE HHHET} LESHT Qlo] FRBo| AYFE
F0% AL AHSAZ ol g3 MW AT
ANgBtel A AFSHATE ARF7EY Tahel A A
2 BE Al Y LUk B2 Uk S ol 85}
of @Y7 Lukstel, 24lo] A T A Y
WO E, $4lo] MEH ¢ T T4 AL 1A
o]

© g 7}7} s}HFE Z(bottom dumping)dle] mH-& 4

b

o

ox

34 E=APEEE=EY M202 M9z

stk o18A stel o ol 44lo] wobA HlxA)
o] BrbsRt A5 HYAR 79 S4o] Ze Tof
AEAE W] BAE FH7I8kE IRol HEEl
Moz meg §Y - wisstel o] Ao mysigck

22 Ng+2tel S3

AFE ST Ao AKE Fo| T @K
Y DO, AT £ 3717 20m x 40m ot 2z}
o] 2717} 4m x 4m 2 ZHL TZHLot) A Tl cherat
20 AYANAPE AABIACH, 1Y 20149} 2ol
Z¥zyo)l Zhe Z7k2 Lot 1, Lot 2, Lot 321 HE3}3ch
o] AIYTZEE OF 120m x S00m 7|9 G AP T
Tl I3k Qk AlETe] WY A W A
(-)4.0mCDo|H, HIA-S 0|83l (+)4.0mCD7}FA| o
Ystank Yrzol gEsst AU e us)
£ 27]0] $2AF A3F HRASE Hasjen A
uhe) A= Z7H1717) 918 AR ol 8t Ao
RSB AU Lot 17} Lot 2= SE20] 914
ahi Qo] ARMSAE 12m 7He] o s Mxjeh
AL, Lot 3& SERO} H}Z AP MA o2 B 7

o
SILTPOND anta

_ JU_J=JU
[ e BSBEAZ T2 JLTITTY I I O
R ST AN Sl P Dot 1
'”""E .. o SIS I
— PRV L:

I8 1. 4718 B0l S5 HEEY 2 AL AR

13m

Lot 1 Lot 2 .
M

!

Hydraulic transport

28.Im

Truck dumped fill

l J

ot3| —

O3 2. AEZiel R =22 HRIZ



ZrolmA oJA4S sk= F7ko|tk Lot 13} Lot 20 PBD
(Prefabricated Board Drain)E M43t & HIF:AHAS
o]85}0] (+)14.0mCD7}H7] o4 31993 Lot 3> HX
Edog FYUT wol7HA] oS s3skich

2.3 AEEXE

A2 17 304 HoFRo] @R =t A3
50| ARbgpo] w|H= I A 8 6T
AR rolA AASET 2 gAE ZHAAEE 3
3 AL B A Sl 1oA A - AR | 39
A Hofgrt #x A4 FA] oF (1)14.0mCDY S ES]
FaEol7t @A 19] Aol e8| AJHQ 1998 14
oM 249 Aolofl= shi AYHES dLstE YUsted
oF (H12.5mCD= WobHrh. L=l YHAAAE 2
loflA 3% &, JEEHS o|§ F 3~3.5m w°IE
F7I2 AEE sth ol® 37} A EE 28 4
=S @AY dizkA 97id St Astetatk

iAo @2AE whetslr] fisto] Rt
ARG E DA 194 AASHEH. 18 4= &4 1
oM w3E ZBAANPY HiHE HAFE 2R, 9
7He EFBJAIEE 2717} 4m x 4mQ] 24239 Lot Qtof

Top of additional surcharge
FPPEIIP s

v +15.2mCD (274 E)

FEEELEIr

TFEITFT ‘ ,,__é_;:l stage ,///////Zr +12.0mCD (&4 1)

STTIFIITT ‘ #ﬂd stage ‘/”/””V/ +11.5 mCD (24 2)

STTFTIETF % 3 stage : ,,,,,,,z +9.5mCD (24 3)

PITIFTTI , 4" stage I””””V_’ +7.0mCD (&4 4)
5 5™ stage |,

v +5.5mCD (¢4 5)
+ 3.8 mCD

a3 3. 2 Tl Al R ARIR] MEER

+GW.T

1. HAE - =0(2 3

A om 4o Sustdch 2 gAA 248 24
Ye BASASR o2 AT B EARE A}
8517] $I5te] 2% 4T = WA Bl JHEES A
A3t7] A4, 2 Lotol A ERAA B 2514 U459
o =S 2~3m BAHCR AAstEA W B
shelEA] 20041 @ 5) EBYATL 212te] Lotol 4
1314 AlXshedth oA AR olRol2l AL 1999
W 499 B% A=

@RS aokstR, & 1014 Be] i ulet Zo| 7t
7}e] Lotolld] 979) ERUARE B 1o)4] Hzz 4
ASIGOR, 1 F 37k HES sol B Bl T WA
Ago] ANHGiTk A Bl 8ol Bt 5 o4 S
2~3mH WA O AASHA B 2, B 3, B 4,
Je)m A 59} ¢oE FUANBS UAlskgh

2.4 K[HEEA

a3 5= 7ML EE AAS] 2(FA E)oll Lot
1,2, 300 Z}7} 2384 33 FAFEE Bl 9l

2m
+—>
© © ©
&
© © ©
® © ©
® :CPT

LOT 1
T8 4. Lot 10fIM2] 2RUAMY HAIZ(THA 1)

e Lot 1 Lot 2 Lot 3
Test EL Nos. Test EL Nos. Test EL Nos.

1 CPT 11.70 9 CPT 11.75 9 CPT 12.70 9
Ex CPT 15.20 2 CPT 15.20 2 CPT 15.20 2
2 CPT 11.50 1 CPT 11.50 1 CPT 11.50 1
3 CPT 9.50 1 CPT 9.50 1 CPT 9.50 1
4 CPT 7.30 1 CPT 7.20 1 CPT 7.30 1
5 CPT 6.20 1 CPT 6.00 1 CPT 6.10 1

*= ! Extra stage

CHRIEHIA 2 MEee RS0 28 27 35



resistance, q. (MPa)

0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10

30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50

20 e
[ (a) — Lot 11
- ——Tot12

10 L
Elevation (mCD)

-10

2 5. Lot 1, Lot 23 Lot 30iMe] 2XMEL FUT(TH E)

o} EA G| Fd = (profile)& ab;l 9, Z2t9] Lot
oAl 3 27)0] TAFA = 433 EXE FAS B
AFAL vk & 22 HAE 7HR] 2 Lot WellA ¢ A
WAL A o= AR A Fdsirt
788 4= Atk o7)ol Al (+)12.0mCD ofef AJuke &
A gk 27} 35MPa o]4tolm d=H 9] HEEH
Aoz it L7k HFgho] thek 25~30MPagl
@8] U3t B xEkelE RoET) Ut o Adgh Ab
#3me| 2= dEZEY o R vfystg | ol it
2 ZA%tct A4S Lot 13} Lot 2
of Ao} Zo] HEFHA o= wiAS B3 dH 9
ol A ui g Aol A Aoz A vehe, Hid
2 Lot3x Zolgxegog vYy& 3t AL 23] o
H 40MPa®] ZAFgS Hole gF2 55 AYstie
Ao g FAFgro] 2~3MPa =2 A yehd
ot 714 Yett= il & EAEEE 7R e 3
2 duEeo] HaEel dAgh iy A- =L
o} Lafjoll A Tt Hef g ARE-BE o, AHE 2
£ AlgEol AY Qe F7t ol 2HE ZHl=EH
WAL 10% Wl 3Haska it 2 A7 =3
" A oA ARGRE WA} B FHE & 200
e gl

36 S=IXeESE =2 202 Moz

E 2. N2t ofEijel 2218 K¢

Index properties Mean
Specific gravity 2.66
Natural water content (%) 6.8
Shell content (%) 10.1
Fines content (%) 0.1
Deo (mm) 0.55
Uniformity coefficient, Cy 3.05
Shape Subangular

ANYE 2N

196, 19 7, 717 82 72k Lot 1, Lot 2, Lot 39| 4]
AHES AASEA Sus TRAAY AnE @
AM2 45 wlas ot o7l EUYATL 6
AR AL Aol AHA FBE Ak webs A
¥ ZBANPY FBE ol 72 oA B BT
FULSLE WA 28 7IEoE so] 4T BASKI

A SRUNR B3k 5 TAVL 3
X7 £AQAA) ZASHATE EA

A% F APLES] A$ Aol
Ywol @ge] $exAo] Fasthn A=A 9
o}, k7o) U917 AL Lot 2717} 4m x 4m <l KL
WA $AE 7] HEe] ol LotolA FUol,
Yole] $1xelA Auke) AU FAshckn 7Hy



e 4 qlok el glolof] Agsh= AR dFeHE
HE

2 WAL AAEtFeln £ o
s Ao amer st wol v,

off 2fsiA

3.1 Lot 1

Lot 1-& HEZZA A& 0]83} hydraulic filling©. 2 ©ff
Ho| =ik 19 6(a)ollA DA 13 @A EQ EAF
& H|iwste] Bokrh ig0] +10.0mCDoYA THA| EQ)

FAWES AT Bolol A w19 ExggtEct D
R AR T ofele) HEAE T wAC) EAAZL]
Wt RS RelETh 5 37} o4O Q1% 513

F7he €2 FolMe EAFL vinE 2 9FE
AP 2 ofFe] HEolde ZAF 1A FF
& X AE AL & 7 AUtk olA2 Y=L S|
St g AAEF2 7 B QASHol A2 &
& FolA vlaE 2 FAZEY HE B FA|L,

Y Aol & I off) oM ZAZH 71

Elevation (mCD)

Cone Resistance (MPa)

9
(=]
<o
<
N
(=]
W
<
N
o
W
<o

15 F

—_
<
bl

Elevation (mCD)

-10

(RO AUNIURE
-
W B W T )

38 6. Lot 101A2l 2

e EXE bla

DARXIBHA 2 KEkdtel Frsoll et 2 37



5lo
e

o] = vAA S

I 6(b)= ©A 13} @A) 29] E2IAE AT E S
Hlodt Ao 2 rdg nEgh Al YAl9] Xukis Zhkzt
+11.7mCD&} +11.5mCD ©o|3ith B 2= 371 JJYES
+15.2mCD7}A] A3} izt Aeehiert wdE 9749
3T GHES +11.5mCDE AA3ITE o] F dAolxel
EAFEE AAFoZ A YRFT) o]AL AHES]
A5k 9 AR AT AIWET & 43ge] wsks
SR A FFFE ulX 2] ot omigit) o2 &

o

|

#, SR ol 3~amo] HFSH: T0kPa HEe) F7
ofgEe] A5t B AR Qo HAIUS Wske 2
Yol Mol 2 G TAA ZREL X 4 9k
3 AR 7ol 97 ol WAIge] EARS
= 2750 2AYe) Wabt A8 gtk Ae 1)
7 54k aging T} AL Qgichs AL wel Zrk
79 6(0), (@) T3 () A Bok B 3, B 4,
WA 59 EAYREE A7} wlawst Aol 1Y 6(DeIA
o5 Wl WA ExaGS o] ulmsto] Bk

Cone Resistance (MPa)

20
20 4—r—t——+

40 50 0

[\
=

30

E ('b)
1

et

A
A

Elevation (mCD)

38

Elevation (mCD)

10 20

50

(d

i | T 3
=)
&~ m

AUEURE
2

EENEIE=E B

K202 H9s

20

15

-10

0

Cone Resistance (MPa)
10 20

N N "
T T T T 1

(e)

23 7. Lot 20IM2] 2} Ebf'E ExEigt vl

40

50

—AE

e T 7 3




9A 3, @A 4, DA 5= F7F AP EE +15.2mCD7HA
23} @kt 49.5mCD, +7.0mCD, Z18]1 +5.5mCD®
27y A Adefoll A ERUYA RS =33t Aoltk ol5
SAol A Q] EAGFLE 71E0] H= DA EojA Y EA
PARTH= 22 3L Hojfm, O Xjole= At &2
ZoA 231 =7} ZojdApE ZopE & = Uk &
8] 19 6(e)oll A & & 4= SlRol, ©A EQ] - =ol7t

+4mCD R-ZollA] T 5] EAZhTH of 26 o]4fo]

st o9 ARG BE Bl
AEHOZHE 2~3m o
FES A AA] FA, 94
E At 2 AAR Q3 APAY At JiFes 3
B& o] FollA mehdulzt At shgck whekk oy
E AR Q3 AAskee vt Adid ez aehdy]
7} & AR &2 FolMe XL E ¥FE A=

ghe, Tiotulzh e 28 Zola 2AYR) 1ok

(¢4

ZoloA A d2le

T

2 9, 430mCD olfBo Rt AEsl YolASE £ 2 Gy R uztks AL ojula
Cone Resistance (MPa)
50 0 10 20 30 40 S0
20 frerens + 4 '
Al
A2
o
Q
E
g %
s
>
2
Mo
54
-10 -10
Cone Resistance (MPa)
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 10 20 30 40 50
20 A—r—p—rt t——t— 20 +—v—t Tt
(d) —AE e — A E
4 © oA 5
15 '(”> 15 4
a
Q
g
=
g
®
>
2
5|
-10 -10

18 8. Lot 30} 2 B8 Ex¥at vl

SCHNBHA 2 NEEe Enstil 248 A3 39



3.2 Lot 2

Lot 2+ Lot 13} 53t 2702 ufjgo| 3 =Gle
| Lot 19] H-80 2 A EQIth 17 7 Lot 200 A
ARG FZHAAE e A ey, 19 7@ 1
B 6(a)oll A AmE ute} Zho] 27} o422 %t 515
2 G2 Ao A At &GS X AR 1 o
SRR A ko) w] 2| 2] GEFo] mf¥- Atk AML-E ThA] &
H ERIAA Ft} & P EE AATES o GAst50]
2k AE 3moj| A gt ZAgHgho] Zhastar, 1 off ]
vtol| A= ZA g AQ WA ASkSS HojErh
a3 7(b) GA A5t O 2 QIgH A Sme) W =
AeHeE A L]sh Lot 1914 9] gt FARE AiHE 8
A 4= ok

2% 7(c), 1™ 7(d), 18 T(e)oll Vet &HA 3, &
4, T4 59| A} JA| Lot 10| A] ERIgH A} ZHo] @A
AP0l AE4E AHE AAAN ZAFEY
A7t 3, AEr} Z7Hel el ZA3EY] A E
o] HojA= AL Uetith & 3, T 4, @A 5}
A EE S35k vetd 19 1(HS B, U A
ol Ao EAFZE ZF Al FAl AAEHES 27190
dutd oz vldtte AL A 5= Sloh

3.3 Lot 3

Lot 3-& +4.0 mCD £]¢] o HEE I EHL 0|23}
o] mjdete7] ool vl &3 mefRgte g o]f
o] A St} 13 82 Lot 30lA] AAIGE ZHUAIHE Y 2
75 vepdith Lot 39 A= Lot 13} Lot 29 A1)}
Hwa] & o Aoz e ZAFPGE I £
Ut 2 @4 A28 A7 g EA gL
HI}HS Lot 13} Lot 29] 7 -9-9F A& AX|7ir}. o]
ANERE @% ?i@if’—’}*"ﬂ A BA=
AL 22U AU BE A § 7 o
A = AU

4. S| S=of| it Y=t

a9 6, 19 7, 39 8o vEhd ARERE ZAY
e 2 AE 2 f5 A gl ot hﬁ?l":}%
AL 3lE 4 9Tt Jamiolkowski(1995)<f Eq-

BajAue] EARLE Zoje) HERH T4, §E

40 E=FNetEsEl=E8 H20 Mo

Y 283 @ 4= 5ol 8 A FFE He=t
Ui i?‘1 FUOZRE AW PE 18 o 9%
d I ATHEAE F=517] A= 8%
% o ZAALY A gasicth
PA L] Aol W2, ZAFPS BE 9
aA2-g=o XpHoR AFEH| glo] Ftdt
WY 2ARA] ol & ettt

Olsen(1994) 2 ZRAAFS] ATFHE SIFA =
o] 5.2 Mok I SR E Na(2002)
AGre W@ W F7]0] uet e JFL Wo.
53] Deo©] 0.5mm o]/go] B= 2 A FolA= w54
FH 22 60% FHYAY Ao AdFes 22
o wreckn shelc
a9, 2% 10, 1Y 11& Z+2 Lot 1, Lot 2, Lot
3oA TAE R E FEAXNE L wolol wet A+t
shet ZAPUE BoEth 18 9(a), 17 10(a), 1H
1(a)= ZH2F EA Y] 71E2ZE Y7198, 22X
HE I s o] A4Ek Aj7] 2 zolt). 1Y
9(b), L% 10(b), 18 11(b)= BF A2HE A=
A FHJAFL (0010 ) UrE}WE} Z &
Al A ] Htehd ZAFEE DA EolA T 3y
o8 Aitste EAFHS 71E HEEG AP 24
LEbgth 1% 9(c), 18 10(c), 1 11(0)= TAZH
S (a. /00 w/p,) 8 BTEkeE dgzolct. o]
of W2 At AP BEE= 9| S
uto g2 F73Az]l EAYZRHe "R Gk gt
o] H3] OA EQ FAYgrEct & 2 vEhdch A4
0.55 o83 A3t ¥ NF7HA o8 A4AE
(e.g. Parkin, 1988; Bellotti 5, 1989; Mayne, 1995)0] A}
|3 wholch

a9 9(d), 1™ 10(d), 1 11(d)= 249 2%
& 0.259] X5 o]-gste] HEgE JfZolrk o]&
Aeieh Jme go) 0259 A48 AT A
T A o P F2 29 =EEe #39E
4= ek weba =l oA o] EAFES A (D 2
o] Axtstet= o] etgsiria wrhEr)

5
k:a)
=
-

o,

oR

(gc./p)

(0’ Do/pa)o.zs (1)

Q.=

A7A, p= WZIGSE 2 o S E FUsHA 3t
71918kA 0.1MPa 3-& 100kPa ZFS ARE3ich



(@) Normalized Cone Resistance (b) Normalized Cone Resistance
(qC/pd) (qJG'vo)
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(a) Normalized Cone Resistance (b) Normalized Cone Resistance
(qe/pa) (go/G'vo)
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