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Comparison of Deformation Modulus of Sedimentary Soft Rock

by Plate Loading Test and Pressuremeter Test

BH S -HBh BRI
Toshiaki SAKAI, Masanori TOKUMARU

The in-situ plate loading test and pressuremeter test are commonly performed for the investigation
of deformation modulus of rock masses. However it is often reported that deformation modulus measured
by plate loading test and pressuremeter test are not same.

In this study, we compared the deformation modulus measured by plate loading test and pressuremeter
test. And we examined their differences by the Numerical simulation. The results are summarized as
follows: @O deformation modulus measured by pressuremeter test are smaller than deformation modulus
measured by plate loading test, @ the difference of their deformation modulus are explained by the

difference of strain level.
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