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Table 1 Input parameters of DACSAR

q (kgf/cm?)

q (kgf/cm?)

preconsolidation pressure |ove” = 1.0 (kgf/cmd)
coefficient of earth Ko = 1.0
pressure at rest
effective overburden ovi’ = 1.0 (kef/cn2)
pressure
irreversibility ratio A =0.86
effective Poisson’s ratio |v’ = 0.3
critical state parameter M =118
initial void ratio €o = 0.811
coefficient of diatancy b =0.0379
coefficient of permeability|k = 1.24X10® (cn/min)
coefficient of secondary a = 0.0026
coupression
initial volumetric strain |Vo = 1.66X10”
rate
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Fig.2 Relationship between experimental
results and analytical results
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