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Table 1 Soil classification based on J, value (Marchetti, 1980)®
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SOIL CLASSIFICATION USING THE FLAT DILATOMETER IN SITU TESTING DEVICE

AND ITS RELIABILITY
Kimitoshi IWASAKI and Takeshi KAMEI

The flat dilatometer in situ testing device (DMT) is extremely simple to operate and
maintain. The simplicity and low initial cost of the equipment is one of the main advan-
tages of the flat dilatometer as an in-situ testing device. However, the simplicity of the
equipment does generate some difficulty with the interpretation of the results. The
discussion is concentrated on the soil classification using DMT in the present paper.
Based on limited available test data, we investigate the reliability of the test results for
classifying the soils from the DMT and propose a new soil classification using the
DMT. A larger data base may enable a more definite soil classification to be estab-
lished.
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