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Relationship between preconsolidation stress
and strength of unconfined compression
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Undrained

R W e Vit er W & W h
Ieml * ) % % cm
0.20{68.5]1.867 68.5/1.776] 67.3] ~ - 10.282
‘treated . _ _
untreatedi 0.41169.3]1.913} 69.3}1.81068.3 0.566)
0.81169.31.889] 69.3[1.663] 62.6} -~ - ]0.774
[} 68.2[1.901{ 67.3}1_840] 67.1}1.925) 67.2/0.072
0.20]|67.7}1.844]| 66.8]1.693| 62.9/1.718{62.0]0.572
treated
0.41168.3}1.900] 66.8}1.709} 61.0}1.711} 61.6/0.747]
0.81) 69.4]1.912} 69.211.592{ 57.0]1.613] 57.8{1.196
Drained
luntreated 0.51| sa.7|1.glo 68.711.202] 47.1 1.293\ 47.2{2.752]
treated 0.81[67.4 1.897] 67.0] 1.4@52.5 1.511) 53.4{1.752

Table 2 Variation of water content and
void ratio and settlement (Test No.2)
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Relationship between time and settlement
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Relationship between preconsolidation stress
and strength of unconfined compression
(Test No.2)

(kgf/cnf)

Exw

—o— treated (Ca(OHg 5.4%)(u)"‘}

0 23
(kgf/cnt)

Fig.7 Relationship between preconsolidation
stress and Young's modulus (Test No.2)
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