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o S N & e Table 1 Result obtained from multiple regression analysis for all samples
H [0

. . N Cc Foay Wi Wp Ip WplWy, A r
mRERLT 213 | 0.343 | -0.00222 | -0.000452 | 0.00346 - . - 0.509
w3, E0BE 213 | 0.403 | -0.00159 | -0.000386 - - - - 0.472
tan§ 217 | 0.400 | -0.00174 - - -0.000409 - - 0.488
Y 75
FIMEEER 212 | 0.116 | -0.00103 - - - 0.528 - 0.650
tang, TH 5. 213 | 0.113 |[-0.000973 - - - - 0532 || 0.647
218 | 0.287 - -0.000554 | 0.00220 - - - 0.419
i 7: y Fclay ~ A
NHHEKT, Table 2 Result obtained from multiple regression analysis for samples containing smectite
Z DD 2~3
. ‘5 N C Fclay WL Wp Il’ WP/WL A r
ZERLT 92 | 0.535 | -0.00508 [0.0000338| -0.00130 - ; - 0.705
W5a., O, 92 | 0.520 | -0.00554 |0.0000218 - - - - 0.703
tan, 92 | 0.521 | -0.00545 - - 0.0000250 - - 0.703
He w7
2 EERMEC 92 | 0.231 | -0.00325 - - - 0.531 - 0.794
FELAE. R 92 | 0515 | -0.00516 - - - - -0.00509 || 0.704
(a) 97 | 0.463 - -0.000112 | -0.00817 - - - 0.572
tan¢ = C+ aX|,
+bX,(a, b:
- : ( [?] N C logF 1y logw, logwp logly  |log(wp/w)| logA r
R’EEO DK 92 | 1010 | -0454 | -0642 | 0.193 - ; ; 0.828
B TEIRN 92 1.122 | -0.401 | -0.605 - - 0.826
N . log(tand )}l 92 | 0792 | -0.373 - - -0.507 - - 0.838
5. FoyBEY 92 | 0.770 | -0.697 - - - 0.616 . 0.815
wp/ W, DR 92 | 0795 | -0.883 - - - - -0.502 || 0.837
(b) 97 0.882 - 0775 | -0.0836 - - - 0.822
RoOFH, EM

BIfRECr WIRK&E72 D, 1=0.650 &72%. —, Table 2(a)iCid, ILYMIRZEREL T, BITA A
JHA4 RN EEDLOTF-FRETERL THRRAMETDEBRERLTVS. TEHVWTHOE
BOMAGHOERBNWTH LROETFT—FE2MRELEHEIDRELABY, Fu, BEY w/v OE
HEROEGFICBVWTRAERD, r=0.7194 T TH LT 5. £/, Table 2(b)IZ VX, Table 2(a) TH
WizF —4 ZHRAMEGC L 72 fE (log(tand ), logF,,, R E) KT LZERRIMERZRLTNDS,
KT tand , =C- XL OEIARETEINS. rBEVTHhOEHOMAGDLEIZBWTHHELEL,
BIZP,, BEUO LOHERBWTRAEARY, 1=0.838 ETH LTS,

4.8% (DIoREBRELLETYHERELIOHMRBR—KRIZEN. 2ZEL, AAII1F2a0L
WHRETHIE, ChHoOMICRFRMHENSS. (2) BREBEIIKEAAVREREIOL(LIIXHL
TETEARTIZ2HOD, FRhUTAAFT OBEIOAN T T LM OBEZMIH L TEEAEE
feliswny, REBEEHMBKOMENEEOMBEIM LBV OEBICL>THRADIELITHS.
3) LtOEYHREEEL T, HRICAAVIA 23O LOT—FEFE2RF L THRRDHZTT
SR, WTHOZEROMAEHLEXBVWTHEMBRK ridmMEL, F  ,BETw/wD 2%
BoLE, r=0.140E56Ne. OWHFALKEENEREFAMRILEESIIE, WThoX
BoMAEbEILBW T rdasicmhbl, F o A8L0 L0 2EKDOEEr=0.838KxbNnik.
BEXE 1) BHAEZ U CITEANRRICE S LORYMEICE TS ABNT, BINRFAEMHE KR
3, 1998, 2) # EmRNIED T ROK L OKEA T VIRE SIRERE OB RITEICHT S AN,
T ARZEE 48 RIE RPN M ELE, pp. 956-957, 1993, 3) Moore, R.: The chemical and mineralogical
controls upon the residual strength of pure and natural clays, Geotechnique, Vol.41, No.1, pp.35-47, 1991. 4) &K
KL RN R DR LI ORI O RFETAEBIFER S, Vol. 54, No. 1, pp. 11-15,
2003. 5) MIRBSBIED  MEEHOMT O LOFAMREICIDONT, F 18 AEETEHARERRE
K E, pp. 2183-2186, 1993. 6) De, P.K. et al.: Discussion - Correlation between Atterberg plasticity limits and

residual shear strength of natural soils, Geotechnique, Vol.23, No.4, pp.600-601, 1973. 1) K KEEH» : LI’z
HEtORMBEICRITHEER, LHET¥RHCMESE, Vol. 18, No.4, pp.107-118, 1978.
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