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ANALYTICAL STUDY ON EVALUATION OF SUBGRADE MODULUS

It has been indicated, during FWD test, that variations of loading time and time integration of load have influences on
the estimated dastic modulus and K-vaue of subgrade even if the pesk load is same. The above indication could not
be found from the impact numerical FE analyss of elastic modd for the portable FWD. In this study, andytica study
has been carried out to investigate the influences of various parameters, such astherigidity of subgrade, the mass and
drop height of fdling weight, on the loading time and time integration of load from the numericd anayss of visco-

dadtic subgrade modd.
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