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Laboratory study on coefficient of lateral earth pressure

A

at rest of Bangkok Clay

g1y SUAS' waz 255U NA Saunieu®

(9

niheidvimnssulesiuazlasvadvivugiuinomnugadu augdAnssuaans
UNIINYINYYITNO

€-mail: ysiam@buu.ac.th s vvanwarangr@eng.buu.ac.thz*

r? UNARED
nuARedfnmnedusrandanuduiusuinsluannesiestiumiisoniann annamesey
m3sasametuuy 1 Taluisiifinng mameaeumssasmetiinszrinleslfiniosfianaseunuusy
wnulagasliasanuaisansiluuunnuazy$umanuduluuuusuiisildanmiinueioaide
USanaswhiuanuadealuunis inssmedauuunasunuldsumstauiis ldaunsainanuedun
TunuidsuazanuasundaSnnmiouismuauanuduluuiueuld lnsalud® nanmaaoy

AaanTRnIsafmmaliimMIwssufsuiunanmsnaasy odometer NanIMAsaDAMENTR K, 161

[NV

ymAwsiifisuianuduiusiBaszaumsaluasnanmaneapuaegiaudu wazldihmsfnumds
UANTBNUBNNANNTNAGDL

O dddg : ) dudszansenusuiusudnsdudnmegds; nmsdadaanetn; fundaangaunne,
AMINARDUUUUEANNLNY

r?‘ Abstract

This research investigates a coefficient of earth pressure at rest of Bangkok Clay from
a one-dimensional consolidation test in a laboratory. The consolidation test is performed
by a triaxial apparatus by which a constant rate of axial strain is applied and horizontal
stress is continuously adjusted to achieve a condition of volumetric strain equals to axial
strain. The triaxial apparatus has been developed to be able to monitor axial and volumetric
strains and automatically adjust horizontal stress. The obtained consolidation properties
by this method are compared with those obtained from the conventional oedometer test.
The obtained K, properties are analyzed and compared with available empirical equations

and published experimental data. The potential errors of the test results are discussed.
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anmeanuAuzesiulusuniiaud Ay
agnunlunmsimazddymmeiminssulsi
TnevhldanuduluuuiusuasmuInanANLLAY
Tunwads Tagldrduyszandanusuusudng
Tuama:asﬂiﬁﬁ (coefficient of earth pressure at
rest, K) danansluaumsfi (1) s X, &
TANUSIAY DY NNNADANTIATIZALAZ DN ULY
MIFINTINUSA Franzius et al. [1] Anwwanse
nuppeAn K, siananadnanzi nludiofiuug 3
fndwsdgmalued lAnnduaounoumwazny
mnsldan K, fenduly sildnansimazsile
spamanaiiuauauarilldemangadaiiag

Fufigetiude 4 1w

U

1)
O

Toefi 0,7 = AnuAulszandualunuiuey
(effective horizontal stress)
O0,, = AU ENBHAlUMNAS (effective
vertical stress)
upnaniiAn K, Shfianuddnlumanun
waznsudanamanaseluiesfoRnsuaslusung
Lambe & Whitman [2] WUINAIANAIUKIURDU
wwnlsiszunethuesdegsiufl lfsunmssasee
e WUULYINAUNNTIFNNY (isotropic consolidation)
fiAunnIEegeiuil lasun1sasaABLn

wuldiinanue3saf Ui (K consolidation)

Poulos & Davis [3] WU’i’]Fi’]IﬁJ@é’ﬂﬁmmju (Young’s
modulus , E) uazAanIaiuilans (Poisson’s ratio, V)
finanIznUaINANLAUTLLUILAUTEWINGANT
Sashmuihdafsdasioam K, madasaneih
wupwihAunndiens (K = 1) Tumamassuauunu
(triaxial test) azy# oA E snniiultuazldan v
feuduly Tafon3dednnaneyiudfennudda
e sidenidranuiuEHauR Nz auluang
nasevfuiialildnanimaseulufosfifinig
finfian 1wy [4] waz (5]

Twaumsfl (1) fu Aanuduyssansualy
WIRe O, snansarmuinlsagnensaldnsasn
NTEFUANNEN, R, wazszaunlERu
TumensefudnumsmeaNuALY s ENS Na WL
uau Oy, Hugnnniana Jamiolkowski et al.

’

6] To lfansufiuinmstseanaen On,” wWisy
@fiaunaneilun1iiaazineifinssugsi

Tassnaziszanaainedelsyaunisalvey K

o

@ i al

Juiflzaigafnaun1svee Jaky [7]

i

wazaunTi
ARpiRiTngUssasAfiazine K, voeiu
wllangann semanaseuluieefiRnsuas
Wisuisunamsnasauniuaunm sl svaunsal
fiauslaegAdnsine 9 Tngvhmsinugdnsalany
wnuuUUssAuie il srandamgedulunns
aansavinmIneaey K, consolidation 18 wans
nzitaziulsslesidemaiinneiuazasnuoy
Tassaamadmnssulsiifiseslufiufiaumien

NIUNNT
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{ 2.) duuszansanasudusudrslusawesil

mMadasmeivesiudssannihainaes
Fsneadindumaldanazilifinswaausime
Futne andudseandanusudusnudneuaniie
ogfiie (K) Genuindudasaiusznitenuiy
Us2AnBSualuluiIuay faANuLAuLIENSNa
Tunwameluaand lidndausaniesiudnesa
fenalluaunsi (1) dwsuRuitnuauTRdaneu
f K, posiu snsnsatszsnaldanddn il

(V) faaunsfi (2)

(2)

TumsyfvRdnldauns Jaky [7] Tuns
Uszanauen K, sasiulaguansieannsdi (3) S
AUl lFanmsinsiauTeaIn T
AUNFAFIUIWAR limit stress state i plastic zone
fuuan way equilibrium condition 7 elastic

zone snulu

K, =1l-sing' (3)

lne@l O o Ayudeamumaluzeedn
fu (internal friction angle)

Brooker & Ireland [8] taupAn K, 105U
Wilg9aLUEUNG (normally consolidated clay)
feaunsil (4) wazdadnsInansznUIDelsy IR
AudusiaAn K, wazasuinen K, dungiueym
\Foamunazdsinanadin usnannisauansine K,
uiteburessy Banuduesiulugymeanuiu
Q%jﬂiuaﬁm (maximum past pressure, Oy pay)
uaz ABRIIEINRLULIANLNR (overconsolidation

ratio, OCR) Alpan [9] LaupANNFURUSTZHING

K, wazpuangfinmessidnivhiumieidnuuu

(]
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Unf faaunsii (5)
Kone = 0.95 = sin @
Kone = 0.19 + 0.2331 log PI (P 18U %)

(@)
(5)

Bolton [10] &upANNSNNUSVY K UD5U
Tuanmdauiulnf deaunsfi (6) waz Simpson
[11] sduaANUFNAUSYRY K| asiuluann

DA LUUUNRANENNTIIN (7)

Kone = [1 = sin (@@ = 11.5)/[1 + sin (¢ + 11.5)] (6)

Kone = (\/2 - sin ¢’)/(\/2 + sin ¢’) (7)

fimsdautasanns K, iefiansainan
FeNUYBNUITIRVRANNLAY Schmidt [12] L&us
ANNANTUSITNINN K, ez OCR fmsusiuiniien
SauuuAuLUnf (overconsolidated clay) 4psann

ANTANLIIASILIA  FIaUNST (8)

Ksoc = Kone OCR™ (8)

Tagfi OCR = ednmdiudauduiudng
IMNNNINAEDY one-dimensional compression
m = Aasiisusguriinvashumien
Tnafinsauaasne sl
= sin O dwsudiu 170 B0a [13]
= 0.6 &L Palaeogene clays [14]
= 0.95 &%3U Chapplain clays [15]
=0.75-1.15 &30 Canada clays [16]
Wroth [17] ta@uaunIsdedssaunisa
Waruman K, dwiufuniesauduiiudng

(overconsolidated sand) Fasunafi 9)

K,, =K, OCR- [1 Y }(OCR NN C)
-V
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Togd K, =1-sn@
\% = APaTaUdITe (0.1-0.3 AU
AUNIYRAIY, 0.3-0.4 SNRTUAUNTIYUUL)
amsuaunRe K, dwnsufumiisangamnne
14 Bergado et al. [18] T@uuztiaunsfl (10) an

NANIIATIZRAURULEINANA9AIY geotextile

m
| K, oo = K, 4o OCR (10)
Toefl K,y =1-sn@ 7]
m = 0.3 [19]

-]@ NSNAFDLNIANFNYISANSAUAUAUAY

drelusnmegile

manasauiiaman K, awnsaudedy 2
Usziam e () maneasuluauny uaz (i) M3
naseuluesdfoRns maneasuluauuaunsa
duunidiu 2 nga Ao () maveasulagase Wums
sumuputesfigalasnsfnssgunsaiinaslylupu
U self-boring pressuremeter FanamInaany
fifnsaundurdededmiunanmaseudy o
waz (i) maneaaufslnenss Wunsldaunsaia
TlupuhAsnswasuulasesnanasasam
Anuduluauny @s total stress cell, hydraulic
fracturing, Iowa stepped blade, Marchetti flat
dilatometer M3UsZaNEUA K, NANINARBUWET
fifpansmIudananionstszanaaamitlisions
indnufmesnuinsansnsadansld o 4i7R
M3unAsay oedometer WipaNNLAURTINA INTiLF
fioyanealilinnswasuudasanuduluuuiueu
Wesnmlidurnuguinansasipgeiudien
P97l Brooker & Ireland [8] vnnsnaaaulagls

oedometer ‘ﬁﬁﬂﬂ LL‘U‘U&I’WI@EJ bANS Lﬁl@"’fﬂﬂ’l’m LAY

luuuiuau (horizontal total stress) kasAINU
suthfidntulaease Inefianwiliganuaden
mudhegnauaulagnsUsuanusiueamasly
249990V ¢ oedometer ring Som [20] TAANNLAU
TuuIUpUsIY oedometer Inafind strain gage
agj‘ﬁﬁﬁuuaﬂ%aﬂ oedometer ring Tavenas et al.
[21] waz Becker et al. [22] @uaddn1smien K,
ANNALFUVBIANINAEDL oedometer TingeyinAL
fapte 2 fedhefidnluuuniauazkuauey
vield stress ann1InAaaLTisapaienuy c,,
i LLﬂuagﬂu WUAUDULLAY preconsolidation pressure
G, (1% ©,,) Weunuagluuuihe Tavenas et
al. [21] wusliznuaes K, Iudanan o/
G, Becker et al. [22] 1@uon13An O, WAz
G, nndulfmanukazANAuLsTANSHaT
I§anmMamesauia 2 feotns

Bishop [23] Lausds lunsmen K, saens
NARBLANNY FFUIATANIAT T WNNANNAS A
TunuiuauwihAugudazldUsinasveshiieann
NNFBENRUNTINTZUaN ASDRaNN WALWINAL
rmmgismLL&Jmmmm’a@mﬁwﬁuﬁuﬁﬁm st
TR NP YT (T CETTRTT RISV N T

gndSuilerhlfiAnanmssnananananismaany

'
aocal

Fhansazinnswasuuasduruguinansd
Aenarsfodnalaansssnogunialinanueien
Tuuwaueu Anuduluwmazluuwusuazgn
Usuie A ldaanassmnuedenluuuiueuiiin
nnaunsalfiendueud azlden K andnadau
szwienuduluswIaunaslulwfwmasan

WESARUNTORAIANYUN
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Burland & Maswoswe [24] 183501559
AuTIUATINan3vesipeeRumlInsannly
fiosfAnsifitszanae K, vesiu lagnsin
AuseuAina3TiensIalauasenaslnadan
NANINAFDULAANIINANNAITIAATLTNAUATN
a3 WinanseiuNaaA self-boring pressuremeter
bals push-in spade cell

dhnsuen K, veshuniiyanganme [adins
Anwley Chang [25] InsnameaeuludesUjom
ASHATRERILFNARTITLANT lFannsNaEaey
A1333 [3] Wang [26] Isvinnsnaaauluaunuiie
Yoen K, 10235 hydraulic fracturing Shibuya et
al. 27 l§vhmanaseumsdaseathlufos i
MILALNPNUAT K VDRUIATRIDBUNTUNN
fin 0.7-0.75 uaz K,y voshumiieaudengann
fiD 0.52-0.6 WaNANTTeRaRIANNENRUSTTAI
K, o0 %82 OCR sasiun1sfl (1) Prust et al. [28]
Tvinmsneaaulusuauietarn K, Taeld self-
boring pressuremeter WazIIE9UINAT K 289
fiulnilengaungaunn fs 0.1-0.3 uazAn K, 89

Auwmizaudangenm fe 0.2-14

Kooc = Kone OCR®? (11)

{ 4. qUnsainanasey

segsiumiangaunm fldTlumamagey

HUFENeANEANNAINNTIUBNLNTIANNED 6-7
wWns USnaAlawash 51 auusedn-uasuien
(NNAAMRIYLAY 305) DUADDNASNE AIRIA
upswEN TapTANNTUnNSTINTR (natural water
content, w,) = 87%, AANAWA7 (liquid limit, LL)

=111%, AANANaN&asn (plastic limit, PL) = 37%,

LasnuIUNRINYDeAY (total unit weight) = 14.3

91nmshadaulufieouiunms

KN/m® naneaaumssafmetinnssylaeldiases
fanaaauuuuauwaulaeMIERTIANNeESER
ANTITLWAAN (0.7 W31/F713) waztSuAAULAL
Tuwwwsuiialilfaaniinnun3uaidaSnng
WNALAMIUASIALULLIAY LASDINAGRLKULEN
wanlssumsaiuielfanunsainanuesanly
WPNLAZANNATEALELTINAT NEeuTeALAY
ANNEUTuuILeUld lnednludR wWhuA YD

w3nsdinldnansluning 1

ﬂ Rate = 0.7 mm/hr Algorithm

Adjust Ac. to
achieve Asyg = Asy

Load cell
| E )Disp\acement trafsducer

\ A
» DAQ g
‘ A
Prdssure transdycer
Pressure fegulator I
< 1
Wh Controller | qum

_|_|M change transducer

2 1 Lﬂ%@ﬂﬁ@ﬂ?i‘ﬂﬂaa‘u

-]@ NANTINASDUASILATISHANG

\fiesannieeduienuainanaNEn
Wiy sedunanamaseusunaUSauLisy
AuldTaunse Anfl 2 wane consolidation curve
Feazfuiwaninaasuisnsaingfiaeiu lnena
AsnAaay CK UC-4 waz CK UC-2 agjﬁmaumm
UUKAZANSINANSTY AaNTRTeIn BRI Bth
Tagulumanedi 1 Bauansnindsdsidl CR = 033,
RR = 0.02, 4a2 RR/CR = 0.051 lngnanmsnaaay
fifn CR way RR Inddsaiufivnauslag Lai [29]



Axial strain (%)
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(CR = 0.58 wa RR = 0.02) wazia1 RR/CR Tnd
WeeAufivniauslag Ladd [19] (RR/CR = 0.1-0.2)

A195199 1 HaN1INAEDUNIIOAFIAIYUN

Test No. To” | Cimax” | Ouc’ CR | RR | RR/CR
(kPa) | (kPa) (kPa)

CKUC-1 | 731 105 153 | 028 | 0.02 | 0.057
CKUC2 | 731 86 202 | 034 | 0.02 | 0.050
CKUC3 | 731 | 105 200 | 037 | 0.02 | 0.044
CKUC-4 | 731 | 116 258 | 030 | 0.02 | 0.067
CKUC-5 | 73.1 90 307 0.37 | 0.01 | 0.035

Anade | 0.33 | 0.02 | 0.051

0, = in-situ effective vertical stress

O, = effective consolidation stress

CR
RR

= compression ratio = Aé‘a/Alog o,
= recompression ratio

Vertical effective stress, 6,' (kPa)
1000

—@— CKoUC-1
= & =CKoUC-2
CKoUC-3
CKoUC-4

=A== CKoUC-5

AN 2 Consolidation curve

nansmuRlll €, = €, IpuAInele
nasauld wandlunndl 3 Feuansinadesde
nasauanInmInANli €, waz €, TrlndiAus
Auanalu +5% sariunanismeaay CK UC-5 84
1% €, innin €, 9 16% halfonaiieasnan

manaseuivihmsdadmaeinluid G, fun

(0,.,/0,, > 4) sgwulsionadl 6, vy o,
way O

v,max

Aumely +5% andl 4 wansdfinanuLAY (stress

' O, war €, deasdienlngifies

path) AlFa1nAIneaauNsSasmILTTanNyIN
FANUAIHARINY TALNANTNARDLT TNV
CK,UC-5 #fimmninnsnaasyuduiiiaeainaang

WANFNTUYDINIMUAN €, waz &, Mlenan

3
LA
18
—e&— CKoUC-1
16 [ = e =cKouc2
" CKoUC-3
—e— CKoUC-4
$ 1?2 || —a—cKoucs
@ 10
£
e
5 8
(]
s
X 6
<
1
2
0

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

Volumetric strain, g, (%)

Wil 3 Han1IPIUANAYILASEATBNASDslanAsDL

100

90 o N
— 80 [ A/AA- «
© U
o ©
X 70 pfi' L
T o . .fk -
o —
a e
. %
L 40 coX BE —e— CKoUC-1
5 @
5 5 ., -=G=-CKoUC-2
3 q=06v-Ch CKoUC-3
Q 20
s ’ ®— CKoUC-4
0 p'={a+2a')/3
—A— CKoUC-5
0
0 50 100 150 200 250 300

Mean effective stress, p' (kPa)
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AN K, e, SN8N508WIFNNA WA 5 Iendu
N K, o G, /0, =1 wazfin K, i 813130871
Isfangud 6 laeduen K fier G, /0, .0=1

v,max

namanasau K, laagdlumsedl 2 Tasdid

wapded K, = 061 uaz K, = 060 lay
Al lanamInaaeeldiueufisuiuAaInasnig
BeUszaumIaluazNanINAsaUbY 9 Aeuanely
M9l 3 namsuSsuiiBuuaned (@) i K, i
TganeniAdeiitensniranmnaseuaes Shibuya
et al. [27] wazanuIavszanalle a8
Uszaun13ales Jaky [7] way Alpan [9] wag (ii)
A K WANUATET AN A sAUNanS

NA&BUYRY Wang [26] kazandnsavszanalls lag
NI BNUSaUNIalUeY Bergado et al. [18]

1.00

0.95 .: —e— CKoUC-1
: -=@=: CKoUC-2
0.90 !
085 \ anmluauna (K, ;) CKouC-3
. l‘ —— CKoUC-4
080 II' =\ == CKoUC-5
0.75 )
]
0.70 Y P
1 .
0.65 \ /%A/ PErue s
B s
0.60 AN, %
5o
0.55 SRY e
0.50
0 1 2 3 2 B
6, /040
i 39N S v \ @ ’ ’
AMNN b ANUANNUDIZRIN KO hae O, /Gvo

1.00

0.95 —=— CKoUC-1

090 AN NC (K, 0 -=@--CKoUC-2
' CKouC-3
0.85
—o— CKoUC-4

0.80 —A— CKoUC5

0.75

K, value

0.70 —i?
atm AT
~
0.65 )
S om0
0.60 y e o0od
A 5008
0.55 e
0.50
0 0.5 1 15 2 25 3 35
Gy /Oymax’

A 6 ANNRNRUSIENINe K| uaz O, /0, .

v,max
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AN5797 2 HANINAEBUAN K,

Sy

Test No. Ko,insitu OCR KO,NC ¢’ (O)
CK,UC-1 0.65 1.44 0.61 31.4
CK,UC-2 0.58 1.18 0.57 24.4
CK,UC-3 0.60 1.44 0.57 26.0
CK,UC-4 0.59 1.59 0.63 26.1
CK,UC-5 0.61 1.23 0.62 23.1
Wiy | 061 | 137 | 060 | 262
a9efl 3 HanIWpuiipua K,
AMENUR 314984 A
ATei 0.60
Empirical (ammiﬁ 3) [7] 0.56
Empirical (a1n157 4) [8] 051
Kone Empirical (110157 5) [9] 0.63
Empirical (aumsﬁ 6) [10] 0.46
Empirical (a1l 7) [11] 0.52
Experiment* [27] 0.7-0.75
mATed 0.61
Empirical (aun1s#i 97 [17] 0.67
Empirical (An157 100 0.62
[18]
Kojnsity | Empirical (asinnsit 1) 0.66
[27]
Experiment*** [25] 0.72-0.75
Experiment® [26] 0.57-0.62
Experiment®® [28] 0.1-0.3

*

consolidometer

*x o,NC = 1 - Siﬂ ¢’

*** triaixal

$

lab hydraulic fracturing

> pressuremeter
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NANMINASBUAN K| U09R308 19ANENTD

PULATEINTUNNT NAANUEN 6-7 LUAT NUIAN
K, e = 061, Ky = 0.60 waz OCR = 1.37 log

N K, o T fananddeiifismninnamanadey

0,insitu

2949 Shibuya et al. [27] wazaNNNIaY Izl I
NI BT aun1Ialues Jaky [7] wae Alpan [9]

ez K Teannasedfieninddesinanis

0,insitu

NAEBUVDY Wang [26] kazansnsauszanals Loy

NI BNUSEaUNIalues Bergado et al. [18]

]@ Ansinssulsenna

AT lFsunmsadayupiedIuann

neWUITLasRIL WnAngnduysn lun1sdn
ﬁqwmﬁﬁﬁmmiﬂﬂmLLaﬂﬂNa%NﬁugmLﬁa
AU LAZANARINNADY TN “HTUNBNL
suladAngmanTIykaruInnTIn Thotszana
W.A. 2565 SUUIZHNUMUINIANENT FABLaY

WIANTIN (1) Lavidauen 33U, 60/2565
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