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General Engineering Properties of Alluvial Clay at Ube Area

Sukeo OuARA and Hirofumi NAcATA

Abstract

At last, the soil tests of the alluvial clay, sampled at UBE INDUSTRIES Canal, were carried

out in our laboratory.

This clay is consolidated, but it have a higher sensitivity and a higher activity.
We report the general engineering properties of this clay, obtained by the laboratory test.
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Fig. 3. Trianglar classification chart
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Fig. 4. (@) Relation between Elevation and liquid index.
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Consistency index
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Fig. 4. (b) Relation between consistency index and Elevation.
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Fig. 4. (c) Relation between plastic index and percentage of clay.
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Fig. 8. Relation between natural void ratio and percentage of (Silt +clay).
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Fig. 9. Relation between natural void ratio and per centage of clay.
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