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Influence of shear rate on residual strength
of clay in ring shear test
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This study aimed to develope a new stability analysis method considering displacement rate monitored in a
landslide slope. This paper describes influences of shear displacement rate on residual strength of clays, based on
results of ring shear test. The shear displacement rate adopted in the tests were changed in range from 0.02 to 2.0
mm/min. Soil samples tested were Kaolin, Shimajiri mudstone and 2 clays of Yuya landslide. Main conclusions
are as follows. Firstly, the internal friction angle at residual increases linearly with increasing the shear
displacement rate in logarithmic scale. Secondly, the stress ratio at residual changes with the accompanying
change in shear displacement rate.

Key Words ' landslide, residual strength, ring shear test, shear displacement rate, clay content, plasticity index,
water content, scanning electron microscope
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K OSSR S S BN 9 X O R OLE M2 RN S 5 T O D EER T ANIERIDO—DTHH, UV
74 AWTRAERO MR U — i AWl 72 F O CHIlE & % (Skempton (1964), Bishop et al. (1973)). 5%
MR HORE AW H B WVIGEER AMICB O TEARICID E— V7 EZ A, WK U Iy aE
BAWIRREICE LTz & T OH L EFE X N5 (Skempton (1964)). FREFIRAEIC I W) TIEE AN HES (REZE( L
METTHH, &0DOIRTFEIIROIYIN 7722 < STRHIC B TR R 7O AW A TN OEF
LT LTzt D & E Z 51 % (Skempton (1964, 1985), Lupini et al. (1981)). FREAIRAEIE U 728 AW T3,
AR OREPEEIC I OKRZ IS K> T, MR FOBRMFEIED T I HE LTGRO H 2 Vb id 2 55
AILAME AR E 415 (Gibo et al. (1987)). FRBATREEIIR TR T OB MAEIEDFEE LIz XD M- THEI N
HRNDOEAWHEE THD T eh D, MEEYOREE BIC K> THE—EX 2 LEBEOEREVIEZTT
MEFTH%. Skempton (1965)*° Kenney (1967) DI #HR U —THE AWEAERIC K O RGT OFRH R IC &
X AWHEE OB DOWTINTz, ZFNLUE, R U—mE AWl E (Ramiah et al.(1970), Ramiah
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and Purushothama(1971), Skempton and Petley (1967)), & % W&V > 78 A Wradifi2EE (La Gatta(1970),
Bucher(1975), Nakamura and Shimizu(1978), Scheffler and Ullrich(1981), Lemos et al.(1985), Skempton(1985),
Ljuin et al.(1988), Okada et al.(1988), Yatabe et al.(1991), Lehane and Jardine(1992), Tika et al.(1995), Suzuki et
al.(2000)) ZHW\T, fi 4 O T OIS &8 ARNEE ORIRNEZ <IREN TV 5. Ramiah et al.(1970) 13,
FRAIRABICIE U T RIS AR S 2 22 L & B 2 #0R U —iE AWEtlR 2 920 L, Skempton and Petley (1967)
BXU Kenney (1967) DR LTz AMHHE IE T OB BEICKEGHE LG 20V FHEEMHERL .
Skempton (1985) &, Petley(1966)33 X T Lupini (1980) DOFIERFEFICEDINT, BH OBAE AWNGRERIC I
V% 8 AWTZNEE EE OHIFH(0.002~0.01 mm/min) TlE, FEFTRO® AWHEE DOZ(RICHT B 5EmE DO
LIEZBUS—tL Y PR TH D, FHHELE, BWHMEICKITTEANEE O EBIIMHATE 5 Li5mDU Tz,
F 7z, Yatabe etal.(1991) (&, RIS XOREELDV > 7 AW RICHEDOWT, SANNEHE DK
FVEDODF WA REITHE TRELARZHEADDH S T & 2R L, IR E VSRS ZFF D L OBH,
TN IEE AWHEE DEWIFIRRTREICIZ L A BB R 52750 b XT W%, —77, Lemos et al.(1985)
&, VT AWEERIC K% 6 MO T ORI & B AW NEZ(10%~10° mm/min)DBFRZHN, £
AMTZENDGRE DI U T, FREMEDENT % & DK T3 AR Fuy(<2 pm)=40 %D+ THO, 7%
RN T 2 E DI Fuay =40 %D 1 ThH5Z &72/RL, TOMEZ Lupini et al. (1981 EE L 7 5EH
BAMZBEFHE— RO “IXROGAWR” BT @R AN ICBED 2. X 51, Tika et al.(1995)1F,
Lemos et al.(1985)DIfZtZFE I YT, WHMENHAROBEC ANEEDORKE K> T ElZ R
Dh, HAEIVEEEN - DT EENH BT LR, TEHE AW K BIREEE O I AWE DR
BRECDIIMC K 2 LbamfT 7z, LLEDOWMZRIC BN THEEE Nz ANEERICIE, 1| DOMEEZ VLT
BAMBREOD 2XBEICBNTE AR HEE Z 2t EE 5770 (Lemos(1985), Tika et al.(1995),
Skempton(1985), [juin et al.(1988), Ramiah et al.(1970), Ramiah and Purushothama (1971), La Gatta(1970), Tika et
al.(1995)), #EEMEDMEIAZ VTR % —E DB AWHEE TIHAEd 5 /5 (Nakamura and Shimizu(1978),
Sceffler et al.(1981), Okada et al.(1988), Yatabe et al.(1991))D 2@ 0O H H, WiEDFEHFIZLT LE XA L T
MENTOWEVRISTERT 208N D 5.

Suzuki et al.(2000) &, EEUED AV AMEERIAE W THET 2 — T OB ARNEE THS - @Y V78
AMEAERZ 2 LTz, 2T ORE, TR HIKSEADECIENC AL U TV 28 AWHEE OHIPHIC BT
EXEEOR O AMHEE O INN U CEMINCIEINT 2 C &, B ANEE DI S FER R DN
DEAVZEEISTIKS TIEEFETHI 2Rz, £, BEOWIMSERZBIE LA, C
DOt 2 DHICHNTIE, FRlORBRTIEICK DT, RSN AKNEE ORI U THEm, %
BXUOBADT2E00H2 ezfA5Mc LIz, L L, BHFEOWZEAERIC B TS EEAR DK
U > J SR 2 B U T AT E O TEE ST OWE R EFABGEZWGEES A L IZRE#ETH D, £
BOT—2IEDNT LR OB AKEE) Z2Hi—IICHT 5 Z L3 LT bz L.

AFSE, HEEMEAOMEAAZ VT RA 2 —EDE AWHEE D N THERM LI EEEEY > 7 AW
DFER E 1 DOMGEAZ W T— SR IRARICE U 7RI 8 A WSS 2 2L & & T L 72 EaE ) &~
78 AWERBRASFICHDWT, KL OB RIT T ARNEE DB DN TER LD THS.
AR LMK oA A v & 3 MEHOMI N0 ETH 2. B THOIZEAWREEIR 0.02~2.0
mm/min QP TH 5. wAISHTH(RAWIS EFNREEIS D) &8 AWHREEDRIFRD S AEEt kD HEK
IREEZ Mt U7z BT, SERINARHKSEED RS 5N 5 B AWNEE ORI T O 5RE & B AMNEE ORI fR
AN, Z OXEH 2 E 'mINCEHET 2 DI A U T AR 8 2 R O K 8 E 0 R £ o
PIEEEE OBLSIO SR Uz, T 510, RRPIKREBIGE L GAARD KA 2R 5 & L &1, EE
IR FEAMERIC & D B AW OMHAIMSE 285 L.
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Table 1 Physical property of soil samples used

(123) 51

80— ———
O :Data quoted form past 0 0~ 0" %
F * F Q 4
Soil sample Site Ps R ‘:’VL :VP Ip oo A = references o 99/?'»\‘
(gem)| (%) %) (*0) % 60 e :Soil samples used @ ot 7
7
Kaolin B Okayama | 2.618 | 653 | 415 | 238 (ﬁ';) 2 ©
Shimajiri Okinawa | 2.586 | 914 | 30 | 614 [ 32| 145 2 40r 7
mudstone (42.5) I5)
Yuya B Yamaguchi| 2.592 | 433 | 234 | 199 (23520) 0.8 2 5ol |
. 345 &~ L
Yuya C Yamaguchi| 2.519 | 49.0 20.4 28.6 75) 1.04
* Each number in above parentheses indicates a percent finer content under 0.002 mm 00 ‘ 150

2. EBERY VU EAMRER
(1) HME L OHERE

ARGRERTHWIZERHE 14 ) ~(Kaolin B), &
JAle%5 (Shimajiri mudstone), 7 B(Yuya B), {H#A
C(Yuya C)Dil 4 &Rl TH%. Table 1 ICERIDER
Hth & 2 oY 2R 9. RICEEkRA, +
RO, WIERRSE, YBTERRSY, "EMEREEL, RS
TERRBICIEREZ#KL TV 5.

AR O YRR & R R R 2 R T %
7z, Figd ORI AGREI O T— %% 7 0
v FLTWA. KPR omsEhr 55 I L7
T — X & 50 L T % (Skempton (1964, 1985),
Townsend and Gilbert (1973), Kenney (1977),
Wesley (1977), Mesri and Cepeda-Diaz (1986),

Collotta et al.(1989), Lupini et al. (1981), Yatabe et al.

(1991)). AFRHIBEDIZE T — 2 DAL
B9 %.Figs.2 ICTNZNtan g, LA HEH T Foy
BROBERE 1, OBIfRZRT. o, [F5RFIRRE
IS8T B NEREE G THS. Fig2(a)®D tang, &
Fooy DBIRICBNWT T —RICE 5D ENABNS
LOOD, tand, & Foy ORNCHHBENH % T L I3H]
HNTWVS. Xz, RRHIBIEDOWIZET — 2 D
SEEICAIET S, Fig2(b)D tan¢, & 1, DRIR
KBV TBIREFAMRZMENZRL TV 5.

(2) ) UTHAMRER

B AWHEEE DB FINRD =D, EEIEOM
A ZHWTHRE 2 —EDE AWEED N THE
HEREY 7AW Z I L7z, Fig3 ICV
> 7 AW E OB X 2R g, GRS E 1
Bishop et al. (1971)M3BHFE U725 & 1ZIF A U RS
TH5. HiAADOTIEIINEZE 6 cm, HME10ecm B
XUEE 2 mOBRIKTHZ. HANBXTEND
WFZEBNC B % 1) > 78 AR BR O fitEk 4T
1£0D—E7% Table 2 IR TS, AGBREEED
RN EVHIE LTV, FHIEHIZE A
Wity, MEES, V2T BB X U HEEAL
Thd. MEILINIEEREDTA LA 22—t

Liquid limit w. (%)

Fig.1 Physical properties of soil samples in plasticity chart
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Figs.2 Relationships between tan ¢ ,, clay fraction Fclay
and plasticity index I
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Fig.3 Essential features of ring shear test apparatus
(after Suzuki et al. (1997))
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Table 2 list of specimen size in known ring shear test apparatus

Researcher Research organization Outer diameter Inner diameter . Annulus thickness . Height (cm)
1o (cm) r; (cm) t (cm)
Umezaki et al. Shinshu Univ. 100 00 00 >0 0 20
7.0 42 0.6 1.4 0.2 2.0
Ochiai et al. Kyushu Unv. 30.0 20.0 0.67 5.0 0.17 40.0?
Ogawa et al. Nagaoka Univ. 15.0 10.0 0.67 25 0.17 2.0
Yatabe et al. Ehime Univ. of Technology 160 100 063 30 o1 20
10.0 8.0 0.8 1.0 0.1 1.0
Nakamura et al. Tokyo Univ. of Agriculture and Technology 12.0 6.0 0.5 3.0 0.25 3.0
Kamai et al. Nihon Univ 12.0 8.0 0.67 2.0 0.17 2.0
Sasa et al. Kyoto Univ. 35.0 25.0 0.71 5.0 0.14 -
Yamashita et al. Aratani civil engineering consultants 21.5 10.0 0.47 5.75 0.27 2.0
Gibo et al. Ryukyu Univ. 10.0 6.0 0.6 2.0 0.2 3.0
Yoshimi et al. Tokyo Institute of Technology 26.6 21.4 0.8 2.6 0.1 2.7
Yasuda et al. Tokyo Denki Univ. 15.0 10.0 0.67 25 0.17 25
25.0 17.0 0.68 4.0 0.16 0.9~1.9
Nakamura et al. Public works research institute 22.0 15.0 0.68 - - -
15.0 10.0 0.67 - - -
Umemura et al. Nihon Univ 35.0 200 ?
Bishop et al. London Univ. 15.24 10.16 0.67 2.54 0.17 191
La Gatta et al. Harvard Univ. 7.12 5.08 0.71 1.02 0.14 0.2,0.25
Scheffler et al. Leipzig Institute of Technology 9.4 4.96 0.53 222 0.24 1.6
Bucher Swiss Federal Institute of Technology 24.0 16.0 0.67 4.0 0.17 1.6
Bromhead Kingston Univ. 10.0 7.0 0.7 1.5 0.15 0.5
Stark et al. Illinois Univ. 10.0 7.0 0.7 1.5 0.15 1.0
Suzuki et al. Yamaguchi Univ. 10.0 6.0 0.6 2.0 0.20 2.0

Table 3 Ring shear test results under condition of

different shear displacement rates

0

Soil | Test| oc ox | OCR D T, T, | T/0n| T/Ox
sample | No. | (kPa) | (kPa) (rad/min) | (mm/min) | (kPa) | (kPa)

Kaolin B | 2-1 98 9% | 10 0.0025 0.1 49.6 167 0526 .170
22 196 196 1.0 0.0025 0.1 97.8 358 | 0529 183

23 294 24| 1.0 0.0025 0.1 133.1 552 0.466 188

24 196 196 1.0 0.0005 0.02 98.5 36| 0534 0172

25 196 196 1.0 0.0025 0.1 97.8 358 0529 0183

2-6 196 196 1.0 0.005 02| 1002 402 0525|0205

2.7 196 196 1.0 0.025 1 99.0 40| 0493 0220

2-8 196 196 1.0 0.05 2 87.8 25| 0461 | 0217

Shimajiri | 3-1 196 196 1.0 0.0005 0.02 95.0 27.5| 0498 |  0.140
mudstone | 3-2 196 196 10| 000125 0.05 91.6 312 0494 159
33 196 196 1.0 0.0025 0.1 9.5 381 0545 194

34 196 196 1.0 0.025 1 52.9 343 0279 1175

35 196 196 1.0 0.005 0.2 89.2 390 0456 | 0.199

3-6 196 196 1.0 0.0125 0.5 70.1 380 | 0354 194

Yuya B 41 98 9% | 10 0.0025 0.1 58.2 530 0641 | 0542
42 196 196 1.0 0.0025 01| 1057 942 0584 | 0481

43 294 294 1.0 0.0025 01| 1468| 1280 0.552] 0436

44 196 196 1.0 0.0005 0.02|  100.0 93.7| 0589 | 0478

45 196 196 1.0| 0.001875 0075 1045 48| 0599 | 0484

46 196 196 1.0 0.0025 01| 1057 942 0584 0481

47 196 196 1.0 0.005 02| 1050 980 0598 | 0.500

48 196 196 1.0 0.01 04| 1064| 1008 | 0597| 0514

Yuya C 51 98 9% | 10 0.0025 0.1 49.6 455 0547 0.464
52 196 196 1.0 0.0025 0.1 92238 91.8 | 0518 | 0.468

53 294 294 1.0 0.0025 01| 1288 1162 0472 0395

5-4 196 196 1.0 0.0005 0.02 98.3 912 | 0549 | 0.465

55 196 196 10| 0.00125 0.05 96.9 894 0536 | 0456

5-6 196 196 1.0 0.0025 0.1 928 918 | 0518 |  0.468

5.7 196 196 1.0 0.005 02| 1019 94| 0574 0482

5-8 196 196 1.0 0.0125 0.5 96.1 974 0507 | 0.497

5-9 196 196 1.0 0.025 1 87.8 915 | 0483 | 0467
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WK d 5 ERELTHERHBLTWS. Table 31T
R — A LB R R L T 5. RIIEER
%, WBRFES, RIS, EEIGT, #@EEL,
B AW AR, B AWTENLHE, ¥ — 758,
FRETRE, ©— 7 IREES X UFRIRREIC B B 6
Nz H L0, gLz ko, V74
AWIEk BRI B 52 A WE X 0.02~2.0
mm/min(0.0005~0.05 rad/min)D#iPH TZA{L & &
7z EHZ 0.425 mm B CEHI L%, WMEREAD
K2 B0EKETHMTHE L. Vo8

AWTERBRIC BT B IS SID 85% DIEREILIIT
24 KR —JoeIc TR UTe. ki v s
RO BZIKEED E E AR TIRIEFE LW DD S
Yo LUz Skl e &) > 78 AWEERIC BT
B HEEOFTY) O BFE 3B IS H DV THE Lz,
HERAZ IEHUEBIRRE & U, [E53BIS T O#fE %
WK & B e, B AMIRC FRERY > Z ORRRIX
0.20 i FAE U7z, B AWHIE 8 AW EoED
EEJLNID—EIC RS K I ICEEJIEHIE L T
WRW. EANEEROFTY] D K OE AW ZAI A 1
—HHZ 10rad(400mm) & Uiz, —OaEHI G L
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IKEEZFH Tz, Table 2 ISR LIz & 91, Madih~TiEDRL 2 ) V78 AMGRBROFSRE I T S DT, T
— ZEBWTIX) VT DREELEA TH DB AWZENA 0(rad)Z W, HERIADONEE r L4ME 1, OFFRIICET %
BAMZEN D)z — 5Bt Uiz, U > 78 AWGERERIC 31T %8 A WS /) &8 AWM OFHMED B fRIC
BOTHEREEIREBIGEL TS EI DTS C L3 L <, BAMEND 70 TRWIEAITIZEE
BREMEKICFMME NS, Suzuki et al.(1997) (&8 AWIZENIAKE Lin WEBIN SRS OUEEE L
TV V7R AWREICH T B R AKIG

0,8 T T TTTTTT T T TTTTTT T T T Ty T T 1T T T TTTTm)
DX PTG ST & AMWTZE (711 O BRI R 0 , Ot ot al (1955,
(S5 U, SR 2 Wl OWnEE L LTk / 0\ = 497294 kPa
T HHERIER U, AT, ©OERHE o.6r® _r % 1

I ¥ Nakamura et al.(1978)  Yatabe et al.(1991) 4
Oy =559 kPa

2 IR ARSI DIS 1k & B AU 220/ DRI % z
WS L, RIS B BI6 1 2 e L. < 0.4F

THIC, AV YOEEITIE 6 =5rad (D=200mm) . . = A 1
275 % % T 6 =0.0005rad/min (D=0.02mm/min)® o2l e 1
—FT{EE’@-A% Lflj%]ééljllji%cc:ﬂt% L&bﬁ:f,ﬁ, 6 L Sceffler et al.(1981) \Suzuki et al.(2000) |
=0.5rad(D= 20 mm)#Fi 0.2—0.5—1.0—2.0—>1.0— ON=100.1000kPa  INTISTIREP
0.5-0.2->0.02mm/min O & 3 ICHEFEIC D &1 %%01 0.01 0.1 1 . 10 100
e o 4 A Shear Dispacement rate D (mm/min)

Fig.4 7 ./0y plotted as a function of shear displacement
rate for various soils (after Suzuki et al. (2000))

S HEBRMEREBE
Table 4 Ring shear test results under condition of
1) BHEOHEF—4 OB different shear displacement rates and normal

RN e stresses (after Suzuki et al. (2000
Fig.4 (FEEH S DL H'JEEGEO)EZI:;LET‘— 2% Soil | Test| oc u\( OCR 0 D ( )

T, T, TY/ON | TdJOy
IE L T{/FEE L f:§§%4ﬁﬁﬁcz BU— %) J:J\L;jj H: T r/ o N sample | No. | (kPa) (kPa) (rad/min) | (mm/min) | (kPa) | (kPa)

o . B e Kaolin A* | 11 196 196] 10|  0.0005 002| 616| 315 0314 ol
EHAMZENHEE D OBRICHTIZICT—X7Zhn 12 196 196 10| 000063 0025| 626| 313| 0319 016
. _ - - —_ P 13 196 196| 10| 0.00075 003| 92| 37| 0302 0172
ATMELIZEDTHS. EFIO) T2 %j( 14 196 196| 10| 0.00088 0035 | 612| 362| 0312 o0.185

rﬁﬁf\)\ 5 g “EH L8 DOTH 5 (Yatabe et al. (1991)’ 15 196 196| 10| 000113 0045 607| 345 0310 0176
o 1-6 196 196| 10| 000125 005| 612| 365 0312 0186

Nakamura and Shimizu (1978), Sceftler et al. (1981), 17 196 19| 1.0 0.0025 01| 588 344 0300 0176
Okada and So (1988), Suzuki et al. (2000)). £ 1=, 18 196 196| 10 0.005 02| 65| 370| 0324 0189
) . N o . 19 196 196| 10 0.01 04| 616| 394| 0314 0201
T—ZIFZITRTY TR AMERERICKD Sk&b 5 1-10 196 196| 10 0.02 08| s578| a78| 0205 0244
- —_ = s~ 1-11 196 196| 10 0.05 2| s3s|  sus| 0273 0263

Nt OTH%. EFIO)T T4 T4YTIE 112 294 204 10| 000075 003| s21| a74| 0279 o161
JFREBHDODEZREREZEBL TS fﬁ’ HH & o AR 1-13 294 294 10| 000113 0045 | 821| 494 0279 0.168
. N _ , N 1-14 294 294 10| 00025 0. 26| 482| 0281  o0.164

M2 RE TV T — 2T U TR TE 15| 204|204 10 0.1 04| 826| 555| 0281 0189
N N — e N 1-16 294 94| 10 0.02 08| 41| 549| 0286 0187
ﬂ’{ LTW»%. D ODiEbncL;ﬁ L T’ T r/ Y Nb EH % 1-17 294 29| 10 0.0 2| 798 625| 0271 0213
MY % & DICiE Suzuki et al. (2002)D T — 8| 32| 392 10| 000075 003 1055 646 0269 0.165
. . . o 1-19 392 32| 10| 000113 0045 | 1070| 686| 0273 0.175

ﬁ(WL =75.6, Ip _39~39Fclay_70~3 A))a Yatabe et al. 120 30 32| 10| 000125 005 | 1127]  736| 0288 0188
(1991)0)_%3@7:‘,_ &(WL =263 %, Ip =11.6, 121 392 32| 10| 00025 01| na2|  717| 0201 0183
K N 122 392 32| 10 0.01 04| 1047]  740| 0267 0189

Fclay = 75 %)b\gé D ’ T r/ o N b\#iﬁ% % %) 0) 1-23 392 392 1.0 0.05 2| 1037 80.0 0.265 0.204

1% Sceffler et al. (19&)0)—%[30) —}‘—“—&(WL =76 * After Suzuki et al. (2000), p¢=2.724 glem’, wi=75.6 %, Wp=36.3 %, 1,=39.3,
~82 %.1 :38~47)fﬁ% D, 1 /o Nﬁ\\ﬁ’}‘ﬁ% Feiay(=0.005 mm)=93.0 %, Feiay(=0.002 mm)=70.3 %, A=0.56

& DI IE Nakamura and Shimizu (1978)D 7 — X (w, =86 %, 1,=65)AH 5. T ITRLIcT—RIBENIE,
B AMZERGREE ORI UT, BB O RN S W ORI ML, BRSO RE VLD
FREBZI AT B IR LTS, e, FREEENE AMZENEE D E 22T % T L DORIDIFRK
LT, BAMNCHE S BIBUKEDFAIC K AW EOAREESHDZILLTVE T ENEZLNS.
Yatabe et al.(1991) &, V> 7 HAWGEERICBOTE AKEEOBB/KEZERZNEL TED, BAKE
MORENRENZE, BAMNHES THRAET SRBUKERRE A0, HlofbEe & BICHRT 5T L
L TWA. —/7, Nakamura and Shimizu(1978) (&, JRE5EE & & AWNEE DB (R 72 REE TR I NI,
B AMNISIDGRRMRABICIE T 2 R IE B AWEEIC K BT —EICxR2 L UT, BANEE DR 21 AW
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Figs. 5 Peak and residual strength lines under different shear displacement rates for Kaolin A
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Table 5 Ring shear test results under condition of

different normal stresses

Test No 1 2 3 4
o  (kPa) 98 196 294 392
9 (mm/min) 0.0005| 0.0005| 0.0005| 0.0005
(t/ay), 0. 504 0.453 0. 457 0. 426
(t/0y), 0. 146 0.143 0. 152 0. 145
Ist step 0 0. 005 0. 005 0. 005 0. 005
(t/0y), 0.178 0. 170 0.173 0.177
(t/0y), 0.158 0.158 0.157 0.155
Znd step 6 0.0125| 0.0125| 0.0125| 0.0125
(t/0y), 0.191 0.184 0.190 0.188
(t/0y), 0.179 0. 169 0.171 0.174
3rd step 0 0.025 0.025 0. 025 0. 025
(t/0y), 0. 204 0.193 0.199 0. 196
(t/0y), 0.195 0.181 0.188 0.185
4th step 6 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
(t/ay), 0.215 0. 204 0.210 0. 204
(t/0y), 0.198 0.193 0. 200 0.195
Sth step 9 0.025 0.025 0.025 0.025
(t/0y), 0.225 0. 199 0. 207 0. 200
(t/0y), 0. 209 0.196 0. 202 0.196
6th step 0 0.0125| 0.0125| 0.0125| 0.0125
(t/0y), 0. 209 0.192 0. 202 0.194
(t/0y), 0. 202 0.189 0.199 0.191
Tth step 0 0. 005 0. 005 0. 005 0. 005
(t/oy), 0.198 0.198 0. 203 0.196
(t/0y), 0.191 0.179 0.189 0.181
8th step 0 0.0005| 0.0005| 0.0005| 0.0005
(t/oy), 0.188 0.175 0.177
(t/0y), 0. 166 0.150 0.157
0.25 : : :
‘00 ‘00 ‘00 ‘ Kaolin |
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Fig.16 Stress ratio and shear displacement angle
curves of Kaolin under several normal stress
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Figs.17 Stress ratio at peak and residual plotted as a function of rate of shear displacement angle for Kaolin
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