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EFFECTS OF VARIATIONS IN DEGREE OF SATURATION ON
UNCONFINED COMPRESSION TEST RESULTS OF COMPACTED SOIL

Makoto TOKIDA and Takeshi KAME!

To investigate the effects of variations in degree of saturation on unconfined
compression test results of the compacted soil, unconfined compression tests were
, performed on the compacted soil with different initial dry density and initial degree of
saturation. :
The observed effects of initial dry density and initial degree of saturation of the
compacted soil are discussed by a detailed look at unconfined compressive strength and
deformation characteristics.
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