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Strength recovery mechanism of landslide soils
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Grain size distribution of the sub-425um samples
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Mineralogical properties of the sub-425um samples
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Shearcharacteristics of the initial, residual and re-shear stages
forthe Malan loess and Magenta tuffsamples
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Strength recovery afterdifferent re-consolidation time for Malan and Magenta tuff samples

loess, Red siltstone and Magenta tuff samples
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