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Effect of Salt Leaching on Consolidation Deformation Characteristics of Hachirogata Clay
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Fig. 1 Leaching process

P BRI L 0 F o Table 1 Result of consistency tests
%gﬁ*/l'@}f%ﬂ% S le (Num.) Electri ductivity Liquid limit Plastic limit Plasticity ind
¥ oo, PRRER ample (Num. ectric conductivi iquid limi astic limi asticity index
#5 m K Ec(ms/cm) wr (%) wr (%) Ir
12K ke ' —WIE Non-Leached (4) 6.48 206.6 87.4 119.2
BRI Coo B 7 Leached (2) 0.72 168.9 72.0 96.9

EILFig. 2 IZRT . 7285, Coe (XHIFRIL e-WFft] log t IZHEAS S BHE AR L TV D, IR
X250V I ERE L.

e NTIRMECE D I FEEEREHT LR TE <, TEBEREHIIRABLEREL O 1/8~1/2 Dfii% &
STWD. LT o T, BIEOREIOIZ ) DEEOEITICRRAET 52 R0 5. kIR
BB N FRERBHI LR TIRVMEZ & 5TV A, LIRS T, kIHEWEEZ R LT o 128
BEZTTRY, WIEZORBCIEBKEMET LTS ZENBEXLND. mIEEED
WV B CIAMLREL O 5 S FEERRE L D H RERMEE L > TS, Coe BIEEIE S O YIRS
TEWA RO, EHEEIO “IRIEEREDEB L TWD. my & Coo lTEEEE T OHANILEN
FEAMEE &1 FIEFE CEm 2R LTS, DL EOREEND, W CIIEBLE N EN TH
BI 5L, BICEBENMEOEREICBWNT, FEATENKT LB LIERORRE & b
DG L, TOEFEENRKEL 2D 2 LAVRIR ST

VEFRFRAE, 2 AT
1 Graduate school, Iwate University, 2Faculty of agriculture, wate University
F—U— N JREK, ANEIET, SR, EEks

463



[7-9] W0EERERNIZERRBESHEETERSE

10 - 10 ¢
00000 © O Non-Leached o
=) o © Aﬁ ﬁ Leached1 @10_9 L AO Oq
5 A A 2. N YT
5 . N Z10-10L A ﬁo
A
100 1 1 1 ) 10-1 1 | | L )
10° 10 107 10° 10t 10° 10" 10° 100 10*
verage consolidation pressure p m verage consolidation pressure p m
A lidati (kN/m”) A lidati (kN/
10" 0.1
~ 008 AA
Z 107 a
= v 0.06 -
NE Q a a S A o © g g 2 g Q
107t a 004-  oat
2 002}
10'4 1 1 f‘ J 0 | | | J
10° 10" 10° 10° 10 R 10° 10" 10° 10° 10"
Average consolidation pressure p (kN/m°®) Average consolidation pressure p (kKN/m?)

Fig. 2 Coefficients of consolidation, volumetric compressibility, permeability and secondary consolidation

4. EEREBFEME (SEM) [Z&3TEBEDHRRER

Fig. 3 (AN & FRATEELOSHIE T O SEM #1225
ZoRT. ARBFIETO SEM HEifg G, FERMEETIE, Al
W L2 E EOMRMENEET O — T AD L 9 7
REENIEE L, BRI CIE, 2K LR34 < 7
D, ATESIREE SR SN TWD Z ENSnD. HED
(1998) 1 IksE LRI T D - BTGB T DA =R L%
BSE 2, SHCIREETIE, KR IR EICEET D 2 L7
FNT U CHERE L, BICES L7 RBAKMEDTRENZ 722 0, Fh
W U CREEEIRRE TIE, BRI IR BIROBER & 72 o T
BRC/NZIERE U, KiAARAIL T o & DTHEIS) LTk HE
FEM T2 D & A LT,

L7=moT, AW (1998) Ml Lz, EERETOZ
U H NIRES, Sy HCIRIE TOE Bl Fig.3 THERR S L7z,
MDA S D Z & C, Rk OB APEN 7 o & L7k
REM DI & A LB 7RBE~E2ME L, K@D 55 <
ROBAKEDIER T2 L7259 Z LR ENT-.

5. £&8

FEVAME R & IR D ERBROFE R D, X
TRMEIR SRR S DI T SRR &, B /KD E)Z &
STHE LT UWHE A~ b L2 E3 o 72. FI#
AT BB CIIE BRSO B KRB OIR T,  —IRIEELRE D
ELHEEDSHERR S, BB AT O BRI EO BN /S X 7=, F 72, SEM BRI BT,
M RUE CII A TRES IS 3 RS S Av7e. HERVAIIC & - TR b 723 ek iglc 72 5 2 & T,
JEREPED BN BB AT DR RN b 725 SND Z AR Sz, Lizdi-> €, HEELc &
S TR R OB EAL L, TNk EOWEMEEEN) « DFROMEEIC R % 5.2 5 2 L D3R
Sh, RPTENCHRRE AT S Z EBARFEIE T AR S5 —RHTH D L HEL STz,

Mode=SEM

Fig. 3 SEM images (x5500)
Non-leached sample (Upper)
Leached sample (Lower)
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