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HIGHLIGHTS ABSTRACT

o Direct evaluation of lateral earth pressure at
rest.

e Force-sensitive resistor was used.

o Ko decreases as LOI increases.

The coefficient of lateral earth pressure at rest (Ko) explains the connection
between the effective vertical and lateral stresses. Geotechnical engineers have
studied Ko for many years for its being a key element in the designs and analysis
of various geotechnical problems such as slope stability, piles, and earth retaining
structures. Moreover, Ko has played a critical phase in any numerical study of the

ARTICLE INFO soil-water combined geotechnical boundary value issues requiring parametric

stress-strain time formulations During the previous few decades. A modified
Handling editor: Mohammed A. Al-Neami apparatus consisting of a standard Oedometer equipped with Force Sensitive

Resistance (FSR) is used to investigate the value of lateral pressure (oy,) due to the
Keywords: . vertical stress. The Oedometer test is carried out on three samples with different
Force sensitive resistor (FSR) organic contents, with the Ko values obtained from each sample; empirical
Later.al earth pressure at rest (Ko) equations were also used to estimate Ko values for comparison purposes. From the
Modified oedometer analysis of the results, it can be stated that the Ko value is inversely proportional
Organic soil. to the organic matter percent in the soil. It varies from 0.6125 in soil with 25.1%

organic percent to 0.76 at a percent of 9.8%. The Force Sensitive Resistance (FSR)
technique's performance is practical enough for estimating lateral earth pressure at
rest (Ko) of normally consolidated organic soil with many advantages; it is far less
time-consuming and has a low operating cost than the traditional Ko estimate
methods. Furthermore, Ko decreases with the increase of organic content.

1. Introduction

As a factor in many geotechnical design projects, the ground's steady-state stress is an important parameter that must be
known. The effective vertical stress, o, is that is present in situ. The overburden pressure and pore water pressure can be
determined from the profiles of any depth. In contrast, it is difficult to measure the in-situ horizontal effective stress gy, directly
and even more, due to the influence of geological history and soil conditions, it isn't easy to accurately estimate its value [1].

Soil mechanics recognizes three types of horizontal stresses: active, resting, and passive earth pressures. Many researchers
have explored ways to measure the coefficients of the three pressures exerted by the earth under various circumstances. The
coefficient of earth pressure at rest (Ko) may be less than the coefficient of passive earth pressure (K;) but greater than the
coefficient of active earth pressure (K,), i.e., Ka<Ko<K,. The relationship between the effective vertical stress and the effective
horizontal stress under conditions of no lateral displacement usually gives the coefficient (Ko) [2-5];

K, =2 (1)

According to published research, other factors may also affect the Ko value, including, at a minimum, the soil type, degree
of consolidation [6-8], the void ratio [9], state of stress [10], the saltiness of pore water [11] and the shape of particles [12].
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Nevertheless, many studies have published experimental measurements of Ko employing techniques designed to verify no lateral
strain. Therefore, they can be categorized as two separate techniques, laboratory and in situ methods.

1.1 Laboratory Techniques

There are two different categories of laboratory techniques. The first method utilizes a rigid lateral boundary. This allows
for "zero lateral strain" condition, similar to the Consolidometer type [13], Null Type Confining Ring [14], [15], COWK
(Cambridge-Ohta-Wroth-Kyoto) [16] and Semi-rigid Consolidometer [4], [17-20] .

The second method utilizes a flexible lateral boundary with a feedback control system for boundary position maintenance,
such as a Rigid cell [21], Controlled Volume Triaxial, Null Type Triaxial Test [22], [23], and a triaxial cell to automatically
simulate Ko consolidation and swelling [24], A Simple Ko Triaxial Cell [25], Double cell Ky triaxial apparatus [26], Ko
consolidation test in triaxial apparatus [27], triaxial strain path testing [28], an automated three-dimensional (3D) cell-
consolidation device [29], [30].

1.2 On-Site Procedures

There are three groups of researchers have proposed their tests to evaluate on-site Ko. The direct shear test with very small
disturbance like the Self-Boring Pressure meter [31-33] was inserted into the soil. Semi-direct testing must be performed with
no regard for surface stability because of the placement of several probes in the ground using a total pressure cell [34], Hydraulic
Fracturing [33], [35], [36], Total Pressure Cells [37]-[39], Dilatometers [33], [40], Ko Stepped Blade [41], and Cone penetration
test [42], and the non-destructive approach [43], which is an easy way to measure cohesionless soil shear wave velocity [44—47].
However, in-situ testing of Ko generated various values of Ko due to uncertainty over the sensitivity of Ko to minor disturbances
that arise when the probe is inserted into the ground.

Despite the various suggestions to the contrary, the standard procedure, as recommended by [48], and reported, for example,
by [49], follows this general pattern:

Ky =1 —sin ¢’ 2)

@' is for the effective internal friction angle of soil. Fattah et al. [50] concluded that the effect of using a reduced kO zone

on excess pore water pressure and surface settlement (vertical and horizontal) of tunnels was also considered. It was found that
the excess pore water pressure increases while the settlement trough becomes deeper and narrower using reduced KO.

Fattah et al. [51] developed the multistage oedometer relaxation test to measure the vertical stress, lateral stress, and pore
water pressure with time and estimate the coefficient of lateral earth pressure in the soil. A new factor for relaxation in organic soil
is suggested. The test consisted of six stages; each stage is 10 - 30 minutes long, except if pore water pressure is not dissipated. The
objective of the present study is to produce a practical method to measure the Ko value through the consolidation test.

2. Methodology and Test Procedure

Most of the existing laboratory processes are intricate and generally time-consuming, making it difficult to consolidate a
specimen. The benefit of employing a flexible lateral border is that it reduces side friction. Even so, the drawback is regulating
the soil specimen such that the strain is zero and ensuring that the effective stress is homogeneous across the specimen. In this
study, a new approach for determining Ky is examined using the Force-Sensitive Resistant (FSR). This study's approach can be
classified as a direct rigid ring type. The advantages are that the soil can be consolidated under perfectly no lateral deformation
conditions, lesser time, and low operational cost.

The tests were conducted on three disturbed organic soils with the properties listed in Table 1. The soil samples were brought
from the sanitary landfill site near Al-Rustamiya wastewater treatment plant in southeast Baghdad.

The test specimen size was 76 mm in diameter and 19 mm in height. It was selected from American standard test methods
for one-dimensional consolidation properties of soils. The sample was prepared by mixing the disturbed sample with the desired
moisture content, which was determined previously by establishing a relationship between the water content and undrained shear
strength.

The soil was compacted by wet tamping and static compaction inside the one-dimensional consolidation ring after sticking
a Force-Sensitive Resistance (FSR) to the mid-height of the ring wall, as shown in Figure 1, to measure the horizontal stress on
the spacemen. This FSR, with a 12.7 mm effective diameter and range of sensing (7.74 - 774.4 kPa), is controlled with Arduino
Uno for data logging, as shown in Figure 2.

After saturation for 24 hours, the top surface of the test specimen was subjected to static pressure levels of 50, 100, 200, and
400 kPa, in consecutive order, during testing according to ASTM D2435 [52]. The horizontal stress was measured for each
applied normal stress until the vertical deformation was less than 0.01 mm in one hour during the creeping stage of the test.
Figure 1 illustrates the stages of the consolidation test.

The angle of shearing resistance and the plasticity index have been related to Ko empirically or semi-empirically by many
researchers. In this work, the effective friction angle (¢’) achieved from the consolidated undrained shear box test.
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Table 1: Soil properties

Property Value

TS-01 75-02 TS-03
Loss of Ignition (%) LOI 9.8 15.2 25.1
Dry unit weight (kN/m?) Yd 13.1 12.9 12.2
Moisture content (%) We 31.1 31.1 31.1
Angle of Internal Friction (degree) [0} 20.8° 22.72° 24.67°
Specific gravity Gs 2.59 2.55 2.4
Liquid limit (%) LL 80 83 87
Plastic limit (%) PL 25 33 39
Plasticity index (%) PI 55 50 48
Compression index Ce 0.112 0.127 0.194
Rebound index Cr 0.013 0.019 0.025
Coefficient of secondary compression Ca 0.003 0.005 0.012

| @e

=
@

.

Figure 1: Test procedure (a) tools and soil sample (b) soil spacemen and fixed FSR inside oedometer
ring (c)oedometer apparatus cell and Arduino Uno (d) logging the results during the test

Figure 2: Force sensitive resistance
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3. Results and Discussion

3.1 Results of Direct Shear Test

The direct shear test results are illustrated in Figures 3 to 5. The results reveal that the angle of internal friction is 20.8°,

22.72° and 24.67° for soils TS-01, TS-02, and TS-03, respectively.

120

100

80

60

T, kPa

40

@ =20.8°
R? = 0.998

0 50 100
c',, kPa

150 200

Figure 3: Consolidated undrained direct shear results of soil TS-01
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Figure 4: Consolidated undrained direct shear results of soil TS-02
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Figure 5: Consolidated undrained direct shear results of soil TS-03
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Figure 6: Vertical and horizontal stresses during the consolidation of soil TS-01

3.2 Ky From Modified Oedometer Test

The effective normal stress was applied on the top surface of the spacemen, and the change in lateral stresses of the organic
soils at the wall of the rigid ring was monitored during the one-dimensional consolidation test. Figures 6 to 8§ illustrate the
variation of total and horizontal stresses during the test. Table 2 shows a typical vertical-horizontal effective pressure relationship.
In every plot, it is evident that the effective horizontal pressure increases linearly with the increase in the effective vertical
pressure along a fitting straight line through the coordinate of origin.

Equation 1 can be used to express the fitting straight line. The slope of the best-fitting straight line equals the value of the
coefficient Ko. The findings of the three types of soils with average LOI = 9.8, 15.2, and 25.1%, respectively, are seen in the
figures.

The Ko value for the test materials ranges from 0.6125 in TS-03 to 0.76 in TS-01. Data and information from the publications
such as Lee et al. [53] suggest that a vertical stress application has an insignificant effect on the Ko value. Thus, the Ko
measurement value (the straight-line slope between the vertical and horizontal effective stresses) is computed in this study.

From the data in the Ky coefficient, it is evident that the Ko value may be affected by the level of organic matter present in
the soil and inversely proportionate to the amount of organic matter.

e
-

0 100 200 300 400
1
o', kPa

Figure 7: Vertical and horizontal stresses during the consolidation of soil TS-02

Table 2:  Results of consolidation test
o', (kPa) o's (kPa) Ko
7S-01 75-02 7S5-03 7S-01 TS-02 TS-03
50 38 31 31 0.76 0.62 0.62
100 65 68 61.5 0.65 0.68 0.615
200 131 135 135 0.655 0.675 0.675
400 270 251 245 0.675 0.6275 0.6125
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Figure 8: Vertical and horizontal stresses during the consolidation of soil TS-03

Table 3: Results of consolidation test

o', (kPa) o'» (kPa) Ko
7S-01 75-02 15-03 15-01 15-02 T5-03
50 38 31 31 0.76 0.62 0.62
100 65 68 61.5 0.65 0.68 0.615
200 131 135 135 0.655 0.675 0.675
400 270 251 245 0.675 0.6275 0.6125

3.3 K¢ From Empirical Equations

The angle of shearing resistance and the plasticity index have been related to Ko empirically or semi-empirically by many
researchers, as shown in Table 3.

Table 4: Emperical detemination of Ko

Reference Equation Ko
T8-01 75-02 TS-03
Ky=1—sin ¢’ 0.645 0.614 0.582
Jaky [48]
K, = 0.9(1 —sin ¢') 0.58 0.55 0.524
Lee et al. [53], [54]
2.0 Y 0.589 0.557 0.525
Lee et al. [53] p (1+5sin ¢7) (1 —sin ¢)
o 1+ sin ¢’
. . 1.15(¢p" — 9°) 0.62 0.572 0.527
Abdelhamid and Krizek [17], [55] K, = tan? ( 45° — — S
Ky, = 0.95 —sin ¢’ 0.594 0.563 0.532
Brooker and Ireland [14]
Pl 0.7 0.65 0.64
Mssarsch [56] K, =0.44 + 0.42m

By comparison, the laboratory Ko values are higher than those obtained from the correlation equations for normally
consolidated organic soils.

It is possible to observe that when using empirical equations to estimate Ko value, the estimate is still not exact enough in
work that necessitates using Ko as an input parameter, like the initial conditions for soil/water coupled finite element analysis.

Consequently, from the analysis of the result, it can be stated that the performance of the FSR technique is practical enough
for the estimation of Ko of normally consolidated soil with many advantages. It is far less time-consuming and has a low operating
cost than the traditional K, estimate methods. Furthermore, the determination of initial conditions of any clayey soil, especially
organic clays, is very important in specifying the states of stresses, as argued by Hameedi et al. [57].

4. Conclusions

The following conclusions can be formed based on the study and experiments described in this research:

1)  The Ko value is inversely proportional to the percentage of organic matter in the soil, and Ko decreases with the
increase of organic content.
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2)  The experimental technique proposes the estimation method of Ko values using the FSR (Force-sensitive resistance)
Sensor.

3) Ko values from the proposed method fall in the range of 0.6125-0.76 for normally consolidated organic soils,
sufficiently well agreeing with Ko from empirical approaches.

Author contribution

All authors contributed equally to this work.

Funding

This research received no specific grant from any funding agency in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.

Data availability statement

The data that support the findings of this study are available on request from the corresponding author.

Conflicts of interest

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest.

References

[11 G. Mesri, T. M. Hayat, The coefficient of earth pressure at rest, Can. Geotech. J.,, 30 (1993) 647-666.
https://doi.org/10.1139/t93-056

[2] B. M. Das, Principles of geotechnical engineering, Cengage learning, 2021.

[3] H. Hayashi, N. Yamazoe, T. Mitachi, H. Tanaka, and S. Nishimoto, Coefficient of earth pressure at rest for normally and
overconsolidated peat ground in Hokkaido area, Soils Found., 52 (2012) 299-311.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sandf.2012.02.007

[4] J. A. Black, V. Sivakumar, and B. A. Mccabe, An investigation into the performance of vibrated stone columns under triaxial
loading conditions, Proceedings of the 14th European Conference on Soil Mechanics and Geotechnical Engineering. ISBN
978-90-5966-055-7, Madrid, 2006.

[5] G. L. Grenbech, L. B. Ibsen, and B. N. Nielsen, Earth pressure at rest of Segvind Marl—a highly overconsolidated Eocene
clay, Eng. Geol., 200 (2016) 66—74. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.engge0.2015.12.010

[6]J. Chu and C. L. Gan, Effect of void ratio on K 0 of loose sand, Geotechnique, 54 (2004) 285-288.
https://doi.org/10.1680/ge0t.2004.54.4.285

[7] Q.-H. Tian, Z.-W. Xu, G.-Q. Zhou, X.-D. Zhao, and H. U. Kun, Coefficients of earth pressure at rest in thick and deep soils,
Min. Sci. Technol., 19 (2009) 252-255. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1674-5264(09)60048-X

[8] W. M. Yan, J. Chang, Effect of pore water salinity on the coefficient of earth pressure at rest and friction angle of three
selected fine-grained materials, Eng. Geol., 193 (2015) 153—157. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2015.04.025

[9] T. S. Yun, J. Lee, J. Lee, and J. Choo, Numerical investigation of the at-rest earth pressure coefficient of granular materials,
Granul. Matter, 17 (2015) 413—418. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10035-015-0569-x

[10] C. W. Newlin, Lateral stresses during one dimensional consolidation. Thesis presented to Northwestern University, at
Evanston, III., in partial 1965.

[11] E. W. Brooker, H. O. Ireland, Earth pressures at rest related to stress history, Can. Geotech. J., 2 (1965) 1-15.
https://doi.org/10.1139/t65-001

[12] R. Singh, D. J. Henkel, and D. A. Sangrey, Shear and KO swelling of overconsolidated clay, in Proc. 8th International
Conference on Soil Mechanics and Foundation Engineering, 1973.

[13] H. Ohta, C. P. Wroth, and T. Shibata, Triaxial apparatus to preserve the in-situ effective stress state, in Proceedings of 24th
symposium on geotechnical engineering, Tokyo, 1979.

[14] M. S. Abdelhamid, R. J. Krizek, At-rest lateral earth pressure of consolidating clay, J. Geotech. Eng. Div., 102 (1976) 721—
738. https://doi.org/10.1061/AJGEB6.0000295

[15] T. B. Edil, A. W. Dhowian, At-rest lateral pressure of peat soils, J. Geotech. Eng. Div., 107 (1981) 201-217.
https://doi.org/10.1061/AJGEB6.0001097

[16] C. M. R. Ting, G. C. Sills, and D. C. Wijeyesekara, Development of Ko in soft soils, Geotechnique, 44 (1994) 101-109.

1382


https://doi.org/10.1139/t93-056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sandf.2012.02.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2015.12.010
https://doi.org/10.1680/geot.2004.54.4.285
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1674-5264(09)60048-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2015.04.025
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10035-015-0569-x
https://doi.org/10.1139/t65-001
https://doi.org/10.1061/AJGEB6.0000295
https://doi.org/10.1061/AJGEB6.0001097

Kumail R. Al-Khafaji et al. Engineering and Technology Journal 40 (11) (2022) 1376 -1384

[17] J. J. Wang, Y. Yang, J. Bai, J. Y. Hao, and T. L. Zhao, Coefficient of Earth Pressure at Rest of a Saturated Artificially
Mixed Soil from Oedometer Tests, KSCE J. Civ. Eng., 22 (2018) 1691-1699. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12205-017-1811-3

[18] E. H. Davis, Triaxial testing and three-dimensional settlement analysis, in Proc. 4th Aust.-NZ Conf. of Soil Mechanics,
1963.

[19] A. W. Bishop, Test requirements for measuring the coefficient of earth pressure at rest, British Library Lending Division,
1958.

[20] P. J. Moore , G. K. Spencer, Lateral pressures from soft clay, J. Soil Mech. Found. Div., 98 (1972) 1225-1244.
https://doi.org/10.1061/JSFEAQ.0001805

[21] B. K. Menzies, H. Sutton, and R. E. Davies, A new system for automatically simulating K 0 consolidation and K 0 swelling
in the conventional triaxial cell, Geotechnique, 27 (1977) 593-596. https://doi.org/10.1680/geot.1977.27.4.593

[22] R. G. Campanella and Y. P. Vaid, A simple K o triaxial cell, Can. Geotech. J.,, 9 (1972) 249-260.
https://doi.org/10.1139/t72-029

[23] Y. Okochi, F. Tatsuoka, Some factors affecting KO-values of sand measured in triaxial cell, Soils Found., 24 (1984) 52—
68. https://doi.org/10.3208/sandf1972.24.3 52

[24] R. Fukagawa, H. Ohta, Effect of some factors on KO-value of a sand, Soils Found., 28 (1988) 93-106.
https://doi.org/10.3208/sandf1972.28.4 93

[25] S.-C. Lo , J. Chu, The measurement of KO by triaxial strain path testing, Soils Found., 31 (1991) 181-187.
https://doi.org/10.3208/sandf1972.31.2_181

[26] T. Tsuchida , Y. Kikuchi, KO consolidation of undisturbed clays by means of triaxial cell, Soils Found., 31 (1991) 127—
137. https://doi.org/10.3208/sandf1972.31.3 127

[27] Y. Watabe, M. Tanaka, H. Tanaka, and T. Tsuchida, KO-consolidation in a triaxial cell and evaluation of in-situ Ko for
marine clays with various characteristics, Soils Found., 43 (2003) 1-20. https://doi.org/10.3208/sandf.43.1

[28] F. Baguelin, J.-F. Jezequel, E. LeMee, and A. LeMehaute, Expansion of cylindrical probes in cohesive soils, J. Soil Mech.
Found. Div., 98 (1972) 1129-1142. https://doi.org/10.1061/JSFEAQ.0001800

[29] C. P. Wroth, An instrument of the in-situ measurement of the properties of soft clays, in Proc. 8th Int. Conf. On Soil Mech.
Found. Eng., 12 (1973) 487—-494.

[30] K. K. Hamouche, S. Leroueil, M. Roy, and A. J. Lutenegger, In situ evaluation of K 0 in eastern Canada clays, Can.
Geotech. J., 32 (1995) 677-688. https://doi.org/10.1139/t95-067

[31] K. L. Lee , H. B. Seed, Drained strength characteristics of sands, J. Soil Mech. Found. Div., 93 (1967) 117-141.
https://doi.org/10.1061/JSFEAQ.0001048

[32] M. Bozozuk, Minor principal stress measurement in marine clay with hydraulic fracture tests, in Proc. of Engrg. Found.
Conf. on Subsurface Exploration for Underground Excavation and Heavy Construction, 1974.

[33] G. Lefebvre, M. Bozozuk, A. Philibert, and P. Hornych, Evaluating K o in Champlain clays with hydraulic fracture tests,
Can. Geotech. J., 28 (1991) 365-377. https://doi.org/10.1139/t91-047

[34] K. R. Massarsch, New method for measurement of lateral earth pressure in cohesive soils, Can. Geotech. J., 12 (1975)
142—-146. https://doi.org/10.1139/t75-013

[35] K. R. Massarsch , B. B. Broms, Lateral earth pressure at rest in soft clay, J. Geotech. Eng. Div., 102 (1976) 1041-1047.
https://doi.org/10.1061/AJGEB6.0000329

[36] F. A. Tavenas, In situ measurement of initial stresses and deformation characteristics, In Situ Measurement of Soil
Properties, 1975.

[37] S. Marchetti, In situ tests by flat dilatometer, J. Geotech. Eng. Div., 106 (1980) 299-321.
https://doi.org/10.1061/AJGEB6.0000934

[38] R. L. Handy, B. Remmes, S. Moldt, A. J. Lutenegger, and G. Trott, In situ stress determination by lowa stepped blade, J.
Geotech. Eng. Div., 108 (1982) 1405-1422. https://doi.org/10.1061/AJGEB6.0001368

[39] T. Masood , J. K. Mitchell, Estimation of in situ lateral stresses in soils by cone-penetration test, J. Geotech. Eng., 119
(1993) 1624-1639. https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9410(1993)119:10(1624)

[40] E. Pegah, H. Liu, and N. Dastanboo, Evaluation of the lateral earth pressure coefficients at-rest in granular soil deposits
using the  anisotropic = components of S-wave velocity, Eng. Geol, 230 (2017) 55-63.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.engge0.2017.09.020

1383


https://doi.org/10.1007/s12205-017-1811-3
https://doi.org/10.1061/JSFEAQ.0001805
https://doi.org/10.1680/geot.1977.27.4.593
https://doi.org/10.1139/t72-029
https://doi.org/10.3208/sandf1972.24.3_52
https://doi.org/10.3208/sandf1972.28.4_93
https://doi.org/10.3208/sandf1972.31.2_181
https://doi.org/10.3208/sandf1972.31.3_127
https://doi.org/10.3208/sandf.43.1
https://doi.org/10.1061/JSFEAQ.0001800
https://doi.org/10.1139/t95-067
https://doi.org/10.1061/JSFEAQ.0001048
https://doi.org/10.1139/t91-047
https://doi.org/10.1139/t75-013
https://doi.org/10.1061/AJGEB6.0000329
https://doi.org/10.1061/AJGEB6.0000934
https://doi.org/10.1061/AJGEB6.0001368
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9410(1993)119:10(1624)
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2017.09.020

Kumail R. Al-Khafaji et al. Engineering and Technology Journal 40 (11) (2022) 1376 -1384

[41] V. Fioravante, M. Jamiolkowski, D. C. F. Lo Presti, G. Manfredini, and S. Pedroni, Assessment of the coefficient of the
earth pressure at rest from shear wave velocity measurements, Geotechnique, 48 (1998) 657-666.
https://doi.org/10.1680/geo0t.1998.48.5.657

[42] G. Cai, S. Liu, A. J. Puppala, and L. Tong, Assessment of the coefficient of lateral earth pressure at rest (K o) from in situ
seismic tests, Geotech. Test. J., 34 (2011) 310-320. https://doi.org/ 10.1520/GTJ102520

[43] T. Ku, P. W. Mayne, Feasibility and Sensitivity Analysis of At-Rest Lateral Stress Coefficient (Ko) Evaluations Using
Paired Shear Wave Velocity Modes, GeoCongress, 2012. https://doi.org/10.1061/9780784412121.270

[44] T. Ku, P. W. Mayne, In situ lateral stress coefficient (K 0) from shear wave velocity measurements in soils, J. Geotech.
Geoenvironmental Eng., 141 (2015) 6015009. https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)GT.1943-5606.0001354

[45] J. Jaky, State of stress at great depth, in Proceedings of the Second International Conference on Soil Mechanics and
Foundation Engineering, Rotterdam, Holland, 1 (1948) 103-107.

[46] P. W. Mayne and F. H. Kulhawy, Relationship between K 0 and overconsolidation ratio: a theoretical approach.,
Géotechnique, 53 (2003) 450—454. https://doi.org/10.1680/geot.2003.53.4.450

[47] M. Y. Fattah, K. T. Shlash, N. M. Salim, Effect of Reduced Ko Zone on Time Dependent Analysis of Tunnels, Adv. Civil
Eng., 2011(2011). https://doi.org/10.1155/2011/963502

[48] M. Y. Fattah, R.R., Al-Omari , M. K. Hameedi, Tracing of Stresses and Pore Water Pressure Changes during a Multistage
Modified Relaxation Test Model on Organic Soil, Arabian J. Geosci., 14 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1007/s12517-021-
08321-7

[49] ASTM International, Standard Test Methods for One-Dimensional Consolidation Properties of Soils Using Incremental
Loading 1, Annu. B. ASTM Stand., (2010) 1-10.

[50] J. Lee, D. Lee, and D. Park, Experimental investigation on the coefficient of lateral earth pressure at rest of silty sands:
Effect of fines, Geotech. Test. J., 37 (2014) 967-979. https://doi.org/10.1520/GTJ20130204

[51] J. Jaky, The coefficient of earth pressure at rest, J. Soc. Hungarian Arch. Eng., 10 (1944) 355-358.

[52] A. M. Fraser, The influence of stress ratio on compressibility and pore pressure coefficients in compacted soils. Imperial
College London (University of London), 1957.

[53] K. R. Massarsch, Lateral Earth pressure in normally consolidated clay, Design Parameters in Geotechnical Engineering,
Proc. 7th European Confer. Soil Mech. Fdn. Eng., 2 (1979) 245-249.

[54] M. K. Hameedi, M. Y. Fattah, and R. R. Al-Omari, Creep characteristics and pore water pressure changes during loading
of water storage tank on soft organic soil, Int. J. Geotech. Eng., 14 (2020) 527-537.
https://doi.org/10.1080/19386362.2019.1682350

1384


https://doi.org/10.1680/geot.1998.48.5.657
https://doi.org/%2010.1520/GTJ102520
https://doi.org/10.1061/9780784412121.270
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)GT.1943-5606.0001354
https://doi.org/10.1680/geot.2003.53.4.450
https://doi.org/10.1155/2011/963502
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12517-021-08321-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12517-021-08321-7
https://doi.org/10.1520/GTJ20130204
https://doi.org/10.1080/19386362.2019.1682350

	1. Introduction
	1.1 Laboratory Techniques
	1.2 On-Site Procedures

	2. Methodology and Test Procedure
	3. Results and Discussion
	3.1 Results of Direct Shear Test
	3.2 K0 From Modified Oedometer Test
	3.3 K0 From Empirical Equations

	4. Conclusions
	Author contribution
	Funding
	Data availability statement
	Conflicts of interest
	References


