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SYNOPSIS : Evaluation of the undrained shear strength from piezocone penetration test is one of the most
frequently studied items after the development of CPT and many theoretical models for this item were
proposed. But, it is very difficult to evaluate the undrained shear strength from theoretical methods because
the behavior of soil adjacent to penetrating cone is very complex. In this paper empirical piezocone factors
for evaluating the undrained shear strength are presented and the relationships between piezocone factors and
plasticity index, OCR are investigated.
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