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SYNOPSIS : In this study, interfacial angles for two adjacent materials are investigated for the
design of geosynthetics in earthen structures specially a liner systems of waste landfills. The
purpose of the study is to determine interface friction angles of geosynthetics to various soil types
and to examine the tensile strength of geosynthetics in a side slope of waste landfills.

To determine interface friction angles, the direct shear testing apparatus have been modified in
accordance with ASTM D5321. Three different types of soils and four geosynthetics are applied for
the test to determine the interface friction angles. Equilibrium analysis have been conducted to
estimate the required tensile strength of geosynthetics using a model of liner systems in a side
slope.

From this study it is found that the textured type of HDPE is more efficiency than smooth type of
HDPE and using soil-bentonite liners is more stable than using compacted clay liners underlying
the HDPE sheet.
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1. ME&
EE948 088 ETxe 4714 19809 FurRE 454 A7s Agel AFHYL
Aol ol FREE S dedAE 457 AAHAY ESHFE EFTREA ol gatdl o]
B9 dstd art EEYR] ARBECIL EFT B4R QYRS BE
e

}—
EZARY - FHY v g & TS o, njAY L EEHFY A
EAo) oF dFg wer g EELNK EFTFERES AAs=O AN EEA
ok £ AEFvbE EAHL F8F 8ot dAXY oA dAFAE oI FE} ERXAMA{L
HEvizo] #g A7 FEolen oy, HF vpEzie] Y7t vUF 27 dEd AAZ HAd
Bred k7)o = 2L Fa)s v (Rechard and Scott: 1985”7, Motan et. al: 1993")

Koerner(1987)”¢) ¢]d}W HDPE(high density polyethylene)®t T Alo)e] A= upzzte 1750 A
25%, HDPES} HE Alole] HF uvl#azte 5x9A 105, Textured-HDPES} Ea#lE 30xolAM 40%,
Textured-HDPES} HEE 9xolA 165, R X9 Rt BEAM 4%, 28l RAES HEE 15
ToflA 2859 MR AdFAToNA Rud vt Ut
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o9} ol NZ T& EAze HF vlFAe Fo FFS 4 weA ofF F HAE HEHUE
Z A g e gz AAsE AL FAHQL dAZN 2 F v BFE HIA M EA

zAsted AN A9He Az HEAG AHAE Fo] AgsE FA0 od ATA
o] AFgE olEd U MEZulREAY U@ AA gL ok THIHA R} v dAcn B
EZNGE o]gste AFT Fo §5ul, 4EHH 248, F2(clogging) T THH FAEs e o
s dEulazie] WaE 4 Ux Ax7 TR SABTHIRY, 19917,

o9t o] EEM K ol&F Zrs 71&d AL nEd EEHRFE oY EFTEREY A
AN Zo§ 849 HE np@zd B A7/ AFE AQolthHoltz, 199%5)°. & AFolME 7]
zujgxle] FgrzdM ERZAFe AR HEAEAEH a2 I8 AAQGDZ =N vX=
Age BASEY EZARE ANeg2ed, Aednd, 283 ALFXANEE ol&tAow, AHd
E HAE, F-HEUE EFE Alole HEZulF 54L& Hotar] st APAGAEE s
7 Auzrel AE5uAzte AAEAS HE vhEBZE APAGAEE o8 AFYUS ASTM
D5321¢] WS A&kt

2. Mo EMYAMNE

B gooA AbEE AR FolA R F-HEUCEE AHHoR AxT Aol HHEE A4
Ao oA # AE B ARE AEEE HER AGAEE Astd AVEhdZ A
2ol A Zo] Rol A}EHE £ HAEYD, AFTRAN WFFS B £ ALFIANEE AHE
&3 528 & 252 9ol HDPEE AAste w3 A472E A2 3n. A3 Al
g3 Fe AAE, BAE a8 F-HEUoEY A JHAFFelth

ANRAEZAN AFRS Zat EFAEA FEI40H Ad 7ol 20mmel Ay 4E& Hay
wo] §g3 FHolth male H|FL 2645 RS EEE #20AE EFFAT #4404 FTHEL 16%0
o #60, 140, 200819} E &L 0%2 A #20A} #404 Abolol 84%7t RFI AL #40A 9} #60A Aol
o= 16%7F AHs dE e dAY Ry,

AN EE A9 AEZA #2003 F3Lo] 68%°lH, FAEFHA ¢ £F<= CLA 2=, 4
#F F4uE 241%2AN HEY B Holn YEETE Y3 F ReF AFAFA vEiwy vHANEZ
3 HOAZYEs} 165t/mol it HAE5u7F 20%0ith. A FATL 43%, 2P TAE 26%018 24X
E 17%2 A sty gFAel FE Foz YERH

B dFo AHRE E-HEUE EFEE G &P FEE EEZR 3o dEYES 3y
7% (A2Z2TuL)E HLdtd THES AzxdAT Fo FAEE gol7] sty #MAE TH4 A=
2 Aeagt F-AUEUOE EFES FIRFUY CLA &3e o2 Yehdt WEYolEx #
257} 23cc/2g, BREE #2503 FHLo] 87%, AE BUFH FHHIZE 96%cIUT. EFB(pE
AN ES} WEVo|ES] AZZFo Y WEYoES AXFFOER Asa HEsHd Hez o
et ohgo A Zoh

_ WEVolES AZFF
P=TF Qe Bx2F + WEUOEAZEF

72t Age EA4AY AFE Table 21 893t Yetlidth ESAR{E G AES AL o,
HDPEY] QA&AAEE 57.14kg/cmeol™, F7E 2.0mm, 7HEE H(carbon black)e] ke 2~3% A X0
o Ao ErElde USHAE AFL AHSIAY
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Table 2.1 Selected Soil Properties

Pro. | water ~|_Compaction(A) | Liquid | Plastic #200
tent |oPECHl Limit | Limit | P USCS
' conten Gravity dm‘: OM C ( %) 1mi 1mi ass
Soils (%) (t/m°) (%) (%) (%)
Sand - 2.645 - - NA NA 0 -
Clay 24 250 | 165 20 44 17 68 CL
S/B - - 1.53 23 116 35 75 CL

3. Y HEOEAH

3.1 AJEZA

HZolaA o] gutdoz @ol o] &3te AT AHAPAX G AHAGA A7 Y
B AFdME AHAGAIAANE ol &sdt F 714 AARY HE: vl@dde] o3 4gLe AdAY
Axg &83 Aoz 1980d ] %o EEAf(geosynthetics)?] &0 AAHAM APAR7L 14y
7] NZsg e, o] FAlde Fo AHAGAGZNE Bol| o] &3t 2o M= ¥ A7dH
g2 EdzZ st HE vl@dzd 9@ Agrise] AFHNEH JHAGAFEE o83 HEvAAHLS
ASTM D5321A Alg71&g wAsta Ut

B dAFoAE ASTM D53219] AI¥7IES A L3t 45 2 35849 WEA+E 712 10cm,
A2 10cmZ 3t HolE 25cmz st AF3HTt B AFoAM ALY AFAA ] gddFxE a9
Fig. 3.13% #t},

3.2 AEHYY

A& ol@zbs 7317 Y3 AEEHE Fo APFAGAE PP FLEo AFHEHe AHA
GNP AL uAARZ YA AFEH AFEA AP Avd B AFAME AP LA
Al & Hgadot

o 2 & (normal force)& 0.04Kg/cm® 0.08Kg/cm® 0.161Kg/cm® 9] 3949 d& %L 43
doun AdLriE AFEQ AF$ 1.08mm/min, YAHE 2 EFEQA ¢ 1.0~15mm/ming A&3 %
th AlRFAL A 2295 FY B%olde] HEE A1, ¥Fue A3 e v 2% St
Gl ALREe AR A, AR ES A-E BFEAEAN A2dHY AEE aYE ALgs
A

Aderde AR SRR FARANERI dASFEE YR RS Aso =Ysta EAE %
Azl gHo] AP EEANRFE Qo] nAWog AN MAZ AR FEAANE A
of FRAFIL AHEAz FHlE & AEE AY GAE ok AEAA A Fo dEE 94
HAYY, EEOAAZA2RY 9 AoAZUE BRolAoHEE dgen FoulE HA g
FH & ALEE A
mlxigto 2 £HUY Aolxlel FHY Ao|XE RAINL FAJNFTE HoFu APL F3sF)
AE Aol £ Féod EEMFEHC FEI AGHEE 35 A F UANTEFS 4PAg e A
AP S AAsid AlgAA HEe &9 AHAGAIH(ASTM D3080)e] ZH$-9F TUs ey A
Gy sAsHe] AAZEE AAYH} HE op@AGE Y @0

_99__



Load

T
74 B 17747741 R 7477,
sagasuisnsanannnflesnnn

Geosynthetics

\ clamp

fills
Shear Force

Fig. 3.1 Direct Shear Interface Friction Test Apparatus

4. 43 % =4

4.1 HOUSH-UYyRY

HDPE®} Geotextile®] Ad$H-HPBE EAF S EN3IAY. AHFAL AdHo] 283 o H A
o] M EA e BAL AHAGAFOZRY ADEY-AYE AAIAHE ZATo2H & £ 3
th B AFqAE AgAH T dEHoZ AFAE BHEL B 5o dsly EAsdct. 43¢
#S 016lkg/cm’2 S W AEARE EME A3 HDPES AAHE AlelolME Wago] 0.03%Y o
Ao AeLF 0.055kg/cm?ol L KA X(geotextile)H BAE AloldlE WEEo] 10%D o Ho) Ay
23 0.175kg/cm’2 EAEHAG. T Ao A¥AAE L9 [Fig. 4119 el

[Fig. 41-(2)91M% HDPE®] H@$2-¥8E AF dehd 1gelth 1dd oaia duze
e F A3 428Y =agns} ZJ*@M MYe) Zrkel wa YAS A9ed 4HE fA%n
At} [Fig. 411-(b)E e dxetds] Auee-A8g BAAH, W F7bo] mat Aggdol AN
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[Fig. 4.1] Shear-Deformation Curves
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4.2 H&ojazt

APHAG HEZobFAIYE L Fig. 319 ZAF A o] ASTM D521 FAH&E Fx g0l 839
on), ANEgAFAE dASHH HAded FAZEY vlBAL NPsAY. EZHF-F HEop
AHAGANE 27 H3FH o4& HDPE-E# Alolol= 226%, HDPE-HE Abol& 11.2%, HDPE-&
& Alol€ 16552 HDPEY oid 2ot HES HEnazte 2ad A $7 gl FE 2A e
o5, HDPEol g HES EHEY HFZ vld4L EFE/ 4 5% AL A Jehuys AL o
2 ok E3, Fdo] AL nUEEYMYW(Textured-HDPE)# Ze)l, 35, 359 H&x ngzt
& 747} 366Xk, 4655, 45152 Uebgt o Textured-HDPEY] W &9 HEuFEHNL JEQ AL
b e Z9Y 9 B o10%, EFEJ] FFY | B FI4E AE 2A JehdE HEgL Holwm
k. o7, AHAE7 HEQA 4 $9 HDPES} Textured-HDPE®] HZ nlazte HDPEY w 11.2
%, Textured-HDPEY W 465% 24 Textured-HDPEY w7} HDPEY WxHt} 43B5% A% =34 Jeb
Us 2L 2ol Qo AgF8E F Textured-HDPEQ| HEWH(F3S H&Zd)e] Al BL R Eo)
E4do] AAed 53], RRAEGY APEE F FUAAHE AL MR R AMHoZ FF U
t. ]2t A3 Textured-HDPEE Al @024 & vjdg S dAANZ & Jdus AL ¢ $ Yo

A 2 & ¥ A E(geocomposite) % R, HE, EFE Alo]e] HF uAZo] Z42} 384%, 2925, 256%
2 UEeston R X (geotextile)Z A, HE, EHE Ao]g HF viazdo] ZHzt 402%, 433%, 41.2
=2 ZAHAY. ESANT Y, HE, THEY HZ vlBGAY AR E Table 419 Q9519 A4
&t

Table 4.1 Interface Friction Angle Between Geosynthetic and Soil

Sands(E FA}) Clays Soil-Bentonite
Friction Angle Friction Angle Friction Angle Geonet
(degree) (degree) (degree)
HDPE(Smooth) 226 11.2 165 15
HDPE(Textured) 36.6 46.5 451 -
Geocomposite 384 29.2 25.6 -
Geotextile 40.2 43.3 41.2 21

43 ESHRO 220FZx

APRzEEF AN HEd ZE3te sF L ERHFY AFHozA Ad=H=d, o A3y AH
A Ee A5G EFHFAIY HE: vid e o3 E 9%E ded FAHoz MAgsid dAqY
Ao EELRE FAHOE AR A JAFARTY vl AGYH FAstFo) § AFYe o s
EENRY 2890387257 AHAH)FE,197?. & AFAME @A QwHs)E ol@gxe ApHR
AFTRE ®ol ol&3te AFFZoA HDPE % #53%o] WY E(Casel), GCL(Casell),
Soil-Bentonite &3 E(Casell)l tisle HDPES 280347 HAE Aol dsd ma 24
Blustdch £, AL TFEE TS ME8hd W 28375 HAE ALEolE WUsWA
Bladtdtt 2 A7 LT Fxe HZIEWEA AHEY FAe L2AsAA: A ), o Y
7188 dHFFH (el 10 t/m', A7 ES HFEBZH(Faw)o] 30° 28 dd 2539 AlEE
ApFzEe ARFozRY WIE/FAX/NLEFIANE/MDPE/H (5329 £ 7M¥s9Y. 2 29
& Fig. 429 Z=A13AS. € A7AA 2L dAo|&L AR v3-A%F HYwd(o)Fd, 1997)2
HE3tgon, EEN R HAE0AZLLE g9 Table 429 gg& A&
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Table 4.2 Interface Friction Angle Between Geosynthetics

Geotextile Geocomposite Geonet GCL
HDPE(smooth) 12 13 12 10.7
HDPE(Textured) 29 - ~ 318
Geotextile - 21 16 -
72 - AR #H72 [[]]]]]]] Geotextile

B Geocomposite

HHHE GCL S/BERE @ HDPE

Case 1 Case 11 Case I

Figure 4.2 Various Liner Systems on a Slope

g AFSo AMER A5 RoA HDPE 3% A4Fe FHe vtaEAd gl HrlE oy F
PUEZqEAMHDPE)Y A28 =7 ¢ Ad A7 AFFo] GHUHE, EEMHF-HE A
#A(GCL), Soil-Bentonite TZEQ 3¢ didlqd HDPEY 28U AEE ALsd Fig. 439 e
WAt Fig. 43914 &9 wke} o] HDPE 3% x%°] GCLY A9 HDPEY 489373 %=7 ¢
48t/m, A HEQ A% 37t/m 283 Soil-Bentonite EFESQ] A HDPES QAo z2g3stx o
31 HDPE A3 doA vlnzeie] dAse Aoz EAHUD.

B A AAF AMER @Y 25FFAA HDPE 8% 2438 GCLE AMRRS o 572
FAHeAe ME 28AAUEE AW ol Fr/td mdet AA 9o 1 AAE Fig. 449 YEhY
Atk a2YPolAet o] H=bm ¢ w 2z} FA4849 A2AAREE #HZNEFN} QM3 Nodrgd
(Geotextlie)] A% 70t/mZ 7} A3 AL F XA E(Geocomposite)?] 7%+ 4.0t/m, 1832 HDPEY
ALE 20t/mBA A28AARES] A7)E Geotextile > Geocomposite > HDPE ¢ &0 2 vlebytc
o) el GRINA A F=AHDPE)Y AA7|E wa2H, 574 20 mm Y= Z e o9 (HDPE)Y
HAA FEJAAZEE 30kg/cm(3.0t/m)olth. B A= Fig. 429 AFFx oM x5 2 2
FIFZ2E FASdE EEARFY dFAHHd gt dHEE HA: ARANSEFEEAZA=E
30kg/cm(3.0t/m))& A &3t AgEole BAZA Fig. 459 YeERAA.

Fig. 4591 w23 Aol @2 Fol7l 2m o]/do|d <tH&o] 601824 HDPEY 1 dao] disiey &
o3k Aoz ‘e
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Fig. 45 The Safety against Tensile Failure for HDPE underlying different Liners
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