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ol RAAZH AHEHE Readst 2L ARAE, B AVAES AUAFS 7}HA
of 3ttt UMHoz ANEY e =e v AXY ANeau=r} e AVFEE 77
on d#A Qgon ANEY NIt 8 B AN AW BE23o] nldd o a7
o] Botg S X7 WE) EYY HAE 2P o= NI o=t AY
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raw grid A v|sled oF 60% FT7HPEoEZA EWHo FE3] IH”Ho] F olFFHTE
AE & F AUt

32 983 44

-153-



321 A% #=

Figure 1& Z} wEkol A9 raw gride] QA Z=E yveld Roly Figure 2& I¥ ¥
a8z zt ke AFREE Yebd Aol

)

400 - e 400 e S
i -— Cross Div;alon ‘ | | “— Cross Direction |
— — Machine Diraction [ iy

w0 .. L7 Machine Directon

Load (g
g

T T
o 10 20 30 40

30 40
Extension {mm) Extension (mm)
Figure 1. Load vs, extension curve of raw grid(Grid R) Figure 2. Load vs. extension curve of geogrid (Grid E)
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Figure 3. Pull-out force vs. jack displacement of geogrids Figure 4. Distribution curves of induced displacement of geogrids
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