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SYNOPSIS @ Several soil parameters such as particle characteristics, geological element,
drainage and loading conditions are influenced on the shear strength of soil. The
characteristics of soil particles are important factor to the shear strength of soil.
However, this component is not well considered in the determination of soil strength
in Korea. The particle shape of sand was analyzed by utilizing SEM(Scanning Electron
Micrograph) and compared its results in terms of aspect ratio, angularity and roughness.
Based on the determined soil parameters, the ultimate bearing capacity of sandy
ground was estimated by using Terzaghi bearing capacity equation.
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