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SYNOPSIS : Various soil characteristics for safe construction is necessary to understand the tests using the
samples collected, and head in place an energy evaluation is conducted to evaluate the ground. In-Situ testing
ground, Rod length and around the intrusive when the energy loss due to friction has been measured only in
the head. Abstract The purpose of this agreement when increasing contract area of Rod agreement to
transform the energy attenuation and the attenuation at the energy being delivered to evaluate. To this end,
the same material used in the field test, laboratory test to apply Rod diameter and length have been
considered, designed to perform the experiment was to use the Rod. Energy that raised at head of Rod, was
increased and decreased by contracting type. The energy difference occurs in the head with the tip that shows
the energy rating may be required at the tip is showing.

Abstract The energy evaluation for the Rod field test to be at the basic sources and will be able to
calculate the trusted information are measured from the tip

Keywords : Energy loss, Rod, Field test, Laboratory test.
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