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Fig-4 Jin’s method for non-parallel section.
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photo-1. Front view of watertank,

Table-1. Result of sieve analysis of soil.

Sieve No Retained (%) Passng (%)

H# 10 0.0 100.0
4 20 38.5 61.5
H 40 40.6 20.9
4 60 13.1 7.8
4140 : 6.2 1.6
+#200 1.6 0.0
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Fig-7 Gradingeurve for soil used in model test.
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Table 4. Measurement of water levelseepage quantity of water
Model | H | g | H | ¢ | H ] @ | H | | B | e
M—1 40 1,158 35 0. 774 30 0. 653 25 0.504 20 0.339
M-—2 40 1,428 35 1,154 30, 0. 897 25 0.622 20 0. 407
M—3 40 1,748 35 1,409 30 1,008 25 0.815 20 0.554
M—4 40 2,800 35 2,178 30 1,617 25 1,133 20 0. 756
M—5 40 3.344}. 35 2,733 30 2,000 25 1, 306 20 0.778
M—6 40, 4,200 35 3, 556 30 2,694 25 1, 889 20 1,433
Table-5. Measurement of water level seepage quantity of water.
Model | H | a | H G H w | H | & [ H | «
M—1 40 1,600 35) 1,152 30 0. 789 25 0. 407 20| 0.301
M-—2 40 2,046 35 1,619 30, 1, 155 25 0. 713 20 0. 470
M—3 40 3, 033; 35 2,369 30 1,824 25 1,200 20 0. 646
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Fig-13 Relationship between water level
seepage quantity.
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