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Compaction Induced Lateral Earth Pressures
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Chung, Sung Gyo - Chung, In Joon - Kim, Myoung Mo

Abstract

To evaluate the compaction—induced lateral earth pressure acting on retaining struc-
tures such as retaining walls, abutments, culverts, underground walls, etc., a new equation
is developed using the newly proposed hysteretic model simulating soil’s loading —unloading
behavoir under Ko-—condition. The lateral pressurds calculated by the new equation are
found to agree well with those of field tests previously performed by other researchers.
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Horizontal Stress Increment, As (t/m?
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