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Implementation of the Resilient Modulus for the Stiff Cohesive
Subgrade Soils on a Numerical Analysis
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~ lent medulus The behavxor of railway subgrade system Wﬂl not be quzte differen_
- this phenomenologzcal feature of the subgrade syqtem thlS paper mtroduces the 113‘

correlation
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Fig. 1. Loading cycle in AASTHO 307 test
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Fig. 2. (a) Plot of F(¢) as a function of time at a deviator stress of
13.8kPa, (b) Change in displacement with respect to time
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