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A Fundamental Survey on the Soil Propertiesin the Airport Embankments

YoshiyaHATA, Koji ICHII, Seiji KANO and Takashi TSUCHIDA

The evaluation of seismic performance in the airport embankments is very important. However, there
are many unclear points on the soil properties in the airport embankments. In this study, we investigated
about ground characteristics by collecting the previous soil test data in the Japanese airport embankments.
We summarized the relationship between the cohesion ¢ and the internal friction angle ¢. The results are
useful for the evaluation of seismic performance in the airport embankments.
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