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Comparison of the Triaxial Compression and the Unconfind
Compression Test for Cohesive Soil (Part II)

by Yoou Yamapa, Teruyuki Suzukr

The unconfined compression test is conveniently used for measuring the undrained
strength of cohesive soil the to the simplicity of its test procedure. In practice.
a stress release occurred during sampling of undisturbed soil which cannot be avoided.
The effect of stress release on strength characteristics and deformation characteristics
measured by the unconfined compression test is yet uncertain.

In this paper, results from the unconfined compression test for some cohesive soils
were compared with results of the triaxial compression test on the same soils for
the purpose of investigating the characteristics of measured values of the unconfined
compression test.
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Table 1. Physical properties of sample
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Fig. 1. Stress change in each test series.
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