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Fig. 1. Geographic position of the prepared samples
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Fig. 2. Microscopic electronic images of sands: (a)

Firouzkoh and (b) Chabahar sand
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Table 1. Physical properties of the sands studied
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Table 2. Characteristics and the number of the performed tests

D, (%) o, (kPa)  _plof code D, (%) 0, (k(Pa) plofi code sl

5 CHLS50 . CHDS50
- CHL100 i CHD100
Yo CHL200 Yo CHD200

. v, CHL300 & v CHD300 e
f.. CHLA400 f.. CHD400
>y CHL500 5, CHD500
5.. CHL600 5. CHD600
e FL50 o FD50
- FL100 i FD100
Yoo FL200 Yoo FD200

Y. Y. FL300 " .. FD300 55,8
£ FLA400 $os FD400
Be- FL500 B FD500
5 FL600 - FD600

4


http://www.sid.ir

B E AL i ATVR LY sl

S92 (A5 9 (Bldl (A5 g dlayl, £

Gl S 03 o 85 s Bl 25 el
el il g asladen 2 mlil A8 aind e LS L jliees ol Lalend
A3 aalgd ale 23 b 0 Aty D Caaglie o3, Vb o JBs

5% caslaon 25 Bld LG Ll gy Aty 8 gl
O olely Sl ke gl oad iS5 IS 0 ganaily 5 o
S50 AU mte pede ool e ol egSepd 5)lsS aule
ailiy S clbanle Jjaw o (dasie 150 ol )lpls  clhauls claaily
b og5 g8 anle jl iy SB pl 0 ey g JiB BB 208 0

¥ 603 ¢ e wal loss  wlise 4 3

yra ok VIF glis) o e il YA o gy g ailazul 1505 ay Lndiged
04l pedls Y s dy S L Ran albdises sbul ol aias Ll
B B & pesete Gjs o b aillis Spe 4 S Y s
D5 lawgs diges B & Mo sladpd 52,6l 35 b g 0ad sy,
G gl it lel bt g 4 Ladiged iad il S
fofie T poe B ()8 38103 5 joe 4 Bl iaiges gLl Jos
L3l JIl oS ¥or 3pis 55 (5L28 Jlasl L 5 01 o1 5 sipas 3
Fro Xow Xor Ner D0 ailbden cla 25 cod e lej] Laind
55 g clasute Blad ¥ Jpiz 5 8,8 pbul JSsly gbS Sov g e
el 042 &)l g ygomadu sla k)]

T
2500 , -CHD50 «CHD100
Lo T 00, o CHD200 « CHD300)
- | & - CHD400 - CHD500
g 2007 : =CHDG600
T %, ooy,
ﬁ15c-n~_ i%S% -
.g ’\%H ®000000000080000.
;11000 { -
0
- Shdbdbd bbb d b Ad
E -
m] f_m__:ﬂ”_mmmmmm
o4
15
Axial strain(%)
— —CHLS50 «CHL100
| » CHL200 +CHL300
- | +CHL400 - CHL500
o
£
"
/]
4
7
e
S
a5
o
(]

10
Axial strain(%)

2500 -FD50 «FD100
@ «FD200 +FD300
~FD400 -FD500
T 2000 - 'm-_gz:rm_'m?}} FD600
SR
0
wn
4
»
-
o
o
s
[}
[a]

0 5 10 15
Axial strain(%)
2500 ¢ -FL50 «FL100
() =FL200 +FL300
200 - ~FL400 - FL500

a FL600
3
- e et
g £ K ‘:OGOOQODG %L‘E_’r
"] Ty L Kby S0000000000960000000
E‘ I I vvrivrorr -
o
> HOHN R AR NS R NAN HE RN
v
(=]
15
Axial strain(%)

(3 9 251540 055 59303 antls (& cCurmnn jlals dusle (0 o810 5laals awlo (a1 £ 55950 (i S 51l 5t 5 (B1o0i] ids (G sauds € JSus
St 05 38 38 dtla
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Table 3. Relations between the dilation angle and volumetric to axial strain ratio at peak point
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Table 4. Relations between the volumetric to axial strain ratio and dilation angle
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versus dilation parameter
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Table 5. IB parameter for the studied sands and some other samples obtained from previous researches
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