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Abstract

Loess disasters pose a serious threat to the eco-geological environment and people’s living safety
in the Loess Plateau. The special mesoscopic structure characteristics of loess are the root cause of
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loess disasters. The mesostructure of loess is constantly evolving with the change of the external
environment, which has a decisive impact on its macroscopic mechanical behavior. The purpose of
this study was to explore a method for determining soil strength using soil moisture content and
porosity. Through the experiments of soil samples under different conditions of moisture content
and porosity ratio, the data were collected and analyzed, and it was found that the moisture con-
tent and porosity ratio had a significant effect on soil strength. The experimental results show that
the strength of the soil gradually decreases with the increase of moisture content and porosity ra-
tio. Based on this finding, we propose a simple and effective method for determining soil strength,
which can predict soil intensity levels from measurements of moisture content and porosity. This
study provides a new way to determine the strength in the field of soil engineering, which has cer-
tain practical and popularization value.
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1. 51§

WM. RAWREN. AN NLTTRY, BB, AR R R RS
CEEAMAR. IR R R E QA SO AR, BRI R AR ey TEH T
FERE VA SR 1 T AR A[L]-[3]. PABRIbmE MR E 22 0u 6], BEE “oF gl AR A
YR SR E K T RR AR BEREAN,  HHBUG A SCEARFR IR 1 VR 22 AR R R B 6 35 13
JRK 5 o BERAEATAE 23 X [ 38+ 1R AT A hmik b, (HE TS L 45 mm/a (155 KR 4R 4R R i0[4] [5].
LR R 00 3 R R A G5 A IR A IR TR AT, A $R B e 5 AR T G AR A S R BR R LB . 3
B PEsE LR RO A SR E, AR W SRR IE DL BB RIsR L, — MU A5 OL T A REHE B e R AL R 45
), FEHTE G RMERIK, WRAREE I AVEEE 78 0 TR, AREMIRAIR 1 L #h IR 4 5 3%
FLBREEH, ARME LI — A (KR AR 3RO [6]-[8] o - 1A it B = T2 oy L W) F A A FH 1 s T S A2
ORI PR 5R L, IXANRF R E 1 BRI 1 EER B GRS UIAR, 75 B HL 7 BT 9 82 32 2 eh Ak
ARG ER S ¢ RO EESE S o 2. 124 M0k, BFFRE N 3 R sR EREAT 7 RERIARTFT.

Nie S50 3 1A S HEAT 7 — R AV ZEWRHANAR, BFFE T s B 2 L FLRRAR I, R 78 T LR
WAaAR S5 /1S HIN R R[9]. ENLE PP SERE R A R R AT BB U5, BT T &K E By
5P B PN SRR R IR N BE R A S, RSB T B oG R e I AR SR ECIRAS TR S R A
13 7SR ERS AR AR [10] . HIHE R ARG 17 26T 9 B 2R R IR 8 g D) G A 1 S BRI &5 S5 A
TIBREHAZH mel, BEREGNIE JIRE S me2 LRSS ER IR EH S me, JFld 38 L =5t
WEFE 1 BROIR B AN TR Y S5 A P 5 L R S5 P R i T 5 L 2R A (58 L i D Ve S B A (e e, 3R
W JEIR SR B S KSR, AR VEBGR, SRR S T ARSREE S GBOR ;s B S ISR IR T B R
AR NN BE11] o W F A PO PR i S 6, BE 9T 17 [R)— -  BEAELAN[R] 5 7K 4 (1 2 28 3 AT 1) IR 4
W 4506, R T B KEN B AR . WAL, REAKERFMT, FLREE SR B2 kR
o BRI R AR, RN AN AR A R ZE RNy T S KRR, LB LR
AR I ARL N, BILAEUTDL R AN, MR TR AR N R [12] o I8 A A5 i e AN R AR
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B 7K RN b W ) 5 8 3 AT = A6 DU SR 72 & KSR AR 3R 5 X [13]. Mu Z5idid it 47—
ZR A 1 R T 48 136 A P R 6 DA R, — R AV EE, R T JEIR AN S 3 A AR AR MR RN 38 - AR R
AT NI TENLHI[14]

i FRTIR, RTFE MR ZEM. ORI S 2 AU R . HE R, RS A R RIS
I 7K R A FLRR A7 EE 05 5 A vk . AR SC DABR TG 44 18 22 T K 22 X R 530 JEUIR 3 = Ak e % B AN Rl )
G5 KR JFUIR AT LU b JEd [ S5 350 AN BT DI I6 SRR = AR R 2 RIS R RS T — R it
SRR, FHFARYE S K S A FLBE LE R A e Lo, AR, e Lo AR I s iR S
2. RIEMBEHEREIF
2.1, RIEHHE

K FH B 76 48 7 22 T K 22 [X R AR T e o A JEOIR = o B R R FEVE LN 4.5~5 m, AL TR s -2 .
TERURERT, 8l T UE| 2 40 cm x 40 cm x 40 cm [ -HFE, 348 SR8 G iy B2, fric+
FERG F. FHEB. %R GBIT 50123-2019 (+ TR 7 iEArUEY Ml EREM T35, S/KE. LRithELR
AYEEAS, WE 1R,

Table 1. Physical properties of soil sample

1 TEAIRIER

TR Gy T pg (9/om®) RIRTIKIFN%) KINEE p (glom®) TR B K F1(%) IR Ak /(%) LERLL e
270 123 1584 151 2357 36.33 107

2.2. REmblE

HE AR ) SR B A A Bl e (1 5 98 3 140 B 2N RS 79.8 mmix 20 mm fER T e, SRS . Bt
5% 10%. 15%. 20%7FH 25%3% 5 NE/KE, AEKEHIE 3 HilEIT IR, FFME 2 Hif 7847
%M. B BRI T RS IR, Bk KR, SRR TR A T R4

JER B A [ 250 20 R (1) B 3R LAR S, S BEARIAR by U7, EU S 20 mm.
EAE 79.8 mm HIERTIRE S, W RAR S KB RT3 (2) SRR TS KB R i TH 5 K%
W ERREIKEN 5% 10%FER, (A HRRTE, THRm Bk, ¥ K% RS KEN 20%.
25%1ARFE, FH/KIEEAIARCE, B IE B AR BRI RS E R L. FEm; Q) K
LB HARE K E MR A B EE, OB TR IR ERE 720 DAL, HT R . BRI HIAE R
BRI PR JILE JFOR £ FHUORE, 555 MR T) BRI AT

3. R FFE

RFER & e UG, A FUIEAT 02 K 1) % 4 (R P 2 - FEAE 100 kPa. 200 kPa. 300 kPa. 400 kPa {1/
TN AT AT RIS (LA RS 7 RN 32 2 R B S X A AT W AR FLIR L eo FITHET, XS04 — AT
B URALE, RIS B V) 5E U I PUBY SR oo XIS 4 i3k 47 [ 2508 (R IR 58 7 AR
1 52ii), B dtinG, AR R E P B SR AT B 25 403, RITER /M 3400 R4S 1K, 8l
AR 2 /N T 0.010 mm/h B o Gl SRAREEAUS, BN —aiE, HRWREA . iR &%
JE R R G AN B, M S 9TE BRI 5 7K wy FIFLER L ege XA A 45 7K 3 1) HARFE[ 15] 505
SRS T BRI ATl ey s i o (H AR F7R. 1 Origin HFoR I E S5 FLIRLE eg. [ 455 7K % wy
FIPUBTIRSE o, $UA H =4 IR o 5T wy Al ey IR RIAR I A RQ)FIR . i il & B 47
orger, I 2 2H ] 2 R IS I 7K 3R wig AN 253 5 LB LG eg SR T-RiTH 5 4R ) LRt R [l 4h A2
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SE R I 7K R e A 4552 Ja MIFLBRLL g A AR QBLA R, BHBLE o, FAPRER—A+
PORE I BY D)5 I 5 LGB IR oo X ELRRAL L ARPE (O PUBT SR o MPUBYSRIE o, , WS N AL 548y
SRS T SPUBISRAE o FIER IR ZEE 3% LA, N NIAIEE T, AALPLA 5 SR B R U R AN [ 5 /K R SR
B YIRS FUBR LA A, B A Rm R R AR I 3%, MIYUONISIEAE,
BT IR IR SR
7, =CR @
A ¢ ——LBPTBITE S (KPa);
C—— % 7% 1.86 (kPa/0.01 mm);
R—— 757t 5% 5:42(0.01 mm);
f(wg,e)zAw;+BWg +Ce? +De, +E )
e eg——HikFE [ 2535 E /5 I FLBR EE 5
wy—— iR [ G5 A8 5 I B K
A, B, C, D, E— &S

Table 2. Standard consolidation test protocol
2 FEESRE AR

RIHT B RIS 5 i 71 #8645 (kPa)
5% KE-# 1 1 5%-GJ1
5% K ER-3 1 2 5%-GJ2
10% & /KE-H 11 10%-GJ1
10% & /K-35 1 2 10%-GJ2 100
15% K H-5t 1 15%-GJ1 200
15% /K #-35 1 2 15%-GJ2 300
20% &k Ze-3 1 1 20%-GJ1 400
20% & 7K Ze-3 1 2 20%-GJ2
25% Bk Z-3 1 1 25%-GJ1
25%F /K Z- 1 2 25%-GJ2

4, REHERETTS
4.1, FEmEEAFEKIESTEERFN

TE[E R R, FUEE /12 FECA TR D &Kk Rk, e 4 5 FLER bemT DLk
U BOE ISR, TS RN 2 3 Fion. KPR 3 MUBE, HIARRS KEFIRK e-p. e-w #1ZE,
K 1A 2 Brso

Table 3. Calculation of pore ratio of original loess samples at all levels of pressure
F 3. BERENTERELIRFFLRIETE

KB 5 10 15 20 25
100 0.7011 0.6899 0.6761 0.6615 0.6486
200 0.6916 0.6794 0.6645 0.6456 0.6291
300 0.6804 0.6602 0.6368 0.6143 0.5933
400 0.6657 0.5962 0.5342 0.4517 0.4061
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Figure 1. e-p curve of native loess
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. The e-w curvature of the native loess

2. RIRELTH e-w BIZE

1 RAF G AKRE RS L AL L e SRS TT p 2 MR R M. A%l (1) BE L, AF

BRI LR e-p ML 2R M EEE,

BWEE B A0 p I3E N, FLBREL e SB#TEN: (2) 4

FIKE W 5%, e 7E p HINET RIS/, INE A 400 kPa B e {4K 0.0354, B & K F 5 L X NI

FERE, TR B 8 AT e 1B (3) B /KR RYBY N 3 B 4 ith 242 2 A g1 9k |

HBESR

WG IS = AN B, HBEE w K, RTHAZE IR B B AR R TN R, R A BE AR k>
B BRI, 5 MG 08D B B I S [13]s ZERT It TAR & /K&, SBR[/ 1) 2 BR K R 46 2%
18, KA B E RS, A 2FECRMEE: TR i T 7038 KK 4 s
B, LR kN T T BOARFR SUREN s 5 B 0 78 5 /N LI AR o0 A1 S 48 PR A, J0R ) 42 Ak 25385
Z, BEBR MR (4) 57K w o 25%KT , e Bl p (13 Inidad kN, In#E 4 400 kPa i e 424K & v 0.2098,
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ZUNEIKEE W B%I FEAAL R 6 £, VLA A KR L NI A, KPR A 3 5 R AR T A
J18855. ATLAE H: 3RS KR R M A . SKREGER, HIREAENEROR, e-p Lk
SUCPGES: METEREST, LIEAEEERCDN, e-p LN 2B .

T LR 1 e-p BRERTT AT 248K w iR #THEInmy,  B&(a) & 73 M 100 kPa 34 in %2 300 kPa, fLFR
LG e TERS AR 77 p SIS 2208k, T R B L R SR B AE B ER T . H AN RIS /K # i) s 7 A 300 kPa
HIn% 400 kPa B, R T & 7KZ w v 5% MR/INE RS, HAR B /K MFLIRLL e B a7 p B340
MBESR TR, LLE 7K ZRAE 2091 25% M AR A T i R . T LU HI7E 300 kPa %2 400 kPa X 77 X [A]
P SR AR B T B R RS

2 RAEAFE B E A p MEAH FRIEARE LR e H5EKR w IR, (1) BAmS, £
FR AR, #ERE I e-w HHZRARLTEHIH ., B S/KE w RIS, FLBRLL e AUARALIE M
/Ny (2) BEERE AR p BIBGIN, e-w HhZR AR IR NS . BEE p IR, /NP BUE E
AR, PN AT AR s (3) FE RTI4TN (p > 300 kPa), e Bl w YN /INIE FERUR .
1 p =400 kPa i, e {15 KA (LN 0.2596, KZJJE p = 100 kPa i FF i AR B 1) 5 %, X i ] - ARTE =
FE 2156 F R4S TR K BUR SR . 25 R R A R IR, KRR, FLRR bL sk )N i B2 ik
K, LFEERERA . SKEEAARR, Bk ok, FLBREERN, SRR AR K. BT L BT,
AL A58 Sk AR ) K ¥ 0 JFUIR 3 = A IS 46 P e AR AR = A R i

M 3 B IFLBRLE e 5 E7KE w ISR M2 nT LSRR, 25 AIFLERLL e BEAE &K w 3G N i
N, IXRK M2 FEOE LU RS, A AR e . X —IRAER MK SEH T
TONBARE, BEE IR, FLBREL e JR/NAOMRAE IR, UiBA R RAESZBIAMRE S, Ak
A EHHES, ATIRNFLBR L e, 38 A i e 4 1

EAMERE 1T, FLBR LA &K% w BN BUR, X AT RS BRUNTE S R R, ARk
HEHITE IR, KT RAELERTBURL IR O HEZ =248 T 3R . X PP EURMER B, fEm SR it
LN =1 S O N ot 1] b ) w N £ 050 B 22 R N = Bl o e R S (A (I o < 9 5 %2 (R A
AR T HATIR I FLBREL e RIS KE w, 85 H[H S5 R VI C . [ 45 R T ARTE R R ) &
JIERTR, FLBALE e W/, ZEBERG I, s FE Mt fE, FLI45 5 1038 ¥ B B8 R R SRR ) RIS
(R4 . 7ESERR TREH, @Rt 28 L@ AT WU 45, o DARR s L om I /b A SR A B Ik R Hh R T %
[ 2 R, AR EFHES, TERCE AR E IG5, XAMUER S T LR, kg THT
FEPERE.

4.2. FhR D738 RN

R G KR T SR RERORE ) ¢ AN BEHEA o MOTH SRR I 2 4. SRR L 593
REH AR A BIELERIORRE 014 5 B, A4t B4 R P ey, I 3 B

Table 4. Shear strength parameters in native loess

T4 RRELMIEESH

5 5t 5 BIKE(%) T ¢ (kPa) WA o ()
5 92.52 26.57
10 65.66 26.02
JEoR 3 L 15 41.15 25.87
20 32.34 2551
25 23.76 25.22
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Table 5. Calculation of strength after consolidation of raw loess samples at all levels of pressure

%5 SRENTERELAHELERETHE

TKRBERES 5 10 15 20 25
100 148.34 123.25 92.94 78.33 67.68
200 200.59 151.49 142.11 130.70 121.89
300 252.13 206.82 173. 46 170.11 150.89
400 298.04 270.77 225. 51 218.30 207.37

350 T T T T
300 .
250 .
=
= 200k -
=
R ,
=150 F @ w=3% .
= @ w=10%
100 o w=15% i
@ w=20%
50 o w=25% | A
A 2k
0 1 1 1 1
0 100 200 300 400 500

il [k o, (kPa)

Figure 3. Strength envelope plot of the soil
3. THREA%E

F 3 B—ANFE G /KRGS T LR A . AR E HER T ¢ BB SR w I InmFEAG, X
e R NK o BB NI 59 7 IR R (RS 45 7E . AR T DA H, BRI SRR R IER R i, XA
23.76 kPa, TfE 5% & /KE Nk, N 9252 kPa. XM F I ¢ BWRPHIBAEMESKEEG NEEE
mREYE, MTEREKEZME FEAESRAEBUIMIN . Hrh AR SRR RN BEEAEERK,
bR RN FE Y N BEEE AR — AN I BRI S, M 26,57 BRI E 25.22° LIRMPIBTSRE © HELR
71 ¢ I EEE S o JLFE, TERTRRIMEIE+, FRI) ¢ BRI SR E s oy 3% . RTEM
SRR, BRI th 5% EKE R T 2 75%, X4 SEH IR PIIT 50 F B 2% FFIK.

R4 1 3 BB T2 ST DI H BA R &858 (1) JEOIR 3 L iREE AN R 4G Bk S 5641 T, Bl KT L e
MORER, B R I Bl AR . AR SR ERET, B 5 IO B R OK, X 3R BH A i 8 R
SEBR T e A KRN, BRI AR N, X R N A FT IR R fE 1 s (2) JRUIREE ke
OB EY 98 R o 7EAS [F] BBl R 2 1R T 50046 &7k 26 2 HAHC . fEMREE 4 R (03 = 100 kPa), JH/NSRTE N
BF, HEEKEw=15%F, BN FREF) 100 kpa LA T o 1 & Bl K 2514 K (05 = 400 kPa), 180FE 13k
EER, HAESE7KE(15% < w < 25%) Wil Nl 2 AR (0 B9 B 52, 0 B S IR 7K R4 S8R B I B X2

5. RIS RELE
5.1. Origin A& R RIRIAR
7E Origin RIS FLBALE e W25 Sk wy RUGLBTBRIE o, 1014 th = 4 A ) 79T wy i
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ey MIBE R RIE R AR(2))s HARMIILEEAE N 78 Origin FdErf, K X Al Y fib. Z Bk R & 08 HE A1,
S8 e-lgp 4Rt R RN . IR, AHFEISFEGRE T, S/KER IS S8R ALIR s iR [ 25
R S KR wy. HIRFEE SR R IALIEL of FMPBTIRE o HPrE LIRS HIFTE SR A2
Origin A, sl AL G2 — N, HHH o 8T wy Fl eg IIRIE o = f(wy, eg). WIFK(2)
Fi7Rs Ja A M0 2 Hh I PR B 5 B A 75 0 Ji 26 R S /K R AL R LB [16], 8 A LA R0k
CRI AT PRI R BB AR o PRI RA AT R 50, T I 2 2L G540 J5 1 8 7K 38 wig 11 [i] 25
R G IFLER LG eg AR T-HITH 5 A alht, K El 2555 Ja 3 7K 3 wy A 4558 J5 I FLIRLE eg iif A
ARQPA B IR, BHEIE o ; B IR A L@ B DRI i P BY SR . X LA
U AEARPERIPUBY SR E o AMPUBYSRIE o) , B NS S PUBY SR E o SPUBYSRAE o (K515 25 7 3% LA,
MRS UE T, AR Y00 G 25 SRR AT S B AS (] 5 7K 26 R B ) B ) 5 FLBR B (R s A A, B0d e A
ORI s BRI 3%, WA IEA R, 75 AT IS A AR

IRAE 1] 4 FHE] 5 BARSKAE, AT %A B A v LR S0 R B [T 6 2 7K 36 SR 2 AR FL R L
e 5YIRLI) o B = 4B B S R 4L A 4 — 5, HAE 4R 2 in B3 =8 5KE)E, ft
% B0 B RS2 B R B AR Bk DIRJy. FLBRLE, =N R RAELEEYICE: E 4 T
IR, WIGE KRR, FURE EPUBTaRg o Rt HalReFLRR L i b S & — AN B
R, gEE 5 e, XM BUEARAR AL D T AN IR B PR K P B, JEZR M
A4 T R? N 0.9997, EAL 52 L (3):

7, =-290.8445W; +235.7281w, +3.1223¢’ - 0.1817¢, +1 (3)

X —— L PSR (kPa);

eg—— LI FE I 4R Ja i SRR L s
wo—— - BURE I 2585 0E = 15 7K (%)

Figure 4. 3D scatter plot of water content-shear stress and pore ratio
B 4. BKE-HE - FLRE = 4R S E
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Figure 5. Water content-shear stress-pore ratio 3D fitting model curvature
5. B7KE - BN - FLEREE = SRR i

5.2. HIAERAR AR

I ARV i T AR, R ILLE R 8 B R AN AU A K 2 R 3 A LBR b S5 U0 R B =
PSR ATEE BT 1, WA R . EAESEhR TR A, S b A in B — i i 25 (6 175 150
X R, KEZHEO N A ESAR R 8 AE A T AR AR . IRk, N 7 ikalai g 8 58 i T 52 b
TAEAE, HoAT A€ A M A RIS B K 3 J50IR 3 AR AN R B N B U) I FLBREL e SHUBTRRE o2
(BRI SR I, F 5%+ 10%. 15%. 20%F1 20% 5 I & X %5 K2 w (%) 455 71 ¢ (kPa) N R4 A o (°)
JERTE R I FLBR L S HUBT 5 B 1 = 4SS TS, H A HUS BT = 4E R it m il &,
BEADL Y BT oK 3 - PN - FLBR PR RIS A, BEHY D5 5 ST S A R] 5 7K 28 JF0IR 3 £
VIR ) 5 FLBR LG AR AR R, 400 5 B0 B S S B 2 A 1 100 o

WA TERUG, B BE SR, F R — R (0 iR AT P IR 4 BT DR, l i el e 1
BURE A T 45 57K E wy N 12.14%. [EIZ5FLBREL e 9 72.6. VIR J) /9 102.39 (KPa). L ilhf A 1]
SEETKE Wy = 12.14%FN[E S5 FLBREL ey = 72.6 FRASLA A (6) HAFVIN. /774 103.85, % b iFE A (15
BAEANTHEAE W] R I E R 2 1.42%, 16 TREARVFIRZE N i 50l e LikFE B B 25 87K wy i
18.91%. [E45FLBREL gl 70.5. PIRN: /) oy 82.15 (kPa). H5 -k B B A[E 45 4 /K% wy = 18.91% 1 & 45 L
B e, = 70.5 A A ARQ)HAFVIN /1 83.42 (kPa), *f bt HibFE B S0 (B AT TR W] & B £ i
24 1.55%, fETRERVFRZE N (K 6 AN LRI SHON L) X RS 1, BOAE 25 R R
SRAN R 7K e JFUIR 35 R VTN 77 5 FLRR L s A i, A A m RS

Table 6. Test parameters for different soil samples

6. FRILHMNI S

TREE ESAAKEW) L) VN o (kPa)  HEVIN « (kPa)

RZ (%)
A 12.14 72.6 102.39 103.85 1.42
B 18.91 70.5 82.15 83.42 1.55
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6. it

AT T AE S R E A FLIR PR RE A1 D0 T U ] PRgEAT RO i E 38 L 9, A5 BB 7 A 3L
R R R I 5 K R ANAL B LA A S TN 38 L SR 7o AEMLIERE T, X — RIUAEE KR TR
T AREAT 145 IR A A A EL R B DRSS, (R R RO 3R - B AR ER P R R bR AT T ARG (4%
AT SKRBREE, JEARSE Origin BAF G 7 =4Efi iy, Sl 7 — Mg B i SRR . AR TN
B E SSELTINY

ARV 7R R 3 B 5 P AE R PRSI . Sk R G0 & T B0 R R BN . BT T T A Y
IAEAS 38 L5 5 S KR KK R 2 RN BE . R R AR, SRR, FLBE L i
RO, EARBRRA . SRR, RS IEOR, FLERECAN,  RESR R AR AR EOR
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