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Equilibrium Soil Suction vs. TMIEquilibrium Soil Suction vs. TMI

Note: Modified curve and equation of
curve provided in 3rd Edition Manual.
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Diffusion CoefficientDiffusion Coefficient

Diffusion Coefficient for BHC 2
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Design Program - Winpres
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Design Program - Winpres
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ROOT ZONE

Crack Spacing Gets Larger with Depth
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Williamson County Soil MapWilliamson County Soil Map
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Variation of Sulfate along slope of theVariation of Sulfate along slope of the
surfacesurface
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Stability Models or Phase DiagramsStability Models or Phase Diagrams
290 Soil - Depth of 24-inches290 Soil - Depth of 24-inches
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VOID RATIO CONSTITUTIVE SURFACEVOID RATIO CONSTITUTIVE SURFACE
OF A SOIL AT ARLINGTON, TEXASOF A SOIL AT ARLINGTON, TEXAS
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