arXiv:2212.12834v1 [physics.flu-dyn] 25 Dec 2022

Spatial and Temporal Evolution of Particle Migration in
Gap-Graded Granular Soils: Insights from Experimental
Observations

V. S. Ramakrishna Annapareddy*!, Adnan Sufian!, Thierry Bore!, and Alexander
Scheuermann?

1School of Civil Engineering, The University of Queensland, Brisbane, Australia

Abstract

This study presents physical observations and insights into particle migration characteristics
throughout the suffusion process. Using a purpose-built coaxial permeameter cell, suffusion exper-
iments were conducted on idealised internally unstable gap-graded granular soils at varying fines
content and hydraulic loading conditions. The specimens were prepared with a mixture layer com-
prising finer and coarser fractions underlying a coarse layer composed of the coarser fraction alone.
This enabled the finer fraction within the mixture layer to migrate through the coarse layer with
upward seepage flow. The local porosity profile along the specimen was determined using spatial time
domain reflectometry and an inversion algorithm, which enabled the development of a novel field
map of the difference in porosity from the initial condition. This field map provided a visual guide
of the spatial and temporal variation in porosity and enabled particle migration internally within
the specimen to be quantitatively characterised from onset to progression to washout. The limiting
onset condition identified from the field map was shown to be comparable to that obtained using
conventional approaches, thereby providing strong validation for the application of porosity-based
field maps. As suffusion progressed, the height of infiltrating finer particles into the coarse layer
increased linearly with time, while the overall rate of particle migration from the mixture layer to
the coarse layer evolved in a non-linear manner with the rate of migration increasing as the specimen
reached a complete mixture condition, where the finer fraction infiltrated the entire coarse layer.
The attainment of a complete mixture condition was dependent on the fabric of the gap-graded
soil. Specimens with an underfilled fabric showed a gradual migration process, while specimens with
a transitionally underfilled fabric resulted in minimal particle migration followed by a very rapid
formation of the complete mixture.

1 Introduction

Particle migration is a core feature of internal erosion failure in which seeping water dislodges and
migrates finer particles from the body or foundation of embankment dams and levees. Suffusion is
one mechanism through which internal erosion can initiate, and as particle migration progresses, it can
ultimately lead to the breach of an embankment dam or levee. Suffusion occurs in internally unstable soils
where the finer fraction of the soil is under low effective stress conditions (Shire et al., 2014; Langroudi
et al., 2015; Indraratna et al., 2015; Sufian et al., 2021). The process of suffusion involves the migration
of finer particles through the constrictions formed by the coarser particles with no significant change in
the soil skeleton (Kovécs, 1981; Fannin and Slangen, 2014). The migration of fines results in pore-scale
changes in the soil structure, and consequently, local changes in the soil properties such as porosity and
permeability (Nguyen et al., 2019). This study presents an experimental technique that can capture the
spatial and temporal changes in local porosity and permeability throughout the entire suffusion process,
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enabling novel insights into particle migration characteristics internally within a gap-graded soil. This
provides an improved understanding of the mechanisms that initiate and sustain the suffusion process.

Existing approaches for measuring the spatial or temporal variation in porosity in laboratory experiments
include cumulative loss of fine particles (Ke and Takahashi, 2014; Rochim et al., 2017), visual observation
of changes in layer heights and post-test sampling (Ke and Takahashi, 2012), computed tomography scans
(Homberg et al., 2012; Sufian and Russell, 2013; Fonseca et al., 2014; Nguyen et al., 2019), use of gamma
rays and a scintillation counter (Alexis et al., 2004; Sibille et al., 2015) and electromagnetic methods
(Bore et al., 2018; Mishra et al., 2020) using conventional time domain reflectometry and spatial time
domain reflectometry (spatial TDR) (Scheuermann et al., 2010; Scheuermann, 2012; Bittner et al., 2019).
Although these approaches have their advantages and limitations, spatial TDR is the only technique
that provides measurements of the transient evolution of porosity profiles with sufficient accuracy and
reasonable spatial and temporal resolution (Sufian et al., 2022).

This study employs spatial TDR to present an in-depth investigation of the spatial and temporal variation
in the local porosity profile resulting from the migration of particles throughout the suffusion process.
This spatial and temporal information on local porosity and particle migration is prohibitive to obtain in
existing experimental approaches, which generally measure eroded particles when they leave the specimen
or infer locally after an experiment is complete by retrieving the specimen in layers and comparing pre
and post-test particle size distributions (Kenney and Lau, 1985; Moffat and Fannin, 2006; Wan and
Fell, 2008; Ke and Takahashi, 2012; Benamar et al., 2019). The main contribution of this study is the
development of an experimental approach to quantitatively assess the rate of particle migration internally
within a soil throughout the entire suffusion process at a local spatial and temporal resolution that has
not been considered in existing studies. This is achieved by using a purpose-built coaxial permeameter
(Bittner et al., 2019), from which a novel difference in porosity field map was developed, allowing for
particle migration characteristics to be quantified. Gap-graded granular soils with varying fines content
are investigated under different hydraulic loading conditions. The local porosity obtained from spatial
TDR is used to determine the amount, instantaneous and cumulative rates of particle migration within
the test specimen throughout the suffusion process which would have not been possible with existing
experimental approaches.

2 Suffusion experiments using coaxial permeameter

2.1 Experimental Apparatus

The experimental setup resembles a laboratory constant head permeameter apparatus enhanced with
capabilities to measure the spatial and temporal evolution of porosity using spatial TDR. The experi-
mental setup consists of four main components: i) coaxial permeameter cell, ii) spatial TDR device, iii)
hydraulic controlling unit, and iv) data acquisition system. A schematic of the experimental setup is
provided in Fig. 1. A detailed explanation of the design, calibration and validation of the experimental
apparatus has been presented in Bittner et al. (2019) and only a summary of the key features is pre-
sented, as this study focusses on the process of particle migration during suffusion experiments using the
coaxial permeameter cell.

The copper-built permeameter cell is manufactured as a coaxial transmission line to facilitate electro-
magnetic measurements which enable the porosity profile along the height of the test specimen to be
determined. The coaxial permeameter cell has an inner and an outer conductor as shown in Fig. 1 and
the cell can accommodate a specimen of height up to 450 mm within the annulus formed by these two
conductors. The outer conductor has an inner diameter of 151.9 mm, and the inner conductor has an
outer diameter of 41.3 mm. A 40 mm wide and 420 mm high observation window on the outer wall of
the cell allows visual inspection of particle migration during suffusion experiments.

A conventional TDR device measures the velocity of a high-frequency electromagnetic signal propagating
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Figure 1: Schematic view of the experimental apparatus.

through a waveguide that is usually inserted into the material under investigation. Within this study, the
permeameter cell acts as the waveguide and the sample in the annulus is the material under investigation.
The velocity of the electromagnetic signal depends on the permittivity (dielectric constant) of the sample
filling the annulus. Conventional TDR, is widely applied to monitor the moisture content in soils (Yu and
Drnevich, 2004; Cho et al., 2004; Jung et al., 2013; Curioni et al., 2018), as the permittivity of the soil
can be strongly correlated to the moisture content due to the dipole characteristic of water molecules.
Conventional TDR has also been used to determine soil density (Drnevich et al., 2005; Jung et al., 2013;
Bhuyan et al., 2018; Curioni et al., 2018; Bhuyan et al., 2021). One of the limitations of conventional
TDR is that it can only provide pointwise or averaged information rather than spatial information. The
development of a fast inversion algorithm by Schlaeger (2005) enabled the computation of soil moisture
profiles along the embedded probe or waveguide from the measured TDR trace. This approach is known
as spatial TDR, and it has been extensively used for both field and laboratory scale applications which
include obtaining moisture content distributions in levees, dikes (Scheuermann et al., 2009), and coastal
dunes (Fan et al., 2015), measuring pressure distribution (Scheuermann and Huebner, 2008), porosity
profiles of water-saturated granular media (Scheuermann, 2012; Bittner et al., 2019; Sufian et al., 2022)
and measuring moisture content in partially saturated soils (Mishra et al., 2018; Yan et al., 2021).
Therefore, a spatial TDR device is used in this study to obtain the electromagnetic measurements along



the coaxial permeameter cell. From the measured TDR trace, the specimen’s porosity distribution along
the cell could be obtained using an inversion algorithm which is detailed in Bittner et al. (2019) and
Sufian et al. (2022).

The hydraulic control system features a closed water cycle and applies upward seepage flow in the coaxial
permeameter cell. Water enters the cell at its base from an upstream constant head overflow tank. To
maintain a constant total head, a downstream constant head overflow tank is arranged at the top of the
cell, which is connected to the downstream reservoir as shown in Fig. 1. The difference in the water
level between the upstream and downstream constant head overflow tank is indicative of the applied
hydraulic head. The elevation of the upstream constant head overflow tank can be altered to apply
different hydraulic loading conditions. 38 mm diameter hoses are used for all connections to minimise
head loss. To impose a relatively uniform flow boundary condition at the upstream side of the specimen,
a 10 mm thick perforated plate made of PMMA (polymethyl methacrylate) was placed just above the
flow inlet, which acted as a flow homogeniser. Another advantage of using PMMA is that the relatively
low dielectric permittivity of PMMA results in a clear peak in the TDR trace, which signifies the start
of the specimen. At the end of the inner conductor, a metallic short-circuit is positioned, which results
in a sharp drop in the TDR trace, allowing for the end of the cell to be easily determined. The travel
time of the voltage step signal can be defined using the impedance mismatch at the start and end of the
cell, which is a key step in the TDR analysis to determine the height of the specimen.

The pore-water pressure within the specimen is monitored along the sidewall of the cell using 14 pressure
transducers (PT) which were arranged as shown in Fig. 1. PT14 and PT13 are located at 10 mm and
45 mm above the base of the observation window, respectively. The pressure transducers from PT13 to
PT4 are spaced at an interval of 25 mm, while the spacing is kept at 50 mm from PT4 to PT1. These
point measurements of pore water pressure are used to calculate the hydraulic gradient within the test
specimen. Note that the endpoints of the pressure transducers are flush with the inner wall of the cell.
This may cause some inaccuracies in the measurement of the pore water pressures particularly if there
are preferential flow paths along the circumference of the cell. The volumetric flow rate is measured using
a flowmeter located upstream of the cell to avoid the blockage of fine particles within the flowmeter.

2.2 Materials, specimen configuration and preparation

Suffusion experiments in the coaxial permeameter cell were conducted with an idealised granular soil
comprising soda-lime glass beads with a specific gravity of 2.5. Previous studies have highlighted the
suitability and benefits of using glass beads as a substitute for real soil (Tomlinson and Vaid, 2000;
Scheuermann, 2012; Zakaraya Alhasan et al., 2015; Bittner et al., 2017; Sufian et al., 2022). Glass beads
have a constant dielectric permittivity independent of its particle size which is an additional advantage
from a spatial TDR viewpoint. Moreover, by using glass beads, the influence of differences in the miner-
alogy of real soil particles can be avoided. Despite its high roundness, glass beads provided a fundamental
basis to better understand the phenomenon of particle migration during suffusion experiments.

The specimen configuration is graphically illustrated in Fig. 2 and comprises four zones: a bottom filter,
a mixture layer, a coarse layer, and a top filter. The bottom filter consists of approximately 10 cm
layer of 6 mm diameter glass beads, with overlying layers of 3 mm and 2 mm diameter glass beads,
each approximately 2 cm in height. The primary function of the bottom filter is to prevent significant
downward loss of fine particles through the flow homogeniser, which is further verified in the subsequent
analysis. The mixture layer (ML) consists of a combination of the coarser fraction and the finer fraction
and is approximately 13.5 cm in height. The coarser fraction comprises 3 mm and 8 mm diameter
monodisperse glass beads at a ratio of 1:3 resulting in a stepped particle size distribution in Fig. 3,
while the finer fraction comprises particles ranging from 0.3 to 0.6 mm. The coarser and finer fractions
are mixed in different proportions to obtain different particle size distributions as discussed below. The
coarse layer (CL) overlying the mixture layer is approximately 13.5 cm in height and consists of the
coarser fraction alone. The top filter consists of an approximately 3 cm layer of 8 mm diameter glass
beads. The test specimen (ML and CL) was intentionally prepared in this fashion to enable spatial TDR
to capture the changes in porosity caused by the migration of the finer fraction from the ML to the CL
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Figure 2: Photo and schematic of the specimen configuration

during suffusion experiments. The subsequent analysis demonstrates that the test specimen was sized
appropriately to ensure that the entire suffusion process could be investigated.

As the bottom and top filters are monodisperse packings, they were prepared under dry conditions.
While the test specimen (ML and CL) was prepared using the moist tamping method to minimise
the segregation of different-sized glass beads upon placement into the coaxial permeameter cell (Ladd,
1978). In this method, approximately 4-6% of moisture content by dry mass of glass beads is added to the
mixture and mixed thoroughly. The specimen was prepared in 10 layers, with each layer approximately
2.6 cm in height, to ensure that the specimen was as homogenous as possible. The homogeneity of the
test specimen was verified by the local porosity profile obtained from spatial TDR data in the subsequent
analysis. Once the specimen was prepared, it was saturated gradually by upward seepage at an applied
head of < 1 cm, resulting in a very low flow rate which did not lead to observable particle migration
prior to the onset of suffusion, as verified in the subsequent analysis.

2.3 Experimental program

Three different samples were prepared by mixing the coarser and finer fractions with 15%, 20%, and 25%
fines content, (termed FC15, FC20 and FC25 in Fig. 3) forming gap graded particle size distributions
(PSDs) with a gap ranging the particle sizes from 0.6 to 3.0 mm. The PSDs of the coarser and finer
fractions are also shown in Fig. 3. Skempton and Brogan (1994) distinguished the soil fabric based
on fines content (f.) with underfilled fabric for f. < 24%, transitional fabric for 24% < f. < 35%, and
overfilled fabric for f. > 35%. A maximum fines content of 25% is considered in this study to ensure that
the test specimen had an underfilled or transitionally underfilled fabric, where the finer fraction resided
predominantly in the pore space of the coarser fraction, which formed the load-bearing soil skeleton.



This assumption of underfilled or transitionally underfilled fabric was valid as no measurable settlements
were observed in all experiments. Note that settlements can be quantified from spatial TDR data as
demonstrated in the filtration experiments presented in Sufian et al. (2022).

The three PSDs were tested under two different hydraulic loading conditions termed LH1 and LH2 as
shown in Fig. 4. In LH1, the hydraulic head was increased by 1 cm every 10 minutes until an applied
head of 30 cm, thereafter, the head was increased in steps of 2 cm and 5 cm every 10 minutes for the
head ranges from 30 to 40 cm and 40 to 60 cm, respectively. In LH2, the hydraulic head between 0 and
10 cm was increased in steps of 5 cm every 5 minutes, after which the head was increased in steps of 1
cm every 5 minutes up to an applied head of 30 cm. Therefore, the rate of hydraulic loading in LH2 is
higher compared to LH1.
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Figure 3: PSDs of the materials investigated in this study
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Figure 4: Hydraulic loading conditions applied in this study

Table 1 shows the complete list of experiments performed in this study. The nomenclature for each test
is FCx_LHy, where x can take the value of 15 or 20 or 25 to indicate the fines content in the ML and
y can take a value of 1 or 2 to specify which hydraulic loading condition is considered. Furthermore,
Table 1 lists the dry density (pq), and initial height of the mixture layer (hpsr) and coarse layer (hcor) at
the end of specimen preparation, along with the initial average porosity of the mixture layer (n%é) and



coarse layer (ngfg) which were determined based on the dry mass of glass beads and the layer heights.

The CL has approximately the same porosity in all the test cases, while the ML has reduced porosity
and increased dry density with increasing fines content as the fines are filling the void space of the coarse
particles.

Table 1: Experimental program using the coaxial permeameter cell

Test ID fe [%] Hydraulic loading pg4 har her nyk [ ngULg [
condition [g/cm?®]  [mm] [mm]
FC15_LH1 15 LH1* 1.86 133 135 0.25 0.36
FC20_.LH1 20 LH1 1.94 134 134 0.22 0.34
FC25_LH1 25 LH1 2.07 136 135 0.17 0.35
FC15_.LH2 15 LH2 1.86 133 134 0.25 0.34
FC20_.LH2 20 LH2 1.91 135 133 0.23 0.33
FC25_LH2 25 LH2 2.04 136 133 0.18 0.33

* The maximum applied hydraulic head in FC15_LH1 is 50 cm rather than 60 cm, as per hydraulic
loading condition 1

2.4 Geometric assessment of internal instability

The susceptibility to suffusion is dependent on the fines content and gap ratio of the gap-graded soil
for underfilled fabric as well as relative density for transitionally underfilled fabric (Shire et al., 2014;
Ahmadi et al., 2020). As discussed above, a maximum fines content of 25% was considered to ensure
that the gap-graded soils consisted of underfilled or transitionally underfilled fabric, such that particle
migration would not lead to significant changes in the soil skeleton. The PSDs in Fig. 3 indicate that
particle sizes ranging from 0.6 to 3.0 mm are absent and the gap ratio of 5 was chosen to ensure that
the test specimen was internally unstable. This was advantageous as it enabled particle migration to
be explored across the complete suffusion process. To confirm the internal instability of the PSDs in
Fig. 3, numerous geometric criteria proposed in prior studies were considered (Istomina, 1957; Kézdi,
1979; Kovacs, 1981; Kenney and Lau, 1985; Burenkova, 1993; Liu, 2005; Indraratna et al., 2007; Li and
Fannin, 2008; Chang and Zhang, 2013; Li et al., 2013; Indraratna et al., 2015; To et al., 2018). The test
specimen was assessed against these criteria using the geometric properties listed in Table 2. Most of the

properties in Table 2 are readily obtained from the PSD. The average porosity (n%éc ) of the coarser

ML

fraction in the ML is provided in Table 2 and can be obtained from n and f. as shown below:

avg
V-V V -V, fe Vi f
ML CF S c VS ML [ ML
= = — = 1-— 1
navg,CF v % + 100 V navg 100 ( navg) ( )

where V is the total volume of the ML, Vg is the total solid volume of the ML,Vor = Vg — VEp is the
solid volume of the coarser fraction in the ML, Vgp is the solid volume of the finer fraction, and f,. is
the fines content which is defined as (Vrr/Vs) x 100 . The average pore diameter of the coarser fraction
in the ML (O%,LCF) was determined using the model proposed by Kovécs (1981), which is a function of

nart o and the mean particle diameter of the coarser fraction, dS'*":
ML CF
n d
oML =4 avg,CF ( ¢ ) (2)
1- navg,CF ap
and )
CF
= 3)

e = S (AFOT )

where AfCF and df'F are the weight and average diameter of particles in the i bin of the PSD curve,
respectively, and ap is the shape factor which is approximately equal to 6 for spherical particles.



Table 2: Experimental program using the coaxial permeameter cell

PSD dig C, i atF o d. d¥  af't (H/F)pin W I G, nML.. O%’LCF

avg,C
mm] []  [mm] [mm] [mm] [mm] [mm] [] H H H F [mm]
FC15 0.48 16.67 3.00 0.54 1.98 5.65 0.41 0.00 1.00 13.33 5.00 0.36 2.14
FC20 0.42 18.82 3.00 0.54 1.63 5.65 0.41 0.00 1.00 15.69 5.00 0.38 2.31
FC25 0.39 20.25 3.00 0.54 1.39 5.65 0.41 0.00 1.00 17.78 5.00 0.38 2.31

Note: dig = particle diameter at 10% mass passing in the finer fraction; C,, = coefficient of uniformity;
d%F = particle diameter corresponding to the 15% mass passing in the coarser fraction; df" = particle
diameter corresponding to the 85% mass passing in the finer fraction; d. = mean particle diameter; d5* =
mean particle diameter of coarser fraction (Eq. 3); df'f" = mean particle diameter of finer fraction; F' =
proportion of mass at any particle diameter, d; H = proportion of mass between the particle diameter
d and 4d; h' = dgg/dgo and h" = dgy/d15 are conditional uniformity factors; G, = gap ratio; ”anﬁ,c F=
average porosity of coarser fraction the mixture layer (Eq. 1); O%% p = average pore diameter of the
coarser fraction in the mixture layer (Eq. 2)

Table 3: Summary on the geometric assessment of internal instability of the test specimens in this study

Test ID Istomina Kézdi Kovacs Kenney Burenkova Liu Li and Chang  This

(1957) (1979) (1981)  and Lau (1993) (2005) Fannin and Study

(1985) (2008) Zhang

(2013)
FC15.LH1 B U U U U U U U U
FC20.LH1 B U U U U U U S U
FC25.LH1 U U U U U B U S U
FC15.LH2 B U U U U U U U U
FC20.LH2 B U U U U U U S U
FC25.LH2 U U U U U B U S U

Note: S = stable; B = borderline; and U = unstable.

Table 3 demonstrates that the vast majority of these geometric criteria identified the ML to be internally
unstable, and hence, susceptible to suffusion. The experimental observations in this study also indicated
that the test specimen in all the experiments was internally unstable.

3 Experimental results

The spatial and temporal variation of porosity during the suffusion experiments can be obtained from
spatial TDR data and analysed with different approaches. The transient evolution of porosity distribution
along the height of the sample is graphically presented in the porosity field map shown in Fig. 5a, where
the colour indicates local porosity at a given specimen height and time. Fig. 5b shows the field map
of the difference in porosity, which is obtained by considering the changes in local porosity from the
initial porosity profile, where the colour signifies the loss (red colour) or gain (blue colour) in porosity.
As permeability is a function of porosity, the spatial and temporal evolution of permeability can also be
obtained from the measurements of local porosity using the modified Kozeny-Carman model (K IISC;IC:T DR)
proposed by Annapareddy et al. (2022):

ny e de
KK-C _ _ TlocalTeff W
local, TDR C (1 — ’I’Llocal)2



where is the local porosity obtained from spatial TDR data, C is the shape factor which can be approxi-
mated as 180 for spherical particles (a reasonable assumption for glass beads) and is the effective particle
diameter, which is given by:

1

di}y = vor (dF) 7 + tpp (A7) (5)

CF FF
de de

where and are the mean particle diameters of the coarser and finer fractions, respectively, and
can be obtained from their respective PSDs given in Fig. 3. ¢¢p and ¥ pp are the volume proportions
of the coarser and finer fractions, respectively, and are calculated based on the porosity of the specimen
(Niocal), along with the porosity of the coarser and finer fractions, as detailed in Annapareddy et al.
(2022). The permeability field map is displayed in Fig. 5¢, where the colour indicates permeability at a

given height and time during the suffusion experiment.

Four characteristic conditions of a typical suffusion experiment are identified in the field maps in Fig. 5:
(1) distinct and stable transition from ML to CL; (2) onset of particle migration; (3) progression of
suffusion with the migration of fines from the ML to the CL; and (4) complete migration of the finer
fraction through the CL. These four characteristic conditions are schematically illustrated in Fig. 5d and
labelled 1 to 4. At the beginning of the experiment, the porosity in the ML and CL are distinct, and as
expected, the initial porosity and permeability in the ML are significantly lower than in the CL [Fig. 5a
and 5¢].

The porosity and permeability of the ML and CL do not vary significantly until the specimen reaches
the limiting onset condition, where the finer fraction in the ML experience local fluidisation. This stage
indicates the onset of the suffusion process. Following the onset, any increment in hydraulic gradient
results in the migration of the finer fraction from the ML to CL which signifies the progression of
suffusion. The finer fraction from the ML migrates into the voids of CL, which results in a local increase
and reduction in the porosity of ML and CL, respectively [Fig. 5a—c]. While the progression phase
can be investigated at a constant applied head, this study investigated the progression of suffusion with
successive increments in the applied head, as indicated in Fig. 4. Therefore, the progression phase is
analysed both in terms of temporal evolution as well as the influence of changes in local hydraulic gradient
in the subsequent analysis. Another important characteristic of the progression of suffusion is that the
infiltration height of the finer fraction into the CL gradually increases with an increase in the applied
hydraulic head leading to a complete mixture condition, which is defined by the condition where the
finer fraction has infiltrated the entire CL as illustrated in Fig. 5d.

Although the onset of suffusion can be inferred from any of the field maps presented in Fig. 5, it was
found that both onset and progression of suffusion could be better characterised using the field map
based on the difference in porosity [Fig. 5b], which is used in the subsequent analysis. The infiltration
height of the finer fraction into the CL, Hy,ru(t), at a given time, can be readily identified in the field
map in Fig. 5b. The intersection of H;,y(t) and the line representing the initial height of the interface
between the ML and the CL, H;, a1, provides the basis for the onset of suffusion, while the gradient of
Hiy5i(t) line is a measure of the rate of infiltration, which is approximated as the rate of progression.
However, it should be noted that this is just an approximation of the rate at which the finer fraction has
infiltrated into new pore spaces of the CL for the first time. While there is no increase in the infiltration
height at a given applied hydraulic head, the migration of finer fraction may still be occurring within
the infiltrated height, and this is further explored in the sub-section 4.5.1. Although the finer fraction
infiltrates into the CL with the progression of suffusion, the terminology ML and CL in the subsequent
analysis refers to the initial delineation of the mixture and coarse layer upon sample preparation.
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4 Omnset of suffusion

4.1 Based on difference in porosity field map from spatial TDR

The onset of particle migration occurs when the driving hydrodynamic forces due to upward seepage on
the finer particles exceed the resisting gravitational and inter-particle contact forces. At this limiting
condition, the finer particles are locally fluidised and will subsequently migrate through the pore space of
the coarser fraction. The limiting onset condition can be inferred from the difference in porosity field map
by the intersection of the Hj,ii(t) and Hinstiqr lines, and the time at which this occurs (fonset) can also
be determined. The difference in porosity field maps for all cases in Table 1 is shown in Figs. 6—11. The
onset of suffusion can be observed for both hydraulic loading conditions (LH1 and LH2). Figs. 6—11 also
show the applied hydraulic head, measured flow rate, average hydraulic gradient (i4,4) across the mixture
layer (i}IL), coarse layer (zgfg) and the test specimen (iaMU§+CL), and the average porosity (n4,4) across

ML) and coarse (nacvfz]) layers. The average hydraulic gradients (i}, %, iaCULg and i%é*CL )
are calculated from the measured pore water pressures along the cell using pressure transducers. n%ﬁ

the mixture (n

and ngULg are computed by averaging the local porosity profile obtained from spatial TDR data.

The dashed vertical line in Figs. 6—11 indicate t,,s.+ and is listed in Table 4. The flow rate corresponding
to the onset of suffusion, Q,nset, is also listed in Table 4, which can be used to determine the critical
seepage velocity by considering the cross-sectional area of the specimen and the average porosity of the
mixture layer. Qonser Was significantly influenced by fines content in the ML with Q,nset decreasing
with increasing f.. An increase in f. reduced the pore volume, as finer particles filled the void space
of the ML, which in turn caused a reduction in flow rate. In addition, a slight dependence on the rate
of hydraulic loading was observed. The increased rate of loading in LH2 resulted in a slightly higher
Qonset, With the only exception being FC15_LH2.

The hydraulic gradient in the mixture layer at the onset of suffusion, iLP%  is also listed in Table 4.

onset’
iTDE ghowed a strong dependence on the fines content in the ML with a higher f. resulting in a higher

ilPR - The rate of hydraulic loading showed only a slight influence on iZP% " with lower iZP% noted
for LH1. The influence of the rate of hydraulic loading was more pronounced in specimens with an
underfilled fabric (f. = 15% and 20%) compared to the specimens with a transitionally underfilled fabric
(f. = 25%). Leading up to the limiting onset condition, i}’ is significantly higher than i¢Z while the

avg avg’
n%é is considerably lower than nacvg. This is expected as the entire finer fraction existed only in the

ML, leading to lower porosity and increased head loss in the ML prior to the onset condition.

Table 4: Key characteristics at limiting onset and complete mixture conditions

Test ID limiting onset condition complete mixture condition
tonset Qonsﬁt 10Tyg§5 'Lf:;[,ctl/ ZZ;F»;;Z Eanset kath;]rcy kﬁgapuis tCI\l QCM 7;C’I\J Hinfil
[min] [L/min] [+ - - J] [em/s]  [cm/s] [min] [L/min] [+ [mm/min]
FC15.LH1 135 5.26 0.19 0.15 1.12 1036 0.17 0.05 315 10.40  0.30 0.75
FC20_LH1 98 2.37 0.32 0.29 1.16 3.57 0.04 0.03 248 07.33  0.45 0.89
FC25_LH1 155 0.91 0.78 0.83 1.24 4.41 0.01 0.01 338 07.23 1.41 0.14
FC15.LH2 15 4.61 0.25 0.20 1.12 21.73  0.12 0.05 — — - 0.97
FC20.LH2 12 3.52 0.38 0.33 1.15 10.45  0.05 0.03 123 09.13  0.57 0.78
FC25.LH2 38 1.08 0.79 0.76 1.22 60.71 0.01 0.01 100 05.72 1.00 0.47
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Figure 7: Experimental observations for
FC20_LH1 case Figure 8: Experimental observations for
FC25_LH1 case.

Figure 6: Experimental observations for
FC15_LH1 case. In Figs. 6—11, the limiting onset
condition is indicated by a dashed line and the
complete mixture condition is indicated by a
dotted line
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4.2 Based on the conventional approach using flow velocity and average hy-
draulic gradient

The variation of flow velocity with the average hydraulic gradient in the ML is presented in Fig. 12a
for LH1 and Fig. 12b for LH2 cases. With increasing applied head, Fig. 12 demonstrates that the flow
velocity initially increased linearly with increasing 1%5 , following Darcy’s law. The onset of suffusion,
as indicated with an asterisk mark in Fig. 12, is given by a change in gradient in the flow velocity and
average hydraulic gradient curve. Using this conventional approach, the average hydraulic gradient at the

onset condition, i2%"% s listed in Table 4. Comparable values of iZ2% and i2%"Y are noted in Table 4,

» “onset onset onset

which validates the applicability of using porosity-based field maps from the spatial TDR, approach to
identify the limiting onset condition.

0.12 : : : 0.12 : :
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Figure 12: Average hydraulic gradient in the ML against flow velocity for the experiments performed
under (a) LH1 and (b) LH2 hydraulic loading conditions

According to Darcy’s law, the slope of the flow velocity vs. average hydraulic gradient curves prior to the
onset condition is indicative of the average hydraulic conductivity of the mixture layer, k,ﬁ)‘;’"cy, which is
listed in Table 4 for all cases. Note that the average hydraulic conductivity is unable to account for the
spatial variation of local conductivity in the same manner as the modified Kozeny-Carmen expression
presented by Annapareddy et al. (2022). As expected, the average hydraulic conductivity decreased with

increasing fines content, and comparable values were noted for both hydraulic loading conditions. Cha-

puis (2004) presented an empirical expression to estimate the average hydraulic conductivity, kﬁ,’;“p“is,
based on several laboratory experiments, which is given by:
30.78
Chapuis __ d%O (n%é)
kg, =246 | —— (6)
7 (1 —nML)
avg

The average hydraulic conductivity obtained from Eq. 6 is also listed in Table 4 and showed a good
agreement with the average hydraulic conductivity obtained in experiments from Fig. 12.

All tested specimens in this study have an underfilled or transitionally underfilled fabric. Therefore, it is
expected that 5% and iTPR would be significantly lower than the Terzaghi (1939) critical hydraulic
gradient for heave failure, i1, which is listed in Table 4 and determined based on the average porosity of
the mixture layer and a specific gravity of 2.5 for the glass beads. Both i2*"” and iZPE are significantly
lower than i1¢% and this is attributed to the fact that the stress is predominantly carried by the coarser

fraction (Skempton and Brogan, 1994; Shire et al., 2014; Hunter and Bowman, 2018). This implies that
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the effective stress on the finer fraction is only a portion of the effective stress carried by the coarser
fraction, which can be described by:

Lonset = Q X Zcheﬁz (7)
where 4,5 is the hydraulic gradient at the onset of suffusion observed in the experiments and « is the
stress reduction factor which generally ranges between 0 and 1 for suffusive soils, with a larger value
of « indicating greater resistance to the onset of suffusion (Li et al., 2013; Hunter and Bowman, 2018).
o values calculated from the spatial TDR approach, aZPE and conventional Darcy approach, a2
are listed in Table 5. « displayed a strong dependence on the fines content, with a larger « observed
for higher fines content. An increase in the fines content resulted in « increasing monotonically for the
samples considered in this study. This may be attributed to the preparation of the test specimens, which
were prepared by premixing the coarser and finer fractions with 4-6% moisture content and compacted
using the moist tamping method. However, further investigations are required to assess the influence of
the sample preparation technique on the stress transmission process. Note that a similar trend with a
increasing with increasing fines content was observed in the numerical analysis of Shire et al. (2014) and
Sufian et al. (2021) which was attributed to a greater proportion of finer particles participating in active
stress-carrying roles as fines content increases, leading to greater resistance against the onset of suffusion.
Further, « increased by approximately 39% when the fines content increased from 15% to 20%, while
it increased by approximately 55% when the fines content changed from 20% to 25%. This signifies a
significant increase in « when the soil fabric changes from underfilled to transitionally underfilled. In
addition, for specimens with an underfilled fabric (f. = 15% and 20%), the « values for LH2 hydraulic
loading condition are higher than for LH1, indicating that the critical hydraulic gradient increased as
the rate of hydraulic loading increased. However, for specimens with a transitionally underfilled fabric
(fe = 25%), both hydraulic loading conditions displayed a similar a value. The higher critical hydraulic
gradients at the onset of suffusion with a faster rate of hydraulic loading condition were also noted by Luo
et al. (2013) and Rochim et al. (2017). This can primarily be attributed to higher cumulative energy
expended at the onset condition, F,,s¢, in LH2 compared to LHI, as listed in Table 4. FE,,set was
calculated by the time integration of total flow power, P, from 0 to ¢,,s¢ and the total flow power can
be determined as (Sibille et al., 2015; Marot et al., 2016; Rochim et al., 2017):

P = Qvy,Ah (8)

where @ is the flow rate, 7, is the unit weight of the water and Ah is the hydraulic head drop across
the upstream and downstream sections of the specimen. However, it is acknowledged that the influence
of rate of hydraulic loading on « is based on a limited experimental data set and further investigations
are required to better understand the relationship between rate of hydraulic loading and «. Existing
empirical relationships for a do not suggest any dependence on the rate of hydraulic loading. Li (2008)

e ; : FF ML .
proposed an empirical expression for « as a function of dgy" and Oz’

dis”
ani =385 [ —ro— | —0.616 9)
Oso,CF

Table 5 lists a; for all cases, noting that ay; is independent of the rate of hydraulic loading. Eq. 9 was
observed to overpredict « at smaller fines content, while it underpredicted « at higher fines content.

Table 5: Comparison of stress reduction factors calculated in this study and those obtained from Eq. 9
proposed by Li (2008)

oY FC15.LH1 FC20.LH1 FC25.LH1 FC15LH2 FC20.LH2 FC25LH2
alDR 0.17 0.27 0.63 0.22 0.33 0.65
apirey 0.13 0.25 0.67 0.18 0.29 0.62
ar; 0.35 0.28 0.28 0.35 0.28 0.28
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5 Progression of suffusion

The progression of suffusion is characterised by the increasing infiltration height of the finer fraction into
the CL as indicated in the difference in porosity field maps shown in Figs. 6—11. The rate of infiltration
into the CL, H;, i1 (provided in Table 4) can be quantified as the gradient of H,,f,(¢) in the difference in
porosity field map. A significantly lower H;, i1 is observed in transitionally underfilled fabrics (f. = 25%)
compared to underfilled fabrics (f. = 15% and 20%). This is attributed to the differing nature of
progression observed in underfilled and transitionally underfilled gap-graded soils. In underfilled soils,
the infiltration of the finer fraction gradually leads to the development of a complete mixture condition,
while in transitionally underfilled soils, minimal infiltration is observed until a complete mixture zone is
formed very rapidly. This can be visualised by comparing the field maps seen in Fig. 7 for FC20_LH1
and Fig. 8 for FC25_LH1, as an example.

Figs. 6—11 also show that n%é increased with the progression of suffusion, and simultaneously, naCULg
reduced, which is a result of the migration of finer particles from the ML to the CL. The rate of change
in nML and nacvg increased as suffusion progressed, particularly for the specimens with f. = 25%. This
indicates that while the infiltration height, H;y,r;i(t), increased linearly with the progression of suffusion,

the rate of particle migration evolved non-linearly, which is explored further in the subsequent analysis.

The progression of particle migration led to the condition of a complete mixture where the finer fraction
infiltrated through the entire CL. This was observed in all cases, except in the case of FC15_LH2.
The time at which the complete mixture layer formed, tcys, is indicated with dotted vertical lines in
Figs. 6—11. The time, tcps, and the average gradient at the condition of the complete mixture, iy, is
listed in Table 4. icps for f. = 15% and 20% are moderately greater than i,,4e¢, while it is significantly
higher for f. = 25%, which is reflective of the rapid complete mixture condition formed in the specimens
with a transitionally underfilled fabric. With LH2, the complete mixture was attained at a much lower
hydraulic head for f. = 25%, whereas the opposite trend is noted for f. = 15% and 20%. The flow
rate corresponding to the complete mixture condition, Qcys, is listed in Table 4, where it is observed
that Q¢ is significantly higher compared to the flow rate at the onset condition, Qnset. The flow
rate increased non-linearly between the onset and complete mixing conditions for f, = 25%, while a
linear increase was noted for f. = 15% and 20%. The increase in flow rate is primarily governed by the
evolution of particle migration between the onset and complete mixing conditions. In the specimens with
fe = 25%, the particle migration initially evolved slowly from the onset condition, followed by a rapid
increase as it approached the complete mixing condition (Figs. 14a—19a). In contrast, particle migration
progressed steadily between onset and complete mixing conditions in the specimens with f. = 15% and
20% (refer Figs. 14a—15a and Figs. 17a—18a). This reflects the difference in the behaviour of underfilled
and transitionally underfilled fabrics. This may be attributed to the presence of a greater amount of
active finer particles in transitionally underfilled fabric compared to underfilled fabric. The n){% and
nanLq approached a similar value at the point of the complete mixture, beyond which the porosity of the
ML increased significantly, while the porosity of the CL remained constant or slightly reduced. This is
the result of the accumulation of the finer particles on the top of the upper filter once a complete mixture
is formed. For f. = 25%, a sharp drop in the z%é was observed at the complete mixture condition. This
is attributed to the rapid migration of finer particles from the ML to the CL. When the finer particles
migrated rapidly from the ML, the hydraulic conductivity in this zone increased significantly, which in
turn resulted in a reduction in the hydraulic gradient.

5.1 Amount and rate of migration of fines

. . ML CL . .
The temporal variation of ng,, and ng,, from spatial TDR can be used to quantify the amount of fines

that have migrated from the mixture layer to the coarse layer. The mass of the finer fraction, my, at a
given time can be determined by:
mf(t> = G5 Vrr(t) (10)
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where G is the specific gravity of the glass beads, v, is the unit weight of water and Vpp(t) is the solid
volume of the finer fraction, which can be obtained using:

Ver(t) =[1 — Naug,rr(t)] x V (11)

where V' is the total volume and ngy4 pr(t) is the average porosity of the finer fraction at a given time,
which can be obtained using the following expression given by Annapareddy et al. (2022):

navg,FF(t) - navg(t) - na'ug,CF(t) +1 (12>

where nqyg,cr(t) is the average porosity of the coarser fraction at a given time, ¢, and ng.4(t) is the
average porosity obtained from spatial TDR data. ng.q,cr(t) is given by (Kovécs, 1981):

fe
100

Navg,CF (1) = Navg(t) + [1 = Naug (1)] (13)

The residual mass of the finer fraction in the ML, my L at a given time can be obtained by using the

fl‘/{)gj in Eq. 12 and 13. Similarly, using the average porosity

of the CL (i.e., ngpg = naCULg), provides the mass of finer fraction migrated into the CL, m]qL. The initial
mass of the finer fraction in the ML predicted from Eq. 10 is compared against the known mass of finer
friction that was initially added to the ML in each experiment in Fig. 13. The dashed line in Fig. 13
represents a 1:1 line, while the solid lines denote a +10% error band. Eq. 10 slightly underestimated
the initial mass of the finer fraction, which was attributed to measurement errors associated with spatial
TDR and loss of fines during sample preparation. The results from Eq. 10 were minimally influenced
by the potential presence of preferential flow paths as these mainly relied on the measurements of local
porosity from spatial TDR.

average porosity of the ML, that is, nqvg = n

1400 . . : : )
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Figure 13: Mass of finer fraction, my predicted using Eq. 10 at time, ¢ = 0 is compared against the
known my measured during specimen preparation stage for all the test cases listed in Table 1

The evolution of the mass of the finer fraction in the ML and CL is shown in Figs. 14a—19a for all cases.
The dashed vertical line in Figs. 14-19, indicates t,,se: and is based on the spatial TDR approach, while

the dotted vertical line indicates tcar. When ¢ < tonset, mgc” L is approximately constant equalling to
initial fines content present in each respective test listed in Table 1 and quL is approximately zero as
no particle migration has occurred. For t,,s.t < t < topr, a significant loss of finer fraction is noted in
the ML with a subsequent gain of finer fraction into the CL. For ¢ > tc)y, the loss of finer fraction from
ML continues, while the mass of the finer fraction in the CL plateaus. This is because the finer fraction
has migrated to the top of the CL at t = toyy, and for t > topy, the finer fraction leaves the CL into the
upper filter.
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The instantaneous rate of change in the mass of the finer fraction in the ML (2L, ) and the CL (m$E, )

can be obtained from the gradients of my L and m?L . The mass of the finer fraction transported from

ML at any time, ¢, can be obtained by deducting the initial mass mjc”L(t = 0) from mﬁ‘/m(t). This
provides the mass loss of finer fraction from ML. The cumulative loss rate of the finer fraction from ML,
mML - and the cumulative gain rate of the finer fraction into CL, mSE | are obtained by considering
the cumulative rate of change of the finer fraction in their respective layers. Figs. 14b—19b show the
instantaneous rate of migration of the finer fraction, while the cumulative rate of migration of the finer
fraction is displayed in Figs. 14c—19c for all cases. Positive values of mjnstq OF Meym in Figs. 14—19
indicate a gain in the finer fraction, while the negative values indicate a loss in the finer fraction.

. ML - CL ,+ ML

When ¢ < t,,set, all different rates of migration (ML L, mML and mSL ) are approximately Cz&ro

it confirms that no migration of the finer fraction has occurred during this stage. The maximum %,
and minimum m% SLm were attained in between t,, . and tops except for the cases with f. = 25%, where
the maximum m%@m and minimum m%fm were attained just after tcp; as can be seen in Figs. 16 and
19. mgfm increased between t,pset < t < topr, while simultaneously, m%TLn decreased, indicating that
the rate of particle migration was not constant during the progression of suffusion, but rather increased
significantly as it approached the complete mixing condition. When ¢t > toar, mML was relatively
constant, while a slight reduction was observed in ML .

ML _ ;ML

avg Zonset)CMv

P was calculated by averaging the total flow power obtained from Eq. 8, amount of loss of finer fraction,
dmy"t, maximum instantaneous, m) %, .. and cumulative, ia}lE .. rates of particle migration in the
ML between the onset and complete mixing conditions are given in Table 6 for all the cases listed in
Table 1. Note that in FC15_LH2, the complete mixture condition was not attained under the applied
LH2 hydraulic loading condition. While the amount of loss of finer fraction in LH2 is lower than in
LH1, the instantaneous and cumulative rates of migration are significantly higher (approximately 2 to
3 times) in LH2. This is because the average power applied during the progression phase in LH2 is
significantly greater than in LHI1. Similar observations were noted in Rochim et al. (2017). For LHI1,
the driving hydraulic gradient required in underfilled fabric (f. = 15% and 20%) is considerably lower
than in transitionally underfilled fabric (f. = 25%) to cause similar amounts of loss of finer fraction.
This implies that once the onset condition is attained, a small increment in the local hydraulic gradient
can cause a significant amount of particle migration for soils with an underfilled fabric. On the other
hand, a substantial increase in the local hydraulic gradient is required to cause particle migration for
soils with a transitionally underfilled fabric. This is attributed to the low stress experienced by the finer
fraction for soils with an underfilled fabric compared to that in soils with a transitionally underfilled
fabric. However, a differing observation is noted for LH2. This may be a result of the large increments in
the applied hydraulic gradient at the beginning of LH2 cases, which affected the determination of i} L,
for FC20_LH2.

The driving hydraulic gradient at the complete mixture condition, A ( average power,

Table 6: Key characteristics of particle migration during the progression of suffusion

Test ID A (igyg —ignset) cpy T Amitt i G mar Meum,max
[ [J/min]  [%] [g/min] [g/min]
FC15 LHI 0.09 040 426  1.63 0.58
FC20 LHI 0.14 030 579 327 1.26
FC25 LHI 0.79 049 615  9.97 0.88
FC15LH2 — — - -
FC20 LH2 0.20 195 515  6.51 3.65
FC25 LH2 0.26 139 341 1387 1.93
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Figure 14: Changes in the (a) mass of finer fraction, my (b) instantaneous rate of change in the mf and
(c) cumulative rate of change in the my for FC15_.LH1. In Figs. 14—19, the limiting onset condition is
indicated by dashed line and the complete mixture condition is indicated by dotted line.
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Figure 16: Changes in the (a) mass of finer fraction, my (b) instantaneous rate of change in the my and
(c) cumulative rate of change in the my for FC25_LHI1.
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The influence of the fines content and the rate of loading on the cumulative rate of fines migration

corresponding to topas (at the condition of complete mixture) is shown in Fig. 20. It is observed that mML

cum
and Sl increased by approximately 52% and 30%, respectively when the fines content is increased

from 15% to 20% for both LH1 and LH2. For LHI1, a further increase in the fines content to 25%

resulted in a significant decrease in mMZ and mSL by approximately 46% and 34%, respectively, while

the mME and mSL only reduced slightly for LH2. This is because the maximum and minimum rate of

migration at a given time occurred after the attainment of the complete mixture condition for f. = 25%
(refer to Figs. 16b and 19b), while it is occurred in between the onset and complete mixture conditions
for f. = 15% and 20% (refer Figs. 14b—15b and 17b—18b). For the specimens with f. = 25%, the

maximum and minimum rate of migration in LH2 occurred further away from the complete mixing

condition compared to that in LH1. The faster rate of hydraulic loading yielded higher values of L

and mCL . The mML and mSL in LH2 are approximately 40% higher than in LHI1 for f. = 15%

cum”* cum cum

and 20%, while they are approximately 57% greater for f. = 25%. This observation is consistent with
Rochim et al. (2017) and the reason for this has been detailed above.
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Figure 20: Influence of fines content and rate of hydraulic loading on the cumulative rate of change in
the mass of finer fraction at complete mixture condition.

6 Conclusions

A purpose-built coaxial permeameter was employed to explore the spatial and temporal evolution of
particle migration during the complete process of suffusion from onset to progression to washout. The
influence of fines content in gap-graded granular soils and the rate of hydraulic loading on particle
migration was investigated for an upward seepage flow inside a coaxial permeameter cell. The cell acted
as a transmission line facilitating electromagnetic measurements using spatial time-domain reflectometry
from which the spatial and temporal evolution of local porosity along the height of the specimen were
obtained using an inversion technique. In addition, the flow rate and hydraulic gradients within the
specimen were monitored using a flow meter and pressure transducers, respectively. The test specimen
consists of a mixture layer overlain by a coarse layer of similar height.

A field map of the difference in porosity was generated by considering the changes in the local porosity
profile with the initial porosity profile. The limiting onset condition for suffusion was inferred from
the difference in porosity field map, from which the critical hydraulic gradient was obtained. The
progression of suffusion was characterised by the infiltration of the finer fraction into the coarse layer
with the continuation of particle migration leading to the formation of a complete mixture condition.
The amount and rate of particle migration within the specimen were determined from the measured
porosity profile. The rate of loss of finer particles from the mixture layer and the rate of gain of finer
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particles into the coarse layer at any given time was presented for each experiment using instantaneous
and cumulative rates of particle migration. The key findings from this study are:

1. The limiting onset condition for suffusion was readily obtained from the difference in porosity field
maps obtained from spatial TDR data. The corresponding critical hydraulic gradients exhibited
a close agreement with the critical hydraulic gradients obtained from the conventional approach
using average hydraulic gradient and flow velocity curves. This provided strong validation for the
applicability of the field maps obtained from spatial TDR for identifying the onset of suffusion
irrespective of the filling degree.

2. The critical hydraulic gradient and critical flow rate showed strong dependence on the fines content.
An increase in the fines content yielded higher critical gradients and lower critical flow rates.
In contrast, the rate of hydraulic loading showed minimal to negligible influence on the critical
hydraulic gradient and critical flow rate, with slightly higher critical hydraulic gradients for the
faster rate of loading in underfilled fabrics.

3. The rate of infiltration of the finer fraction into the coarse layer is significantly lower in tran-
sitionally underfilled fabrics (f. = 25%) compared to underfilled fabrics (f. = 15% and 20%).
This is attributed to the differing nature of progression observed in underfilled and transitionally
underfilled gap-graded soils. In underfilled soils, the mixture zone gradually developed into the
complete mixture condition, while in transitionally underfilled soils, the mixture zone only mini-
mally developed until a complete mixture zone formed very rapidly. The mechanisms preventing
the continuation of fines migration and causing the rapid development of a mixture zone require
further investigation. However, it can be hypothesised that the controlling factor for the occur-
rence of this observation is the concentration of fines in the mixture zone reaching a transitional
concentration where the fines start to contribute to the transfer of the effective stress.

4. While the infiltration of the finer fraction increased linearly with the progression of suffusion, the
rate of particle migration evolved non-linearly. This indicates the heterogeneous nature of particle
migration along the mixture layer, which is the subject of ongoing research.

5. he rate of particle migration displayed a strong dependence on fines content and rate of hydraulic
loading. It was observed that the increase in the rate of particle migration with the increase in
fines content reached a plateau when the soil fabric changed from underfilled to transitionally
underfilled. This is because in a transitionally underfilled fabric significant portion of the finer
fraction participates in the transmission of effective stresses. Further, the faster rate of hydraulic
loading resulted in a higher rate of particle migration. However, the preliminary results presented
on the influence of the rate of hydraulic loading are based on a limited amount of data and
further investigations at differing hydraulic loading conditions are required to better understand
the influence of the rate of hydraulic loading on the suffusion process.

These observations on the spatial and temporal evolution of local porosity and particle migration demon-
strate the capability of the spatial TDR approach to investigate the entire process of suffusion from onset
to progression to washout. Ongoing research aims to utilise these observations on particle migration to
evaluate the influence of heterogeneity on particle migration during suffusion processes. While this study
was limited to considering idealised gap-graded soils with an underfilled or transitionally underfilled fab-
ric, future research aims to extend the coaxial permeameter cell to systematically investigate real soils
considering a wider range of PSDs including broadly graded soils, different particle shapes, hydraulic
loading conditions and effective stress conditions.
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Notations

The following symbols are used in this paper:

CF
CL
de
degr
e
drr
s

Eonset

FF

fe

G,
Hipnpi(t)
Hinitial

Hinfil
her
har
lavg
Z'CL
av
Z‘M
av%
iJVI +CL
avg
cMm
iTerz
crit

lonset

-Darcy
onset

iTDR
onset

Chapuis
kavg

Darcy
ka’ug

ML

coarser fraction

coarse layer

mean particle diameter

effective particle diameter

mean particle diameter of the coarser fraction

mean particle diameter of the finer fraction

average diameter of particles in the i** bin of the particle size
distribution

cumulative energy expended at the onset condition

finer fraction

fines content

specific gravity of solids (glass beads)

infiltration height of finer fraction into the coarse layer

initial height of the interface between the mixture and coarse lay-
ers

rate of infiltration of finer fraction into the coarse layer

height of coarse layer

height of mixture layer

average hydraulic gradient

average hydraulic gradient across the coarse layer

average hydraulic gradient across the mixture layer

average hydraulic gradient across the test specimen

hydraulic gradient at the complete mixture condition

critical hydraulic gradient for heave failure

hydraulic gradient at the limiting onset condition observed in the
experiments

hydraulic gradient in the mixture layer at the limiting onset con-
dition from conventional Darcy approach

hydraulic gradient in the mixture layer at the limiting onset con-
dition from spatial TDR approach

average hydraulic conductivity based on the empirical equation
proposed by Chapuis (2004)

average hydraulic conductivity based on Darcy’s law

mixture layer

mass of finer fraction

cumulative gain rate of finer fraction into the coarse layer
cumulative loss rate of finer fraction from the mixture layer
mass of finer fraction migrated into the coarse layer

residual mass of the finer fraction in the mixture layer
instantaneous rate of change in the mass of the finer fraction in
the coarse layer

instantaneous rate of change in the mass of the finer fraction in
the mixture layer

average porosity

average porosity of coarse layer

average porosity of mixture layer

average porosity of the coarser fraction

average porosity of the coarser fraction in the mixture layer
average porosity of the finer fraction

average pore diameter of the coarser fraction in the mixture layer
total flow power
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P average flow power between onset and complete mixture condi-

tions

PSD particle size distribution

Q flow rate

Qcm flow rate corresponding to the complete mixture condition

Qonset flow rate corresponding to limiting onset condition

TDR time domain reflectometry

tom time corresponding to complete mixture condition

tonset time corresponding to limiting onset condition

|4 total volume of the mixture layer

Ver solid volume of the coarser fraction in the mixture layer

Vir solid volume of the finer fraction

Vs total solid volume of the mixture layer

AfCF weight of particles in the i*" bin of the PSD

Ah hydraulic head drop across the upstream and downstream sections
of the specimen

« stress reduction factor

ap shape factor

ar; stress reduction factor based on the empirical expression proposed
by Li (2008)

AR stress reduction factor from the conventional Darcy approach

aggf stress reduction factor from the spatial TDR approach

Y unit weight of water

Pd dry density
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