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Abstract

A geophysical and geotechnical pre-foundation study on the proposed ICT center of the
Olusegun Agagu University of Science and Technology (OAUSTECH), Okitipupa, was carried
out to determine the suitability and competency of the subsurface soil and evaluate its
engineering implications for infrastructural development. The Dipole-Dipole array, with a
spacing of 5 meters, was used to investigate the subsurface lithology and its suitability for
construction application in relation to the depth, thickness, and resistivity of subsurface
materials. Three (3) traverses, 110 meters each, were employed. Four (4) soil samples randomly
taken at depths of 0.5 meters were used to carry out geotechnical laboratory tests. The first
layer resistivity ranges from 153 ohm-m — 1005 ohm-m with maximum thickness of
approximately 2 meters, the second layers resistivity value ranges between 1162 ohm-m to
84965 ohm-m with corresponding thickness of 10 meters — 15 meters, and the third layer has
resistivity values above 221486 ohm-m. Geotechnical analysis carried out on the soil samples
obtained are Natural Moisture Content (NMC) with values between 14.1% to 14.3%, Grain
Size Analysis with > 50% finer passing, Atterberg Limit Test with plastic limit ranging from
19.4% to 19.9%, Consolidation test ranging from 0.0131 — 0.0136m?/yr, Unconfined
Compression (UC) Test revealing approximately 182.5Kla, Permeability test ranging from
1.33x107 cm/s to1.85%10-5 cm/s, and Specific Gravity (SG) of 2.648 - 2.654. Three geological
layers were inferred namely; clayey sand, sandy clay and sand. From the geophysics and
geotechnical it can be inferred that the study area is competent. But Excavation of soil to a
depth of about 2 meter at which the soil is adequately competent (consolidated) is
recommended.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Geoscientists, engineers, and other professionals routinely
conduct geophysical investigations and subsurface
assessments for environmental remediation and other aspects
of site characterization are used in engineering design and
construction. [1]. In recent years, more structures have failed
due to inadequate bedrock knowledge, incorrect top soil
characterization, inability to determine groundwater levels,
underground voids, and cavities in carbonate rocks, and soil
strata competence [2]. This understanding will aid in the
provision of adequate design data information as well as
determining the likelihood of failure before design, and
establishing the suitability of the location before building a
safe, durable, and low-maintenance structure

All structures on the earth have foundations that are
supported by rocks. The majority of structural failure issues
are caused by a faulty foundation and poor-quality building
materials. However, there is insufficient understanding of the
physico-mechanical factors that determine the competency of
soil-supporting engineering structures [3].

Geophysical methods are used to determine subsurface
structures such as cavities, voids, sinkholes, fractures, faults,
and other hazards in civil engineering structures [4].
Engineering geophysics provides detailed information on the
subsoil's competence in foundation engineering [3].

Various methods of geophysical investigations/survey are
frequently used to visualize the Earth's subsurface in support
of subsoil investigations. Geophysical methods that are
commonly used include seismic tomography, electrical
resistivity, gravity, ground penetrating radar and
electromagnetic [5], [6].

In the present study, geophysical and geotechnical methods
of the survey were integrated into evaluating the competence
of the subsoil at the proposed ICT building of the Olusegun
Agagu University of Science and Technology (OAUTECH,
formerly OSUSTECH), Okitipupa. The Integration approach
involves geophysical investigation using the dipole-dipole
array and geotechnical investigation by collecting soil samples
to be analysed in a standard geotechnical laboratory. The
objectives are to determine the geological parameters and
nature of the lithology of the subsurface, delineate subsurface
geological features and thus determine competent and
incompetent layers in the subsurface.

The research area is on the permanent site of OAUTECH,
Okitipupa, designated for the construction of the information
technology (ICT) building with an area approximately 250 m
x 145 m in size and is located between longitudes 4°3' E and
6°00' E and latitudes 5°42' N and 8°15' N. Okitipupa is located
in Ondo State's Southern District, in south-western Nigeria,
and it’s within the Nigerian sector of the Dahomey basin. The
basin is a marginal pull-apart basin formed during the early
Cretaceous separation of the African and South American
plates, and it is part of a network of West African pre-cratonic
basins formed during the beginning of rifting [7], [8] and [9].
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It stretches from South-eastern Ghana on the west to Benin
Republic and Togo on the east to the Okitipupa ridge in
southern Nigeria. The base map and geological map of Ondo
State showing the study area is depicted in Fig. 1 and 2.
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Fig. 1 Base Map of the Study Area

Fig. 2 Geological Map of Ondo State showing the Study
Area [10].

The study area comprises undulating lowlands which
characterizes the coastal sedimentary rocks of south-western
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Nigeria. The drainage pattern observed in the study area is
dendritic. They are characterized by irregular branching of
tributary streams in many directions at almost any angle.

II. MATERIALS AND METHOD

A reconnaissance survey was carried out in the study area
to acquire topographic information and the geology of the
study area which is of an approximated dimension of 250 m x
145 m. The GPS reading was used to generate the base map of
the study area. The electrical resistivity method of geophysical
survey was carried out using the Dipole-Dipole array and three
traverses were established, with a station interval of 5 meters
with a Dipole level (n=5).

Soil samples obtained at four different locations within the
study area were analyzed using geotechnical analysis in the
laboratory.

A. Geophysical Measurements

The geoelectrical data was collected using a 12-electrode
system, which allowed for automated measurements of near
surface apparent resistivity using a dipole-dipole electrode
array. This technique has a high horizontal resolution but
suffers from a relatively low signal strength [11]. The dipoles
were spaced 5m apart. Using the commercial software
package DiproTM® [12], the resistivity data were processed
and inverted [13]. The RMS errors were quite low due to the
high quality of the processed data (less than 7 percent). The
data output is used to make interpretations.

B. Geotechnical Study survey

The acquisition of soil samples for the geotechnical study
involves the excavating of topsoil to a depth of 0.5m and the
samples were taken randomly at these four positions, after
which it was kept in a polythene bag to prevent them from
being exposed to air to prevent it from losing water. The
samples were later taken to the laboratory for analysis. The
geotechnical tests conducted includes Natural Moisture
Content (NMC), Grain size analysis, Atterberg limit tests and,
Confined and Unconfined test.

1) Natural Moisture Content (NMC)

The Natural Moisture Content (NMC) of a soil is the ratio
of the weight of water in a given sample to that of the dry
weight of the sample. The soil mass was weighed, and a small
amount of the soil sample was placed in two different cans.
Each can was subsequently placed in the oven for 24 hours,
and the weight was taken again to determine the dry mass of
the soil sample. The NMC can be calculated as follows:
Weight of empty can = W (g)

Weight of empty can + wet soil = W, (g)
Weight of empty can + dry soil = W (g)
Weight of water in the pores of the soil = W- W (g)

— W1-W0) - (W2-W0) _ 4 0

NMC = Wiowo) M

2) Grain Size Analysis
A representative sample of oven-dried un-conglomerated
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soil weighing 250g was made to pass through a stack of
meshes arranged according to sizes in descending order. The
stack was placed in a shaker and the clamps were fixed and
the time adjusted (10 to 20 minutes). The setup was left to
shake and the mass of soil retained in each sieve was measured
and analyzed.

3) Atterberg Limit Tests

1) Liquid Limit (LL)

A small amount of the sifted soil was mixed with distilled
water, a penetrometer cup was filled with the wet sample, and
a pallet was used to level the soil in the cup, the cone was later
released on the soil for about five minutes and the penetration
reading was taken from the gauge and recorded (in mm), the
wet sample was taken using pallet knife inside the moisture
content can, weighed and was placed inside the oven for 24
hours to know the mass of the dry soil, so that the moisture
content can be calculated. This method was repeated three
times.

The number of penetration was plotted against the
moisture content and a curve is drawn through the plotted
points. The curve is called the flow curve, in which the straight
line is drawn to the moisture content to determine the value of
the liquid limit for each sample.

4) Plastic Limit (PL)

A small quantity of soil was taken and the sample was
sieved through a 425um sieve. It was thoroughly mixed with
distilled water and subsequently moulded into a ball. The soil
was moulded between the palm, finger, and glass plate until
the soil's heat was sufficient to cause minor cracks then the
sample was divided into two subsamples was later roll
between the tip of the finger and with a glass plate into 3mm
diameter and was weighed immediately before it was placed
inside the oven for 110°C, It was weighed after dryness. The
moisture content was then calculated.

5) Linear Shrinkage (LS)

The brass mould is rub with grease, after it is filled with
wet soil and placed inside an oven for 48hours to determine
the shrinkage which occur to the soil, which will now be
measured by a meter rule after it dryness. Mathematically
linear shrinkage is calculated by this expression
L.S% == x100
6) Compaction Test

The soil was pulverized and sieved through the 20mm
sieve and 3kg of the sample was weighed and poured into a
large tray. The base plate was fixed to the mold, weighed, and
recorded as M, later the extension collar was attached, while
the mold was rubbed using oil, 8% water of the soil sample
was mixed with it and was divided into 3 equal parts, then the
mold was filled with the first part and 25kg hammer was used
to blow at a count of 25 blows. The hammer was always in
contact with the soil surface as the blow was distributed over
the surface, the second and third part was done the same way
but the third part was compacted very well so that it will not
extend above the mold, later the extension collar was removed

)
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and straight was used to trim the soil compacted above 6 mm
until is perfectly leveled with the top of the mold. The weight
of the mould along with the compacted soil was taken and
recorded. A portion of the soil that had been compacted and
extruded from the mould was taken as a sample from both the
top and the bottom for moisture content determination. To
raise the water content, 2% of water was added to it. The same
step was repeated about four times till the weight of the mold
plus compacted soil dropped.

7) Consolidation test

When subjected to different vertical pressures, the
Consolidation test is used to ascertain the magnitude and rate
of volume decrease in a laterally confined soil sample. Using
the measured data, the consolidation curve (pressure-void
ratio relationship) can be plotted. This data can further be used
to estimate the compression, recompression index and pre-
consolidation pressure of the soil. Furthermore, the data can
be used to calculate the soil's consolidation and secondary
compression coefficients
8) Unconfined Compression (UC) Test

The soil sample was compacted into a mold and later
extruded. An exact diameter of the soil at the top at three
locations at an angle of 1200 apart at exact length; was also
average and recorded as length. The mass of the sample was
weighed. The sample was positioned and centered on the
device's bottom plate, the upper plates were adjusted to make
contact with the sample, and the deformation dial was set to
zero. The load was applied until the load dial was decreased,
and the apparatus produced axial strain at a rate between 0.5 -
2.0 percent per minute. The load and deformation dial
readings were recorded. The sample was then extracted from
the compression apparatus, and its moisture content was
measured.

9) Specific Gravity (SG)

In the laboratory, a Pycnometer is utilized to determine the
specific gravity of a soil sample. The specific gravity of a soil
is utilized to determine the phase relationship between air,
water, and solids within a given volume of soil.

10) Permeability Test

Permeability test (or hydraulic conductivity) is a test used
to determine the rate at which water flows through a soil. It is
a function of grain size, shape and voids.

II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Geophysical field result

The Dipole-Dipole data was acquired from resistivity values
taken in the South — North direction for traverse 1 and traverse
2. And the third traverse was perpendicular to them at the
center (East-West direction). The inverted 2D resistivity
structure sections correlated along with the current density
sections along the traverses (Fig. 3-5).

Traverse 1, the 2-D resistivity structure beneath Traverse
images (Fig. 3) 25m below the surface sequence. The topsoil
(in blue color) has variable resistivity values of between 245
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and 448 Qm. The second layer (in green/yellow color)
corresponds to the lateritic layer with resistivity values
ranging from 1162 — 19949 Qm and a depth of about 4 m. The
third layer (red /purple color) corresponds to resistivity values
ranging from 53745 Qm — 412218 Qm which is termed to be
the most competent layer. It should be noted that at 35m to
50m across the traverse 1 and at a depth of 20- 30 m, a
conductive body was observed which was noted for further
investigation.

Traverse 2 (Fig. 4), the topsoil has a resistivity ranging from
153 Qm — 851 Qm showing that it is a competent bed for
foundation structure. The second layer (in green/yellow color)
corresponds to the lateritic layer with resistivity values
ranging from 5049 Qm — 76634 Qm and a depth of about 3m.

Traverse 3 (Fig. 5), the resistivity values ranging from 405
Qm -1005 Qm at the topsoil were interpreted as clayey sand.
The second layer having resistivity values ranging from 6276
Qm — 82584 Qm was interpreted as a competent layer.
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Fig. 3 2D Resistivity Section for Traverse 1 along S — N
Direction
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Fig. 5 2D Resistivity Section for Traverse 3 along E - W
Direction
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B. Geotechnical result

A geotechnical analysis was carried out so as to gain insight
into the types and properties of soil materials present in the
near-surface of the study area and to compare results obtained
with the geophysical results. The outcomes of the geotechnical
analysis conducted on the collected soil samples are displayed
in tables and graphs and used as a basis of interpretation.

1) Natural Moisture Content (NMC) Results

The water content of many soils may be a fundamental
index for establishing the relationship between the properties
of soils and how they behave. The moisture content of fine-
grained soil greatly influences its consistency. The natural
moisture content of the soil sample tested in the study area
ranges between 14.1% - 14.3% (Table I). The values indicates
that the NMC of the soils in the area is moderately low. When
the rainfall is heavy, the soil beneath the study area will not be
greatly affected.
2) Consistency Limit Results

On the four soil samples, the Atterberg limits tests were
performed to establish and describe their consistency,
providing useful information about their strength, behavior,
stability, type, and degree of consolidation [14]. As observed
from Fig. 6-9, the liquid limit value ranges from 30.2 percent
to 32.0 percent. The plastic limit ranges from 19.4% - 19.9%.
The soil samples have low liquid and plastic limits indicating
their sandy or silt nature (AASHTO classification system,
1945). The values obtained for the liquid limit and Plastic
Limit of the collected samples are in the medium range
(<30%) and indicate low plasticity of the soil samples. It is
generally believed that soils having high values of liquid and
plastic limits are not good as construction materials. The
plastic index of all soil samples in the area ranges from 10.80—
12.10 which is less than 20%, hence it is suitable for
engineering construction [15]. The higher the Plasticity Index,
the lower the competence of the soil for civil engineering
construction [16]. The linear shrinkage values of the samples
range from 11.0 — 12.0%. They are therefore good as
construction materials.
3) Compaction Test Results

As observed from Fig. 10-13, the compaction test results
of the subsoil give the Maximum Dry Density and Optimum
Moisture Content of the soil samples to range from 1923
kg/cm?® - 1946 kg/cm?® and 14.0 % - 14.6 % respectively. The
moisture-density relationship, i.e. the compaction curves,
indicates the maximum bulk density to which a given force
can compact the soil and the water content of the soil that is
optimal for maximum compaction. According to the Unified
Soil Classification System (USCS) on moisture-density
relationships, the study area's soil samples fall into sandy clay
and gravelly clay, which correlates with the Atterberg Limit
classification and grain size distribution. This demonstrates
that compaction has a gradual effect on the soil.
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4) Grain Size Analysis Results

The results obtained from the soil samples (Fig. 14-17)
reveals that the percentage of soil passing for sieves 10, 40,
and 200 range from 22.4 — 25.7%, 20.8 — 22.5%, and 51.1 —
53.3% respectively. It was observed that each soil sample
exhibited >50% finer passing (sieve 200) and according to the
USCS (Unified Soil Classification System), these samples are
classified as clay of high plasticity (CH) and are all considered
fair engineering material. There is a correlation between these
results and the resistivity distribution of the topsoil within
which these samples are taken. This indicates a direct
relationship between the resistivity of a material and its
competence to sustain the structural load [15].
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z 479 000 200 1200
Ll ree | 20 | 3 1 She 6% Cve I8N
[ 1150 43
Coanne. 600 853
s a3 n
A [ Medinm] 0300 4 49 Moistwe Content % = w2 N
¥ o1 4
D Pine 073 32 34. Belk weight = 000 g
00 1% FTYT)
Cuya | Swm | 200 Dry weight = s
roes| se [wedwe] &7
- s b 3y
- .
- a
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I. |
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»
-
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Fig. 15 Grain Size Analysis Result for Sample 2
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Cleat Dase: 263172019
Project.
Lecasoa:
Borsbole No. Samplie No B3 Depth. mt.
[Sivetnetyn
Parncle Mass Peccest
Parscle Dismeter | Rotained | Retained | Passing
PO (mm) (2 00 oo
100.000 100.0
Cobbles| 75000 100,
[ 3000 1000 | Geavel = 13% Gowlz 13%
G | 37.500 1000 | ComeSmad=  91%
IS | 19000 1000 | Medium Sand = 304% Sand= 623%
A | 14000 100.0 | Fize Sand = n™~
vV |comel 5300 100 Fam=  363% Faws e
z 4730 000 200 1000
L | Fie 20 | 3 23 3 Sis=  133%  Clye 213%
| 1180 50 33 2
Coarve. ) 600 L 9.
s | o425 [TE 78
A Mediuz 300 18 39 Messtwre Content % = 142 %
X o1 I T
D Fine 073 336 36. Balk weight = 3000 §
<0075 | 135 3630
Clhy & Szm 278 Dry weight = 4378 g
LrosEs | i [taisalwp | 437
R - e w2 e aom

1]))!isan

T ()

[Lrme Toemmm] come] e T [ comae | rwe oo [ conme]

o |

Fig. 17 Grain Size Analysis Result for Sample 4

©DOP_KASU Publishing



PHYSICSAccess

Banso et al.

5) Hydrometer Analysis Result

Hygrometer analysis is the process by which fine-grained
soil, silts, and clay, are graded. The buoyoucous Hydrometer
analysis performed on the samples to assess textural
classification reveals the samples, as revealed from the results

in Fig. 18-21, classified as silty sand.

SampleNo. A}
Hydrometer Analyiis
Composite comecticnC; = 10 4 Passing sieve No. 200 = 353 % 268
Elpsed Acmaal Comecred Tezp. Tempenaoare & Effecuve Pamcle Percent
Time, (7) | Hydrometer | bydrometer Specific gravary Depts | Dismeter Fioer
0 Resdizg Readiag (4] Coastaae, (X) @) D) == [}
]
[ £ 2100 2200 2 00123 1260 00621 3ase
1 2000 200 ¥ 00123 1286 00442 EERYY
2 19.00 2000 2% 00123 13.02 00315 3153
s 1800 1900 P 00123 1319 00200 2995
15 17.00 1800 pil 00123 1335 o011 2838
30 1600 1700 2 00123 1351 0.0083 2630
(] 1500 1600 ¥ 00123 1368 00059 2822
120 1400 1500 2% 00123 1384 00042 2365
240 1300 1400 b 00123 140 00030 207
1440 1200 1300 pid 00123 1417 00012 2050
e = T &7
Fig. 18 Hydrometer Analysis Result for Sample 1
SampleNo. Bl
M
Composite comuctionC; = 10 4 Passing sieve No. 200 = H4% 265
Elapred Acmaal Comected Tep Tempersmre & | Effective | Pamcle | Percent
Time,(7) | Hydromessr | bydromeser Specific gravay Dep | Diameter Fioer
mmutes Readizg Readiaz O Coastaat. (K) &) (D). mm (%)
(]
05 2000 2100 pi 00123 1286 00626 3265
1 1900 2000 2% 00123 1302 00445 3109
2 1800 19.00 29 00123 13.19 00317 2954
3 17.00 1800 2% 00123 1338 00202 2798
15 1600 1700 2% 00123 13.51 00117 2643
30 1500 1600 2% 00123 1368 00083 2487
-] 1400 1500 2% 00123 1384 00059 2332
120 1300 1400 2% 00123 40 00042 2177
240 1200 1300 pil 00123 1417 00030 2021
1480 1100 1200 2% 00123 1433 00012 1866

Fig. 19 Hydrometer Analysis Result for Sample 2

SampleNo. B2
Hydrometer Analvils
Comporite comection.C - 10 % Passing sieve No. 200 = 369% 265
Elapred Actaal Comected Texp. Tempenanare & Effective Parnicle Percent
Tme, () | Hydrometer | Bydromeser Specific gravity | Depts | Dismeter | Fiver
mzuses Resding Reading (4] Coastant. (X) @) (D). m= )
0
[ F] 20 2300 2 00123 1293 00617 3542
1 2100 2200 29 00123 1269 00439 33ss
2 200 2100 pid 00123 1236 00313 3234
S 1900 2000 2 00123 1302 00199 3080
15 1800 1900 2 00123 13.19 o016 2926
30 1700 1800 2 00123 13338 00082 an
-] 1600 1700 2 00123 13.51 0.0059 2618
120 1500 1600 2 00123 1368 00042 2464
240 1400 1500 2 00123 1384 00030 2310
1440 1300 1400 pil 00123 1401 00012 2156
we = T es2

Fig. 20 Hydrometer Analysis Result for Sample 3
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SampleNo. B3
Hydrometer Analyvuis
| Composie comrecnon.C - 10 s Passing sieve No. 200 = 365% 265
Elspred Actal Comected Temp. Tempensmre & | Effective | Pamcle Percest
Tuze, (1) Hydrometer Bydrometer Specific gravwry Dot Duameter Fioer
mmutes Rea&op Resdiag o Coastaar (X) @) (D). mm (%)
o
(3 2200 2300 29 00123 12.53 00618 3546
1 2100 2200 pi 00123 1260 00440 33
2 2000 2100 29 00123 1286 00313 3237
S 19.00 2000 29 00123 13.02 00199 3083
15 1800 1900 29 00123 13.19 00116 2929
30 17.00 1800 pid 00123 1335 00082 27.2:
80 1600 1700 p- 00123 13.51 0.0059 2621
120 1500 1600 29 00123 13 68 0.0042 2467
240 1400 1500 pid 00123 1384 00030 2312
1480 1300 1400 bl 00123 140 00012 2158

Fig. 21 Hydrometer Analysis Result for Sample 4

6) Specific Gravity Result

From the soil sample obtained (Fig. 22-25), Sample
number one has a specific gravity of 2.652, sample number
two has a specific gravity of 6.52, sample number three has a
specific gravity of 2.654, and sample number four has a
specific gravity of 2.648. The sample has a specific gravity
range of 2.648 - 2.654, indicating that it is a silty-sand.

SPECIFIC GRAVITY,5G TEST

A3
Test Numbar 1 2 3
Mass of empty jar + lid. M, 405.00 405.00 48500
Mass of jar + lid + oven dry soil, M. 548.20 540,00 553.60
Mass of jar + lid + soil + water, M, 104425 | 103873 1047.69
Miass of jar + Lid + water only, M, 1011.14 | 101114 101114
Miazs of soil, A, -M) 53.20 4580 58.60
Mass of equivalant Vol Of watar, 20.0% 17.31 2208
O - M) - 3L - M)

Specific granty. 5G = 2648 2.652 2.657

[ - MY, - M) - (M - Mo))]
Averspe specific gravity 5G = 2652

Fig. 22 Specific Gravity analysis for sample 1

SPFECIFIC GRAVITY, 5G TEST
Bl

Tegt Number 1 1 3
Masz of empry jar + lid, M, 48200 40500 40500
Mass of jar + 134 + oven dry il M, 54820 54080 553.60
Mass of jar + 1id + soil + water, M, 104230 | 103874 | 1047681
Mass of jar + 1id - water only, M, 109114 | 101114 | 1011.14
Mass of soil, M, =M 3.0 4500 58.60
Masz of squivalant Vel OF water, 2004 17.30 1.1

D, - M) - M- M)
Specific zravity 3G = 2835 1453 14548

[, - DO - M) - (M, - M)

Averze specific sravity 3G = 2.652

Fig. 23 Specific Gravity analysis for sample 2
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SPECTFIC GRAVITY, 5G TEST
Bl

Test Namber 1 7] 3
Mass of empty jar + lid, M 403.00 405.00 405.00
Mass of jar + lid = oven dry soil M, 820
(Masz of jar + lid - sodl + water. M, 104428
Mass of jar + lid - warter only, M, 101114 | 101114 | 101114
Mass of soil, M, -M,;) 3N 45.00 58.60
Masz of equivalant Vol Of water, 2068 17.28 1208

M, - M) - M - M)
Specific graviiy, 5G = 2652 2655 2653

(B4 - M), - M) - - M)

Averaze sperific Fravity SG = 1654

Fig. 24 Specific Gravity analysis for sample 3

SPECTFIC GRAVITY, 5G TEST

B3
Test Mumber 1 3 3
(Mass of empry jar + lid, M. 40500 | 48500 40500
Mass of jar + Lid - oven dry soil M, B30 34090 33360
(Mass of jar + lid = sodl = warter, M, 104523 | 103871 | 14764
Mas; of jar + Hd = water only, M, 101014 | 101114 | 191114
(Maz: of sail, M -M)| 510 4500 58.60
[ Mass of equivalant Vel Of water, 2011 733 2110
M- M- M- M)

Specific gravify,SG = 1848 1648 2851

[, - MV - M- M- MU
| Averazs specific sravity 3G = 2.648

Fig. 25 Specific Gravity analysis for sample 4

7)

Permeability Results

The results obtained from the permeability test, as revealed
in Fig. 26-29, on the samples show that the permeability rates
from 1.33 X 1075 cm/s

range

to

1.85 x 1075 cm/s,

indicating a very low rate of water flow through the soil.

COEFFICIENT OF PERMEABILITY (Falling Head)
Project:

Soul Degeription

Az

Tested by Dare
Scumpie Dimengams: Diwm: 102 cmi Aread
vol
fe
Sandp@er  Burete(0wl]  Diam .06 can Arcaa 0.883 cud?
Teine | Fow [ Feom [ £5 [So e [Goo| To¢ [ Tatne [ hom [ Foem
T = s EEFT) EEd = B 55
= 5 = FT Fi7 = = 5C
E; E & FEET Fid =5 5 50
= 5 s Tre0 2 25 = 50 7
e =0 7 =
- o.szar
& = (ol " . —
ey 2.002-05 - 00000260883 e
Fap = ke 1ss505 = 0.0000265722 iy
Degree ef Permeainicy: Lo (Sel Tty for Engnecrces Uy T

Williams Lambe, 19517

Fig. 26 Permeability test for sample 1
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oF v 3
Projece Sameple Nt £
5ol Deseription.
Tested B Date
Sample Dimensions: Dicmn. 102 cms Avead
Vet
oo
Stamdppe = Burerte(S0ml)  Diam. 206 com Aveain 0.852 <
Teitne [ o= e [ e T
T ]
X 3a
Ea— 1]
R ET]
50 5]
= 00000223058 canes
= 00060184845  cans
(Soul testing for Engmeerers by T
cilcam Lambs, 19513
or v 5
Priject: Sample Ne- 52
Sod Descrption
Tested B Date 1771012018
Sample Dimenscons: Dicim. 102 s Aread
Ve
e
Stamdppes  Burerte (50 wl)  Dimn .08 em avean 0882 ot
Tetne [ om | Poew | =5 [ o co [0 o] 7o [ Tetns | Foom [ & T
E T I EE 0 | ires = T £
a | 80 | eo | a:e0 | [ i7es 35 75
5o | oo [ =aes | [ ares £33 =5
s | 86 | se | 2160 ] [ires =5 & 25
Freraae =
o528
- 00000161097 emss
- 00000132308 iz

(Sonk T sting for Ergpineerers Iy T
Wil Lamire, 19510

Fig. 28 Permeability test for sample 3

Sample Dumensions: Dicme 102 cm;

Standpes  Bueeme(SOmll  Diam.
T N N T P T P
3 50 ) Zoo+ Zos% =
2 50 & 2100 2160 =z
£ ) G2 =10e =108 =
= 50 o 2100 =100 =
Zica =]
oazsr
186805 - 00000165700 ey
L3rzos - 00000137315 ey
Degree of Permeatdey: Low (sl tostong for Engunecrees by T
Wellseurr Lamiire, 18510

Fig. 29 Permeability test for sample 4

8) Consolidation Results

The consolidation properties determined from the
consolidation test (Fig. 30-33) show the rate at which the
volume of the soil decreases laterally over time. The rate of
consolidation of the soil samples ranges from 0.0131 -0.0136
m?/yr indicating that there is a low decrease in volume of the
soil and showing that it can withstand the load of the structure
erected on it.
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[~ idati data analysis

Sampla coda: EE)

Tast data: 13112019

s s

Tmitial sample Beaght. By = 10 cm

Samgle dismster, 4, 30 em

Imitiad sample waight, W = B3 g

Fizal sample weight W, 859 g

Frmal waight of dry sampls, W, = GEF]
0.000 cm

Tmifiad dry umit woight, §a, =
Initial void ratic,
Initial dogrsa of sararation. S
Assumad final degrae of satumtian, 5, =
Estimated specfic gravity. Gy =

Fizal watar coatant, w=

Fimal dry umic waight g, =

1.7
0459
B3.29%
00.00%

Plastic Bmit, PL

CosEficiant of compresdbiity. a, =
CosBficiant af vel. comprasibility, me=
Procomsclidarion pressars,
Compreasion indsx, Co=
Swsiling index, C, =

p: mdex, Co=
foud Dial System  Vartical
=t fr mading  deflecton  amu=
o]
1
3
3
3
L]
I 143103
2 044133
3 033437
4 020118
5 25
5 17
7 022744 Sample Seodement = 0.55 mm
CocHficient of conzslidation (C) =  2.31E-02 w 193E8)  Aversge=  1S6E-02  (mm'imim)
€, 1nEn o LS4E-8)  Aversge=  13SE-02  (miivesr)

Fig. 30 Consolidation Test Analysis Result for Sample 1

Consolidarion test dars anabysis

Sample code: BL

Test date 231172018

Tumple —

‘Tuitial sampls Beight, Ba= 0 am

Samplo diamsatsr, d,= 50 em
867 g

Initial sample waight. W =

Final sample waight, W,

Tnitial dogree of sareraticn. .=
Asiumsd final deges of ratumason. =
Estimated specific granity. Gr=

Final water contunt, w=

Fimal dry unit weight v, =

Fimad veid ratio

£
il

Cosffichant of compramibility, =, =
Cosfficiant of vel. compra:
Precomselidation prussars, o,

- Vartical Dial Syt Vartical HfeC, " Coefficiontof  Elapsed
s smein | reading oz amusm Vo consobdstion.  mme
anmbar d 2 atio > =
(el ] ] D (o iz} {mmin}
c o
T 133 [E=]
2 2 154 0438
3 001780 350 0422
e 002400 306 0403
5 0017 460 B4
5 413
7 382
1
3
-
]
7 Sample = 0.56 mm
Coefficient of comsslidation (C,) = 135E02 o 195E-90  Average=  L60E-02  (mm'/min)
C, 1L.M4E.02 o L55E-42 Average = 1.36E-02 [mivear)

Fig. 31 Consolidation Test Analysis Result for Sample 2
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[= test dars amalysic

Samgla coda: B

Taat data: 23112018

Sampl

‘Tmitial sample Beaght, By = 20

Sampls dismater, 4, = 0 em

Tnitial sample waight, W = BES g

F i 819 g

H5g
0.000 cm

Izitial dry usst welght, Yo =
Initial void ratic, 5,

Assumed final degros of satumation, S,=
Estimased specific grnity, Gz =

Fzal water comtont, w=

Fimal dry unit waight. 1, =

30.17 W
0422

Fnal voud ratic. s =
Tiquid Emiz, LL
Plastic imir, PL =

3130
19.70

Coefficiant of compresibilicy. , =
Cosffician of vol. comprossibility, m
Proconsclidation prosszs,
Compreasion indax. Tc
Swalling index, Cy =

047516 MPa
029901 MPa
00400 MPa
0037+

index C.=
Load Elmpied
timo
‘numbar -
{muin)
1 10
2 1440
3 1400
4 1440
5 1440
L] 1440
7 1400
I
3 235051
5
&
7 023837 Sample Seedement = 09 mm
| C oefficient of conzslidation (C ) = 21 12E02 " 239F 07 Average = 150E-02 {mm® imin)
€, 117E02 1 LSIES]  Aversge=  131E07  (m'fvear)

Fig. 32 Consolidation Test Analysis Result for Sample 3

Consoli test datn amalysis
Samplo cods: B3
‘Tout data: 231172018
Sample ipti

‘Tuitial sample beight. By =

Sanspls diamsersr, 4,=
Tnitial samplo weis
Fimal sample weight. W,

Fimal dial mading, dr
Imitial water comtent, w, =

Tnitial dry it weight, gu =
Initial void ratic,
Tmitiad dogree of sammation. §.=

Fimal dry usit weight .=
Fimal voud ratic.

Liqud kims, LL =

Coefficient of comprassibilicy, =, =
Coafficient of vol. comprussibility, m, =
Preconsclidation pressams, o, =
Compraasica index. Cc=

‘Swalling imdex, C; =

index, C.=
5 Coafficiant of
Eirt P el Vil e ae
number raio s
[C] Ly (e Femzing {mnin}
e g
1 0.00800 751 10
2 0.01220 319 1440
3 01780 424 1400
4 002400 351 1440
5 001780 459 1440
6 8012 447 1440
7 0.00809 423 1400
=
P’y
1 148954
2 046256
3 033051
4 021105
] 010936
6 021147
7 023837 Sample Seedlement
et 2NEN  L39E8]  Averages
€, LI7ENR to LSIES)  Average= 131E0D

Fig.

33 Consolidation Test Analysis Result for Sample 4
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9) Unconfined Compression Test

UCT is a straightforward laboratory testing method for
determining the mechanical properties of rocks and fine-
grained soil such as clay and silt. It measures the undrained
strength and stress-strain properties of the rock or soil being
investigated.  Unconfined  compressive  strength is
approximately 182.5Kla. The unconfined compressive
strength of soil is expressed in terms of consistency. The result
(Fig. 34-37) shows that the soil is very stiff.

Tnocenfined Compresziom Test Curves

sasrLErm nATE e

!

M| Siress (WPa )
H

[

Shiar St ess fkPa)

s HEBEEBEA
=]
-

Fig. 34 Unconfined Compression Test Result for Sample 1

SAMPLE1EL DATE: 18112008

Axial Stress (kPa)
2

1 2 3 2
Axial strain %

Shear Stress (kPa)

caBusasdagd

[ s 100 150

Axial Stress (kPa)

fve strensth (kPa) | 1525 1

Fig. 35 Unconfined Compression Test Result for Sample 2
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DATE:

/ TN

28112019

Axial Stress (kPa)
2 2

«l /
/
=9/
o
o 1 2 3 4
Axial strain %
0o
5= R
a0 —
_— T
£ w0
E s0
3wl ‘
§ oo
3 0 i ]
|
o
o s0 0 50 200
Axial Stress (kPa)
| trength (ikPa] | 1825
Fig. 36 Unconfined Compression Test Result for Sample 3
SAMPLE B3 DATE:- 26112018
200
80 ] _"\
180 J /
140 o
120 4
T 100
-
&0
:
2"
2]
/
-/
o
o 1 2 3 4
Axial strain %
100
30 =
80 el
—_— 7O
i =3
-3 50
5 40
P ;
= { \
& 2 |
o
o 50 00 150 200
Axial Stress (kPa)

(kPa) I

Fig. 37 Unconfined Compression Test Result for Sample 4
The summary of the geotechnical analysis carried out on the

soil samples obtained from the study area is as displayed in
Table 1.
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Table I. Summary of Geotechnical Analysis Result

Banso et al.

Samples Atterberg Limits (%) NM  Permeability Compaction §G  Consolidation Hydrometer Analysis
C
IL M I8 M| CM3 oMc() MDD mr Sad W Cly Tex class
(ko)

Sample 1 2 194 115 118 41 Le0X10T 145 1923 2652 0013 647 141 1l Clayey sand
Satmple 1 20 19 10 1210 142 185107 144 1930 269 00136 65 161 183 Clayey sand
Sample 3 3197 15 160 142 13x10® 146 1923 264 00131 B0 B8 2 Clayey sand
Sarmple 4 502 194 120 1080 143 137x10° 140 146 2648 00131 637 1Y 22 Clayey sand

IV. CONCLUSION

A geophysical investigation was carried out on the
proposed ICT center of the Olusegun Agagu University of
Science and Technology, Okitipupa using the Dipole-Dipole
array. The geophysical data were processed and interpreted
qualitatively and quantitatively to image subsurface. Pseudo
sections were generated as related to the objectives of the
study. The second layer with resistivity value ranging from
1162 — 84965 Qm was recommended as a competent bed for
foundation structure.

The interpretation of the geophysical data and the
geotechnical analysis from the study area revealed that three
major layers were delineated which comprise the topsoil
which is mainly clayey sand, sandy clay, and sand.

Geotechnical analysis was carried out on the four (4) soil
samples collected, at a depth of 0.5m. Tests conducted include
Natural Moisture Content, grain size analysis, the Atterberg
limit, permeability, compaction tests, specific gravity, and
Unconfined Compression Test, consolidation, and hydrometer
analysis.

Generally, there was no evidence of any major linear
structures or discontinuities such as faults and shear zones that
could impact the proposed structure's stability. Similarly, the
topsoil is free of aggressive soil that can cause corrosion
failure in the structure's steel reinforcement, consequently the
subsoil can house metallic pipes. The weathered layer,
observed at a depth of 20-30 m down the subsurface and hosts
a conductive body, should be sought for adequate grounding
operation to protect installed electrical materials in the event
of lightning or thunderstorms.

In conclusion the subsurface layer can be considered to be
fit as foundation material, however its clayey nature should be
considered in designing the foundation. In a case whereby the
proposed structure might be a superstructure, it is advisable to
excavate the topsoil up to a depth of about 2 meters thereby
placing the foundation on the competent bedrock.
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