NsEFImnssumansuazinaluladonavinssuuiuau, 99 6 aludl 1 weu wa. - .y, 2568 | 85

N5AATIZRAMUEIRLS ST IR UL e ALY
VBIAULNEIAIY Gaussian Model nsaifine Jandnunusiil
Analysis of the Dry Density—-Moisture Content Relationship
of Clay Soil Using a Gaussian Model: A Case Study in
Pathum Thani, Thailand
Sonled nosast uwazimsnsal wilers?

Rattanachot Thongpong' and Pattaraporn Nueasri®

anelulaiimnssles auzwelulaBgpannssy uniinedenednlogeasnsal
Tuwszususyuiun Saminuyasnd

Za1uIMmNIsuN1sInns anzmaluladenavnssy uwﬁwmé’mwﬁgﬂaaamﬂifﬂ
Tuwszususyuiun daminUyusnd

'Department of Civil Engineering Technology, Faculty of Industrial Technology
“Department of Management Engineering, Faculty of Industrial Technology

Valaya Alongkorn Rajabhat University under The Royal Patronage, Pathum Thani Province

“Corresponding author email: pattaraporn.nuea@vru.ac.th

Received 14 Mar 2025 Revised 01 May 2025 Accepted 28 May 2025

UNANELD

NsAnwdiIngUszasnilofn A NFUITUETENINNAIANUNUIUULAILAY

dy a =) ¥ o a < dy d‘ v v =) yad
ANnuTuvesiumtedlaglynuudaomiadaemans luiundwminuyusil Inglyds
Modified Proctor Compaction Test kaztUSguLigUANNLNUEIVDILUUTIA0S 1Ay
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NUUULALAZANUTUTLZEY WanNUTIlunITIeTenlunan1sanaeesgany
U4 (Polynomial Regression), Gaussian Model itag Logistic Model W BMIANAINY
! ¥ L A ! . a
VULUULILATANUTUAAUNZAN NANISNAABUNUI Gaussian Model 1uluinai
a g ! ! ¥ ! & A a

WMUgaNianlunIsngININAIAMLAUILULLEIAILAIAIINAYY LT8391nTAT RMSE
WAz MAE A¥ian Ine Gaussian Model @13130 1AM INTUAIUNUILULUNIFIEA
(Peak Dry Density) 191U 1.505 ¢/cm? WagAIAIIUY U Luurgau (Optimum
Moisture Content, OMC) 111U 9% A15USEUBUNANISNARDUAUITUII LAY
Wi madnsvesnsinuifianuaenaassiuanidenfnviieatuauauihvesiy
~ a Ao Yo a ¥ . ! ¥ a ¢
wilerluusnanianwaraaieiu lnen1sidanty Gaussian Model ¥3glrn153As1En
AUk UgLazanAaRITUANYUEYRIVRLaT LAINNITNAFRY Fevoyaiiaiil
a1 lulelunisesnuuusagairiuauneasstui i dnwinelulnegned
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Abstract

This study investigates the relationship between dry density and
moisture content of clay soil using a mathematical modeling approach, with a
focus on a case study in Pathum Thani Province, Thailand. The Modified Proctor
Compaction Test was employed to obtain data under controlled laboratory
conditions. Soil samples were collected from the field, oven-dried at 105°C,
ground, and sieved to achieve uniform particle sizes. These samples were then
compacted in standard molds in multiple layers to reduce voids and increase
density. Statistical analysis, including Analysis of Variance ( ANOVA), was
conducted to examine trends and determine the optimum moisture content
for compaction. Predictive models including Polynomial Regression, the
Gaussian Model, and the Logistic Model were applied to estimate dry density
based on varying moisture contents. The Gaussian Model demonstrated the
highest predictive accuracy, supported by the lowest values of RMSE and MAE.
It predicted a peak dry density of 1.505 g/cm? at an optimum moisture content
of 9 percent. The findings are consistent with previous research and suggest that
the Gaussian Model is well suited for analyzing the compaction characteristics
of clay soils. The results can be applied to geotechnical engineering design and

construction planning in regions with similar soil profiles.

Keywords: Dry Density, Optimum Moisture Content, Clay Soil, Prediction
Models
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1. umin
MsAnwauanTRvInMenLaznsimnssesiuiusinysenauddylu
nseenuuuuaznaasslasiasmslest Auduaniidaumainuaismassdiine,
ylviinmuauaunnanstululuwnaziiud faunsoamansenunonuadosuay
UsgAns nmvadlassasneiiasnsd uuududu Aundonduniursiavesiuid
auddy (esnniinuautaifenudanguuazaruanunsalunissuining
JoiiAntu 1wy nsneasdlssnugpannssuumisiiseguuiuiifumisieey
Fedslula¥umsusulsanuaudiRunsusidunisneass oreamalminnisgudla

mnlalpfunsuiulssmasutResnamingay (Tang AM, 2009 uay Wang & Zhang,

¥ '
A I

2020) luwsdwminuyusiil Useinelng fumilenduianiiugiunnulaessuwnsvaiy

43

[

arunlalunuauifvesduniolufiuidiadudesiddylunisesnuuunagng
LHUNTNOAT SRS USEANE ANLAzUaeA Y N1TUTHuANAINIUILU LR ITDIRY
wilnaunsovelmsilaisanuannsalunmssuimiinuasauiafiosvosiu v
TanunsnufuUgsnuauvAvesdula og1amunzay (iang , 2019) Auiniend
auannsolunsianizgeuazdsnnmagaduihiuntudesutuiurindu
anunlalunaauifivesdiumdelunfminunusddadudesiddglunans
LHUN1SN 5197 5 AL Uaoasauaz S adu n15la3s Modified Compaction Al
193570 ASTM D1557 (udsnsfiduszansanlunmsiesenazyszsifiuaiaiy
MUTUULU TSR UV 87 %ﬁmmsmﬁsflv?mLﬁdyﬂalﬁqQmauﬂ’ﬁﬁuaqﬁuuasﬁwmi
Usuupsanauifvesiulmmngausunmslsnumedamnssales (ASTM, 2021) 270
msﬁﬂmlglmmlﬁl,ﬁuﬁmiﬂ%’uﬂga@mamﬁ’ammﬁuéj@aﬁﬁﬂwsauﬁumw%’wqamm
MUY (Modified Compaction) ansnsnifiuaruansalunissuiminuagan
arndsdlunisguivosiulaossisyaniam mafnwiifnguszasaiofny
ATAELUS TN ANIIMUIL LA AT LR s A WD waz S s B UAI 1A
L ugresuuuTIaes ludl uil nsd A nwidmiaunusid Tnele3s Modified
Compaction A31MA5§1U ASTM D1557 Wit eUszidiuanuimanzauvesiulunisly
umeiemnssalest nansinsenazgagivlaveyaididgluniseenuuuuay
MunuNUneaTiefinssaninmuesiu wasiiunruaenstlunslanuiuly

ﬂ?ﬁﬂ@ﬁi?ﬂiﬂiﬂﬁi’]ﬂ‘dﬂ’]ﬂLﬁﬂﬁﬂ%uqﬂﬂa’m
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2. gufiieatas

2.1 ufimssauuLvesAu (Soil Compaction Theory) M3dakuuTBAuLTy
nszurumsivlndiaAudafuunnty iiorfiuanumruiuuuYesiu NssaLULYILan
9971958119l AR AL uA AN salunsTULMTnYesRY 35 Modified
Compaction tuisnsmaaeuiilalunisiiasenauaudinisdauuuresiu nely
Lmé’mLLazfﬁ’wmuﬂ%ﬂumsmzmﬁ'ﬁmumﬁmmmmgm ASTM D1557 ammiﬁugm
AN AL LA (Dry Density, pd,) (Lambe & Whitman, 1969) ¢4

aun1sn 1
p
1+w

Pa = (1)

Tnefl  pd = ALIUILLLLT (g/cm?)

p = ALY (¢/cm3)

W = Ay (Judnsnanu)

2.2 ANAURUS T8I 9AINT LA AN ILL LIS (Moisture-Density
Relationship) A sduRus sz 9ALTuLaza I Luuadug asd @y lunns
AnsznamauiAvesiu AIANALTYLE A (Optimum Moisture Content: OMC)
ﬁammmﬁfuﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁuﬁmmmmLLﬁULLﬁqqﬂqm (Mitchell & Soga, 2005) N15AAM
mmé’i’uﬂ’uéﬂfﬁﬁaaiﬂziyl,iwawu']iaﬂ%’uﬂqmmauﬁ’amaqauﬁlﬁmwamﬁm'ﬁﬁmuma
Arnsaules FeaNT0AUINIINATINALARIANANTLS T 1AL

& = =
LALAIIUYU NIDINNFUNTN 2

Gs - Pu
Pdmax = m 2)
1087 pdmax = ANUMUIULULISGSEA (8/cm?)
G, = AmANIVUILLLESTeIRY
Pw = AUV (1 g/cm?)
W.. = arwdufivangean (Judasan)

2.3 Nun158 UAIUBIAU (Soil Consolidation Theory) M58 UAIVBIAU
Anduilafiugnnaviuiazdlurennvesiugnnalneanil N1syuAliinananly
iy svedlasiaTamalmnssulest lngaunisuanilylunisiiasennisguiivessiu

ADEUN1TUDY Terzaghi (Terzaghi, 1943) wARFIENnST 3
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0O= 0—1u (3)
efl o = mmﬁuaugaaﬁ (effective stress)

o = Amudiuiionun (total stress)

u = ausuiluresn (pore water pressure)

2.4 mwﬁmﬁ%’uﬁ;mﬁfﬂsumau (Soil Bearing Capacity Theory) AMUEIU1TA
Tunssuihminvesiudutadoiddglunisesnuuugiusinvesiasasa nguid
pelmsausasaaslssfiumuausalunissuimdnvesiula (Meyerhof,
1951) ImEJauﬂﬂﬁﬁ'yugﬂuﬁ'sl,iiusluﬂ'1sﬁ']mmmmmmﬁaiumﬁuﬁmﬁﬂmaqauﬁﬁa
aun1sfi 4

qu = cN; +0'Ny + 0.5YyBN, @
ool qu = m’mmmifﬂum5%’U1§mﬁfﬂ§jqzjmaq§u
C - arwsumudeouvesiu
o' = Anuduaysal
Y = dhwinvesiu
B = mmn%waqgmim

Ne,Ng,Ny= Jaduannuaiunsalunissuiimin

3. B/N1IAiunTIvY

3.1 Msifiufesnsiu (Soil Sampling) nsiusosnsiududuneuusnluns
Fuilunside nedeniiufinsddnuilusmuaunmis Smiaunusdduiiuiau
wiler ndurhnafuiiessiuananudnes 4 inafuiesnsiuain 5 %0
voyannaey laelying eslloifudios1efy il ethunsivaeuuasnaaouly
ﬁmﬂﬁﬁ’ami

3.2 nawn3euiiee13fiu (Soil Sample Preparation) delashessiusiuau
5 ﬁaaéwéawqmmﬁuﬁﬁﬂmLLET'J ﬁ’sa&h&ﬁu%gﬂﬁ’lmﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁL@%&Miuﬁ@ﬂﬂﬁﬁaﬂ’li
TnsnsouAulvunafiguundl 105°C - 110°C Wisvdanudy wazuadulmiduida
asLBuaNTULATBIUA (Mechanical Grinder) in3psdlafilylunisnaass 1w adosts
i, ey uamedetun lnsumsasuiiisy neunslusunussifevfoves

MoIUHURNIT uadin1InTIEU AIAINLIUEIMATAIUTLY LAENITNAADUTIENS



NsEFImnssumansuazinaluladonavnssuuiuau, 39 6 atudl 1 weu wa. - .. 2568 | 91

uay 3 afaneAnitin daniuiessduargnifuinwlumeuzdaadndevosiu
msam%’umm%umﬂmmﬂ

3.3 NISNAADUAIUVILIULULIAG (Dry Density Test) N1SMARDUAILVILILUY
uwnsazdniunislaglyds Modified Compaction AMs3A5§1U ASTM D1557 N3
maauﬁwﬁﬂmamsmiﬁ;ﬁuslul,t,:iﬁm‘ﬁ?m'mﬁgmm 5 ﬁﬂ‘{faﬂﬂa Ynag 5 afanns
yiAged (TR 25 A39) uaviin1sdnRumoLssSaitmualunsgu ity
%Vi’wmisz?"qﬁmﬁ’ﬂLL@iﬁuﬁﬁ'Uﬁqﬁulil,azﬁwmmmwwmLLu'mm”waqﬁu WERIA

A9 1 way 2

15197 1 M3sVAgdeU Water Content Determination lngl%3% Modified Compaction

VBYAN 1

Water Content Determination

Assume water
2 4 6 8 10
content (%)

Wt. of Can+Wet soil  136.50 137.00 135.50 135.50 135.50

Wt. of Can+Dry soil 126.00 124.00 122.00 120.00 119.00

Wt. of Can 24 24 24 24 24
Wt. of Water 10.50 13 13.5 15.5 16.5
Wt. of Dry soil 102 100 98 96 95

Water Content 10.294 13.000 13.776 16.146 17.368
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A19199 2 N15VAdaU Density Determination lagle3s Modified Compaction VBIYA

N1

Density Determination

Assume Water

Content (%)

2 q 6 8 10

Wt. of soil+Mold 10007.00  9660.00  9922.00  9855.00  9799.50

Wt. of Mold 5924.00  5924.00  5924.00  5924.00  5924.00
Water Content 10.294 13.000 13.776 16.146 17.368
Wt. of Soil in Mold 4083 3736 3998 3931 3875.5
Wet Density 1.421 1.760 1.884 1.852 1.826
Dry Density 1.288 1.558 1.656 1.595 1.556

MneyalumTNT 1 waemdl 2 BedszneumenisrisusaenTulay
AL UR e AT 10879 JITEarlUATA UL Ry
Arwduinzauvesduluiuiidnwinely a1nmsvageunmLILLLLM (Dry
Density Test) voshogsAumieasiuim 5 ynveya lasleds Modified Compaction
PILLNATEIL ASTM D1557 nanisnadeuuandlufiuiniaumuiuuuunavesiy
wilerfimnunlsunutuey fuauduresiu Tnsaiaumuuuuunaea svesfu
wirluiuiiAnueyfiuszatn 1.48 ¢/cms Fa 1,50 ¢/cm? Womudueyluig 0.12

f9 0.15 (WJudasaiu) nanrsnaaeuiliduveyadidglunisusviliunuauding

a a I dy e
AAINIsNvesRumute luNunAnw

a

3.4 msmmaaumm%yuwmmzam (Optimum Moisture Content Test) N9
mmaaumm%ﬂu‘ﬁ'mmzawﬁ%’msﬁwLﬁumﬁmﬁ’umwmaaumwwmLLﬁuLqu 1ag
MsinilufesatutavinseanuluufiuAITUR B UNTIAR UA MUY
W MSIEINseEeUnanEaSImUSINah Awanaafuilevn A EuRvinln
ﬁuﬁmwwmwuuﬁqq@qm (OMC) F9a11150AIUIUINNTINAILFUNUE T2

ATUAUILUULLAZAINTY UAAIAIRIIIIN 3
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AN 3 APUFURUSTZUINAMUNUILUULILAZAIINTU (MUY g/cm?)

No. Assume Water Dry Density Water Content
Content
2 1.288 10.294
4 1.558 13.000
1 6 1.656 13.776
8 1.595 16.146
10 1.556 17.368
2 1.305 8.906
4 1.589 10.784
2 6 1.678 12.286
8 1.611 14.948
10 1.572 16.146
2 1.301 9.223
4 1.581 11.330
3 6 1.673 12.626
8 1.620 14.359
10 1.580 15.544
2 1.287 9.709
4 1.625 11.527
4 6 1.675 13.131
8 1.556 14.359
10 1.518 15.026
2 1.292 9.223
4 1.628 11.330
5 6 1.682 12.626
8 1.556 14.359
10 1.511 15.544
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{a al =

21913799 3 Assume Water Content ififianfio 6% lunnnsdl iilesannln
ﬁ’]ﬂmm%u’lLLﬁuLLﬁﬂgﬂqm ﬂﬂiLﬁU%auuasqﬂﬁ 5 71 Assume Water Content Wnffu 6 %
dugeilvmadfiaalumsned Iegly aArumuikuuLsgean sy 1.682 ¢/cm? 7
Water Content Wiy 12.626% uanannisundiumileaiimnudusn 12.5-13.0%
alaneumunLusgan daduanefinudauassalunissudmdnifian

A1uvan Modified Compaction Test

4. NaN15398

4.1 mﬁmawﬁ%aga (Data Analysis) Jagaﬁlgmﬂmwmaamzgﬂﬁwm
Siasrenlaglylusunsy Minitab a3 eeileadd wavni1siasiznauulsusiu
(ANOVA) 1l 031112l uas AL gt UE 581 19A1AUNUI LU UL IUAZ AL UT
bRUNT AL uaﬂmﬂﬁé’aﬁmﬂ%ﬂﬂw "3Lﬂi'1w? Residual Plots L‘ﬁ'aLLamwamﬁmiwﬁ
AT UESE MR AT UL ALAE AL LT Iz a (Jiang, 2019) WaAMIA4
AW 1

One-way ANOVA: Dry Density versus Water Content

Source DF 855 M3 F P
Water Content 17 0.4219%3¢ 0.024820 26.48 0.000
Error 7 0.0065¢1 0.000937

Total 24 0.428497

8 = 0.030e2 R-Sg = 98.47% R-8g{adj) = 94.75%

AT 1 HaMINAEEULAZA1TIATIEN ANOVA

AT 1 LanIn1ALLUTUTIUYES Water Content waz Error Tagan F-
statistic = 26.48 Way P-value = 0.000 LLamﬁammé’i’mﬁ’uéﬁﬁﬂ’aﬁﬁmmﬁﬁﬁ
YW Water Content hae Dry Density A1 P-value fiueenan 0.05 (0.000) UAAIIY
wamsmaawmmumaaam LasiiAUEUTUS AL LA ULAE AN
VULUULIAY AILIUEveslaLag A7 R-Squared (R-Sq) = 98.47% lag Adjusted R-
Squared (R-Sq(ad}))) = 94.75% wansluiuilunaitleansaosuisnnuudsusaiu
YBIANAUUUUU UL LALNTS 98.47% %qﬂuhqﬁqqma LAR9E AL UEN
luina sﬂjauaﬁzi"mmmL%aﬁuuamiﬁﬁudﬁwmwwmLLﬁuLLﬁqﬁmmé’uﬂ’uﬁ‘ﬁ’um

AL Lol HlpdAty Layn19IATIZY Residual Plots LAAIFININA 2
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Residual Plots for Dry Density
Normal Probability Plot Versus Fits

.
2

P

Residual

. .
-0.050 -0.025 0.000 0.025 0.050 13 14 16 17
Rasit

L5
idual Fitted Value

Histogram Versus Order

16 0.04 *.
i

VAN
W

Residual
=

| I I 004, o — o
003 002 001 0.00 001 D02 003 0.04 24 6 8 1012141518 20 22 24
i Observation Ordes

m‘wﬁ 2 Residual Plots

NG 2 MFATIEN Residual Plots WAAINITHINKAIVEY Residuals fiu
N13LANWAIUNA Residuals ﬂizmasﬁhLLUUfimaULguLLmuau wane AU
voyalaf N15uANLASAIINE V0 Residuals Histogram fin15uanuasUnd Versus
Order nsiiuanen Residuals ﬂﬁzmaé’hLLUU?jmaULguLLmuau WARII Residuals
fpnadudasy

4.2 mﬂ%aumsmiamaﬂL%awvgu'm (Polynomial Regression), Gaussian
Model wag Logistic Model FiovAuTuL LI AL TLT A ;;35815
ﬁw%a;ga%wé?u AATITMELNITANABLITINYLIN WUENNTS Polynomial
Regression Analysis #919lunM51MALENRIE TN ANLMLILLULASTUUS NI
onfddes aunisila
Dry Density=0.3394+0.02976x(WaterContent)?~0.000144x(WaterContent)*+0.000000
x(WaterContent)®

91AHANI57LAS1E9 Polynomial Regression Analysis WuU2 1A2114 Uil
mma”mﬂ’ué@qwumuﬁ’uh']mmumLLﬁuLLﬁwaqaumﬁaﬂuﬁuﬁﬁnm lAgANNITNY
wsERUTiEaIsnesueAuLUSUTINYe LML AR 80.5% Taudnd
fepumanzauvedliag MIIesIer ANOVA way Sequential ANOVA Fmunsh
WUy fdsdos wazmdsaudauddalunisesuisanuduiussening
AUTULAZAIUMUT UL N15uUanuMINEYes@uns AR (0.3394) uan

AUNUILU UM LA AT UL o luTUSunauun (Water Content = 0) AakUSANSI&04
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(0.02976 x Water Content?) LanqfauualunvaInumu LU AL is T unLns
Lﬁu%{maw%mmfﬂugﬂmaqﬁﬂﬁqam
FuUsAESE (-0.000144 x Water Content?) wansfiedns1nsasuuUasesniny
MUIUUULIT S uanad pUTuain Ty fauUsidamn (0.000000 x Water
Content?) AgsdulsyAviuiu 0 mnsaumesadsenoviiluiinansenumeaunis
aunsiiuansliuanaamuiuuwnsssdad ulugiausnidoudanan
ity windsndsganiluat AuvuiwuuumsrSuanasdadudnuneitilunes
A NTLS 5217 19UT I A A UAIM U MU UL IR SR Y (MuMdnTad Proctor
Compaction Test)

4.3 MIFsuLiisunanI AU UNUITE LATNTIATITINANTENUYEIAT
AINLMLILULLY Ay AT Ul aum AL salun TS uT LAz
wfiesvesiu Han1TieTenargnlsfiosudiunamganvesfulunslanunis
Imnssulosuazniseonuulasasa
yitevnslyaunisensny Wemainensavesainuuiku Tasagly Curve
Fitting Lﬁ'aﬂﬁ’uﬂqﬂmmahﬁ wazluSeuLvisu Polynomial Regression, Gaussian
Model iag Logistic Model Lﬁa@j’iﬂumaimwsnﬂszﬁﬂlwmﬂwmLLﬁuLLﬁalﬁLmuﬁﬂ
fign Fit Gaussian Model 1t o3 ukurlunwuulasszes Fit Logistic Model 1l g
wnluufifidngfa Wisuisunadnsiu Polynomial Regression 1 @519n519

LAALUILULUDIATAITUAU L UULAIAIUANAINUTY LAAILUANTIN 4
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A9 4 ANEINTUAIATIUAUILULLIA (MUY g/cm?)

Water Content (%) Dry Density Gaussian Dry Density Logistic Dry Density Polynomial
5 1.3409 1.4355 1.35081
6 1.4103 1.4355 1.3965
7 1.4621 1.4355 1.4546
8 1.4940 1.4355 1.4997
9 1.5048 1.4355 1.5165
10 1.4940 1.4355 1.4997
11 1.4621 1.4355 1.4546
12 1.4103 1.4355 1.3965
13 1.3409 1.4355 1.3508

91nM157197 4 WU Gaussian Model mmﬁmmuﬁul,mgaqm (Peak Dry
Density) = 1.505 g/cm? ANPUTUTIIN ZaY (Optimum Moisture Content, OMC)

= 9% LLﬁ%LLL!’]I‘U@JSU’ENF‘Y]WEHﬂimﬂﬁﬂi)’mﬂu%muuﬁﬂLLM@SE‘ULLUULLﬁ@ﬂUﬂWWﬁ 3

Comparison of Difference Regression Model

water Lantent (%)

—Dvy Censily (Gaussian]  e==Dry Dengty (Lonistic) Dry Density (Polynomiall — saw AT354

A 3 wnluUSeuigunaans
AT 3 wan U IR LA UE S ¥ MINIAIAINTULAYATAI UL UL
voshumieluiuidwmiauyusifidnvasduaulasszdini Bell-shaped curve)

PYNTALIU IINANTUATIENRALIUS UL UTLLAAN1ALAMENTHAIELUU talA
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1) Polynomial Regression luwnaidis Tsiaulasngualunisdszanmuen Tvaunisny
wwfing 4 delunadnsilnaifestuveyaiilaannismaaes Saauamnsalunis
Uszanaumiin winsneinsalafioguentastayae1alin Overfitting la

2) Gaussian Model lalassedlsiiimng fuveya idulsndugulnufiovmngfuroyadid
geantaiau Tumatannsnoduienginssuvesiulad wasdudndeniimunzay
dmFumsneinsal

3) Logistic Model Asfimesonadsluniugmenssdiuaduny Tnsunilyiu

Yoyanidndndnuunazans wnlunsdliunaansfilafiouiduainsdl a1 Upper Bound
Y84 Logistic Model 881 2.871 g/cm? §3g9n31A1339uN 1H19991nAIMITELmesH
< o v ¥ [y a a A > oy ¥ ! o d’{ yatv yo
uaLEnun ilreesUulsalueaisduielunensalauuugdu gideladun

N9UTEULTEUATILAINATNEINTAAIAUNUILUULAILEAIAIAITIN 5

a a a s ! ! ¥ !
A1571991 5 MSUSEUTEUNTNINTUAIAMLAUILULLIL (MUY o/cm?)

Water AN934

Content Modified Polynomial [CEVSSED]
(%) (PCT)

5 1341  1.3508  1.3409
1.410 13965  1.4103

1462 14546  1.4621

1.494  1.4997  1.4940
1.505 15165  1.5048
10 1.494 14997  1.4940
11 1.462 1.4546  1.4621
12 1.410 1.3965  1.4103

13 1.341  1.3508  1.3409

HIT81ATLATILVAIAIIUABIALAG DUTENINATAITUNUIRUULIIT AR D UATS
Auaiilaannnisnensauvesnalimg Weatuayunan1siuseuieuUsednsamn
voslunanentiamansIiiuAL Lawn Gaussian, Logistic wag Polynomial Tnglamnd

Yaneadd lawn A1 RMSE (Root Mean Square Error) AL@agUsInuaaInadousn
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Masdes UagA1 MAE (Mean Absolute Error) ANL@RgU83AIANNARIALAT OUTUY T

WARIAINNT N 6 ULagMSUTE U UTURUUNTNEINTUAIRNTIN 7
M13199 6 HANTAUIUAIAIUARIALARDY

RMSE MAE

(g/cm3)  (g/cm?)
Gaussian 0.0061 0.0049

Polynomial 0.0103 0.0082

Logistic 0.0482 0.0471

a = a s
AN 7 MIUTBUNBUFULUUNITNEINT

Polynomial Regression Gaussian

o
[Pd= aW*+bW3+cW2+dW+e _(w-)®
d Pd= A e 202

T 1

Y8h Y9h

- gnsefinveyalmanlnanasaled | - wangdmsuveyaiiiigngadn

9 Y 9

- AU waza unsatyauly | TaLau

Excel la leladidloveyaiinnanszansuuy
Normal

Taide Taide

- 91307 Overfitting - pestsuamsunulnmzay

- 1{l9A1ANNTWAUYIVBLA 813l | - A1 UgaUNIT Polynomial

ANNANAIAUIN Regression

HANTITATUINAIAIIUABIALAG U WU Gaussian Model A1 RMSE Lay
MAE an#an ilawiguiu Polynomial wag Logistic Model @auanafiandnuuiuengs
TUNISNEINTUAIMIURUIMLURIAY Lazatuayuvoaguiag Gaussian Model 10u

Tumanwsnzaungatunislyanulunsdlfinuil
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5. #3UNaN1539

M3 larnslinssAA I LM LAY AL LT I L e
FumiealuiuiiSominunusti nele35n13 Modified Proctor Compaction Test
waznsTinsznnsadfonlinanisnensal WiensiadeukaziuseuLiisuan
wenspvesunazling lun1sfneid nsvadeuAUNU LI LUV ILaT AT uT
mmzamgﬂﬁ%ﬁumﬂmEJLﬁué’haéﬂaﬁumﬂﬁuﬁﬁﬂmLLawmaaﬂuﬁaqﬂﬁﬂ’ami oy
Tv1nsg1u ASTM D1557 (Modified Compaction) %@HaﬁlgqﬂﬂmﬁLﬂswﬁlﬁ@m
AU SV 9ANA LML LU AY AT Y Wazas 19N MuaRILLIT UL 84
%Tayja %Tayjamﬂmsmaauqmi’mﬁLﬂiwﬁimiﬁgm%mﬁaaﬁﬁ MILATIEUAY
wUSUTIU (ANOVA) bl e uun T uias A Ui us SemaneaA U b UL AT kA
A Uil ngan n1sleaunisnisannesidannuiu (Polynomial Regression),
Gaussian Model Wag Logistic Model Lﬂum%iaﬂﬁdumiwmﬂiﬂjﬁl’]ﬂ’l’m%iﬂLLuI‘LJLL‘l;iIQ
flavinmnaaeu aumimiamasn%wnumﬁlgﬁgmwuﬁaﬁ Dry Density =
-0.3394+0.02976xWater Content?~0.000144xWater Content*+0.000000xWater
Content®
nan1snadauLarn1siUIsuiouTumanie q wanslaiiuan Gaussian Model 1w
TuLmaﬁ'mmzauﬁ'qmiumiwsnmajﬂ'wmmumLLﬁuLLﬁqumﬁ']mm%u \fesann
aunsadusualunuuulassedlaossuiugi Tng Gaussian Model Tupmannsel
mﬂwmwuuﬁqqqqm (Peak Dry Density) #11fU 1.505 g/crm? uazA1Aud uil

Wwingau (Optimum Moisture Content, OMC) Lﬁﬂﬁu 9

[

nsweuifisunanisnadeuiuauideuanslmiuiradnsvesn1sanw il
ANUARARRITUNUITENBUNUIN ANy N e uAnauURvesiumieluus Il
AnwazAanenu (Tang AM, 2009 Lag Wang & Zhang, 2020) UanNMNLUNANITNAFDU

§ianAa 0 uIuITeves (Jiang, 2019) AuansluiAul1A1AURUILU UL 9T

' Yy v
o v o

auduusesiiTddyfuaIaud L nan1sAnwia gl Gaussian Model
Wduedesefifiuszans amlunisaianisangfnssuvesduwmiden anunsaly
Uspenalaluniseeniuukas UL N DaTIMImnssiles Tnaamzlufiuiifg
SnvarAunideafiaatoadetu wu nslyluea Gaussian lun1sussananiay

NUUURIAIINANNTUSTUAY e muataulvlunisosniuugIusIn wenani
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ADAARBINUIIUI YN HIUND IA N LU U bnatAg9n Y M luaan A nwidaany
Y900 TUsUIAND1ATNISAN UL DULALLA LN DL ALAMUALLD A LAZ AU LI UEN

299k AaNNEITU

6. VDLAUDLUY

[

msﬁﬂmﬁgqu:ul,awwzﬁumﬁw?fﬁaﬂwmmaww Taun Auanansalunis
iuﬁﬂqa nMadsuulasiinnsauennudu uaganuduiusuuulasseds (bell-
shaped curve) S¥MINIAIAUT U UATIMUILL LAY Wintdwuusiaes Gaussian
%39 Polynomial Regression ﬁﬂ’wmﬁumﬂ%a;ﬂaﬁumﬁﬂ’ﬁﬂiﬁgﬁu Aulszivdy 919
asraneruwsTlumsnensal lumsanwadadnly msdnwmiadeiiamanen
AUV LU LU LAY AT Ui Lz a Imai%mwﬁﬂmﬁmeﬁaﬁﬁéﬁjuqa WU
Principal Component Analysis (PCA), Cluster Analysis Wag Multivariate Regression

n1siATzradAdugeazyiglnaiunsaagluazUsuidiurayalaeerudussuunas

WUUGIUINTUY
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