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ABSTRACT

This report presents the results of the first phase of a three-phase study on the
development and application of the energy-based method for prediction of the
liquefaction potential of sandy soils. The formulation of the method is based on the
convolution of the basic elements from both the “stress™ and “strain” approaches and is
very flexible in incorporating the special characteristics of ground motion such as the
near-field effects. The feasibility phase consists of the tasks: 1) to collect and synthesize
laboratory data; 2) to perform ground response analyses at the Wildlife Site, which
suffered a massive ground liquefaction failure during the Superstition Hills Earthquake;
and finally 3) to compare and to assess the differences between the field and the
laboratory data. Even though the scope of the feasibility study did not permit cyclic
testing of the soil samples from the Wildlife Site, the correlation of the field response
data and the applicable laboratory data are strong. The results of this phase suggest that
development of an energy-based method to evaluate liquefaction potential is feasible.

KEYWORDS: building technology; liquefaction; strain energy; earthquake; ground
response; cyclic testing; laboratory measurements; ground motion; pore pressure.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

1.1 BACKGROUND

Liquefaction failure has been and continues to be a major cause of damage during
earthquakes. The direct and indirect costs associated with ground failure may far exceed
the damage cansed by other types of failures such as structural collapses. Due to the
enormous damage potential, research in the areas of liquefaction prediction and
itigation has continued, and the respective technologies have significantly improved
over the years.

Two basic methods are currently used to predict liquefaction potential. The most widely
used method, based on laboratory data and field performance data, was developed by
Seed et al. (1983, 1985). In this method, the cyclic stress ratio in the field is predicted
based on a simple or a more detailed ground response analysis, and the demand resulting
from the design earthquake is established. The cyclic shear strength of the material can
be obtained from laboratory testing of the soil samples or from the penetration data
(Standard Penetration Test [SPT] data or Cone Penetration Test {CPT] data) along with
the index and gradation properties of the soil samples. The most widely used curves to
predict the capacity of the soil in terms of cyclic shear strength are the set of curves by
Seed et al. (1985), shown in Figure 1.1. From knowledge of the penetration resistance
and the fines content in the soil materials, the cyclic shear strength can be determined.
However, the application of this method involves several empirical factors, including the
corrections for sample disturbance, earthquake magnitude, and overburden pressure.
Recently, Arango (1994) presented the new developments for this method, including the
effects of higher frequency of loading on the cyclic shear strength of the soil and most
notably, the recommendations made for revising the correction factors for earthquake
magnitudes. Another recent study (Koester, 1992) has shown that the correction for
overburden pressure is also a function of the fines content and that a reduction of the
cyclic shear strength due to overburden pressure will significantly decrease if the fines
content of the materials increases. The recent publication by Ishihara (1993) also
provides an adjustment factor to incorporate the plasticity effects of the fines on the
cyclic shear strength of the materials. Over the years, the “stress” method has proved to
be a conservative and reliable method for the prediction of liquefaction potential,
especially for distant earthquake events, which was the basis of the data used for
development of this method. However, the method lacks the flexibility to incorporate
recently recognized characteristics of the earthquake ground motions such as the near-
field effects. For example, the “fling” effect resulting from the source and directivity of
the rupture which was recently observed in the Kobe and the Northridge earthquakes,
concentrates most of the energy in a short period of time. Such effects, combined with a
much higher intensity of the ground motion in excess of 1g peak ground acceleration
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recorded in urban areas in recent major earthquakes, require a more robust approach to
investigate the liquefaction potential in such regions.

The second method for predicting liquefaction potential is based on the “strain”
approach. This method was developed among others by Dobry et al. (1982). In this
method, the shear strain in the field is compared with the laboratory data relating cyclic
shear strain to excess pore pressure to determine the liquefaction potential. Similar to the
“stress” method, the “strain” method also requires ground response analyses and
laboratory testing of the soil samples. The “strain” method is fundamentally different
from the “stress” method and lacks the wide range of the field and the laboratory data
bases that exist for the “stress” approach.

The “strain energy” method discussed in this report incorporates the basic elements of
both the stress and strain approaches in the formulation. In this method, the amount of
total strain energy at the onset of liquefaction is obtained from the stress and strain time
histories from laboratory testing and is compared with the same energy in the field due to
the design earthquake motion. The basis for this method is the observation made on the
laboratory data that the build-up of the excess pore pressure is proportional to the total
strain energy in all loading cycles up to the initial liquefaction. This observation has
prompted the formulation of the “energy-based” method. This method has been
investigated in recent years by several researchers, including Figueroa et al. (1994, 1995)
and Kagawa et al. (1990).

1.2 PURPOSE

The purpose of this study is to evaluate the feasibility of the development and application
of the strain energy method for general use. The study is expected to continue with two
additional phases that will develop generic “strain energy” liquefaction curves as a
function of the most relevant soil properties and generic “strain energy” demand as a
function of seismicity data and a wide range of site soil data and profiles. The limited
scope of the feasibility study did not permit laboratory testing for the purpose of the
“strain energy” computation. Available laboratory data were used for this purpose.

1.3 OVERVIEW OF THE REPORT

In this report, Chapter 1 includes the introduction and scope of the study. Chapter 2
presents the collection and synthesis of the laboratory data. Chapter 3 discusses the soil
and earthquake data from the Wildlife Site. The ground response analyses and
comparison of the results with the laboratory data are presented in Chapter 4. Finally,
Chapter 5 presents the summary and the recommendation. The references are listed in
Chapter 6. All the laboratory data used in this report are presented in Appendices A
through D.
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CHAPTER 2

COLLECTION AND SYNTHESIS OF LABORATORY DATA

Computation of the strain energy requires access to the stress and strain time histories
from cyclic (triaxial or simple shear) tests in the laboratory. Such data are usuaily
computer storage-intensive and are not maintained for a long period. However, an
attempt was made to collect the available and reliable data to characterize the strain
energy. Most of the data were obtained in connection with various recent Bechtel
projects. The laboratory data used in this study are from:

e The cyclic stress- and strain-controlled tests on Monterey No. 0 sand, performed at
the University of California, Berkeley.

e The stress-controlled tests on soil samples from the Savannah River Site (SRS),
performed at the University of California, Berkeley.

e The cyclic torsional shear tests on clean and silty sands, performed at the University
of Colorado.

» The cyclic triaxial tests on clean sands, performed at Wayne State University.

o The summary of the laboratory data reduced to a set of relationships to compute strain
energy, as developed by Figueroa et al.

Altogether, a total of 150 cyclic test data sets have been processed. A limited number of
these were excluded in the process due to peculiar stress and strain patterns and
incompleteness of the respective time histories. The computation of the strain energy
from each data set and a discussion on the validity of each group of tests follow.

2.1 STRAIN ENERGY COMPUTATION

In a typical cyclic laboratory test, the stress, strain and pore pressure time histories are
recorded. Typical recorded time histories for a strain-controlled cyclic triaxial test are
shown in Figure 2.1. Hysteresis loops can be developed from the shear stress and strain
time histories. The hysteresis loops corresponding to the stress and strain time histories
shown in Figure 2.1 are shown in Figure 2.2. From the shear stress, 1(t), and the shear
strain, Y(t) at time t, the time history of the total strain energy up to time t, E(t), is
computed from:
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where t is the time, 2, is summation over the time increment At up to time t, T (t) is the
average shear stress from time t to t + At, and AY(t) is the shear strain increment from time
ttot + At. The strain energy for each cycle of loading amounts to the area inside the
hysteresis loop. The computation of the instantaneous energy and its summation over
time intervals were performed until the onset of the liquefaction, at which time the pore
pressure ratio reached a value of unity. The summation of the energy at this time, Ey,
was used as the measure of the capacity of the soil sample against initial liquefaction
occurrence in terms of the strain energy.

22 CYCLIC TRIAXIAL TESTS ON MONTEREY NO. 0 SAND,
PERFORMED AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY

(UCB)

The data were prepared as part of the Bechtel in-house technical research led by Arango
(1994). The gradation curve for Monterey No. 0 sand is shown in Figure 2.3. The tests
were both stress- and strain-controlled. The samples were prepared at relative densities
ranging from 40% to 60%, and the loads were applied at frequencies ranging from 0.10
Hz to 20 Hz. All tests were conducted at a confining pressure of 100 kPa. More detailed
information about the testing program and the testing apparatus may be obtained from
Riemer (Riemer et al., 1994). A total of 20 tests from this group were incorporated in this
study. A summary of the test data, including the computed total strain energy to the onset
of liquefaction for each test, is presented in Table 2.1. The recorded stress, strain, pore
pressure (in terms of the pore pressure ratio r,), and the computed time history of the
strain energy for each test are shown in Appendix A. In addition to the strain energy time
history, the energy time history normalized to the total energy at the time of r, = 1, (Eyig),
is also plotted and compared with the r, time history, €. g. see Page A-3. As shown in
these plots, the normalized strain energy increase follows the pattern of the pore pressure
ratio increase and, on the average, shows a very good agreement for all the tests at a wide
range of frequencies and at all the relative densities tested. The agreement holds whether
the data are obtained from the stress- or the strain-controlied tests. As stated earlier, this
observation was the basis for formulation of the strain energy method.

A summary of the results in terms of the total energy as a function of relative density is
shown in Figure 2.4. As expected, the total energy to the onset of liquefaction increases
as the relative density of the sample increases. It can also be observed in this figure that
the scatter in the strain-controlled test data is less severe than the scatter in the data from
the stress-controlled test results.




The strain energy for each test as a function of the frequency of loading is plotted in
Figure 2.5, which shows a decreasing total energy as the frequency of loading increases.
In this figure, the frequency of loading has a more pronounced effect on the total energy
obtained from the stress-controlled tests than the strain-controlled tests. In addition, the
strain-controlled tests require lower total energy to develop initial liquefaction as
compared to the stress-controlled tests. It should also be noted that for a typical strain-
controlled test, the pore pressure build-up takes place at a much faster rate in the first
several cycles of loading. On the other hand, in the stress-controlled test, the rate of pore
pressure build-up increases towards the end of loading cycles. This observation can also
be made from the shape and size of the respective hysteresis loops. In the strain-
controlled tests, the largest loops are the earlier loops, and they decrease in size as the
sample degrades due to the pore pressure build-up. The opposite trend takes place in a
stress-controlled test, as shown in Appendix A, e. g. Pages A-4 and A-16.

2.3  CYCLIC TRIAXIJIAL TESTS ON SOIL SAMPLES FROM THE
SAVANNAH RIVER SITE, PERFORMED AT THE UNIVERSITY OF
CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY (UCB)

The laboratory program for this group of tests was developed as part of one of the
Bechtel projects for the Department of Energy (DOE) at the Savannah River Site (SRS).
Subsurface conditions for the site under consideration are shown in Figure 2.6. The soil
layers of primary interest were the Tobacco Road (TR3 and TR4) and the Santee
formations.

A comprehensive site investigation program was conducted at the site. Relevant average
soil properties of each soil layer at the SRS site, shown in Figure 2.6 are summarized in
Table 2.2.

Most of the cyclic load tests were conducted on undisturbed soil samples from the
Tobacco Road formation from depths of 16 m to 23 m. As shown in Table 2.2, this
material has an average fines content of 23%, including 9% clay content (minus 2 micron
particle size) and an average plasticity index of 25%. A typical gradation curve for the
Tobacco Road Materials is shown in Figure 2.7. A total of 22 cyclic stress-controlled
tests at 1 Hz were performed (Riemer and Seed, 1994). The confining pressure ranged
from 200 kPa to 750 kPa. A summary of the test data and of the total strain energy for
each test in this group is presented in Table 2.3. Notable characteristic of this group of
tests is the large confining pressure used in the tests and the relatively large fines content
in the soil samples tested. The plots of shear stress, strain, total energy and normalized
energy, pore pressure ratios, and the hysteresis loops for this group are shown in
Appendix B. As shown in this appendix, the increase of the normalized energy in general
follows the pore pressure ratio increase up to the pore pressure ratio of one. A summary
of the total energy as a function of the confining pressure is shown in Figure 2.8. As
expected, the total strain energy is greater for the samples tested at higher confining
pressures. For the same confining pressure, tests on samples having a higher dry density



resulted in the development of a larger total energy. This trend is similar to the trend
observed in Figure 2.4 with respect to the relative density of the samples.

24  CYCLIC TORSIONAL TESTS ON SOIL SAMPLES, PERFORMED AT
THE UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO (UOC)

The time histories for this group of tests were provided by Koester (1992 ). The test data
were developed as part of the research work for a doctoral dissertation at the University
of Colorado (UOC). Only the time histories from nine tests were available. The tests
were performed using the stress-controlled hollow torsional simple shear test apparatus.
The cyclic loading was applied at a frequency of 0.1 Hz. Both clean sands and sands
with fines content up to 45% were tested.

The silty sand samples were prepared with a density such that the void ratio of the sample
matched that of the parent clean sand at the selected relative densities. The confining
pressure in the tests ranged from 200 kPa to 300 kPa. A summary of the soil data and the
test results in terms of the total energy is shown in Table 2.4, whereas the gradation curve
is shown in Figure 2.9. A more detailed description of the sample preparation and testing
program can be obtained from Koester (1992).

The time histories of the stress, strain, pore pressure ratio, total energy, and hysteresis
loops for this group are presented in Appendix C. In general, the hysteresis loops in this
group of tests start with a few narrow loops followed by one or two large loops before
reaching the initial liquefaction stage, suggesting a sudden contraction and collapse of the
samples. This behavior may have been the cause of the relatively low densities of the
samples. The test results in terms of the total strain energy as a function of relative
density for the clean sand are shown in Figure 2.10. The results show a relatively large
scatter in the energy at low relative densities. The results of the silty sand samples as a
function of the confining pressure are shown in Figure 2.11. These results show
relatively less scatter in the data.

2.5 CYCLIC TRIAXIAL TESTS ON SOIL SAMPLES FROM THE
NORTHRIDGE SITE, PERFORMED AT THE UNIVERSITY OF
CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY (UCB)

The samples for this group of tests were prepared as part of the National Science
Foundation (NSF)/Bechtel research work led by Arango (Arango and Migues, 1996). As
part of the test program, a total of 8 reconstituted clean sand samples were prepared and
tested in a stress-controlled cyclic triaxial test device. The samples were prepared at
relative densities ranging from 35% to 90%. The gradation curves for two soil samples
are shown in Figure 2.12. A summary of the test data and of the computed total strain
energy is presented in Table 2.5. Time history plots are included in Appendix D. Test
results in terms of the total strain energy as a function of relative density is presented in



Figure 2.13. As shown previously, the total strain energy increases as the relative density
increases.

2.6 CYCLIC TRIAXIAL TESTS ON CLEAN SANDS, PERFORMED AT
WAYNE STATE UNIVERSITY (WSU)

The summary results of 91 cyclic triaxial stress-controlled tests on clean sands was
presented in the doctoral dissertation by Al-Khatib (1994). The tests were performed at
Wayne State University (WSU). All tests were performed on clean sands consisting of
Monterey No. 0 and Kasumigaura sand (K-sand). The gradation curves for the two sands
are shown in Figure 2.14. The breakdown of the tests is as follows:

e 28 tests on K-sand at low frequency with cyclic reversal loading (two-way cyclic
loading)

e 28 tests on Monterey No. 0 sand at low frequency with cyclic reversal loading

e 25 tests on Monterey No. 0, low frequency and one-way loading

e 10 tests on Monterey No. 0 with earthquake simulated loading using the EI Centro
and Taft records

Time histories of the test data were not available; however, the total energy in terms of
axial stress/strain has been reported by Al-Khatib (1994). The total energy was converted
to the total energy in terms of the shear strain and shear stress attributes and are
summarized in Table 2.6. The results in terms of the total strain energy as a function of
relative density for the cyclic reversal loading cases are shown in Figure 2.15 which
shows a similar trend to the one observed in the UCB data (see Figure 2.4). As shown in
this figure, both the K-sand and the Monterey No. O sand have similar capacity in terms
of total energy and consistently show an increase of the total energy with an increase in
the relative density. The scatter in the data appear to be minimal.

The results in terms of the cyclic one-way and two-way loadings are compared in Figure
2.16. As shown, the two-way loading results in lower total energy capacity as compared
to the one-way loading. This trend is consistent with the intuitive indication that soil
resistance to liquefaction will be higher due to the less damaging effects of the one-way
loading. Finally, the resuits of the two-way loading are compared with the earthquake
loading in Figure 2.17. The earthquake loading results in the lower total energy.
Altogether, the results of this group of tests appear to be more uniform with little scatter
in terms of the total energy.

2.7 SUMMARY DATA BY FIGUEROA et al.

A series of torsional shear hollow cylinder tests were performed on both clean sand and
silty sand by Figueroa et al. (1994, 1995). Samples from the Reid Bedford sand (clean
sand) were tested at relative densities ranging from 50% to 70%. The silty sand from the
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Lower San Fernando Dam (LSFD) were tested at relative densities of 57% to 92%. The
gradation curves for both materials are shown in Figure 2.18. Each sample was
successively tested at confining pressures of 41.4 kPa, 82.7 kPa, and 124.1 kPa. Actual
data points for this group of tests are not available. However, the authors performed
regression analyses of the test results in terms of total strain energy and identified the
most relevant parameters affecting the results of clean sand and silty sand. Based on the
test results, the anthors recommended the following relationships (Figueroa et al., 1995):

Clean sand

Log E = 2.062 + 0.0039 o, +0.0124 D, 2.2)
Silty sand

Log 8E = 2.529 + 0.00474 o, 2.3)

where 8E is the total strain energy in Joules/m®, o is the effective confining pressure in
gy ¢ gp

kPa, and D is the relative density in percent. The relationship for clean sand shows the
confining pressure as one of the variables. However, the importance of this parameter is
very small due to the small coefficient associated with this parameter in Equation 2.2.

2.8 SUMMARY OF ALL LABORATORY DATA

Based on the results of the five groups of tests outlined above, summary plots have been
prepared to evaluate consistency between the various test groups.

For clean sand, the results of tests on Monterey No. 0 performed at the UCB (20 tests),
the data on clean sands from the WSU (81 tests), the data from the Northridge samples
(8 tests) also tested at the UCB, and the data from the UOC (4 tests) are compared with
the relationship by Figueroa et al. in Figure 2.19. As shown in this figure, except for the
data from the UOC, the remaining groups show a quite consistent pattern of the rate of
energy dissipation and of the total energy absorbed. The confining pressure used in the
tests at the UOC was at least 2 to 3 times larger than the pressure used for the rest of the
tests. Also, the differences in the shape and size of the sand particles may have
contributed to some of the differences in the results. For relative densities in the range of
40% to 70%, the data from UCB, WSU, and Figueroa et al. are in relatively good
agreement.

For silty sands, the results from the Savannah River Site (SRS) are compared with the -
data from the UOC and the relationship by Figueroa et al. in Figure 2.20. The fines
content in each group are: 28% for the samples from the lower San Fernando Dam
(Figuero et al., 1995), 20% to 45% for soil samples tested at UOC (Koester, 1992), and
the average 23% for samples taken from the SRS site. The Plasticity Index of the



materials in the groups also varies from 10 to 25%. Unfortunately, the confining
pressures used for each group of tests do not overlap. Nevertheless, each group of results
follows the pattern of the previous group and a consistent trend is maintained.

All of the results indicate that for clean sands, the energy to liquefaction can be quantified
in terms of the relative density and the confining pressure. However, the limited data
available does not permit a study of effects of the grain size and shape on the total

energy.

Summary of the results for silty sands also shows that the energy to liquefaction can be
quantified in terms of the effective confining pressure. However, the effects of the
plasticity index, the amount, and the type of fine need to be studied in the future.

As stated earlier in the report, the scope of this feasibility study did not include laboratory
testing. However, comparison of the data available from the various researchers and
practitioners at different institutes shows remarkably good agreement. This observation
leads to the conclusion that development of generic total strain energy relationship as a
measure of soil resistance against liquefaction by means of laboratory testing is feasible.
If consistent sampling, sample handling, and testing methods and specifications are
followed, the results are expected to be more consistent and vary within narrower limits.



Aem-g |eplosnulg o] (e[e]8 ueng g6l e 0L 819 | 0ON Aaieluoiy SELNOW 0c
Aem-g fepiosnuig l 001 ulesis g'Gl [ 88¢E} 9’19 | 0'ON Aesgjuony LEINOW 61
Aem-g jepjosnujs 10 001 ssalls 9'Gl 4 Liey 819 | 0°ON Aciejuo SELNOW g8l
Aem-g jeplosnuig ol 00} ujeng oGl e 628 G0 | O'ON Aeiejuoy EELNOW JAY
Aem-g [epiosnuig ol 001 ujens 0'si ¢ 804 6Ly | 0'ON Aeiejuoy OSLNOW gt
Aem-g |epjosnulg 3 0ot ssellg 2’6l c 692 6'6v | 0'ON Asiejuoly 9¢INOW St
Aem-g fepjosnujg I (¢]0] A ssellg e£'Gl 4 G86¢ +°0S 0°ON Aaisjuoiy SCINOW i
Aem-g epjosnulg 3 001 sseNg €ql e 9ele 8°'LS | 0'ON Aeiejuopy VSLNOW el
Aem-g (Bplosnuig } ool uteng 0'GlL e 8201 £2y | 00N Aeusjuoly SSINOW cl
Aem-g jepiosnulg ¢ oot uiens o'gl S 088 8Ly | O'ON AS16JUo| LS INOW Lt
Aem-g [eplosnulg } 004 uiens 0'Gl 4 168 6'0v | 0ON Aeiejuoly OCINOW 113
Aem-g jepiosnuig St 001 ulensg GGt [ £8pt 909 | 0'ON AsiBJUOW 61 1LNOW 6
Aem-g fepjosnuig 0]} 00l uleng g'Gl ¢ 181} 0’19 | O'ON Aesejuopy 81LLNOW 8
Aem-g [epjosnuig l 00l ufens g'Gl 4 8/81 019 | O°ON Aesejuoi LIINOW L
AeMm-g [epjosnulg ot 00t ssells g'Gl c Svel G'09 | O'ON AaIeluopy SLINOW 9
Aem-g |epjosnuis (74 001 ssels GGl c €851 209 0°'ON Aeojuoly YiLNOW g
Aem-g |eplosnuig L 001 ssellg g'ql 4 (82174 0't9 | 0°ON Aesejuoly CLLINOW 14
Aem-g fepiosnuig (413 00t sselg GGl 4 886 9'09 | 0'ON Aeieluopy LLLNOW €
Aem-g [epiosnuig 1 00t sseng GGl F £e6l 0't9 | 0'ON Asieyuopy OLLNOW 3
Aem-g jepiosnuig ¢ 001 ssellg 9'gl c L.9¢ 819 | O'ON AsislUoW PINOW }
adeys peo  |(zH) ‘baid | (edw) °0 | 1onuod [(w/NNDPA| (%) D | (wie)™3 [(%)a] eidwes aiisay | "oN

Kotovjaag ‘erulojie)) Jo AMNSIOAIU() 18 PAULIOJId] PUBS () "ON ASISJUOJA] UO BIB(] 1S9 [BIXELLL, O1[0AD) 9y} Jo Arewrwing - ['Z 9[qeL

2-8



Table 2.2 - Average Material Properties at the SRS Site

PARAMETER/SOIL LAYER TR3/TR4 SANTEE
AVG AVG
SPT N-VALUE 15 58
SHEAR WAVE VELOCITY, m/sec (ft/s) 364 (1193) 381 (1251)
CONE TIP RESISTANCE, Qc, tsf 52 111
FRICTION RATIO 3 1
Qc/N 35 19
PERCENT FINES (<.074 mm) 23 25
PERCENT SILT 9 12
PERCENT CLAY (<.002 mm) 14 13
PLASTICITY INDEX, % 25 31
LIQUID LIMIT, % 45 55
PLASTICITY INDEX (-200 MATERIAL), % 101 78
LIQUID LIMIT (-200 MATERIAL), % 144 112
DRY DENSITY, KN/m® (pcf) 16 (102) 13.8 (88)
'WATER CONTENT, % 22 32
WET DENSITY, KN/m® (pcf) 19.6 (125) 6.4 (116)
SPECIFIC GRAVITY 2.68 2.67
VOID RATIO 0.625 0.876
AT-REST LAT. EARTH PRESS. COEFF 0.46 0.44
OVERCONSOLIDATION RATIO - 1.89 1.26
TOTAL COHESION, kPa (ksf) 91 (1.9) -
TOTAL FRICTION ANGLE, degree 13 -
EFFECTIVE COHESION, kPa (ksf) 0 0
EFFECTIVE FRICTION ANGLE, degree 33 34
DILATION ANGLE, degree 1.7 1.3
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Test I.D.: MONT19 Controlled Parameter: Strain

Relative Density (%): 60.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%]): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 15
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Figure 2.1 - Typical Time History Records of a Strain-Controlled Cyclic Triaxial Test
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Test 1.D.: MONT19 Controlled Parameter: Strain
Relative Density (%): 60.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 15

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
7

| i
s 7 //’l’l/ i
o
: )

Shear Strain, y (%)

Figure 2.2 - A Typical Plot of Shear Stress - Shear Strain Hysteresis Loops Developed
During Cyclic Triaxial Tests
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Figure 2.3 - Grain Size Distribution Curve for Monterey No. 0 Sand (Arango, 1994)
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Energy at Liquefaction Onset, E;q (J/m°)

5000

4500

4000

3500

3000

2500

12000

1500

1000

500

Fines Content = 2.0 percent
2-Way Sinusoidal Loading

Initial Effective Confining Pressure (o'} = 100 kPa
Monterey No. 0 Sand

L 4
*e
© Strain Controlled, Frequency=1 Hz ¢
A Strain Controlled, Frequency=10 Hz
O Strain Controlled, Frequency=15 Hz
+ Stress Controlled, Frequency=0.1 Hz
@ Stress Controlled, Frequency=1 Hz
L 4
A Stress Controlied, Frequency=10 Hz [+
@ Stress Controlled, Frequency=20 Hz
<
A
]
1)

20 40 60 80
Relative Density, D, (%)

Figure 2.4 - Strain Energy at Liquefaction Onset as a Function of Relative
Density for Monterey No. 0 Sand - UCB Data
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Energy at Liquefaction Onset, Ey, (J/m?)
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Figure 2.5 - Strain Energy at Liquefaction Onset as a Function of Frequencies
of Loading for Monterey No. 0 Sand - UCB Data
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Figure 2.6 - Generalized Subsurface Soil Profile at SRS Site
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Figure 2.8 - Strain Energy at Liquefaction Onset as a Function of Confining
Pressure for SRS Soil Samples - UCB Data
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Energy at Liquefaction Onset, Ej, (J/m°)
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Figure 2.10 - Strain Energy at Liquefaction Onset as a Function of Relative
Density for Clean Sands - University of Colorado Data
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Figure 2.11 - Strain Energy at Liquefaction Onset as a Function of Confining
Pressure for Silty Sands - University of Colorado Data
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Figure 2.12 - Grain Size Distribution Curves for the Northridge Site Soil Samples

(Arango and Migues, 1996)
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Test I.D.: MONT12 Controlled Parameter: Stress

Relative Density (%): 61 Initial Effective Stress {kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.23 Frequency (Hz): 1
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Test I.D.: MONT12 Controlled Parameter: Stress
Relative Density (%): 61 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100 .

Applied Stress Ratio: 0.23 Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test I.D.: MONT14 Controlled Parameter: Stress

Relative Density (%): 60.2 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
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Test 1.D.: MONT15 Controlied Parameter: Stress

Relative Density (%): 60.5 Initial Effective Stress {(kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.22 Frequency (Hz): 10
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Test 1.D.: MONT17 Controlled Parameter: Strain’

Relative Density (%): 61 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 1
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Test I.D.: MONT17 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
Relative Density (%): 61 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain

R e
R

T
[ %
=

e
@
17

g
7]

L3
[>:3

@
-4
7]

0.3 03
A=
Shear Strain, ¥ (%)
d:nititp\cy_filessS\WMONT17.XLS 8/15/96 11:31 AM

A-16



Test I.D.: MONT18 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
Relative Density {%): 61 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 10
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Test I.D.: MONT18 Controlled Parameter: Strain’ '
Relative Density (%): 61 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain {%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 10

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test L.D.: MONT19 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
Relative Density (%): 60.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 15
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Test L.D.: MONT19 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
Relative Density (%): €60.6 initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 15
Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test L.D.: MONT20 Controlled Parameter: Strain
Relative Density (%): 409 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 1
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Test I.D.: MONT20 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
Relative Density (%): 40.9 Initial Effective Stress {(kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 1
Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.: ) MONT21 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
Relative Density (%): 4138 initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.15 Frequency (Hz): 1
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Test 1.D.: MONT21 Controlied Parameter: Strain
Relative Density (%): 418 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.15 Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.:

MONT22 Controlled Parameter: Strain

Relative Density (%): 423 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain: 0.08% Frequency (Hz): 1
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Test L.D.: MONT22 Controlled Parameter: Strain °
Relative Density (%): 423 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain: 0.08% Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.: MONT24 Controlled Parameter: Stress

Relative Density (%): 51.8 initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.31 Frequency (Hz): 1
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Test I.D.: MONT24 Controlled Parameter: Stress
Relative Density (%): 51.8 Initial Effective Stress {(kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.31 Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Stress

Test I.D.: MONT25 Controlied Parameter:
Relative Density (%): 50.4 Initial Effective Stress {(kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 1
Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test I.D.:

Relative Density (%):
Applied Stress Ratio:
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MONT26 Controlled Parameter: Stress
499 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
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Test L.D.: MONT26 Controlled Parameter: Stress
Relative Density (%): 499 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.35 Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test L.D.: MONT30 Controlled Parameter: Strain’

Relative Density (%) 419 initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.26 Frequency {Hz): 10
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Test L.D.:
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Test L.D.: MONT33 Controlied Parameter: Strain
Relative Density (%) 40.5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%) 0.08 Frequency (Hz): 10
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Test I.D.:
Relative Density (%)
Applied Shear Strain (%)

MONT33 Controlled Parameter:
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Test.D.: MONT35 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Relative Density (%) 61.8 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.35 Frequency (Hz): 0.1
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Test L.D.: MONT35 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Relative Density (%): 61.8 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.35 Frequency (Hz): 0.1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test I.D.: MONT37 Controlled Parameter: Strain

Relative Density (%): 61.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%) 0.17 Frequency (Hz): 1
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Test I.D.: MONT37 Controlled Parameter: Strain
Relative Density (%): 61.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%) 0.17 Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test I.D.: MONT38 Controlied Parameter: Strain
Relative Density (%): 61.8 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 10

70

50 +
40 4

30 U/\UZ/\\/A\&/\\TA u{\vﬂxs{\\/\\zﬂ

30

Shear Stress, ¢ (kPa)

0.3

WANAAAALAN]

time, t (sec)

Shear Strain, y (%)
& & o
XIS =Y
< o
N\
H
< o
-

Energy per Volume, E (J/m?)

0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1 1.2
time, t (sec)

14
124
104
08+
06 +
04 1

02+
/ : : : - —

0.0 :
0 0.2 04 0.6 08 1 1.2
time, t {sec)

Ru ==E/Eliq |

d:\nititpicy_filesS\MONT38.XLS 8/20/96 10:54 AM
A-41



Test 1.D.:
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APPENDIX B

LABORATORY TESTS ON SOIL SAMPLES FROM THE SAVANNAH RIVER
SITE, PERFORMED AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY
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Test I.D.: B23P2TCY Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 32.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 400
Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.75

o]
o

5 8
.

U ——
B I

%
o O
N,

Shear Stress, < (kPa)

il
e

time, t {sec)

jn Na-a-avavav) V\/\/V nAnr\n/\é\ﬂ[\ﬂﬂfm ”
ST

i B
o —

Shear Strain, y (%)
(o]

time, t (sec)

:

80000 ’-
60000 +
40000 +

20000 +

Energy per Volume, E {J/m?)

&

10 20 30 40 50
time, t {sec)

o

10.0

80 +
60 =

404

Ru ==—==E/Eliq

20+

AAN\%\A/\A a3 . vavaVaVaVaAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVA

0.0 m

time, t (sec})

d\nititpicy_files\B23P2TCY XLS 8/21/96 7:44 AM



Test L.D.: B23P2TCY Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content {%): 326 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 400

Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.75

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain

T
o
=2

[

"3

[}

4

73 6
&

@

<

©

—-80
Shear Strain, y (%)
8/21/96 7:44 AM

d:\nit\itp\cy_files\B23P2TCY XLS B-8




Test L.D.: B23P3BCY Controlled Parameter: Stress'
Fines Content (%): 16.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200
Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.4

Shear Stress,  (kPa)
o

| M | |

fime, t (sec)

10 4

| | , WmwmvmﬁwwMMnnnﬁnnnnﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ”ﬂ””ﬂﬂﬂ””ﬂﬂ[
i zo vttt

Shear Strain, y (%)
o
4

time, t (sec)

3 8
B3

40000 +

20000 +

Energy per Volume, E (J/m?)

0 20 40 60 80
time, t (sec)

200

15.0 +

Ru ==—E/Elig

100 +

S0+

~ ENNENENES S " = R AR A VA A VA Ve VaVa Ve VaVe VeV aV o a v avaVaVe VaV aVa A avavalaVaVel
0.0 : e o .
0 20 40 €0 80
time, t (sec)

d:\nititp\ey_files\B23P3BCY.XLS 8/21/96 7:48 AM
B-9




TestI.D.: B23P3BCY Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 16.6 Initial Effective Stress {kPa): 200

Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.4

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain

S i

—
—
o~
—
o~
=
—
S
Mﬂw%

=) 8
N

—

s
AN N

e
=

N
\\\\:¥\§

3
o
<
v
@ .
w —
& -15 = 10
g
K4
(7]
/ 1
ff
W | 7
| y 4
/)
W W&W
40-
Shear Strain, y (%)
d-\nititpicy._files\B23P3BCY.XLS 8121/96 7:48 AM

B-10



ding sisAfeuy AVHS - UOHIMI( ,09¢ Ul aenbyreg
LIND STET ‘L86T ‘HT JOqUIDAON “AUS SJIPIM - JoAe pueg payyonbr ur AS1eug ureng jo UOHRNUNIOY - 9] ' AINSL]

(puooag) sw

0] 4 1] (41 Ge Oc Sl 1] °}
0
00l
(Wo'11) wgee ydag
Pl @
_ 00¢ 3
5
g
Y ey
] (U ¥'61) w 16°G uideq 2
<
T
N oog 3
(ygel) w gy wdeq \I.\\L.\g\l 'sjuswainseawl AID0jeA anem 1eays MSYS
..sl)\\l\.\\s pue 8j0yssoiD 8y} Jo abelane uo peseq
..l.lll..\\n\;.scol.l\{l\s aiom sisfAjeue ey} Ul pasn sajpadoud jjos
e IR (‘4 9'91) w 90'g wideq
vt
— ooy

00S

4~23



oy

LIND STET °L861 *PT 10QUIDAON ‘NS AJHPIIM - 1048 T pues paygenby ur A310ug ureng Jo UOBRMWINOOY - £ [ oInSL

mding sisA[euy T VHS - YOOI ,06 Ul dxenbyuey

(puodag) awy |
Se (0] Ge 0¢

Sl

0l S

(‘Wo'LL) wse'e yideq el
I(Hl((l!lil(!l\(HHHHM“HU[\QRJ

(u¥'61) w16 Ypdeg

(ugeL) w Lzv udeg —

" (4 9'91) w g0'g yideq

‘SjuswaInsesw A)I00|9A aABM JeBUS MSYS
pue 8joyssoi) 8y} Jo abelaae uo paseq
alom sisfAjeue ay) uj pasn sejuadosd lloS|

00!}

00e

00e

00y

00§

(;wyr) ABsouz utens

4=24



SUONdA( ,06 PUB ,09¢ Y1oq ut mding sisAfeuy A VHS Jo uonewung - ayenbyey
LIND STET ‘L861 “bT I0QUISAON ‘DU AHIPHA - JoKe ] pues paygonbyr] up ASIoug uiens Jo UOHRINUINIDY - §] "4 dInSL]

(puosag) swyL
Ge oe G2 0z Gi 0l S 0

e

A

(40°11) w gee yideg x\.\\l\z\
l\\!\r..\..!.(l\(l\|§|\)\.\
(‘B ¥'6L) w 168G tdag 00
(4 g'el) w 12y yideg k
.\n\.\\L\.\s 'sjusLLINSEaW AJIO0[OA SABM JEBUS MSYS
E— \»\t.\..\l{ss..\%!,\s pue 8j0ysso1)) ey} Jo ebeioae uo paseq 009
— ] (‘4 9'94) w go's wdsQ a1om sishjeue ay) uj pasn sapuadoud jiog

008

4-25

(;wyr) ABrouz uress



0014

sisk[euy ssong [e10], ‘din0 VYSHAH - UONIBI ,09€ UI SUONOA] [EIUOZLIOH JO uoskiedwioy) - ayenbuyeg

LIND SIET ‘L861 ‘v Joquidao ‘Aelry uonoejanbry ajipiim - Surdweq 96 18 enoads asuodsoy UONRIA[AIIY - 6] ' 2InS1g

(zH) Aouanbaiy
(0]} 8

1’0

‘ll#o

¢0

14

9’0

92BLNG pUNOLY je INAINO YHSIAG = = =

(indu) vys3Qag se pesn)
wg'Z Jo yidaQ ye UORO pepiodsy

8'0

90B{ING PUNOJL) }B UOHOIN POPIOIOY emmmmmemn

:

'l

() uonessjeooy [esnoadg

4-26




00t

sisAjeuy ssong [e10], ‘ndinQ yISHA - UoN0AMI( .06 Ul SUONOJA [RIUOZLIOH Jo uosuedwo)) - oyenbyuey
LIND GI€T ‘L8861 ‘vT 10qUISAON ‘Aeiry uonoejonbi Jiplim - Surduie( 96 18 e130adg ssuodsay uoneIs[edIY - 07" 2Indig

ot

(zH) Asusnbaad

Lo

x}o

\ g

\’

T . N
-
N '\/

80BUNS PUNOIH 1R INAINO YHSHA] = = =

(induj yds3Qag se pasn)
wg'Z o yide(g 1e Uolopy peplosy ——

80BLING PUNOIL) Je UOKOY papioIsy

¢0

S
o

90

@«
o

() uonesajad0y [enoads

4-27




Depth from Ground Surface (ft.)

Maximum Shear Stress (psf)
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54 shear wave velocity measurements.
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Figure 4.21 - Maximum Shear Stress Distribution over Depth from BDESRA Results of
Total Stress Analyses - Wildlife Site, November 24, 1987, 1315 GMT
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Depth from Ground Surface (ft.)
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Figure 4.22 - Maximum Shear Strain Distribution over Depth from BDESRA Results of

Total Stress Analyses - Wildlife Site, November 24, 1987, 1315 GMT
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Depth from Ground Surface (ft.)
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Figure 4.28 - Maximum Shear Stress Distribution over Depth from BDESRA Results of
Effective Stress Analyses - Wildlife Site, November 24, 1987, 1315 GMT
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Depth from Ground Surface (ft.)
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Figure 4.29 - Maximum Shear Strain Distribution over Depth from BDESRA Results of
Effective Stress Analyses - Wildlife Site, November 24, 1987, 1315 GMT
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Figure 4.38 - Shear Stress - Shear Strain Hysteresis Loop at Depth of 5.06 m (16.6 ft.)
- Based on Direction Interpolation of Recorded Motions, Wildlife Site,
November 24, 1987, 1315 GMT Earthquake in 360° Direction.
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Figure 4.41 - Shear Stress - Shear Strain Hysteresis Loop at Depth of 5.06 m (16.6 ft.)
- Based on Direct Interpolation of Recorded Motions, Wildlife Site,
November 24, 1987, 1315 GMT Earthquake in 90° Direction

4-48




uonoaI(q ,09€ Ut ayenbyey LIND STET ‘L86T ‘YT I9GWIAON “ONS SJIPIIM
‘SUOHO PapI093Y Jo uonejodiau] 10a1i(] U0 paseyq - JoAe ] pues parjanbry ur A810ug urens Jo UONBIRWNDOY - Ty SISL]

(oss) awyy

0s Sy ov ge 0oe Ge 0¢c St

Ot

o sremssmssssssmrrmm—rt T

(y w_

(4o

e |

I 1) wege'e yideq

!I.a.l..!-l".lil:\i:\.l
'61) wiz'y ydeq »\\

|
N
LU

(o

I

\

91) weo's Yideqg

7

\.l.'llll!l..!\\l!\\ll’l.\\\ll\l\.l.
(‘¥ ¥'61) w 16°S Yidag

001

002

o
o
@
(;w/r) ABrouz urens

00}

009

009

4-49



uondaII(T 506 Ut oxenbyped LIND STET ‘L861 ‘PT 19qUISAON ‘OUS SJIPIIAM
"SUOTIOI] PapI0OaY JO uone[odIau JoRXI(T UO paseq - 104 pues payonbi] ul A31oug uleng JO UONBINWINGDY - ¢ N1

(99s) awiL
08 417 ov SE oe ge 0c St ot g 0

0S

>

00}t m

" (W0LL) weee ,,_\.Ww\\i. 2
[(=]

<

g = Qmm:sav@\\\.x 051 3

et

("4 9'94) w9o'g yideg

—

(¥ v'61) w 1e'g yideg

\

002

0se

4-50




SUONOAII(]

206 PUe ,09¢ Y10q ut AZ10ug ulens Jo uonewwng - ayenbyuey LINO STET ‘L3861 ‘¥T I9QUIAON ‘ONS JPIM
‘SUOTIOIN] PapI02ay JO uone[odIaiu] 15a1i(] uo paseq - 1oAe T pues payenbrt ur £319ug urens Jo UONBINWNIOY - pi'fy 9IS

{o9s) awyl
0S G¥ ov Ge 0¢ g2 02 Gl 0l g
A
ST
g
" [
\l|l|l|||l\.ll'
(W o'L1) weee %Wox\! \4\\.\,\\“}\\
..
[ —0 / V
(yselwigy Mﬂ%\o\\\,
.\!l.\l\l.l\.l\ltl.l.l\\l\\l 4
'y 9'91) wWgo's w%\o\\
A

T

(¥ +'61) W 16°G ydeqg
| _

001

00¢

00g&

00vy

00§

009

Q0L

008

(qw/r) ABiaugz ureng

4-51




sosAjeuy TVHS W Pas) $aaI) uonepeISo( snnpojA Jeayg Jo uosuedwio)) - ¢y 3in3ig

(%) utens Jeaysg o249

£/

ALY

(e864

'PPET) PUES (|1 JOUUBYD me  mm

edy 9'9/ = ssang
‘Hap 100413 ‘pajejodiaiug

BdX 0°L9 = sSals

"HOA 109443 ‘pajejodsaiuy- - - - - -

Bd¥ G'/G = SSallg

"MaA 1083 ‘porejodiaiul - - - - - -

ed¥ 6'Ly = SSang

"HAA “103)43 ‘palejodiaiu
Bd) 9'6 = SSallS "WaA

109443 ‘pueg pajemnies |¥d3
Bd) 8'G6 = SSaNS "HaN
‘10843 ‘pueg pajeinies [Hd3

iy

VI

L4

7.

[z
2

/

o

(LT T 1T JITTT]

100070
00

- 40

A

€0

vo

S0

90

L0

8’0

- 80

0t

4-52

Xews/o




sasA[euy IVHS Ul pas() saain) Suidwe(q Jo uosueduio)) - 9p 'y 231

(%) utens aeays 211949
ol L 10 100 1000

L0000

gaesty
L T}

‘ ; T
. TITETYYY
] H 3 \...ll.l | weh  —

]

AN
N

XN

oL

(ze61
/| ‘ppeT) Pues [l IOUUBYD mew e

Bd) 9'9L = SSallg

edy 96 =790 "o o83 ‘pejejodioyl - - - - - -

B 0°'L9 = SS9NS
“UaA 1993 ‘parejodagiuj- - - - - -

ed) §°LG = $Sallg

02

"HaA ‘10033 ‘pajejodiay] - - - - - -

ed) 6Ly = sSalls
"UAA ‘10843 ‘pajejodiay] - - - - - -

B 9'6 = SSONS "MOA

114

J08)}3 ‘pues pejemnies jyd3 ——
Bd) 8'G6 = SSANS "MOA
'Jo8}i3 'pues pajesnies [¥d3

T 1 L

0c

g¢

(%) Buidweq jeonu jo uonoeld

4-53



00l

0l

(zH) Aouanbaoig

"soAIn)) 110§ (€661) I¥dA
RIm IdInO THVHS - UONdBII(] ,09¢ Ul SUOHOI [RIU0ZLIOH Jo uostiedwio)) - ayenbyireq LINO ST€1
‘861 ‘pT 19qUIdAON ‘Aelry uonoejonbr oji[pIA - Suidureq 9 18 eNnoadg asuodsoy UONIBIREOOY - L' 2InSI

1’0

\\Wll%o

¢'0

=
o

©
o

(seAIng U4l Ui

208BUNG PUNOID 1B INANO AUVHS = = =

(indu} IyWHS se payioadg)
wg"Z jo yidaQ Je uojio paploday

a0BLNG PUNOIY) Je UOJION Papiodey

x
S

A

{B} uoiteloE29Yy [endadg

4=-54




00t

‘L861 ‘P WPqUIIAON ‘Aelry uonoeyonbrT oJipiIm - Suldwe(q 96 18 endads asuodsay] uoneIsaddy - gy 2ndiy

saAInD 110§ (€661) IUdH
yim mdinQ FIVHS - U003 06 Ul SUONIO [eIuozZHoY jJo uostiedwo)) - axenbyueq LIND SIE]T

o (zH) Aduanbasy
\K?ﬁo
N N
pnmmg S| A AR/
VA :
.-a .. 0
[ ' nh
.. ,f- -. v’
o ... 90
g
80

(sennDd 1Hd3 YIM)

80BUNG PUNOIE) J& INAINO INVHS = = =

(indu| IYVYHS se payyioads)
wg'/Z Jo Yyidaq 1e uonoyy Pepiooay

90BLNG PUNOIE) J& UOJON PepIodsy

A

(6) uoness|a329Yy jeioads

4-55




ov

Ge oe

uonoAUI( ,09€ Ul Senbyleg LIND STET ‘L861 ‘bT 10qUISAON ‘ONS JIIPIIM
- SOAIND) [0S (£661) TUAH WM AN A VHS Woly (Y §'€]) W 17 Jo yiday 18 AIOISIH SWLL, $SonS Jeays - 64 21N

ge

(-00s) sy

0c

ol

Gi-

Ot-

'i
S
o
(edh) ssons teays

01

Sl

0¢

4-56




oy

ge

0e

uoNOAMN ,09¢ Ul enbyed LIND SIET ‘L86T ‘YT 10qUIDAON “ONS AJIPIIM
- SAAIND) [10S (£661) [AdH WM IndinO AYVHS Woly (1 §°¢1) W 7' Jo Yida( 1e AIOISIH SWILL UIENS Teays - 05" ISy

°14

(-o0s) s

02

oL

= 1

L

[
—:=ﬁ-

——

1’0

¢0

¥'0

S0

(%) uress teays

4~57



Shear Stress (kPa)

25

20

15

10

-04 -0.3 0.2 -0.1 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 05
Shear Strain (%)

Figure 4.51 - Shear Stress - Shear Strain Hysteresis Loop at Depth of 4.21 m (13.8 ft.).

Calculated from SHAKE Output - Wildlife SIte, November 24, 1987,

1315 GMT Earthquake in 360° Direction. Soil Properties Are Based on

the Average of SASW and Crosshole Shear Wave Velocity Measurements.
The EPRI (1993) G/Gmax and Damping Curves Are Used in the Calculation.
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CHAPTER 5
SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATION

A feasibility study was conducted to determine the applicability of the strain energy
method for liquefaction potential evaluation. This study consisted of collection and
synthesis of available laboratory test data and evaluation of the strain energy as a measure
of soil resistance to liquefaction. The data obtained by several groups of researchers
confirm the observation that the strain energy (in normalized form) follows the time
history of the pore pressure ratio increase up to the onset of liquefaction. The data also
show that by using the relative density for clean sands and the confining pressure for silty
sands, development of the generic strain energy relationships for liquefaction resistance is
feasible. However, other factors such as the shape and size of the sand particles, the type
and the amount of fines content, and the effect of the rate and type of loading on the
strain energy need to be investigated and quantified.

The feasibility study also successfuily predicts the strain energy required for liquefaction
to take place in the field based on the recorded data at the Wildlife Site. The ground
response analyses performed for this site, using the conventional methods of the ground
response analyses, resulted in consistent results, with a scatter typically expected in such
analyses. However, all methods used in the ground response analyses were one-

- dimensional, and the summation of the strain energy due to shaking in each direction is at
best an approximation. Nevertheless, the comparison of the laboratory data with the
results of ground response analyses is encouraging. Such favorable comparison suggests
also that the goal of developing the strain energy approach for generic application to the
evaluation of the soil liquefaction potential should be pursued in future phases of the
project.

Based on the results of the feasibility study, it is recommended to:

e  Perform laboratory testing, preferably on soil samples from the Wildlife Site
at confining pressures in the range of 26 kPa to 50 kPa to cover the low end of
the test results.

e  Perform ground response analyses using a nonlinear computer program with
multi-directional shaking capability to validate or modify the summation of
the total strain energy calculated by the methods limited to uni-directional
shaking capability as used in the current study.

. Apply the energy based method to liquefaction/no liquefaction sites at
Northridge, Kobe in Japan where recorded motions are available, and at the
Wildlife Site for the Elmore Ranch earthquake during which no liquefaction
occurrence was observed.




The energy method provides a sound approach to the evaluation of liquefaction potential.
It is based on the basic principles of the “stress™ and “strain” approaches in which the soil
capacity to resist liquefaction is measured in terms of the strain energy. It can also handle
the special characteristics of the ground motion, such as the near-field effects. The
method also has the capability of providing an estimate of the amount of pore pressure
build-up before the onset of liquefaction. In this approach, the laboratory data can also
be corroborated as more field data from the sites that have or have not liquefied become
available.
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LABORATORY TESTS ON MONTEREY NO. 0 SAND, PERFORMED AT THE
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Test 1.D.: MONT11 Controlled Parameter: Stress
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Test I.D.: MONT12 Controlled Parameter: Stress
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Test I.D.: MONT12 Controlled Parameter: Stress
Relative Density (%): 61 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100 .
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Relative Density (%): 60.5 Initial Effective Stress {(kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.22 Frequency (Hz): 10
30

8

Shear Stress, ¢ (kPa)
o ©
o
=
==
*‘:_t&‘__;

-10
-20
230 1
time, t (sec)
1
s
;'_:. 0 P A AR Y A A Y A T T Y Y Y T T T T T o TV TV TV ST T VTS T VU TTVY
£ 0 15
£ .
@
g 11
%
2 time, t (sec)
g 2000
2
w 1500 +
£
'g 1000 +
Z
2
= 500 +
Q et .
) 5 time, ¢ (sec) 10 15
15
104 [ Ru ===E/Eliq |
05+ '”’ W”” ” ” ” ”
h il Hi Ml“l“ ll ll(lu IH' ”
0.0 Lo MM‘MM“““ pghﬂ 1 I“M A nﬁWWMWVW LU ? g ‘
0 5 time, t (sec) 10 15
d\nititp\cy_filesS\MONT15.XLS 8/15/96 11:28 AM

A-13



lative Density (%):
li ss Ratio:

..................




Test 1.D.: MONT17 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
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Test I.D.: MONT17 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
Relative Density (%): 61 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 1
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Test I.D.: MONT18 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
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Test I.D.: MONT18 Controlled Parameter: Strain’ '
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Test L.D.: MONT19 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
Relative Density (%): 60.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
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Test L.D.: MONT19 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
Relative Density (%): €60.6 initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 15
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Test L.D.: MONT20 Controlled Parameter: Strain
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Test I.D.: MONT20 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
Relative Density (%): 40.9 Initial Effective Stress {(kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 1
Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.: ) MONT21 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
Relative Density (%): 4138 initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
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Test 1.D.: MONT21 Controlied Parameter: Strain
Relative Density (%): 418 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.15 Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.:

MONT22 Controlled Parameter: Strain

Relative Density (%): 423 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain: 0.08% Frequency (Hz): 1
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Test L.D.: MONT22 Controlled Parameter: Strain °
Relative Density (%): 423 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain: 0.08% Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.: MONT24 Controlled Parameter: Stress

Relative Density (%): 51.8 initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.31 Frequency (Hz): 1
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Test I.D.: MONT24 Controlled Parameter: Stress
Relative Density (%): 51.8 Initial Effective Stress {(kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.31 Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Stress

Test I.D.: MONT25 Controlied Parameter:
Relative Density (%): 50.4 Initial Effective Stress {(kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 1
Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test L.D.: MONT26 Controlled Parameter: Stress
Relative Density (%): 499 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.35 Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test L.D.: MONT30 Controlled Parameter: Strain’
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Test L.D.: MONT33 Controlied Parameter: Strain
Relative Density (%) 40.5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%) 0.08 Frequency (Hz): 10
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Test I.D.:
Relative Density (%)
Applied Shear Strain (%)
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Test.D.: MONT35 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Relative Density (%) 61.8 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.35 Frequency (Hz): 0.1
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Test L.D.: MONT35 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Relative Density (%): 61.8 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Stress Ratio: 0.35 Frequency (Hz): 0.1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test I.D.: MONT37 Controlled Parameter: Strain

Relative Density (%): 61.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%) 0.17 Frequency (Hz): 1
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Test I.D.: MONT37 Controlled Parameter: Strain
Relative Density (%): 61.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%) 0.17 Frequency (Hz): 1

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain

F~ln?
i

w
o
=
1
i
0
g
»
&
@
£
(7
-0.25 0.25
=30 +
A0
Shear Strain, y (%)
d:\nitiitpley_files\MONT37.XLS 8/20/96 10:47 AM

A=40



Test I.D.: MONT38 Controlied Parameter: Strain
Relative Density (%): 61.8 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Applied Shear Strain (%): 0.25 Frequency (Hz): 10
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Test 1.D.:
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APPENDIX B

LABORATORY TESTS ON SOIL SAMPLES FROM THE SAVANNAH RIVER
SITE, PERFORMED AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY
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Test I.D.: B23P2BCY Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 33.7 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 400

Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.04
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Testi.D.:
Fines Content (%):
Dry Density (kN/m*):

B23P2BCY Controlled Parameter:
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Test 1.D.: B23P2MCY Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content {%): 3586 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 400
Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.43
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Test 1.D.: B23P2MCY Controlied Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 356 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 400
Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.43
Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test I.D.: B23P2TCY Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 32.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 400
Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.75
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Test L.D.: B23P2TCY Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content {%): 326 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 400

Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.75

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain

T
o
=2

[

"3

[}

4

73 6
&

@

<

©

—-80
Shear Strain, y (%)
8/21/96 7:44 AM

d:\nit\itp\cy_files\B23P2TCY XLS B-8




Test L.D.: B23P3BCY Controlled Parameter: Stress'
Fines Content (%): 16.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200
Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.4
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TestI.D.: B23P3BCY Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 16.6 Initial Effective Stress {kPa): 200

Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.4

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Stress

Test L.D.: B23P3MCY Controlled Parameter:
Fines Content {%): 18.5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200
Dry Density (kN/m®): 15.22
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Test I.D.: B23P3MCY Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 18.5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200

Dry Density (kN/m’): 15.22

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.:
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Test I.D.: B23P3TCY Controlled Parameter: Stress.
Fines Content (%): 20.5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200

Dry Density (kN/m°): 16.63

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.:

Fines Content (%):
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B12P5BCY
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Test L.D.: B12P5BCY Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 27 Initial Effective Stress {kPa): 300
Dry Density (kN/m°): 15.82

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test1.D.: ' B12P5SMCY Controlied Parameter: Stress’

Fines Content (%): 26.8 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 300
Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.78
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Stress’

Test 1.D.: B12P5TCY Controlled Parameter:
Fines Content (%): 223 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 300
Dry Density (kN/m°): 18.02
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Test I.D.: B12P7BCY Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 15.7 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 375

Dry Density (kN/m°): 15.91
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Test 1.D.: B12P7BCY Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 15.7 Initial Effective Stress {kPa): 375

Dry Density (kN/m’): 15.91
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Test 1.D.: B12P7MCY Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content {%): 17 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 375
Dry Density (kN/m°): 16.25
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Test1.D.: B12P7TMCY Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 17 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 375

Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.25

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test L.D.: B12P7TCY Controlled Parameter: Stress

Fines Content (%): 15.7 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 375
Dry Density (kN/m®): < 16.24
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TestL.D.: B12P7TCY Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content {%): 15.7 Initial Effective Stress {(kPa): 375

Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.24

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.: B2P5SBCYC Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 254 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 500

Dry Density (kN/m’): 14.65
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Test 1.D.: B2PSBCYC Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 25.4 ‘Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 500
Dry Density (kN/m’): 1465
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Test L.D.: B2PSMCYC Controlled Parameter: Stress

Fines Content (%): 296 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 500
Dry Density (kN/m’): 15.37
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Test 1.D.:

Fines Content (%):
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Test I.D.: B2P5TCYC Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 26.6 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 500

Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.71
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Test 1.D.: B23P4BCY Controlled Parameter: Stress.
Fines Content (%): 11.4 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 750
Dry Density (kN/m?): 14.6
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Stress

Test LD.: B23P4BCY Controlled Parameter:
Fines Content (%): 11.4 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 750
Dry Density (kN/m°): 14.6 '
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Test 1.D.: B23P4MCY Controlled Parameter: Stress‘
Fines Content {%): 16.5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 700

Dry Density (kN/m°): 15.53
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Test L.D.: B23P4MCY Controlied Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 16.5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 700

Dry Density (kN/m°): 15.53
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Test1.D.: B29P2TCY Controlled Parameter: Stress

Fines Content (%): 23 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 750
Dry Density (kN/m%): 16.7
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Test I.D.: B2SP2TCY Controlied Parameter: Stress.
Fines Content (%): 23 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 750
Dry Density (kN/m’): 16.7
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Test LD.: B2P8BCY Controlled Parameter: Stress .
Fines Content (%): 18.9 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 725

Dry Density (kN/m®): 16.73
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Test L.D.: B2P6BCY Controlied Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 18.9 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 725

Dry Density (kN/m°): 16.73

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test L.D.:
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Stress

Test 1.D.: B2PSMCY Controlled Parameter:
Fines Content (%): 20.1 Initial Effective Stress (kPa):’ 743
Dry Density (kN/m’): 16.5
Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.: B2P6TCYC Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 224 Initial Effective Stress {kPa): 750
Dry Density (kN/m’): 16.03
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Test I.D.: B2P6TCYC Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 22.4 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 750

Dry Density (kN/m°): 16.03
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APPENDIX C

LABORATORY TESTS ON SOIL SAMPLES, PERFORMED AT THE
UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO
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Test 1.D.: UQFC5 Controlled Parameter: Stress’

Fines Content (%): Clean Sand Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200
Relative Density (%): 326

60

40 -+

N
o

AN
R

time, t (sec)

(]
B_-
8

U
8

Shear Stress, < (kPa)
o

;

&
S

-
[«

[}
:

Shear Strain, y (%)
i o :
8
8
3
3
8

[}
(41}
—t

time, t (sec)

3000 4
2000 +
1000 +

Energy per Volume, E {J/im°)

0 20 40 time, t (sec) 60 80 100

2.0

Ru ===E/Eliq |

1.5 1

104

05 ¢+

0 20 40 time, t {sec) 80 80 100

d:\nitiitp\ey._files\UOFC5.XLS 8/19/96 4:18 PM
c-3



Test 1.D.:
Fines Content (%):
Relative Density (%):

UOFCS5S
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Test L.D.: UOFC7 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): Ciean Sand Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 205
Relative Density (%): 41
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Stress’

Test I.D.: UOFC7 Controlied Parameter:
Fines Content (%): Clean Sand Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 205
Relative Density (%): 41
Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test I.D.: UOFCS Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): Clean Sand Initial Effective Stress {kPa): 304
Relative Density (%): 42
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Test 1.D.: UOFC9 Controlied Parameter: Stress *
Fines Content {%): Clean Sand Initial Effective Stress (kPaj): 304
Relative Density (%): 42
Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.: UOFC13 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 20 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 300

Dry Density (kN/m?) 15.26
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Test L.D.: UOFC13 Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 20 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 300

Dry Density (kN/m®) 15,26
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Test 1.D.: UOFC14 Controlied Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 20 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200

Dry Density (kN/m®) 15.18
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TestL.D.: UOFC14 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 20 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200
Dry Density (kN/m®) 15.18
Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
30
20
10
-40 20
=
3
]
g
7
=30 T
_40 =
|
50 +
60
Shear Strain, y (%)
8/19/96 4:57 PM

d-\nitiitpcy_files\UOFC14.XLS

Cc~12



Test1.D.: UOFC15 Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%]): 20 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200
Dry Density (kN/m°) 15.25
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Test L.D.: UOFC15 Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 20 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200

Dry Density (kN/m°) 15.25

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain

30

1
Y
o

Shear Stress, ¢ (kPa)

Shear Strain, v (%)

drnitiitpley_files\JOFC15.XLS 8/20/96 7:35 AM

C-14



Test L.D.: UOFC17 Controlled Parameter: Stress *
Fines Content (%): 45 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 2034

Dry Density (kN/m?) 16.18
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Testl.D.: UOFC17 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 45 Initiat Effective Stress (kPa): 203.4

Dry Density (kN/m°) 16.18

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test L.D.; UOFC18 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 45 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 190

Dry Density (kN/m°) 16.18
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Test L.D.: UOFC23 Controlied Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): Clean Sand Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200
Relative Density(%): 453
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Test I.D.: UOFC23 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): Clean Sand Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 200

Relative Density (%): 453

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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APPENDIX D

LABORATORY DATA ON SOIL SAMPLES FROM THE NORTHRIDGE SITE,
PERFORMED AT THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY



"payoepy eie s,q) 188 Jo eouanbag ay) Buimo|jo sinsay 1sa )

BM-g {eplosnulg I 00l EEETITS gel S a02e 2'Se | pues ebpuyUoN LAD9018 8
Aem-g fepiosnuig I 001 §solg L'9L ] Lv99 0'004 vcmmlm.mm_uctoz SAOPOlY L
- Aem-g [epjoshuig 3 (/o] §soNg €91 S vi8L L'€6 c:wwlmm%:oz LADYOLY 9
ABM-Z [eplosnu|g l 001 ssens g9l g 9519¢ 2’6 |puesebpulioN | eADE0La G
AeM-g [eplosnulg i 001 ssellg 1’9t ] elLee 6'68 ucmlwlouﬂl%:stoz cA0e0ld 14
“Aem-Z [epiosnuig b 001 ssels 'Sl ] ovis £'28 | pueg ebpuyLoN LADEDLE e
Aem-g jeplosnuig b 001 SS04IS GGl g Lyée ¥'8Z | pues ebpuyLoN cADe01d e
Aem-g |epjosnuig 8 00l sseng Sl S 0E6S €85 vcmwlmgtoz LAD20L8 I
adeyg peo] | (zH) ‘basd | (edd) °0 | toauod [(uynN)PAT (%) o4 [Cwr) B3 [(%ya| ejdwes aiseL | ‘oN

Kaaxag ‘eruloji[eD Jo ANSIOAIUN 8 PAULIOISd sojduies SSPLIYLON UO BIB(T 1S9, [BIXBILY OHPAD) oY) JO Areunung - ([ S[qeL

D-2



Test 1.D.: BTC2CY1 Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content {%): 5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Dry Density (kN/m®) 14.51
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Test I.D.: BTC2CY1 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 5 initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100

Dry Density (kN/m?) 14.51

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test LD.: BTC2CY2 Controlied Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Dry Density (kN/m’) 15.5
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Test 1.D.:

Fines Content {(%):
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Test 1.D.: BTC3CY1 Controlied Parameter: ‘ Stress
Fines Content (%): 5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100

Dry Density (kN/m°) 15.7

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.: BTC3CY2 Controlied Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100

Dry Density (kN/m°) 16.12
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Test I.D.: BTC3CY2 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content {%): 5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100

Dry Density (kN/m%) 16.12

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.: BTC3CY3 Controlied Parameter: Stress
Fines Content (%): 5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Dry Density (kN/m’) 16.55
Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test LD.: BTC4CY1 Controlled Parameter: Stress
Fines Content {%): 5 initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100

Dry Density (kN/m°) 16.35

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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Test 1.D.: BTCBCY1 Controlled Parameter: Stress’
Fines Content (%): 5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100
Dry Density (kN/m’) 13.51
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Test LD.: BTC6CY1 Controlled Parameter: Stress -
Fines Content (%): 5 Initial Effective Stress (kPa): 100

Dry Density (kN/m°) 13.51

Shear Stress vs. Shear Strain
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