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Sudy on Prediction of Ground Settlement in Liquefaction Based on the Energy Balance
Part 1 Experimental Sudy on Volumetric Srain
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Abstract: The purpose of this study is establisteftimation of settlement in sand deposits follguiquefaction based on energy
balance. This report is experimental investigatibrelationships between volumetric strain resglfiom dissipation of pore water

pressures and accumulate plastic strain energylibgiical torsional test.
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Fig.1 Prediction flow of ground settlement in
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liquefaction based on energy balance
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Table.1 Test case
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Fig.2 Result of liquefaction test
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Fig.3 Relationship between Wggp ande,
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