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Study on Evaluation of damage in Liquefaction Based on the Energy Balance in Liquefiable Sandy Ground
Part 2 Considerations on relationship between Energy and Excessive Pore Water Pressures

OEI#E Y, eI ?, \LmHE—2 SETek®, PEREd?
*YukiDomyo!, ToshioAdachi?, MasaichiYamada’, RyoutaAsaeda®, KeisukeFujimori *

Abstract: The purpose of this study is to establish for evaluation of damage in sand deposits following liquefaction based on energy

balance.
water pressures by cylindrical torsional test.
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This report is experimental investigation of relationships between accumulate plastic strain energy and excessive pore
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(a)One example of outcome of an experiment (b)Kasumigaura sand -a Dr60% (c)Kasumigaura sand-a Dr80%
(Toyoura sand Dr80%)
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