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Influence of the difference in stress condition on liquefaction behavior by pseudo-dynamic testing system

OFHEE Y, (IHHE—2 FA= S o’
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Abstract : In this paper , we conducted the experiment in consideration of anisotropy of the stress by used of pseudo-dynamic
testing system and examined the influence of the difference in stress condition on liquefaction behavior.
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Tablel. Experimental conditions
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Figure2 .Results of Pseudo-dynamic testing
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