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Aseries of studies on the small building (the detached house) foundations
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Noriaki Sako'

Abstract: The author has been studied various problems of the small building foundation. Because main ground survey for residential

ground can not classify soils and facing the disaster waste problem after a great earthquake, the author tried to challenge as follows in

the present study. 1) Swedish weight sounding test was made to have a soil classification capability. 2) Liquefaction potential could

be evaluated from Swedish weight sounding test data directory. 3) Reclaimed ground with mitigation vibration was developed using

useless disaster wastes.
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Fig.2 Samples of sound pressure time history from

field test
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Fig.3 A sample of field test results
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Fig.4 A comparison of two liquefaction ratios
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