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Seismic Response Analysis of Cement-Treated Ground using Equivalent Linear Analysis Method

Examination of Strain Generated in Cement-Treated Ground
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Abstract: The objective of this study is to obtain the strain range generated in the cement-treated grounds by seismic response analysis.

In this paper, Equivalent linear analysis was performed on the cement-treated grounds model using the test results of retrospective 1).

Investigate the compatibility of the maximum shear strain generated in the cement-treated ground with the strain range obtained by

cyclic triaxial tests.
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