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Fig.1 Deformation of the embankment on a liuefied foundation
ground
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Table 1 Sumary of centrifuge test conditions (at prototype scale)
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Fig.2 Centrifuge models



Rk R etz o 2 — 55 44 5 (2011)

TR 5R)

Case-5 (&t H=2.4m, MEAHIR) Case-8 (B +& H=2.4m, Sk BANLE © KIBE F)
M—3 R OB ORI
Fig.3 Photographs of embankment models after the shaking
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Fig.4 Time histories of measured excess pore pressure ratio
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Fig.5 Deformation after the shaking
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Table 2 Residual displacement
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(mm) (mm) (mm)
1 640 1113 714
2 184 282 84
3 193 83 51
4 385 643 98
5 350 451 452
6 229 230 98
7 162 338 352
8 240 185 428
9 270 118 481
10 325 54 134
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Fig.6 Relationship between displacement at the embankment slope
toe and embankment settlement in each case
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