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« Recommend adjustments to state-of-art liquefaction
triggering procedures for silty soll sites.

Gainsborough Site

« Highly stratified deposits of silty soll; discontinuous
critical layers; thick critical zone absent.

Avondale Site
* Thick, hydraulically connected critical zone of clean sand.

 High LPI = Severe manifestation of liquefaction.
 High LPI = Yet no manifestation of liquefaction.

Cyclic triaxial (CTX) test result of silty soil sample at Site 33-Cashmere
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Scope and Future Plan

e Investigate the geologic characteristics
of silty soll sites that did not manifest
liguefaction.

Evaluate the soil-water response of
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