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ABSTRACT: The state parameter approach applies the concepts of critical state soil mechanics to describe the behaviour
of cohesionless soils combining density and stress level. Such parameter can also be applied to estimate liquefaction
susceptibility and can be obtained from in situ and laboratory tests. This paper aims to interpret SCPTu data using
integrated classification charts for assessing liquefaction susceptibility. An extensive database was obtained from site
characterisation of liquefiable soils in the greater Lisbon area. The state parameter was estimated using the relationship
between stiffness and strength in the soil layers with soil behaviour type index below 2.60. In order to validate the
liquefaction susceptibility assessment using the state parameter, the results were categorised in terms of
contractive/dilative behaviour and drainage conditions of the soils by combining stiffness and strength ratio with state
parameter. Validation was based on the comparison of these results with the factor of safety against liquefaction from

SCPTu data.
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1. Introduction

The Cone Penetration Test (CPT) is widely used for in
situ soil characterisation because of its continuous data
measurement and repeatability. Besides, the CPT
apparatus can be improved by incorporating a pressure
transducer to measure pore-water pressure during the
cone insertion into the ground and accelerometers or
geophones to measure seismic wave velocities. This
device configuration is known as the seismic piezocone
(SCPTu), which has the advantage of combining
independent measurements of shear strength and stiffness
in soils, among others.

The interpretation of this type of tests has a strong
theoretical background, which allows identifying the soil
profile and mechanical properties of these materials.
From such theoretical background, Robertson [1]
proposed an update to the soil classification, introduced
initially by Robertson [2,3], to incorporate the
dilative/contractive behaviour of soils. Such approach is
very attractive when assessing liquefaction. In soils
susceptible to trigger such phenomena (e.g. clean sands
and non-plastic silts), the dilative/contractive behaviour
is controlled by the stress and density states.

The evaluation of dilative/contractive behaviour of
soils uses the state parameter (), which was proposed by
Been and Jefferies [4]. This parameter combines both the
effect of void ratio (e) with the effect of effective mean
stress (p ") to establish the dilative/contractive behaviour
of granular soils. The state parameter is defined as the
void ratio difference between the current state (ey) of the
soil and the critical state (e.s) at the p “[S]. Therefore, soils
with a state denser than the critical state, <0, will be
dilative; in turn, soils with a state looser than the critical
state, w>0, will be contractive. Soils with contractive
behaviour are more susceptible to liquefaction than soils
with dilative behaviour.

This paper explores the combination of shear strength
and stiffness of soils with the state parameter criteria for
assessing liquefaction susceptibility in soil deposits. For
this purpose, soil layers with soil behaviour type index
(Ic) below 2.60 were selected. The data were obtained
through SCPTu conducted in a pilot site in the greater
Lisbon area for liquefaction assessment. The results
address the classification of liquefiable soils in terms of
contractive/dilative behaviour and drainage conditions.
Furthermore, a discussion based on the comparison of the
classification findings versus the factor of safety against
liquefaction from SCPTu data is presented.

2. Experimental site

Within the scope of two research projects on soil
liquefaction developed in the CONSTRUCT-GEO
research centre of FEUP, a vast site characterisation
campaign was conducted in a pilot site in the greater
Lisbon area (south of Portugal). Such characterisation
aimed at the definition of microzonation maps of
liquefaction risk for an area of about 14683 ha, in the
municipalities of Vila Franca de Xira and Benavente.

The south of Portugal is probably the zone, in this
country, with greater seismic risk because of its
proximity to the boundary between the African and
Eurasian plates [6]. Hence, this region is affected by the
occurrence of large magnitude (>8) distant earthquakes
and medium magnitude (>6) near earthquakes [7]. There
is historical evidence of soil liquefaction phenomena,
fairly well documented after the last large earthquake that
occurred in the 23rd April 1909 (Mw = 6.0 with epicentre
near Benavente) in the greater Lisbon area [8]. Table 1
summarises the seismic action, recommended in the
National Annex of Eurocode 8 [9], for the two
municipalities.
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Table 1. Seismic action for a return period of 475 years for Benavente
and Vila Franca de Xira (after [9]).

Seismic action Type 1 Type 2
Seismic zone 1.4 2.3
M, 7.5 52
a.R (m/s?) 1 1.7
i 1 1
ag 1.0 1.7
Ground type D D
Sinax 2 2
S 2.00 1.77
ax (/%) 2.00 3.00
MSF 1.00 1.80

Viana da Fonseca ef al. [10] presented the results of
the geotechnical site characterisation of an experimental
site in Leziria Grande. Ferreira et al. [11] performed a
comparative analysis of liquefaction susceptibility
assessment in the greater Lisbon area. In situ tests for
geotechnical and liquefaction characterisation were
performed at specific locations, referenced as site
investigation points (SI). Fig. 1 shows the map and the SI
location within the experimental site.

For this study, SI102, SI109 and SI110 were selected.
In these points, piezocone penetration tests with
measurement of seismic wave velocities (SCPTu) were
carried out. Shear wave velocities (Vs) were measured at
each 0.50 m depth. The groundwater level was identified
about 1.0 m depth in the three SI. Fig. 2 presents the
SCPTu test results in terms of cone resistance (¢.), sleeve
friction (f;), pore-water pressure generated during cone
penetration (u2) and shear wave velocity (Vs).
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3. Interpretation and analysis of test results

The SCPTu data were analysed using the software
Clig® v.3.0. [12]. The analyses were carried out based on
the unified approach proposed by Robertson [3]. Such
approach includes the classification of soil behaviour
type (SBT) zones according to the soil behaviour type
index (Ic). The CPT-based SBT method suggested by
Robertson [2] is based on the following normalized
parameters:

Qe =" M
Fr = (qt%) 100% )

Ic = [(3.47 —log Q.)? + (log Fr + 1.22)?]%5 3)

where ¢ is the cone resistance corrected for pore water
effects, g:= g + w2 (1— a); a is the cone area ratio; oy, is
the current in situ total vertical stress; o'y, is the current



in situ effective vertical stress. Fig. 3 presents the
interpretation of the soil profiles in terms of soil type,
based on SBT.
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Figure 3. Soil profiles based on SBT: a) SI102; b) SI109; c) SI110.
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By comparing the SCPTu results, similarities were
observed between SI102 and SI110 profiles, since both
profiles exhibit layers of clean sands to silty sands
(Ic<2.6). On the other hand, the SI109 profile is
composed by clayey silt to silty clay soils. The three
profiles are clearly representative of the soils in the
greater Lisbon area, that are a product of alluvial
deposition from the Tagus River after a long period of
successive marine transgressions from the Atlantic
Ocean [13]. Due to the geological origin of the soils in
this region, these soil profiles evidence interstratified
layers composed of sand and clays.

The combined information from the SCPT has the
potential to aid in the identification of possible
microstructure and fabric in soils. The maximum shear
modulus (Gp) describes small-strain stiffness of soils,
which are controlled by microstructure and fabric. Gy is
related to the mass density of the soil (p) and shear wave
velocity (Vs). Eq. 4 shows the most common procedure
to analytically compute Gy from V.

Go = pVs?® C))

Robertson and Wride [14] suggested a normalised
cone parameter (Q:,) in terms of the atmospheric pressure
(Pa) to evaluate soil liquefaction using a stress exponent
variable (n) dependent of the nature of the soil, defined
as follows:

-0y [ Pa \"
Qm - (tha )(U_,;D) (5)
In order to assess the liquefaction phenomena in the
layers of cohesionless soils, SCPTu data were filtered for
the layers with Ic<2.60. At such depths, the state
parameter, i, was estimated using Eq. (6) [15].
Y = 0.56 — 0.331log Q;,, (6)

Fig. 4 shows the y profiles for the depths composed
by cohesionless soils with Ic<2.60. These profiles
indicate that the granular soils in SI102 and SI110 have a
predominantly dilative behaviour (y<0), while the soils
in SI109 present a contractive behaviour (y>0) at 5.5 to
6.5 m depth.
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Figure 4. Soil state parameter profiles for the layers with /c<2.60: a)
S1102; b) S1109; ¢) SI110.

On the other hand, the values of g, Qu, Fr and y were
averaged each + 0.25 m in depth (ranges of 0.5 m), taking
into account the depth of the Vs measurements for each
profile. Such procedure was implemented to obtain data
at the same depths for classifying the soil, in terms of
contractive/dilative behaviour and drainage conditions.

Shuttle and Cunning [16] and Jefferies and Been [5]
suggested that when a soil has a state parameter y>-0.05,
strain softening and strength loss in undrained shear
conditions can be expected. Therefore, Robertson [17]
defined a region on the SBT chart that represents a state
parameter of about y>-0.05 to identify the liquefaction
susceptibility based on historical cases. Subsequently,
Robertson [1] stated that such region is conservative and
presented a chart to divide the predominantly dilative
from the contractive soil behaviour.

Fig. 5 presents the classification in terms of the
dilative/contractive tendency of the soils. From such
Figure, it can be observed that, in general, soils with
1¢<2.60 tend to plot in the dilative region of the chart. In
addition, transitional soils were identified in the three
profiles. Therefore, the classification results in terms of
dilative/contractive behaviour (Fig. 5) indicate that the
soil layers of this experimental site are composed mainly
of soils with dilative behaviour, which are not susceptible
to trigger soil liquefaction.
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Figure 5. Soil behaviour type classification of the soils with 7c¢<2.60

in the greater Lisbon area.

The classification taking into account the drainage
conditions used in this study was proposed by Nierwinski
[18]. Such classification uses a dimensionless log-log
space Qu:Golg;, which divides the soil into different
classes. Such classes range from 1 to 7 for soils with low
plasticity (sands and sandy mixtures) and I to V for soils
with high plasticity (clays and clayey mixtures). All
classes provide a good signal of the strength loss index or
brittleness. Table 2 presents the classes derived from the
stiffness index, Go/q:, based on the drainage conditions.

Table 2. System for soil classification system based on drainage
conditions using SCPTu test results (after [18]).

Non-plastic soils

1 Sensitive non-plastic soils

2 Sandy silts

3 Sandy silt to silts with gravels or cemented silts
4 Sands with gravels or cemented sands
5 Silts

6 Sands to silty sands

7 Clean sands

Plastic soils

1 Clays

1I Organic clays

111 Silty clays
v Clayey silts

\% Clayey sands

The chart classification is based on the boundaries
defined by Schnaid et al [19], who compiled results of g;
and Gy in natural sands. Such boundaries are parallel and
indicate the limits for cemented and uncemented
materials. Eq. 7 defines the shape for those boundaries
lines.

2 = 63 /Qm (7

at

where 6 is a parameter that ranges from 20 (line D-
D), 110 (line A-A), 280 (line B-B) and 800 (line C-C).
From this classification, Nierwinski [18] added vertical
boundaries to define the drainage conditions of the soil,
using a line series with Q,,=50 and Q=10 for drained
and undrained conditions, respectively. In addition, the
author recommended an intermediate empirical line,

On=20 to separate possible mixtures with higher
proportion of sand (right) from higher proportion of silty
fines (left). Fig. 6 presents the classification chart in
terms of drainage conditions with the results for the
SCPTu tests.
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Figure 6. Soil classification in terms of drainage conditions of the
soils with 1c¢<2.60 in the greater Lisbon area.

The studied soils were classified mainly as sands to
silty sands and clean sands (zones 6 and 7), except for
most of SI109 profile. Such classification indicated that
the soils of SI102 and SI110 are expected to respond in
drained to partially drained conditions, which are typical
for soils susceptible to trigger liquefaction. The
combination of stiffness and strength (Go/g;) allows
obtaining an alternative classification of soil behaviour,
because it takes advantage of two intrinsic properties of
the soils. Besides, this ratio is not sensitive to changes in
stress-state or relative density of granular materials [20].
Robertson [1] stated that the classification must be
applied in uncemented and young soils, because the Go/q,
ratio is sensitive to cementation and ageing. This means
that it is applicable to the soils in this study, originated
from the Holocene [6, 11].

To describe the soil state and its susceptibility to
trigger liquefaction, Schnaid and Yu [20] proposed an
empirical relationship between Go/q; and y from a
database of six different sands (mostly clean) based on
physical models in a large calibration chamber. Eq. 8
presents such empirical relationship.

\B
p=a(X) + ®)
where =0.52, p=0.07 and »=0.18 are average
coefficients obtained from calibration chamber data; p “is
the mean effective stress of the soil and Pa is the
atmospheric pressure. The data reported by Schnaid and
Yu [20] ranged for p “stresses between 50 and 500 kPa.

The analysis of SCPTu in the studied soils presented
partially drained conditions and generated pore-water
pressure during cone penetration. In the light of the
findings of DeJong and Randolph [21], a correction of
the cone resistance in terms of drainage conditions must
be applied, since the Schnaid and Yu’s proposal was
developed for clean sands under drained conditions. The
partial drainage condition of soils with medium
permeability coefficient (107 to 10 m/s) is controlled by
the cone penetration rate during testing [22].



Nierwinski [18], based on the theoretical evidence of
Senneset et al [23], suggested a correction for obtaining
a normalisation in terms of the standard penetration rate
(2 cm/s), using the ratio between the drained cone
resistance (¢;p) and the undrained cone resistance (gwp),
and the pore pressure ratio (Bg=(u2 — uo)/( q: — 6v,)). Eq.
9 describes the drainage correction for SCPTu results.

atn _ 9t 05
m_u(mﬂ)ﬁ’q )
where ¢:p/q:vphas two boundary conditions, according
to the Bg value (see Eq. 10), and depends on the effective
friction angle of the soil, ¢', (see Eq. 11) [23]. For the
soils of the greater Lisbon Area, the ¢’ values reported
by Ramos et al. [24] were used. Fig. 7 presents the
drained correction chart for different ¢:n/q:p values.

aep 1-Bq=0 0
qtND q(:\j)p - Bqg=1 , (10
AP — 1.6921exp?0458¢ (11
qtND
12 T T T T
% L @n/aND =9
< 10| .
‘C: TUp/ainD =T _
g -
; ,"’T)Tr),/tzr,\'p =5
; 6 = T i
@ D
S 4l ST T e N
.qi i
Z 2 |
5 |
0 \ ! \ \ !
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Pore pressure ratio, Bq

Figure 7. Drained cone resistance correction chart.

Fig. 8 presents the classification of the soils after the
computation of the cone resistance corrected to full
drainage conditions. The new classification shows that
the soils with 7c¢<2.60 in the greater Lisbon Area were
classified as sandy silts to silts with gravels and sands
with gravels. This classification was validated by
comparing the results of the sampling campaign
presented by Molina-Gémez et al [25] in the greater
Lisbon Area. In addition, results showed that such soils
have a fragile failure behaviour because of the high
values of Go/g:p. Such behaviour is typical of soils with
high strength loss index (brittleness) and is associated
with low liquefaction resistance.

Using the Go/g:p and y values, the Schnaid and Yu’s
proposal was estimated for the soils with 1c¢<2.60 in the
greater Lisbon area. Fig. 9 shows the plot of the
theoretical correlation between Go/g:p and y for the soils
with 1c¢<2.60 from these three profiles.
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Figure 8. Soil classification in terms of drainage conditions of the
soils with 7c¢<2.60 after drained cone resistance correction.
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Figure 9. Results of the theoretical correlation between Gy/q,, and y.

The results confirm the tendency to dilate of the
analysed soil profiles, presented in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5.
However, the chart displays some dispersion of the data
with respect to the narrow band of p“bounds (50 kPa to
500 kPa) obtained by Schnaid and Yu [20]. Such
dispersion was observed even after applying the drained
cone resistance correction. In addition, the variability of
results can be attributed to the interlayering of the alluvial
deposits, which is more pronounced in SI102 and SI110
profiles.

On the other hand, the classification results in terms of
contractive/dilative behaviour and drainage conditions
were contrasted and validated through liquefaction
susceptibility profiles. This analysis was conducted for
the Type 1 seismic action (see Table 1) using the
simplified procedure, originally introduced by Seed &
Idriss [26] and recommended in Eurocode 8 [9].

This method states that the factor of safety against
liquefaction (FSyq) can be computed from the ratio
between the cyclic stress ratio (CSR) and the cyclic
resistance ratio (CSR). Eq. 12 describes the procedure to
compute CSR [26] and Eq. 13 defines the deterministic
correlation to estimate CRR from CPTu data [27].

CSR =752 = 0.65 (“";%) (:—) T4 (12)
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where 1,, is the average equivalent uniform cyclic
shear stress caused by the earthquake and is assumed to
be 0.65 of the maximum induced stress, am./g is the
maximum horizontal acceleration (as a fraction of
gravity) at the ground surface, ¢’, is the initial effective
vertical (overburden) stress at the depth evaluated, o, is
the total overburden stress at the same depth, and r,is the
shear stress reduction factor that accounts for the
dynamic response of the soil profile. gcines corresponds
to the normalised equivalent clean sand cone resistance.
Fig. 9 presents the results of liquefaction susceptibility
profiles based on FSy.
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By comparing results of soil classification in terms of
drainage conditions (Fig. 8) against liquefaction
susceptibility profiles (Fig. 10), it can be observed that
soils in SI102 and SI110 have a drained condition and are
susceptible to soil liquefaction because of the brittleness
of this type of materials.

Likewise, the soils in SI109, which present an
undrained behaviour, do not have susceptibility to trigger
liquefaction. From this comparison, it may be concluded
that both interpretations converge for the purpose of
liquefaction susceptibility assessment.

4. Summary and concluding remarks

Different methodologies for the interpretation of
seismic piezocone tests have been applied in this study.
These methodologies provided an additional level to
classify the liquefaction susceptibility of the alluvial soil
deposits in an experimental site in the Lower Tagus
Valley (LTV) in the greater Lisbon Area. In fact, the
combination of stiffness and strength (Go/g;) together
with the normalised cone resistance (Q;) allowed
obtaining an alternative characterisation of such soils in
terms of contractive/dilative behaviour and drainage

conditions. For the case study of this paper, which only
involved soils with 1c<2.6, the following conclusions can
be drawn:

e The granular soils in the LVT, close to Lisbon,
have a predominant dilative behaviour.

e The interpretations based on Go/g; ratio could be
applied for the granular soils in this area because
of its low cementation degree and due to its
Holocene origin.

e The Go/q ratio is a good complement to Qy, for
representing the brittleness of recent alluvial soil
deposits, such as the sandy soils of this valley.

e Based on critical state soil mechanics, the chart
Go/g: and w only explains the contractive/dilative
behaviour of the studied soils because the results
are disperse in terms of Go/q; in comparison to the
stress range (50kPa to 500 kPa) of the original
proposal.

e The soil classification in terms of drainage
conditions describes well the liquefaction
susceptibility of the studied soils and this
statement was validated by comparing such
results against the FSyq profiles.

Acknowledgement

The authors acknowledge the Portuguese Foundation
for Science and Technology (FCT) for the support of the
PTDC/ECM/GEO/1780/2014  project “Liquefaction
Assessment Protocols to Protect Critical Infrastructures
against Earthquake Damage: LIQ2PROEARTH”. This
work is part of the LIQUEFACT project (“Assessment
and mitigation of liquefaction potential across Europe: a
holistic approach to protect structures/infrastructures for
improved resilience to earthquake-induced liquefaction
disasters”), which received funding from the European
Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation
programme under grant agreement No. GAP-700748.
The second and third author also acknowledge the
support of FCT through SFRH/BD/146265/2019 and
SFRH/BPD/120470/2016, respectively. This work was
also financially supported by UIDB/04708/2020 and
UIDP/04708/2020 of CONSTRUCT - Institute of R&D
in Structures and Construction funded by the national
funds  through the FCT/MCTES (PIDDAC).
Acknowledgements are especially due to the Mayor of
Municipality of Benavente and to Commander Miguel
Cardia of the local Civil Protection and to the Association
of the Owners of Leziria Grande de Vila Franca de Xira
(APLGVFX), as well as the SLP Company.

References

[1]  Robertson, P. K. "Cone penetration test (CPT) - based soil
behaviour type (SBT) classification system — an update".
Canadian Geotechnical Journal, 53(12), pp. 1910-1927. 2016.
DOI:10.1139/cgj-2016-0044

[2]  Robertson, P. K. "Soil classification using the cone penetration
test". Canadian Geotechnical Journal, 27(1), pp. 151-158. 1990.
DOI:10.1139/t90-014

[3] Robertson, P. K. "Interpretation of cone penetration tests - a
unified approach". Canadian geotechnical journal, 46(11), pp.
1337-1355.2009. DOI:10.1139/T09-065

[4] Been, K., Jefferies, M. "A state parameter for sands".
Géotechnique, 35(2), pp. 99-112. 1985.



[3]
(6]

(7]

[8]

(91
[10]

(11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

DOI:10.1680/geot.1985.35.2.99

Jefferies, M., Been, K. Soil Liguefaction: A Critical State
Approach (2nd ed.). Milton Park, Abingdon: CRC Press. 2015.
Saldanha, A. S., Viana da Fonseca, A., Ferreira, C.
"Microzonation of the liquefaction susceptibility: case study in
the lower Tagus valley". Geotecnia, 142, pp. 07-34. 2018.
DOI:10.24849/j.geot.2018.142.01

Azevedo, J., Guerreiro, L., Bento, R., Lopes, M., Proenca, J.
"Seismic vulnerability of lifelines in the greater Lisbon area".
Bulletin of Earthquake Engineering, 8(1), pp. 157-180. 2010.
DOI:10.1007/s10518-009-9124-7

Teves-Costa, P., Batllo, J. "The 23 April 1909 Benavente
earthquake (Portugal): macroseismic field revision". Journal of
Seismology, 15(1), pp. 59-70. 2011. DOI:10.1007/s10950-010-
9207-6

Eurocode 8. "Design of structures for earthquake resistance". ,
European Committee for Standardization 229 (2005).

Viana da Fonseca, A., Ferreira, C., Ramos, C., Molina-Gémez,
F. "The geotechnical test site in the greater Lisbon area for
liquefaction characterisation and sample quality control of
cohesionless soils". AIMS Geosciences, 5(2), pp. 325-343.2019.
DOI:10.3934/geosci.2019.2.325

Ferreira, C., Viana da Fonseca, A., Ramos, C., Saldanha, A. S.,
Amoroso, S., Rodrigues, C. "Comparative analysis of
liquefaction susceptibility assessment methods based on the
investigation on a pilot site in the greater Lisbon area". Bulletin
of Earthquake Engineering, in-press, pp. 1-30. 2019.
DOI:10.1007/310518-019-00721-1

GeoLogismiki. "CLiq v.3.0 - CPT liquefaction software". 2019.
Retrieved October 25, 2019, from
https://geologismiki.gr/products/cliq/

Gouveia, F., Viana da Fonseca, A., Carrilho Gomes, R., Teves-
Costa, P. "Deeper Vs profile constraining the dispersion curve
with the ellipticity curve: A case study in Lower Tagus Valley,
Portugal". Soil Dynamics and Earthquake Engineering, 109, pp.
188-198.2018. DOI:10.1016/J.SOILDYN.2018.03.010
Robertson, P. K., Wride, C. E. "Evaluating Cyclic Liquefaction
Potential Using the Cone Penetration Test". Canadian
Geotechnical Journal, 35(3), pp. 442-459. 1998.

Robertson, P. K. "Evaluation of Flow Liquefaction and
Liquefied Strength Using the Cone Penetration Test". Journal of
Geotechnical and Geoenvironmental Engineering, 136(6), pp.
842-853.2010. DOI:10.1061/(ASCE)GT.1943-5606.0000286
Shuttle, D. A., Cunning, J. "Liquefaction potential of silts from
CPTu". Canadian Geotechnical Journal, 44(1), pp. 1-19. 2007.
DOI:10.1139/T06-086

Robertson, P. K. "Evaluation of flow liquefaction and liquefied
strength using the cone penetration test". Journal of
Geotechnical and Geoenvironmental Engineering, 136(6), pp.
842-853.2010. DOI:10.1061/(ASCE)GT.1943-5606.0000286
Nierwinski, H. P. Caracterizacio e comportamento
geomecdnico de rejeitos de mineragdo. Universidade Federal do

Rio Grande do Sul. 2019. Retrieved from
https://repositorio.ufsc.br/handle/123456789/199012
Schnaid, F., Lehane, B. M., Fahey, M. "In situ test

characterisation of unusual soils". In A. Viana da Fonseca & P.
W. Mayne (Eds.), Second International Geotechnical and
Geophysical Site Characterisation ICS2 (pp. 49-74). 2004.
Schnaid, F., Yu, H. S. "Interpretation of the seismic cone test in
granular soils". Geotechnique, 57(3), pp. 265-272. 2007.
DOI:10.1680/geot.2007.57.3.265

Delong, J. T., Randolph, M. "Influence of Partial Consolidation
during Cone Penetration on Estimated Soil Behavior Type and
Pore Pressure Dissipation Measurements". Journal of
Geotechnical and Geoenvironmental Engineering, 138(7), pp.
777-788.2012. DOIL:10.1061/(ASCE)GT.1943-5606.0000646
Bedin, J., Schnaid, F., Viana da Fonseca, A., Costa Filho, L. de
M. "Gold tailings liquefaction under critical state soil
mechanics". Géotechnique, 62(3), pp. 263-267. 2012.
DOI:10.1680/geot.10.P.037

Senneset, K., Sandven, R., Janbu, N. "Evaluation of Soil
Parameters from Piezocone Tests". Transportation Research

Record, 1235. 1989. Retrieved from
http://onlinepubs.trb.org/Onlinepubs/trr/1989/1235/1235-
003.pdf

Ramos, C., Ferreira, C., Molina-Gémez, F., Viana da Fonseca,
A. "Critical State Lines of Portuguese liquefiable sands". E3S
Web of  Conferences, 92, pp- 06003. 2019.
DOI:10.1051/e3sconf/20199206003

(25]

[26]

[27]

Molina-Gémez, F., Viana da Fonseca, A., Ferreira, C., Ramos,
C., Cordeiro, D. "Novel sampling techniques for collecting high-
quality samples: Portuguese experience in liquefiable soils". In
6th International Conference on Geotechnical and Geophysical
Site Characterization, ISC’6 (p. submmited). Budapest. 2020.
Seed, H. B., Idriss, I. M. "Simplified procedure for evaluating
soil liquefaction potential". Journal of the Soil Mechanics and
Foundations Division, 97(9), pp. 1249-1273. 1971.

Boulanger, R. W., Idriss, I. M. CPT and SPT based liquefaction
triggering  procedures. Davis. 2014. Retrieved from
http://nees.ucdavis.edu/publications/Boulanger_Idriss_CPT_an
d_SPT_Liq_triggering CGM-14-01_2014.pdf



