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PREFACE

The objective of the research has b;en to understand the behavior of
dry or saturated granular materials under cyclic shearing.’ To this end, two
fundamental subjects have been considered, These are:

(1) To understand what happens to granular materials under confining pres-
sure, when subjected to a cyclic shearing, without requiring the detailed
behavior in each cycle, l

(2) To understand, in terms 6f statistically described grain behavior, the
detailed response in each cycle.

Objective (1) relates to the overall macroscopic failure mechanisms of
soils under dynamic loading, whereas Objective (2) seeks to pfovide a micro-
scopic basis for the detailed understanding of the overall macroscopic
responses.

Progress has been made in both of the above-mentioned subject areas,

The results are summarized in this report, |

The report is organized in the following manner. In Chapter 1, a sum-
mary of the basic problem area and results are presented. In Chapter 2, the
details of an energy method for the calculation of the void ratio in the case
of dry sand, and the pore water pressure in ﬁhe case of saturated undrained
sand, are presented together with a comparison with experimental results. In
Chapter 3, a framework is given for the calculation of the stress amplitude in
terms of the number of cycles and the strain amplitude, or the strain amplitude
in terms of the number of cycles and the stress amplitude, for both dry and

saturated samples subjected to cyclic shearing. Chapter 4 examines the flow



of granular materials from a point of view different from that of the pre-
ceding chapters. In this chapter the response of granular materials to mono-
tone leoading is considered in the context of a plasticity theory which includes
dilatancy and pressure sensitivity. Moreover, the questions of densification
and liquefaction under cyclic loading are reexamined in the context of dimen-
sional énalysis. In Chapter 5, a statistical approach to the behavior of a
dry granular mass in simple shear is presented, and the observed initial den-
sification, subsequent dilatancy, and the net densification upon load reversal
are given microstructural explanation. Chapter 6 presents the results of a
systematic experimental work on densification and liquefaction in simple
shearing. These results are rather striking and provide remarkable confirmation
of the theory presented in Chapter 5.

Each chapter is written in such a manner that it can be read independently.



CHAPTER 1

SUMMARY OF RESULTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

1. INTRODUCTION
As mentioned in the preface, the basic subjects of the present work
are:

(1) To understand what happens to granular materials under confining pres-
sure, when subjected to a cyclic shearing, without requiring the detailed
behavior in each cycle.

(2) To understand, in terms of statistically described grain behavior, the
detailed response in each cycle,

Subject (1) can be further subdivided into:
A. Densification of dry sand in cyclic shearing;
B. Liquefaction of saturated undrained sand in cyclic shearing.

In the sequel, these areas will be discussed.

2. DENSIFICATION
Consider strain-controlled cyclic shearing, where the strain is prescribed
to be

Y =19 0(t) , -1<¢() <+, )

where ¢ is a given periodic function. Let Ty be the stress amplitude when

Y = Yoo and assume that the corresponding value of the relative void ratio*

is Py In our theory we attempt to obtain an expression for ™ in the following

*The relative void ratio is defined as p = e - e where e is the void ratio,

and em is its minimum value.



form:
Ty = T(YO, pM) . (2)

To this end, we first establish with the aid of an energy consideration, an

- explicit expression for PM in terms of Yo and the number of cycles N; the de-

tails are given in Chapter 2, where results are compared with experiments.
Then we use symmetry and other arguments in an effort to render the right-

hand side of (2) explicit. For example, one notes that

?(—YO, oy = —?(yo,pM) ,

_il'_z o, %(0: DM) =0 3 (3)

the detailed results are given in Chapter 3.

In obtaining explicit relations for the funttions and parameters which
describe the material response, we require extensive experimental data. How-
ever, published experimental results and reports do not include all the neces-
sary information. This has resulted in a hindrance for further development -
regarding this subject area. To overcome this difficulty, we have completed

a series of experiments ourselves; see Chapter 6.

3. LIQUEFACTION
Consider stress-controlled cyclic shearing, where the stress is prescribed
to be

T(®) = 1 9 () , -1 <P(c) <+, )

where ¢ is as in (1). Let Yy and Py respectively be the strain amplitude and

the normalized* excess pore water pressure. In the present theory we attempt

* If the excess pore water pressure-is 5 and the confining pressure is Oc»

then the normalized excess pore water pressure is defined as p = ﬁ/oc.



to obtain Y™ in the following form.

Yy = ?(TO, pM) . (5)
In this case again, we first use an energy consideration to express pM in
terms of T and the number of cycles N, and then, again using symmetry and
other considerations, obtain an explicit form for the right-hand side of (5);
these and related calculations are given in detail in Chapters 2 and 3. As
is discussed in Chapters 2 and 3, the theory corresponds well with some
existing experimental results, Howéver, further progress requires additional

coordinated experiments.

4. STATISTICAL CONSIDERATIONS

Since a mass of granular materials consists of a collection of a large
number of grains, it is reasonable to expect that by appropriate statistical
considerations and the use of the basic laws of mechanics, one should be able
to obtain basic equations which characterize the overall macroscopic behavior
of the material in terms of the statistics of grain distribution, the coeffi-
cient of friction, and other relevant parameters. (For geotechnical applica-
tions, the grains can be considered as rigid, since low confining pressures

are involved.) While this sounds like a very ambitious objective, some pro-

gress has been made. The work completed under the present project is given in
Chapter 5. It involves the calculation of the rate of dilatamcy or demsifica-
tion in simple shearing, in terms of some energy considerations and simple sta-
tistics of microstructural behavior. The results serve to explain the observed
volumetric behavior of granular materials in monotone as well as cyclic shearing.
In particular, it brings into focus the importance of the granular fabric in

relation to the corresponding liquefaction potential.



5. TFABRIC AND LIQUEFACTION POTENTIAL

The theory suggests that during a cycle of loading and unloading, the
fabric of the granular material is changed. This change may result in a dras-
tic change of the liqueféction potential of the sample., For example, if a
drained sample is first subjected to a relatively large shear stress and then
the stress is brought to zero, in subsequent cyclic shearing under undrained
conditions, the sample may liquefy immediately. Experimental results support
this finding, as discussed in Chapter 6. These experimental results are rather
striking. For example, in Fig. 3b of Chapter 6, densification under cyclic
loading of a virgin sample (the lower figure) is compared with that of a liquefied
sample (the upper figure). As is seen, due to liquefaction the fabric is changed,
and, even with a smaller void ratio, the preliquefied sample shows much
larger densification potential than the virgin sample. Results presented in
Chapter 6 clearly show that much remains to be learned on the mechanics of lique-
faction. 1In our laboratory, we have been able to prepare two samples of identical
density from the same sand, but with such fabrics that one would liquefy within
one cycle while the other one after more than 100 cycles of the same stress shape
and amplitude.

Our recommendation is that further scientific experimental and theoretical
research is necessary in the area of liquefaction and densification of granular
masses in cyclic loading, if we are to develop the technical ability for pre-

dicting and preventing ground failures induced by earthquakes.



CHAPTER 2
A UNIFIED APPROACH TO DENSIFICATION AND LIQUEFACTION OF COHESIONLESS SAND

IN CYCLIC SHEARING

1. INTRODUCTION

It is known that loose sand (either dry or saturated but drained) under-
goes densification (compaction) when subjected to cyclic shearing. This sub-
ject has been experimentally treated extensively by a number of investigators
who have brought into focus essential features of this phenomenon; see for
example, Silver and Seed (1971la,b),* Youd (1970 and 1972), and references
cited therein; see also Faccioli and Resendiz (1976) for a review of recent
developments. In the case of undrained saturated sand, the tendency for den-
sification leads to an increase in pore water pressure, and therefore a re-~
duction in the shear strength of the sand. A continuous loss of strength of
this kind can lead to the phenomenon of liquefaction which has been observed
to occur during earthquakes, as well as in laboratory experiments; see for
example, Seed and Idriss (1967 and 1969), Seed and Lee (1966), Seed and Pea-~
cock (1971), Martin et al. (1975), Faccioli and Resendiz (1976) and references
cited therein. In view of the extensive experimental and field investigations
by the above-mentioned authors and others, the basic physics of the phenomenon
of liquefaction has been fairly well understood. To our knowledge, however,
there exists no fundamental theory for either the densification or the lique-
faction phenomenon.

In this chapter we shall present a unified theory for the densification

and liquefaction of cohesionless sand. The theory is motivated by a consideration

* References are listed at the end of this chapter.



of the microstructural (at the grain size level) rearrangement of the sand
particles, which takes place during cyclic shearing, and which leads to the
densification of dry or saturated but drained sand, and to the liquefaction
of saturated undrained sand. We shall apply the results of our theory to
several sets of relevant available experimental results, in order to show
how effectively the theory accounts quantitatively for the observed behavior.
The theory is based on the observation that the densification of sand
involves rearrangements of its grains and hence, an expenditure of a certain
amount of energy which increases as the void ratio approaches its minimum
value, this minimum of course depending on the grain structure, size distri-
bution, confining pressure, and other relevant parameters. If the saturated
sand is undrained and is subjected to a fixed confining pressure, the ten-
dency toward densification induced by cyclic shearing, results in an increase
in the pore water pressure, and therefore a decrease in the frictional and
contact forces that exist at the interface between adjacent sand particles.
Hence the corresponding energy required to decrease the pore volume, decreases
with increasing pore water pressure. On the basis of these observations, a
differential equation is proposed, which relates the energy loss in cyclic
shearing to the consequent change in the void ratio for the dry sand, and to
the consequent increase in the pore water pressure in the saturated undrained
case. The theory then is applied in its simplest form to predict some of the
existing experimental results for both the densification and liquefaction
phenomena; the obtained results seem to lend considerable credit to the basic

approach.

2. THEORY
Consider a sand sample of volume V which contains a certain amount of

solid having the volume VS. The remaining volume, V - Vs = Vp’ will be



assumed to be occupied by water for saturated sand (Vp = Vw) or be empty for

dry sand (Vp Vv). Since we wish to treat the densification and liquefaction
phenomena in a unified manner, we define e = VP/VS, and refer to it as the
void ratio, keeping in mind that, for saturated sand, it actually represents
the ratio of the volume of the water, Vw, to the volume of the solid, VS, in
a given sample of volume V.

Assume that the sample is subjected to a fixed confining pressure 9>
and consider its cyclic shearing. To change ‘the void ratio from its current
value, e, to e + de, a certain amount of energy must be consumed. We observe
that this energy must be a decreasing function of e - e where e is the
minimum void ratio which will depend in general on the size and shape distri-
bution of the sand particles, on the confining pressure, and on other relevant
parameters. Moreover, this energy must be a decreasing function of the excess
pore water pressure, p = EYGC, where ; is the actual excess pore water pres-
sure. To support these two statements, we observe that the void ratio cannot
be decreased below its minimum, e s without the expenditure of an "infinite"
amount of energy. Hence, more and more energy will be required for densifica-
tion, as e is being approached. When this sample is undrained, the tendency
for a reduction in e results in a tendency for increasing p. The increase in
the excess pore water pressure p then causes a reduction in the inner parti-
cle forces. Thus it becomes easier to rearrange the particles, and therefore
cause further increase in the pore water pressure.

To quantify the above observations, let dW be the amount of energy
(measured per unit volume of the sample) required to change the void ratio e
to e + de, and set

:) de
f(l+p)g(e-em)

dw = e8]
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where, with prime denoting differentiation, we must require that

£(1) =1, £f'>0

— ’

g(0) =0, g' >0, (2)
and where vy is a positive parameter which may depend on Tos but not on the
void ratios.

In Eq. (1) e and p are dimensionless quantities, as are the functions
f and g. The physical dimensions of v and dW must therefore be the same.
However, we assume that both v and dW are rendered dimensionless with respect
to a suitable reference value WO. As will be seen later on, since we cal-
culate dW on the basis of a dimensionless shear stress T < go/oc, it will
be properly dimensionless and will represent the energy measured per unit
volume per unit confining pressure; see Eq. (11) and Fig. 1. Hence, in all
subsequent equations all variables and functions are physically nondimensional
(unless otherwise stated explicitly).

The quantity (e - em) enters in a natural way in many of our subsequent
expressions. It represents the maximum amount of reduction in the void ratio
that can be theoretically accomplished (without crushing and changing indi-
vidual grains); since e is the present value of the void ratio, (e - em)

represents the relative looseness of the sand (the larger this quantity, the

looser the sand). We shall refer to (e - em) as the relative void ratio. We

observe that in soil mechanics literature the quantity

eM-e

Dr= eM-e
m

x 100 , (3)

i.e. the relative density is commonly used to characterize the relative dense-
ness of the sand; in (3) ey is the maximum void ratio.
For the drained sample, we set p = 0, so that £ = 1, and obtain

aw = S
g m

» (4)
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Fig. 1. 1/4 of a typical hysteretic loop (data from Silver and Seed, 1971a).
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For the undrained sample, we observe that
dv av XR av ecc
de = 5o =5 7 =~ (xyyle=-d=-—"dp,
s p S w P W w
so that (1) becomes
edp
W =V Ty SHCEERE (5)
o _
where Koo is the bulk modulus of the water, v = 725, and dp = dp/cc. We now
w

observe that the initiation of liquefaction is defined when the excess pore
water pressure equals the confining pressure 0o i.e., when p = 1. Since in
all practical cases, 0. does not exceed a hundred psi, the corresponding total
volumetric pore strain for p = 1, which does not exceed -OE/KW’ is negligibly
small (usually of the order of 10—5). Hence, for computational convenience,

we can set, in Eq. (5), e = e the initial void ratio, and arrive at

0’

ve
: I (6)

g(e0 - em) £f(Q1 + p) ’

dw =

We shall now integrate Eqs. (4) (for densification, and (6) for lique-

faction), and arrive at the following general results:

- ¢ de'
AW = v [ —————=  for densification, (7
gle' - e )
e m
0
ve p .
AW 0 f dp for liquefaction, (8)

where AW is the total energy consumed for the corresponding change.

In the sequel we shall use elementary forms for functions g and £, ob-
tain explicit results from Eqs. (7) and (8), and compare these results with
experimental observations. To this end we need to express more explicitly
the energy loss, &W, in terms of the number of cycles and the shear stress

amplitude (for the stress-controlled test) or the shear strain amplitude (for

the strain-controlled test).
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Estimate for Energy Loss AW

We shall estimate the energy loss AW after N cycles of shearing, using
the data for hysteretic damping obtained in cyclic shearing of drained cohe~
sionless sand. To this end let Ai be the area enclosed by the hysteretic
loop during the i?h cycle of shearing, and denote by Awi the corresponding
energy that has been actually used in rearranging the grain particles (both
Ai and AWi are dimensionless, and are measured per unit volume of the sample
and per unit confining pressure). We must have AW, = ) Ai’ where 0 < xi <1,

i i

and where Ai may depend on the number of preceding cycles as well as other

parameters. The energy loss AW may therefore be expressed as

N N
AW = I AW, = I XA, , (9)
i=1 * 4=1 * 1

Figure 1 shows a portion of a typical hysteresis loop obtained experi-
mentally by Silver and Seed (1971la) for cohesionless sand in cyclic shearing.
In the e€,0-coordinates with origin at O, the curve 0A may be approximated by

the expression

(10)

where the subscript i indicates that the hysteretic loop in the ith cycle of
shearing is being considered. Clearly, one may use more elaborate expres-
sions than (10) to represent hysteretic damping. However, our main objective
here is only to estimate the total area of the loop, and therefore, Eq. (10)
seems to be quite adequate.

The complete hysteretic loop is not quite symmetric with respect to the
€~ and o- axis of Fig. 1. However, the deviation from symmetry for cyclic
shearing of cohesionless sand, seems to be small enough to permit the assump-

tion of symmetry, which has been implied by many authors; see Silver and



14

Seed (1971a,b), Hardin and Drnevich (1972), Yoshimi et al., (1977), and ref-
erences cited therein. If we use the assumption of symmetry, then the area

of the hysteretic loop in the ith cycle can be estimated as

oO ai ai+1
Ai=4£0d€=4KiT:Tido .

Transferring to the y,t-coordinates, noting that Awi is proportional to Ai’

and collecting all the resulting coefficients, we obtain

i -~
AW, = b t , Ty T 'rO/cc , (1)

where %O is the applied shear stress amplitude, and where, for a given sand,
the coefficient ﬁi in general depends on the number of preceding cycles, on
the confining pressure, on the relative void ratio e - e s as well as on
other relevant parameters. In the above expression it is alsq implied that
the exponent a, varies from cycle to cycle. Although, in general, this is
probably the case, for our purposes here we can replace oy by an average con-
stant value a, and assuming that the hysteretic loop is completely symmetrical
with respect to the ‘e-axis in Fig. 1, assign a positive even value to o; in
all our calculations, we have found that o = 4 yields results which are com-
patible with experimental observations in the liquefaction of cohesionless
sand.

In view of the above comments, we set a; =a in Eq. (11), and substitute

the result into Eq. (9) to arrive at

N N
AW = I h_ra+l = ﬁta+l, h= 3 h, . (12)
=1 & 0 0 i=1 i

Most results reported for the densification of drained sand in cyclic
shearing are for strain-controlled tests, where the amplitude of the applied

shearing strain is kept fixed, and the corresponding shearing stress



15

amplitude is measured as a function of number of cycles for various test
conditions. It is observed that as the sample densifies with increasing
number of cycles in a strain-controlled test, the corresponding shear stress
amplitude increases (slightly) with the number of cycles, causing the hystere-
tic loop to elongate. Therefore, if we consider for a fixed number of cycles
the relation between the stress amplitude and the corresponding strain am-
plutide, experimental results show that we arrive at a curve similar to QOP

in Fig. 2; see, for example, Hardin and Drnevich (1972), and Yoshimi et al.
(1977). 1In Fig. 2 a typical hysteretic loop is shown with dashed curves.

The curve QOP is often approximated by the expression

_ C
YO = aro + bTO .

This equation permits us to express the energy loss AW in terms of the strain
amplitude Yo for strain-controlled tests using Eq. (12) which corresponds to
the stress-controlled test. However, as it stands, the above equation is too
difficult to solve for TO, and obtain a simple expression. In view of the
approximations involved, we feel justified to use the following much simpler

relation:

_ ., B
Yo = ATO s 13)

where, since curve QOP is centrally symmetric, we assign a positive odd value
to B; in all our calculations for densification in cyclic shearing we have
found that B = 5 yields results which are compatible with experimental obser-
vations. Based on the experimental results, we observe that the coefficient
A in Eq. (13) must be a decreasing function of the number of cycles and of
the relative density (i.e. A must decrease with decreasing relative void
ratio e - em). These conclusions are intuitively reasonable, because if the

stress amplitude is kept fixed, then the corresponding strain amplitude must
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decrease with the number of cycles (which causes further densification). More-
over, if we start out with smaller initial values of e - e (i.e., with denser
sands), for the same stress amplitude and after the same number of cycles, we
must obtain smaller strain amplitude. Hence, A must decrease with decreasing

e -e).

(0 )

If we now substitute from Eq. (13) into Eq. (12), we arrive at

o=yt (14)

We shall use Eqs. (12) and (14) in conjunction with (7) and (8) in all
our subsequent calculations. As was mentioned before, because of the symmetry
requirements, a will be assigned a positive even value, and B8 will be assigned
a positive odd value., In fact, as stated earlier, we shall set o = 4, and
B = 5. The coefficients h in Eq. (12) and k in Eq. (14) for a given sand, in
general, depend on the number of cycles, on the confining pressure, and on
the initial value of the relative void ratio e - e (or the relative density
Dr), as well as on other relevant parameters. Both h and k must be monotonical-
ly increasing function of the number of cycles N.

When the stress amplitude (in stress-controlled tests) or the strain
amplitude (in strain-controlled tests) is relatively large, a substantial
rearrangement of the sand particles takes place during each cycle of shearing.
In this case, the energy loss in each cycle is quite large and essentially in-
dependent of the previous cycles, On the other hand, when the amplitude of
shearing is very small (for example, strain amplitudes of much less than 0.1%),
the rearrangement of sand particles within each cycle will be very small, but
during each cycle the particles tend to arrange themselves into more stable
positions. After a large number of cycles which will be required to cause any

substantial changes, there will be less subsequent rearrangement of the



18

particles, and therefore the energy ioss tends to decrease with the number of
cycles (which is large) for very small strain amplitude shearing.

In view of the above comments, we may assume, for rélatively large stress
amplitude in the stress-controlled test, that the coefficient h in Eq. (12) is
approximately proportional to the number of cycles, and hence use the follow-
ing expression:

o+l

AW = tho ,

(15)

where h is viewed as an average quantity. Similarly, when we deal with rela-
tively large strain amplitudes (say, strain amplitudes much greater than 0.1%),
we may approximate Eq. (14) by
atl
AW = klNYO B , for large strain amplitude, (16)
For very small strain amplitude shearing, we have examined experimental
results reported by Silver and Seed (197la,b) and also given to us by Profes-
sor Silver and Dr. Youd in private communications, and have observed that the
area of the hysteretic loop seems to decrease as l//ﬁ, with the number of
cycles. With this observation we have found that if we take k to be propor-
tional to VN, (which is obtained by integrating dN/vN) then we can fit very
nicely all the densification data reported by Youd (1972, 1977) for strain
amplitudes < 0.17%. Hence, we shall set
at+l

AW = k2/ﬁ§0 8 , for small strain amplitude. (17)

For future use we rewrite Eqs. (7) and (8) in the following form:

a+l

oy B2y f gl

kYo =V [ ge' - e) for densification , (18)
0 m
ve P '

~ o+l 0 dp

) 19
hTO g(eo - em) é £ +p") for liquefaction , (19)
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where a strain-controlled cyclic shearing is assumed for the densification
test, and a stress-controlled one for the liquefaction experiment.

In connection with Eqs. (18) and (19) one point must be carefully noted.
The left-hand sides in these equations represent the work performed, whereas
the right-hand sides denote the work required for the corresponding test.
Moreover, whereas the effect of the initial relative void ratio ey - e is
explicitly included in the function g in the right-hand sides of (18) and
(19), and therefore, parameter v in (18) and v in (19) should no longer be

regarded as functions of e, - e the same is not true for parameters k and

0
fi in the corresponding left-hand sides. As we mentioned above, both k and h

in general depend on e, - e as well as on the confining pressure 0. and the

0
number of cycles N. In fact, it is reasonable to expect that h and k should
increase with increasing confining pressure, and with decreasing initial value
of the relative void ratio, eg ~ ey’ because, in cyclic shearing, more energy
m
must be supplied in order to rearrange the sand particles under a larger con-
fining pressure, and also when a denser sand is used. However, experimental
results suggest that h, for example, is rather insensitive to the varia-

tions of the initial value of Dr (or e - em), if the sand is not relatively

0
too dense. In all the experimental results that we have examined (for lique-
faction), we have found that h in Eq. (15) can be taken to be independent of

Dr (or e. - em) for relative densities less than about 707%. When Dr exceeds

0]
80%, a strongly nonlinear relation between h and Dr becomes necessary in
order to correlate experimental results with the theory. This suggests that
a different deformation pattern may be taking place for dense sands as com-
pared with those with moderate values of D.. For Dr’s exceeding 807%, h seems

to take on larger values, although in this range little experimental results

are available to justify even a tentative conclusion.
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We finally point out that in calculating the energy loss AW, say, Eq.
(12), we have ignored the work corresponding to volumetric changes, i.e. we
have only included the work due to shearing. This is because the work due to
volumetric changes is, in general, several orders of magnitude smaller than
that pertaining to the shear deformation. For example, for the undrained
saturated sample, the volumetric strain for confining pressures of about 10
psi, is of the order of 1075, and therefore the corresponding work per unit
volume per unit confining pressure is of the same order of magnitude. On
the other hand, the area of the hysteretic loop in Fig. 1, which is also the
dimensionless work per unit volume per unit confining pressure, is of the
order of 10-3, and therefore the total work in, say, 10 cycles, would be of
the order of 10—2. In a similar way, it can easily be estimated that the work
done by the confining pressure on the drained sample during compaction is at
least 2 orders of magnitude smaller than the work involved in the inelastic
shearing of the specimen. This is indeed the case for all available experi-
mental results that we have examined or used in this paper. However, in very
special circumstances and under very large confining pressures, the work due
to volumetric changes may become significant, and accordingly it may have to

be included in the theory.

3. DENSIFICATION

Experimental Observations

Youd (1972) has summarized the essential features involved in the com-
paction of sand by repeated shear straining, and has presented extensive ex-
perimental results which confirm previous findings of Silver and Seed (197la,b).
It is observed that the compaction increases with the shear strain amplitude,

with the number of cycles, and with the initial void ratio. It is, however,
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independent of the frequency in the range of 10 to 100 or even more cycles

per minute.

Application of the Theory

The simplest version of the theory is obtained if we set, in Eq. (18),
(e-e) = (e -e e n>1 (20)
g m m ’ —

Then we obtain, upon integration,

e -e

v on ( 0_ %y forn=1,
m
AW =
v l-n l-n
—1 [(e-e)) - (eg-e)” 1 formn>1. (21)

Solving (21) for the void ratio e, we obtain

AW
e + (eo - em)exp[— —51 for n=1,

e = 1

1- - -
e + [(e0 - em) n +E\~)—]'AV/J]l T for n>1. (22)

Equations (22) show that the void ratio decreases monotonically, approach-
ing asymptotically the minimum value e » as the energy input per unit volume
of the sand, AW, in cyclic shearing becomes very large. We have found that
Eq. (22)1, namely n = 1, does not correspond to any of the observed experi-
mental results. Hence we have concluded that n must be greater than 1. As
a first approximation, our basic theory now yields

a+l 1

1 B ]l-n

_n ~
e=e + [(eo - em) + ky, , (23)
where a strain-controlled cyclic shearing with amplitude Yo is assumed, Eq.

(14) is used, and since the function k is not as yet determined, we have ab-

sorbed it into the parameter (n-1)/%.
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We shall now compare Eq. (23) with rather extensive experimental results

reported by Youd (1972).

Comparison with Experimental Results

In a series of experiments reported by Youd (1972), standard gradation
Ottawa sands were densified in a Norwegian Geotechnical Institute type
simple shear apparatus under repeated cycles of shear strains. Strains from
0.1% to 9% were applied under normal stresses ranging from 100 psf (4.8 kN/mz)
to 4,000 psf (192 kN/mz) with the number of strain cycles ranging from 1 to
150,000. 1In Fig. 3 the éolid curves represent Youd's results, where the ini-
tial void ratio eq is reported to be within the range 0.543 to 0.548, the ver-
tical pressure to be 1,000 psf, and the minimum void ratio attained, to be
about 0.412,

To compare Eq. (23) with the experimental results, we distinguish small
strain results (Yo.i 0.1%) from those for large strain amplitudes (yo > 0.1%).
In the first case we use Eq. (17) and in the second case Eq. (16). With o = 4

and B = 5, Eq. (23) then yields

1
e + [(ey-e )l—n + k YNy 1™ | for small strain amplitudes
m 0 m 2 0 ’ ’
e = 1
e + [(e, - ¢ )1-n + k Ny ]l-n for large strain amplitudes. (24)
m 0 m 10 i
We now set eq = 0.545, e = 0.412, and observe that our theoretical results
are rather insensitive to the exact values of the parameters kl, kz, and n,

as long as these parameters are within a specific range. In fact, as far as
the experimental data in Fig. 3 are concerned, we may choose 500 < kl < 1500,
6500 < k2 < 7500 and 3 < n < 4, As a specific case, we set kl = 1000, kz =

7000, and n = 3.5. Equations (24) then reduce to
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]‘2/5

0.412 + [155 + 7000/§y , for small strain amplitudes,

0

0.412 + [155 + lOOONYO]-Z/S , for large strain amplitudes. (25)

The dotted lines in Fig. 3 are graphs of Eq. (25) for the indicated values of
Yo We see that over the range of 0.1 to 8% strain amplitudes, and for 1 to
100,000 cycles, our theoretical results adequately fit the experiments,
although we have introduced rather rough estimates for some of the essential
quantities, such as the energy loss per cycle and its variation with the num-
ber of cycles. Also it should be pointed out that Eq. (20) is the simplest
elementary form that can be attributed to the function g, and that, guided

by experimental observation, one may be able to define the form of this func-
tion more accurately. In fact, it may be possible to obtain the general pro-
perty of this function on the basis of microstructural rearrangements which
take place in the cyclic shearing of a given sand., But this will require
careful observation and extensive experimentation. Notwithstanding all this,
Eq. (25) seems to give the trend of the general behavior rather well over a
wide range of strain amplitudes and the number of cycles. In fact, for N =1,
the theoretical results suggest some inaccuracy for the experimental results,
especially for the lowest curve corresponding to a large strain amplitude.

As is seen, an increase in strain amplitude from about 1% (the middle solid
curve) to a little more than 2% (second solid curve from below), a large

drop in void ratio occurs after one cycle of shearing, A similar drop is
observed when the strain amplitude is changed from 0.1% to about 0.2% (upper
two solid curves). However, when the strain amplitude is changed from a
little over 2% to a little over 8%, no such drop is recorded in the experi-~

mental data. Equations (25), on the other hand, predict that the void ratio
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will change from approximately 0.538 for Yo = 2,267% to 0,524 for Yo = 8.337,
which seems reasonable.

Dr. Youd has provided us with additional experimental results with a
lower strain amplitude range. These results are shown in Fig. 4 by means of
various geometrical marks. The data are for e, = 0,584, e = 0.428, and

0

o, = 400 psf. 1In this case if we set kl = 300, k2 = 4500, and as before

n = 3.5, we obtain

-2/5

0.428 + [104 + 4500/§§0] , for small strain amplitude,

-2/5

. + + Ny , for large strain amplitude.
0.428 {104 + 300 O] 1 litud (26)

In Fig. 4 the dashed curves (small strain amplitude) and the solid curves
(large strain amplitude) compare the theoretical predictions of Eq. (26)

with the experimental results, Comparing Eqs. (25) and (26), observe t?at
the coefficients kl and k2 increase with increasing confining pressure O.» as
has been pointed out before.

It should be noted that the experimental shear strain amplitudes re-
ported in Figs. 3 and 4 are average quantities as the shear strain was not
uniform throughout the thickness of the sample. This has been illustrated
in Fig. 1 of Youd's paper (1972) which gives the profile of the edge of the
deformed sample at the position of maximum shear deformation, for Yo = 4.7,
5, and 5.1% shear strain amplitudes, and after 1, 50, and 1,000 cycles, res-
pectively.* Therefore, one may expect a somewhat nonhomogeneous densification
of the experimental sample, whereas the theoretical results are based on the

assumption of homogeneous densification.

* The additional information has been provided by Dr. Youd in a private

communication.
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4. LIQUEFACTION

Experimental Observations

In a comprehensive report, DeAlba, Chan, and Seed (1975) cite experi-
mental work in the liquefaction of saturated cohesionless sand, and present
extensive results on a series of experiments conducted at the University of
California at Berkeley, with the aid of a large shaking table, on rather
large samples. The material used was Monterey number O sand with minimum

void ratio, e, = 0.564, and reported maximum void ratio, e, = 0.852. Ex-

M
periments were performed on samples with 54, 68, 82, and 90% relative densi-
ties, at about 8 psi confining pressures,* and cyclic shearing with various
fixed shear stress amplitudes. The pore water pressure build-up as a function
of the number of cycles, the number of cycles to initial liquefaction for
given shear stress amplitudes, and other relevant experimental results are
reported by DeAlba et al. (1975), and the corresponding data are analyzed

and corrected for the effect of the apparatus on the test results,

Here we shall apply our theory to these results, in order to test the
validity of our approach. Although we have made rough estimates in order to
render our results explicit, we have found an amazing correlation between our
theoretical predictions and the experimental results. In addition to the ex-
perimental data from DeAlba et al. (1975), we shall also compare our results

with experiments reported by Yoshimi and Oh-Oka (1975), and by Peacock and

Seed (1968).

Application of the Theory

The simplest theory corresponds to the following elementary forms for

the functions £ and g in Eq. (8):

* One experiment is reported for o, = 4.53 psi by DeAlba et al. (1975).
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£(1L+p) = (L+p)F r>0,

g(eo - em) = (eO - em) y n>20. @7

Since the value of n has been set in the densification analysis at 3.5, we

shall use the same value here.* Our calculations have revealed that r must
be greater than 1, and that actually it ranges between 2 and 3. Therefore,
we shall take r 2.5 in the sequel.
Upon substitution into (19) and integration, we obtain, in view of the
discussion preceding Eq. (15),
Ve

hvrg = ——C— (1 - 1+ p) 7T, (28)

(e0 - em)

where we have set v = v/(r-1).

Comparison with Experiments for Sand with Relative Densities Less than 70Z

For a given sand with a given grain size and shape distribution, we ex-
pect that v = v/h should depend on the confining pressure and on the initial
value of the relative density. Since we identify the liquefaction initiation
with a state at which the pore water pressure equals the confining pressure,
i.e. when p = 1, we can immediately test the validity of (28), by setting

p=1, N= N2 (namely, the number of cycles to liquefaction), and obtain

(e, - e )
1+ 2 -r. .
N, T, —O—é——i'l—= sa -2t Ty =q. (29)
0

We now set o = 4, n = 3,5, and r = 2.5 in Eq. (29), and observe that the ef-
fect of the initial relative density Dr’ and the confining pressure O is

included in the parameter n. As discussed before (see comments which followed

* Note that the function g is the same as that used for the densification;

see Eq. (20).



29

Eq. (19)), h and therefore n appear to be rather insensitive to the variation
in the initial relative density Dr for Dr less than about 707%; there may be

a lower limit for this insemnsitivity, but we have no experimental result to
make any assessment in this regard., Table 1 gives results obtained from Eq.
(20) on the basis of data reported by DeAlba et al. (1975), page 96, Fig. 5.1.
We see that the value of n is indeed a constant (within experimental error)
for relative densities 54% and 68%. 1In fact, we shall set

n=0.87x10°%0r%=1.35x10"°, (30)

for this sand with relative densities less than 70%. With these values, (28)

becomes -6
1.35 x 107%
Neo = O - a +p (31)

3.5
(eo - em)

which relates the number of cycles for a given 1, to the corresponding pore

0
water pressure. There are no free constants in this equation. Hence it can
be tested for its validity against experimental results presented by DeAlba
et al. (1975). Figures 5 and 6 represent such a comparison for sand at 547%
relative density, where the solid lines correspond to Eq. (31) and the marks
with various geometries are the corresponding experimental results., Note that
the experimental points associated with the middle curve in Fig. 5 is reported
by DeAlba et al. (1975) to correspond to 4.5 psi confining pressure, whereas
all other experimental data are for 8 psi confining pressure.

Without changing any parameters in Eq. (31), but only substituting for

the corresponding value e , for sand with relative density of 68% (i.e. e, =

O,
0.656), we have compared the results of this equation with the corresponding
experimental observations in Figs. 7 and 8. We observe that although we have

employed the most elementary forms for the functions g and f, our results are

in rather good agreement with experiments over a wide range of stress amplitudes



Table 1

e = e o, (psi) Ng T
—_— —_— _ _—
8.07 8 0.155

8.03 3.25 0.185

0.132 4,53 12.5 0.144

(Dr = 54%) 8.02 16 0.135
8.14 63 0.104

8.09 15 0.171

0.092 7.99 4 0.230

(Dr = 68%) 8.08 53 0.134

8.06 6 0.211

3.5
™ . iei_\e")__ Nyt with e = 0.564, & = .50
€ £°0 m

nx108(®

0.859
0.846
0.929
0.861

0.920

0.790
0.927
0.824

0.903

30
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and tﬁe number of shearing cycles. It is however possible to improve on fitting
the experimental results in Figs, 5-8 by choosing less elementary forms for
functions g and f£f. Lacking substantial experimental data, we have felt that
this is unnecessary and premature at this time.

We set p = 1 for liquefaction, and from (31) obtain

3.5 6

/e. = 0,87 x 10 ° . (32)

5
N To(e o

2 0
The two lower curves in Fig. 9 are plots of Eq. (32). The geometrical marks
are the corresponding experimental results. The correlation between experi-

ment and theory is indeed remarkable.

Comparison with Experiments for Relatively Dense Sands

As the relative density increases (the initial void ratio e approaches
em), Eq. (28) shows that more and more energy will be required to increase
the pore water pressure by a fixed amount. This is in accord with experi-
mental observations. If we set p = 1 (liquefaction initiation) and in vigw

of Eq. (3), we can rewrite Eq. (28) as
1

1+

} o, d_=D_/100, (33)

n[eM - dr(eM - em)]

.= { = —
Nz(eM - em) a1 - dr)

where %0 is the actual shear stress amplitude, and o is the confining pressure.
For a fixed number of cycles to liquefaction, Eq. (33) shows that the

required shear stress amplitude becomes very large as the relative density,

Dr’ increases, approaching infinity as D. approaches 100%. It is often very

difficult to test accurately for large relative densities. Therefore little

data are available in this range, Figure 10 shows experimental results re-

ported by Peacock and Seed (1968). A crude comparison would be obtained if

we set, in Eq. (33), a = 4 (as we have done so far), n = 3.5 (again, as before),
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and choose arbitrarily one experimental point in order to fix the material
parameter n; note that since a different material is involved, the correspond-
ing material parameter n will be different from that given by Eq. (30). We
have chosen the point with coordinates %O = 0.6 kg/cmz, and Dr = 50%, for
o, = 8 kg/cmz. This substitution into Eq. (33) then yields n = 0.46 x 10—7.
This constant is then used to calculate the dotted curves in Figs. 10 and 11l.
It is seen that the experimentally reported trend is nicely displayed by the
theoretical results, However, the theoretical curve deviates from the experi-
mental points, as the relative density exceeds 80%, and reaches 907%. This
indicates that the rather simple approach to estimate AW in Eq. (15), with

the parameter h kept at a fixed value independently of the value of the ini-
tial relative density, may not be good enough for a dense sand, as has been
mentioned before. To further stress this point, in Table 2 we have calcula-
ted the parameter n in Eq. (29), using the experimental results by DeAlba et
al. (1975) for Dr = 827%. We see that although n remains essentially constant
in this range, it does not have the same value as that for 54 and 68% rela-
tive densities; see Table 1. As was discussed in connection with Eq. (15),
the value of h in the expression for the work may tend to become larger for

Dr exceeding 80%. Since n is inversely proportional to h, its value decreases
with increasing Dr’ as is seen from Tables 1 and 2. Figures 12 and 13 compare
our theoretical results with the corresponding experiments for D. = 82%. The
upper curve in Fig. 9 gives the theoretical curve relating shear stress ampli-

tude to the number of cycles to liquefaction, for Dr = 827.

Comparison with Other Experiments

In an effort to test the range of the validity of Eq. (28), we have

tried to compare its predictions with other experimental results, However,
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Table 2
A : 6 (%)

ey ~ e . (psi) N2 L nx10

0.052 8.0 10 0.239 0.406
(D, = 827) ' 8.03 28.5 0.188 0.348

8.08 15.5 0.211 0.406

) ey - e

n = L N 1) with e = 0.564, e = 0.852

eo 20 m M

many of these results are in the form of small graphs, and some authors do
not report all the necessary parameters. Hence it is difficult to make as
detailed comparisons with other experimental results, as is done with the data
from DeAlba et al. (1975). However, if we accept Eq. (29) as a rough estimate,

for a given e, and e we may write

0

NQTS = constant . (34)

In this equation, T, may be interpreted as a dimensionless distortional stress

0

amplitude proportional to %O/Gc’ because if instead of the latter, one uses

m%o/cC with a constant m, only the constant in the right-hand side will be
changed.

Now we may fix the right-hand side of Eq. (34), by using one experimen-
tal point, and then compare the results with other experimental data on the

same sand, with the same Dr' Figures 14 and 15 are obtained in this manner,

where the corresponding experimental points are taken from Yoshimi and Oh-Oka

(1975), and Peacock and Seed (1968), respectively.
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Effect of Confining Pressure

As has been discussed before, we expect parameters h and v in Eq., (28)
to depend on the confining pressure Ous which then suggests that n in Eq.
(29) should depend on g.- Basically, an increase in g, tends to increase h,
and therefore may decrease n. This is reasonable since, for a fixed value of
T and after a given number of cycles, more work will be supplied under a
large confining pressure, and therefore, h in Eq. (15) should be expected to
increase with 0. if a' is kept fixed. 1In Fig. 16 the results of Eq. (33)
are compared with experimental observation by DeAlba et _al. (1975) and Pea-
cock and Seed (1968), where the dashed lines_are the calculated values. In
each case, one experimental point is used to estimate the value of n, and as
is seen, the other experimental points fall nicely on the corresponding line,
which confirms that, for a constant Dr and g.s M is indeed a material constant.

It should be possible to express n as an explicit function of 9. and Dr’

by a microstructural consideration. However, this is a rather difficult task

and requires careful study.



20r
18 eqm=0.53
e, =083
o D,=53%
Expenment ¢ & Dr = 80%
1.6
O D= 90%
— — — Caiculcted
141
~
E 12 -
v /
o /
5 /
«° /
1.04- / 7
/ P .
7 & 4
/ 7/
Vs
4 /
/ 7
ce - ] 7/
/ /
/ 7
/ /
/
// / R .
7/
o6t / , -4 -
/ & Pd
/ Vs -
7
/ // P
/ y; //
04£- / 7/ [o )9 e
/ /7 7
% / s
/ 4 s
/ /
/7, s
/ Va //
0.2~ /A,
/7 s,
/7 7 &
7
//’, .
/,//
/e
0 ] 1 L
o 2 4 s ) 12

1c
G (kg/ecm?)

Fig. 16. Variation of shear stress amplitude T, with confining pressure;
number of cycles to liquefaction N2 ="10 (data from Peacock and
Seed, 1968).

46



47

REFERENCES

DeAlba, P. S., Chan, C. K,, and Seed, H. B, (1975). Determination of soil
liquefaction characteristics by large-seale laboratory tests., NUREG-
0027, NRC-6, Shannon and Wilson, Inc., and Agbabian Assoc,, Seattle,
Washington, Sept. 1976, prepared for the U. S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission under Contract Number AT (04-3)-954; manuscript completed May,
1975; see also ERRC Report 75-14, Univ, Calif. Berkeley, CA,

Faccioli, E., and Resendiz, D. (1976). Soil dynamics: Behavior including

liquefaction. Seismic Risk and Engineering Decisions by C. Lomnitz and

E. Rosenblueth (eds.), Elsevier Scientifiec Publ. Co,.
Hardin, B. O., and Drnevich, V. P. (1972). Shear modulus and damping in

soils: Design equations and curves., Jnl. Soil Mech. Fnd. Div. Am.

Soc. Civ. Engrs. 98, SM7, 667-692. -

Martin, G. R., Finn, W. D. L., and Seed, H. B. (1975). Fundamentals of

liquefaction under cyclic loading. Jnl. Geotech. Eng. Div. Am. Soc.

Civ. Engrs. 101, GTS, 423-438.

Peacock, W. H., and Seed, H. B. (1968). Sand liquefaction under cyclic load-

ing simple shear conditions. Jnl. Soil Mech. Fnd. Div. Am. Soc. Civ.

Engrs. 94, SM3, 689-708.
Seed, H. B., and Idriss, I. M. (1967). Analysis of soil liquefaction: Niigata

earthquake. Jnl. Soil Mech. Fdn. Div. Am. Soc. Civ. Engrs. 93, SM3,

83-108.
Seed, H. B., and Idriss, I. M. (1969). Influence of soil conditions on ground

motions during earthquakes. Jnl. Soil Mech. Fdn. Div. Am. Soc. Civ.

Engrs. 95, SMl, 99-137. -



48

Seed, H. B., and Lee, K. L. (1966). Liquefaction of saturated sands during

cyclic loading. Jnl. Soil Mech. Fdn. Div. Am. Soc. Civ. Engrs. 92,

SM6, 105-134.
Seed, H. B., and Peacock, W. H. (1971). Test procedures for measuring soil

liquefaction characteristics. Jnl. Soil Mech. Fdn. Div. Am. Soc. Civ.

Engrs. 97, SM8, 1099-11109.
Silver, M. L., and Seed, H. B. (1971la). Deformation characteristics of sands

under cyclic loading. Jnl. Soil Mech. Fdn. Div. Am. Soc. Civ. Engrs.

97, SM8, 1081-1098.
Silver, M. L., and Seed, H. B. (1971b). Volume changes in sands during cyclic

loadings. Jnl. Soil Mech. Fdn. Div. Am. Soc. Civ. Engrs. 97, SM9, 1171~

1182.

Yoshimi, Y., and Oh-Oka, H. (1975). Influence of degree of shear stress re-
versal on the liquefaction potential of saturated sand. Soils and
Foundations 15, 3, 27-40.

Yoshimi, Y., Richart, F. E., Prakash, S., Barkan, D. D., and Ilyichev, V., A.
(1977). Soil dynamics and its application to foundation engineering.
State~of-the-Art Report, ICSMFE IX, Tokyo.

Youd, T. L. (1970). Densification and shear of sand during vibration. Jnl.

Soil Mech. Fdn. Div. Am. Soc. Civ. Engrs. 96, SM3, 863-880.

Youd, T. L. (1972). Compaction of sands by repeated shear straining. Jnl.

Soil Mech. Fdn. Div. Am. Soc. Civ. Engrs. 98, SM7, 709-725.

Youd, T. L. (1977). Private communication.



49

CHAPTER 3

A FRAMEWORK FOR PREDICTION OF DENSIFICATION
AND LIQUEFACTION OF SAND IN CYCLIC SHEARING

1. INTRODUCTION

In Chapter 2 we have developed an energy approach for the theoretical
quantification of densification of loose dry sand and liquefaction of satura-
ted undrained sand (both cohesionless). Employing rather crude estimates for
the functions and parameters which enter the theory, it has been shown that

the theory includes the essential features of the involved physical phenomena,

and therefore can predict rather accurately many existing experimental results.

For the verification of the theory we have used data from experimental works
by Seed and Lee (1966), Peacock and Seed (1968), Seed and Peacock (1971),
Youd (1970 and 1972), Silver and Seed (197la,b), DeAlba et al. (1975), and
Yoshimi and Oh-Oka (1975).

It is the purpose of the present chapter to provide a fundamental ther-
modynamic framework for the unified theory of densification and liquefaction
of cohesionless sands given in Chapter 2, and in this manner to develop the
corresponding stress-strain relations for cyclic loadings. In light of such
an approach we are able to give a more systematic characterization of the
theory, and predict experimental observations in finer detail than before.
Moreover, the theory provides guidance for future experimental work in this
important area and defines significant parameters which require measurement
and monitoring. In Section 2 we introduce the concept of internal variables
and define the corresponding evolutionary equations. There we use the rela-
tive void ratio, p = e - e (which is the current value of the void ratio

minus its minimum value), for the densification problem, and the normalized
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excess pore water pressure, p, for the liquefaction problem, as our correspond-
ing internal variables; i.e. we use only one internal variable in each case.

We note that in Chapter 2 an energy concept has been used to obtain explicit
relations for the void ratio and the excess pore water pressure in terms of

the stress or strain amplitude, the number of cycles in a cyclic shearing,

and other relevant parameters. In the present chapter we shall integrate

these results into a theromodynamic setting and give a more detailed account

of the physical process. These are done in Section 3 for the densification

and in Section 4 for the liquefaction phenomena.

2. INTERNAL VARIABLES AND EVOLUTIONARY EQUATIONS

We shall need to treat the strain-controlled and the stress-controlled
cases separately. We shall give detailed results for densification, assum-
ing strain-controlled tests, and for liquefaction assuming stress-controlled

tests, and then briefly discuss opposite cases.

Densification

Let us assume that a sample of dry loose sand of unit mass is subjected
to a cyclic shear straining given by

v(t) = v e(t), -1 < ¢(t) < +1. 1)

Let T denote the corresponding shear stress, 6 be the temperature, and write
for the Helmholtz free energy,*

v = KP(Y,G,D), p e~ ems (2)

where the relative void ratio, p, is viewed as a measure of internal struc-

tural rearrangements which take place as a result of cyclic shearing of the

* Note that @ depends parametrically on Ts Py etc.
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sample. In this formulation the thermodynamic state is defined by the state
variables {y,® ,p}. The first two variables are assumed controllable externally,
whereas the last variable, p, measures dissipative internal processes that

take place during the loading history and are responsible for the inelastic
macroscopic behavior of the sample.

The shear stress is now given by*

‘r—al

—3Y=%(Y, 6, p). (3)

In the sequel we consider an isothermal case, § = const., and do not display

the temperature explicitly. Hence, instead of (2) and (3), we write

A

Vo= ly, p), T g%—= T(y, p). (4)

Here the stress is expressed as a function of the present value of strain vy,
and the present value of the relative void ratio p. The effect of the history

and inelasticity is included only through the internal variable p. If p is

* In the context of irreversihle thermodynamics, see for -example, Nemat-Nasser
(1975 and 1977), one also defines

- . .3
n 3 ° and A T

where n is the entropy, and A is the thermodynamic force conjugate to the in-

ternal variable p. The second law requires that

.=_-8—{‘£.=—: > 0
A 0 P w|6, =const. —

Moreover, we must have

v
o

= Qe
ae(Ap) >

nly,6=const.

In these equations and in what follows a superposed dot denotes time differ-

entiation. We shall not need to use the above relations in this study.



52

fixed, then we have the case of elasticity (no dissipation); however, the
functional form for @ and ; will parametrically depend on the (fixed) value
of p.

To complete the formulation, one must establish an evolutionary equation
for the internal variable p. Therefore in a rather general setting we write,

o = Fy, o). (5)

When the function ¥ is known, then for a given strain history, y = ;(t),
one can integrate (5) and obtain p as a functional of the strain history. Sub-
stitution for p in (4) then gives the present value of stress in terms of the
present value of strain and the strain history.

The most difficult task in application to real cases is to identify the
function F. The only thermodynamic restriction here is the dissipation in-
equality,

- %%'% = ®|y=const. 20 ©
which states that a change in the internal structure of the material must be
accompanied by some energy loss into dissipation.

For cyclic loading in the frequency range of 10 to 100 or even more cy-
cles per minute, experiments show that the densification of dry or saturated
but drained sand is essentially independent of the frequency. Therefore, Eq.
(5) must be rate-independent. To implement this fact, we observe that any
change in p involves some restructuring of the sand grains, and any such
(micro) restructuring involves a certain amount of energy dissipation. Thus,
for dp # 0, we must have some energy dissipation dW > 0. We can therefore
rewrite Eq. (5),

. _ dp dwW

=80 8¥ _ & 7
b=qwar ~ Fs e 7
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L]

Now for a rate-independent process the rate of energy loss must be only a

function of state, so that*
dw _ »
ac = WG, ) . (8)

Combining Eqs. (7) and (8) we obtain
do = F(y, p)duw, (9
where we have set F = F/W.
Comparing Eq. (9) with Eq. (4) of Chapter 2, we observe that the latter
is a special case of (9), in the sense that it is assumed that Eky, p) S -4%3(9).
Equation (9) can be used to establish the time-history of p, provided
that the time-~history of y is known. However, this would require extensive
experimental results which do not exist at this time. Hence instead, we shall
attempt to establish the change in p at the end of, say, N cycles in the cyclic
straining of the kind defined by (1). Furthermore, we assume that N is very
large, and for calculation, regard it as a continuous variable. Thus, setting
Y=Y in (9), rearranging terms, and integrating over N cycles, we obtain
P '
= — (10)
g Flrgse")
where AW is the total amount of energy used in rearranging the particles over
N cycles, and the upper limit, p, of the integral in the right-hand side, is
the value of the relative density at the end of the Nth cycle, The energy
loss, AW, in general, depends on the strain amplitude, Yo on the number of

cycles, N, as well as parametrically on the initial value of p, confining

* Tt should be noted that ﬁ, as well as F and @, in general, will depend on
the confining pressure Oos the initial relative void ratio o = e, = e on

the grain size and shape distribution, and other relevant physical parameters.



54

pressure, d , and other relevant physical parameters. In addition, it is a
functional of the form of the periodic straining used, i.e. it depends on the
form of the prescribed function ¢ (t) in Eq. (l1). Before proceeding to obtain
an explicit, albeit approximate, expression for the energy loss, it is more
convenient to first examine the liquefaction phenomenon, and obtain an expres-

sion for the energy loss for the stress—controlled tests.

Liquefaction

Consider now a sample of undrained saturated (macroscopically homogene-
ous) loose sand subjected to cyclic shearing,

T(t) = T8 (0), [o0)] < 1. S (11)

The procedure for formulating a thermodynamic setting for liquefaction fol-
lows the same line of reasoning as that for densification, except for the
following modifications: i) the pore pressure, p, replaces the relative void
ratio, p, as the internal (uncontrollable) state variable; and ii) since we
consider stress-controlled loading, Gibbs' function, ;, replaces the Helmholtz

free energy function, . Accordingly, the state variables are {1,8,p} and

since x = 1y - ¢ = x(1,6,p), it follows that¥*

~

a ~
Y=§§'=Y(T,6,p). (12)

In the sequel, the dependence on 6 will not be displayed.

The evolutionary equation for p is given by*¥*

* Here the entropy, n, and the thermodynamic variable, A, conjugate to p, are

respectively defined as

~

9 ~ 9 >
n = 3% = n(r,8,p), A = 3% = A(1,8,p).

However, in what follows these will not be used.

*% It should be noted that the function G in general depends parametrically on

oc,po,e = const. (isothermal processes) and other relevant physical parameters.
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p = G(t, p). (13)
Now, as in the case of densification, we note that the phenomenon of liquefac-
tion in a frequency range of 10 to 100 cycles per minute, is independent of

the frequency. Therefore, we may write

. dp dW ~

pzz‘%az-'—' G(T, p) N (14)
and assume that %% = &(T, p) is rate-independent. Thus,

dp = G(t,p)dW, (15)

~ o~

where G = G/W is a rate-independent function. Observe that Eq. (5) of Chapter
2 is a special case of (15): it is obtained by setting G(t,p) = ;% g(p) £ (1+p)
in (15).
Here again, we shall confine attention to a cyclic shearing defined by
(11), consider a relatively large number of cycles, and evaluate the pore
pressure, p, at the end of each cycle. Then substituting T for T in (15),
rearranging and integrating over N cycles, we obtain
P dn'
AW = [ —B— (16)
0 6(ryp")
where AW is the energy loss over N cycles, and in general depends on the stress

amplitude, t , the number of cycles, N, and other relevant physical parameters.
0

3. DENSIFICATION ANALYSIS

We shall now sketch how one may obtain in a strain-controlled cyclic
shearing of dry or saturated but drained sand, the stress amplitude in terms
of the strain amplitude and the number of cycles. To this end we consider a
typical cycle, and denote by Ty the stress amplitude and by Py the value of
the relative void ratio at the instant when the strain just attains the value

Yo From Eq. (4) we then obtain
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Ty = t(yo, pM) . an
It is clear that ; must be an odd function of YO’ and must increase as the
void ratio decreases, i.e. we must have
TCWO,DQ =—rw0,pM),
3T <0, 1(0,p.) = 0O . (18)
BQM M

The relative void ratio can be expressed in terms of Yo and the number
of cycles. To this end we obtain from Eq. (22) of Chapter 2,

1

—

_ l-n , =~ 1-n
oy = [Py~ + v awW] , (19)
where we have set p = Py and v = (n-1)/v. To compare (19) with experimental

results, we rewrite Eqs. (24) of Chapter 2, as

N lta 1
Py = [pé-n + kl Nl/2 YOB ]l—n for small strain amplitudes, (20)
and
1 1
Py = [pé_n + kZN YOB ]l—n for large strain amplitudes, (21)

where the coefficient v is absorbed in kl and k2. In Chapter 2 we have com-
pared the results obtained from (20) and (21) with experimental observations
reported by Youd (1972). Setting a = 4, 8 = 5, and n = 3.5, we obtained good
correlation with experiments over a wide range of strain amplitudes and number
of cycles.

Substitution from either (20) or (21) into (17) now yields an expression

for the stress amplitude which involves the strain amplitude and the number

of cycles. Since T is odd in Yg» We may consider the following series expansion:

- — .3
Ty = ApYg + Avg t e, (22)
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where the parameters A ,,A_,..., are functions of p
p 3°

1 , and because of (18)2, we

M

must require that

e, 1=1, (23)
3pM , s3geee o
A possible explicit form for Ty is
T, = (A,)y, + A Y3 + ...)/(1 +B.p, +B 92 + ...) (24)
M 1'0 3°0 1M 2°M ’

where A., A ..oy, and B

1’ A3 1 By

depend on the confining pressure, Ous and on other relevant parameters, but

..., are all positive constants which however

are independent of YO,N, and Py These constants must be evaluated by com-
parison with experimental results. Unfortunately experimental results suit-
able for this purpose do not exist at this time. We note that, instead of (24)

one may consider
T, = (A + Ay + )/(1 + B )", m> 1 (25)
M 1Yo T “3¥0 T - P/ » B2~

where m is a constant.

4, LIQUEFACTION ANALYSIS

We shall now attempt to obtain in a stress-controlled test, an expres-
sion for the strain amplitude in terms of the number of cycles, and the applied
stress amplitude in the liquefaction of saturated undrained cohesionless sand.
To this end we consider the Gibbs function ¥ introduced in Section 3, and
observe that if the shear stress t in Eq. (12) is changed to -t, the shear
strain y must change to -y, and therefore we must have

Y(-1,p) = ~y(1,p), (26)
where the dependence on temperature 6 is not displayed. Furthermore, as in
the case of densification, we shall assume that the dependency of ; on t and

p is separable, and hence
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x = x (/%) s (27)
and therefore in view of (12) we obtain
- ‘?l(T)
= w—— 28
Y(Tap) Xz(p) (28)

t
Consider now the i h cycle in a cyclic shearing with constant (dimen-

sionless) stress amplitude Tt

0
.t . ;
i h cycle as the state at which the shear stress T has just attained the value

To be definite, define the beginning of the

T, in the preceding cycle, and is being decreased. We denote the value of

0
the shear strain at the completion of the ith cycle by Yy and the correspond-
ing value of the excess pore water pressure, by Py and we seek to obta%g an
explicit relation for Yy in terms of the number of cycles N, the shear stress
amplitude Ty and other parameters; for a fixed number of cycles, a typical
~relation is shown by the solid curve POQ in Fig. 2 of Chapter 2. It

Y T

M> 0
should be noted however, that in the stress-controlled cyclic shearing of
undrained saturated sand, the shear strain, in general, attains its maximum
value somewhat after the shear stress has attained the value TO, and has
actually decreased below this value. However, for application, Yy 23S de~

fined above, provides an adequate measure of the shear strain build-up.

From Eq. (28) we therefore obtain,

§l(ro)
y, = —9_ (29)
M XZ(PM)
where we must have
Y1(-10) = =y (), v (0) = 0, (30)

and since the strain amplitude must increase with increasing excess pore water

pressure, we require that Xy be a decreasing function of Py i.e.

~

Xé < 0. (3D
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In particular, as Py approaches 1, i.e. as the excess pore water pressure
approaches the confining pressure O.s we expect that the positive function
iz(pM) takes on small values.
Let us now consider power series expansions for the functions iz(pM)
and yl(ro), and write
Yo = (a1, + a1 + /(L + ep, + cpi + L.u) (32)
M 10 3°0 1M 2°M ’
where the material parameters ¢y c2, «ee, and as a3, «++, are possibly func-
tions of e, = e . Further, based on our previous requirements we take aj, a3,
<o
..., positive and C1s Cos eees negative such that - I 1 < 1. We point out

i=1

that the formulation (32) is valid only for N < N, i.e., for p < 1 and for

A
initial liquefaction, i.e., when p = 1 for the first time. This limitation
on relation (32) is a result of the fact that we have separated the function

i into two parts, one only a function o