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A Study on Evaluation of Liquefaction Potential Using in Situ Test Data
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SYNOPSIS : In thi> paper shows the evaluation of the liquefaction potcntial of soils using in situ
test. There are different types of in situ test used in the evaluation the liquefaction potential. In the
particular study the Standard penetration test(SPT), Cone penetration test(CPT), and Seismic cone
penetration test (SCPT) were used.

The SPT N value has been used all over for a very long time. The evaluation of the liquefaction of
soil was preformed using the worldwide renowned CPT and SCPT. Shake 91 program was used to

evaluate the results obtained by dilierent in situ test and were later ana‘yzed.
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