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Fig.1 Loading scheme used in the tests
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Fig.6 Dynamic stress-residual strain relationship
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- A TEST METHOD OF DYNAMIC STRENGTH OF LOESS UNDER RANDOM
SEISMIC LOADING

Wang Lanmin, Zhang Zhenzhong, Wang Jun, Li Lan
( Earihquake Research Institute of Lamxhou, SSB, China)

Abstract

In this paper, by use of an APPLE-II microcomputer controling a
c.l'y'namic' triaxial apparatus made at home, the dynamic strength tests
“are directly performed on a loess by employing random time histories
of seismic load, The method of determining the dynamic strength of lo-
ess under the seismic loading from relation curves of dynamic stress
- and residual strain was presented, And then, the Huihuichuan loess’
landslide induced by the 1920 Haiyuan earthquake (Ms=8.5) is inve-
rtedy, and the inverted result coincides with the real seismic damage,



