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Comparison of empirical evaluation of liquefaction resistance from SPT and

CPT tests
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MEPIAHWH : Egetdletal n oupBartdtnta Twv OXECEWV EKTIMNONG TOU KIVOUVOU PEUCTOTTOINONG
amd emTtdTToU dokKIéG SPT kal CPT. MNa Tov okoTo autd XpnOIPOTTOIoUVTal OEOOUEVA EKTEVDV
YEWTEXVIKWV €PEUVWV O€ TTEVTE (5) dIa@OopeTIKEG BEoeIc aAAouBlakwy atmoBéoewy. ATTOdEIKVUETAI
0TI n peBodoAoyia Tmou Baciletal oTIg dokipéG (CPT) utrepekTiud ouoTnuatik& Tnv avriotacn o€
PEUCTOTTOINGT KAl TIPOTEIVOVTAI CUYKEKPIPEVA PETPA BIGPBWONG TNG.

ABSTRACT : The compatibility between SPT-and CPT-based methods of liquefaction resistance
evaluation is examined, based on data from extensive geotechnical investigations in five (5) alluvial
sites in Greece. It is shown that CPT-based methods systematically over predict the liquefaction
resistance. Certain corrections are proposed to eliminate this inconsistency.

1. EIZArQrH

O1 KaTAaoTPOPIKEG ACTOXIEG TTOU TTPOKARBNKav
etaitiog TNG peuaToTToinong Tou €dAPOUG OE
TTPOCEATOUG UeYdAoug oegiopolg (Kobe 1995,
Adapazari 1999, kA1) utrevBupiCouv 6T n
PEUCTOTTOINON CUVEXICEI VO aTTOTEAEI ONUAVTIKA
atTeIAf yia KaTaokeuég MNMoAimikoU Mnxavikou.
Q¢ yvwoTov, dUo gival Ol ETTIKPATECTEPES
EMTOTTOU  OOKIYEG VYIO TNV €KTiUNON TOU
KivdUvou €vavtl peuoTtotroinong. H  Aokiun
Mpdétuting Aicioduong 1 SPT (Seed kai Idriss
1971, Seed et al. 1985, Youd et al. 2001 kai
Idriss & Boulanger 2004) kai n AoKiur ZTaTIKAG
Meverpopérpnong CPT (Zhou 1980, Shibata &
Teparaksa 1988, Stark & Olson 1995, Suzuki
et al. 1995, Robertson & Wride 1998, Youd et
al. 2001 kai Idriss & Boulanger 2004). ZKoT1rog
Tou TTapOvToG GpBpou cival va CUYKPIVEl TIG
avTioToixeGg  MeBodoAoyieg  ekTiunong NG
avtoxXng Evavtl peuoTotroinong. Kai TouTto d16TI
ol &v Aoyw peBodoloyieg avatTuxBnkav
avegaptnTa N pia ammdé TRV GAAn, oTnPICOPEVES
oc OlaQopeTikéG  PBdoeigc  OedopEVWY,  UE

aTTOTEAEGUA N CUPPBATOTNTA TOUG VA WNV Eivail
oedopévn.

H avdAuon tou akoAouBei BacileTar atnv
TTEPIYPaPr-ava@opds Twv dUo0 peBodoAoyiwy
utté Twv Youd et al (2001) kal oTa TTPOCHETO
oToIXEia Ta OTToia TTapEXovTal UTTO Toug ldriss
& Boulanger (2004).

2. ANAAPOMH 2TIZ ME©GOAOAOTIEX
2.1 MeBodoAoyia Youd et al. (2001)

2Upowva pe Toug Youd et al (2001) n
avtiotacn Tou €dAPOUG OE€ pPEUCTOTIOINON
ekQpaletal péow Tou Adyou CRR (Cyclic
Resistance Ratio) o otroiog opifeTal WG N
ATTAITOUMEVN AVAKUKAIKA OlaTuNnTIKA TAON via
va TTPOKANBEI peuaToTtroinon TPOg TNV apXIKA
KATAKOPUPO evepyO TAON.

O1 Youd et al (2001) mrpoteivouv Tnv Zxéon
(1) yia Tov uttohoyiopd TG KautuAng CRR
ato amroteAéopara dokiung SPT:
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L (N.)s 0 Lo
34—(N,)S 135 [10(N1)22 +45] 200

60

CRR =

Sy avwtépw  oxéon, (NS eivar o

Ol0pbwuévog  aplBuog  kpouoewv  SPT,
OTT0i0G OPICETAl WG:

(N )g =+ BN, ), 2
(Nl)GO =N,C C.CiCCy (3

omou N, civai 0 apiBudg kpouoewv SPT,
Cn=(P4/0"10)*°, P4 €ival N aTHOOQAIPIKA TTiEoN,
O'vo €ival N KATaKOPUYN evePYOS TAON Kal Ol
ouvteheoTég Ce (816pBwaon yia 1o TTOCOCTO
gvepyeiag TTou ameAeuBépwoe n o@upa), Cg
(©16pBwon vyia v dIduETPO TNG OTTAG TNG
yewTpnong), Cr (d16pOwon yia 10 PAKOG TOU
oTeAéXoug TNG yewTpnong), Cs (816pBwon yia
€1I0IKEC OUOKEUEG OOKIMiWY) divovtal atrd ToV
Mivaka 1. Ta a kai B otnv 2xéon (2)
ekQpalovTal wg:

0 FC<5%
a.={exp(L.76 — 190/ FC? ))y10. 5% < FC < 35% (4)
5.0 FC>35%
1.0 FC<5%
={[0.99 + (FC** /1000)] y10.5% < FC < 35% (5)
1.2 FC>35%
omou FC(%) ¢ivai TO T0000TO  TWV
EUTTEPIEXOUEVWY  AETTTOKOKKWYV  (IAUOG  Kal
apyihou).

Mivakag 1. ZuvteAeoTéG Zx€ong (2)
Table 1. Factors of Equation (2)

Mapdyovrag Eidog e€omAioyou  [ZUuBoAo | AibpBwan
“Donut hammer” Ce 0.5-1.0
Ai6pBwon “Safety hammer” Ce 0.7-1.2
EVEPYEIQG Automatic trip Dc:nut- Ce 0.8-1.3
type hammer’
AIGUETPOC 65-115 xIA Cs 1.00
yEGTENONC 150 xIA Cs 1.05
200 xIA Cs 1.15
<3y Cr 0.75
. 34y Cr 0.80
Mrikog 46 4 Cr 0.85
yewrpnons 6-10 1 Cr 0.95
10-30 p Cr 1.00
MéBodog “standard sampler” Cs 1.00
delydatoAnyiag | “sampler without limers”  Cg 1.1-1.3

Youd et al (2001)

MNa Tov utroAoyiopd TnG avriotaong o€
peuaTotroinon atd dedopéva dokiurig CPT ol

Youd et al (2001) trpoTEivouv avTioToIxa TNV
Zxéon (6):

(q cIN )cs

CRR =0.833
1000

:| +0‘5’ (qclN )cs <50
(@) T (6)
CRR = 93{%} +0.08, 50<(qy,y )., <160

OTToU (Qcin)es Eival n dlopBwpévn avrtioTaon
QIXMAG TOU KWVOU, n OTroia UTTOAOYICETal WG
OKOAOUBWG:

q
=C. | = 7
qclN Q(Pa] ( )
(qclN )cs = chclN (8)
6mou C, :( Pf J
cTVO
K.=10 yw [, <164

evo nwa |, >1,64

K, =-0.4031" +55811° — 21.631% +33.75]_—17.88

I, =[(3.47-10gQY +(1.22+ logF) * )

Q=[(. -0, )PP, /5l,) ]

F=I[f,/(q, - o, )]x100%

O uttoAoyIoPOG ToU | YiveTal yio apXIKn TIUA
n=1.0. Av n TiyA Tou |, TTou Ba TTpokUWel gival
MeyaAUTepn ammd 2.6, 10 €dagog Bewpeital
TTOAU TTAGOIUO YIO va peucToTToINBEl. AvTiBeTa,
av ivalr yikpoTepn atmo 2.6 eravaAaupdavovtal
ol utroAoyiopoi yia n=0.5. Av kai TTaAI gival
MIKpOTEPN TOU 2.6 TOTE aUTA Bewpeital n TeAIKN
TIUA TOU lc. Av Opwg gival peyaAutepn Tou 2.6
TO0TE emmavalaupdavovtal yia TPt @opd ol
uttohoyiopoi pe n=0.7 kol n TIYR TIOU
TIPOKUTTTEI €ival n TeAIKR. Me Bdon Tnv TIUK Tou
lc XwpiCovTtal Ta €ddpn o 9 KUPIEG KATNYOPIES
Ol OTToiEG PaivovTal OTO ZXNua 1.

2.2 TpotroTroijoeig ldriss & Boulanger (2004)

Mpéogara, ol Idriss & Boulanger (2004)
TPOTTOTTOINCAV TOV UTTOAOYIOUO Twv
ouvteAeoTwV Cy Kal Cqo TTOU €KPPAouUV TNV
EMPPON TNG apPXIKAG evepyol TAONG, OTNV
avToXH €VavTl PEUCTOTTOINONG WG AKOAOUBWG:
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Cy =[ I?a J <1.7 (20)
G vo
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q. =G

1 zvaiotnte temrdnkoke 5 dupo

1 opyovikd 6 dppot yovap dKoKKoL

3 dprm T pocd ik

4 vivoen piypate 8.9 onuppd vREpoTEpE@UEVE £0 GPT)

2xAua 1. Karnyopieg €dd@oug oUPOWVA JE
Toug Youd et al (2001)
Figure 1. Soil category according to Youd et al
(2001)

Emonpuaivetal 6pwg, OTI n Xpron autwv
TWV OXE0EWV, UTTOPEI va BEATIWVEI KATATI TNV
akpiBeia Twv UTTOAOYIOHWY, OAAG  audvel
duocavdloya Tnv  ékTaOn TOUG  (QTTQUTEN
emavaAnmmikr) dladikagia). Or idlol epeuvnTég,
TIPOTEIVOUV TPOTTOTTOINUEVEG OXECEIG YIO TOV
UTTOAOYIOUO  TNG ETTIPPONG TOU TTO00CTOU
AETTTOKOKKWYV OTnVv peBodoloyia SPT (EE. 12)
KaBwg Kal yia To uTTtoAoyiouo Tou Adyou CRR
ammd amoTteAéoparta dokipwv SPT (EE. 13) kai
CPT (ES. 14):

(Nl)GO—CS = (Nl)GO + A(Nl)GO (12)

. 9.7 (15.7Y
otTou A(N =exp| 1.63+——-| —
(N p[ — [FCU

14.1 126
_ (Nl)eofcs ’ + (Nl)GO—cs ' _ 2 8
23.6 25.4 '

on [qCJJZ
540 67
CRR =exp (14)

3 4
[ Gen | [ Gen |
80 114

O1 mrpoTelvopeveg ahAayEg atrd Toug Idriss &
Boulanger (2004) dev etrnpedlouv oucIaoTIKA
TNV KAPTTUAN CRR-(Ny)eo.cs- AVTIBETQ, UTTAPXEI
aiocdnt) petardmmon TG KAPTTUANG CRR-gein
TTPOG TTI0 CUVTNPNTIKES ekTIUAOEIC Tou CRR.

(e (4o

CRR =exp (13)

2.3 «KivéQika» KpitApia

Omwg €ival yvwoTd Ta OUVEKTIKA-TTAGOIUA
UAIKA (TT.X. dpylAol) &ev peuocToTrololvTal Adyw
o€loPoU, 600 HIKPEG Kal va gival ol TINEG Nspr
Oc. ZTNV MPeBodoAoyia CPT n empporn Tng
TTAQCINOTNTAG TOU £8APOUG AapBdvetal uTTown
dueca, Mpéow TNG TIPAG Tou .. Tia Tnv
peBodoAoyia SPT Opwg, dev UTTApXEl KATTOIO
avTtioToixo péyeBog. H ouvABNng TTPaKTIKN givail
N €K TwV TIPOTEPWV BIAAOYA TWV EDAPIKWV
OTPWOEWV Kal N epapuoyrn NG peBodoroyiag
MOVO OTIC PEUCTOTTOINCINEG OTPWOEIG.

2170 Tapoév AGpBpo yia TOV OKOTO auTtd
Xpnoigotroitnkav 1a yvwoTd wg «KIvEQIKa»
Kpitipia (Youd et al. 2001). ZUp@wva PE auTtd
ylo va gival peuoToTioIoIuo éva £€0a@og Ba
TIPETTEI VO 1I0XUOUV TAUTOXPOVA Ol TTAPOKATW
OUVONAKEG:

a. To mmoocootd apyihou (Clay content —
owuatidla pikpdTEPA Twv 5 ) va givai
MIKpOTEPO TOU 15% Katd BApog.

B. To 6pio udapdtnTag (liquid limit) va ivai
MIKpOTEPO TOU 35%.

y. H @uoikA uypacia va eival yeyaAuTepn
Tou 90% TOU Opiou UdapPATNTAG.

3. ZYTKPIZH ME©OAOAOTI'IQN

Na va ekeyxPei n oupPardétnra Twv dU0O
dlapopeTiIKwy PeBodoAoyIwy, XpnolhoTToIfen-
KAV YEWTEXVIKA oToIxeia amd 5 Totrobeaicg
(FTaAAik6g TToTAPOG, KOBAAn, oTevd AkTiou-
MpePélng, MaAiakdg kOATTog kai Adapazari)
OTIG OTroieg €ixav yivel o€ MIKpr, atrdéoTaon
MeTagU Toug dokipég SPT kai CPT. Apxikd, n
ouyKpIonN EyIVE JETAEU YEITOVIKWY BECEWV OTIG
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oTToie¢ UTTdp)Xouv dedopéva dokIpwy SPT Kal
CPT o¢ avrioToixo Bdabog kal eviog Tou 16iou
UAIKOU.

H ouykpion aut) Opwg (ZxAua 2) oev
odAynoe o€ QOoQaA ouptrepdouara. H
OlooTTopd TToU TTapaTtnpEital, arrodideTal aTo
yeyovog OTI 0c  aAAOUBIoKEG  aTTOBECEIg
dlatapdoosTal n  €vvold TNG «AvTIOTOIXiOg
BaBoug» Adyw TNG éviovng OTPWHATOYPAYIag,
Me atroTéAeopa n OUYKPION VA YIiVETOI TEAIKWG
yia JIApOPETIKG UAIKA.

N.L.* 15 onpeia
i A Adapazari (G)
i O aAAIKGG
| O KoBdAn
0.5 - AxTio-TMpéRela
| O
E | O
: o O
O 0.2
@)
15 onpeia %
0.1 7 A
0.05 T T T L B B B B
0.05 0.2 0.5
0.1 N.L.*
CRRgpr
*N.L. = Mn peucTOTTOINCIYO
N.L*— 15 onpeia
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7 O FaMikdg
7 O KoBdaAn
0.5 Axmio-MpéReda
Y 7 a
D:U
o O
O 0.2 0 0
O 15 onpeia A
01 A
B A
005 T T T ‘ T T T T T T ‘
0.05 0.2 0.5
0.1 N.L.*
CRRgpr

*N.L. = Mn peucToTtroiGiyo

2xAua 2. Zuykpion CRR atd SPT kai CPT.
Figure 2. CRR comparison from SPT and CPT
a. Youd et al (2001)
B. Idriss & Boulanger (2004)

To TTOPATTAVW CUMPTTEPOCHO POG 0drnynoe
otV avadATnon  eVAAAGKTIKOU  TPOTTOU
ouykpiong Twv OUo peBodoloyiwv. ‘ETol

Aoitrév, e Baon Tov apiBud kpouoewv SPT Kai
™ MEON OIAUETPO TWV KOKKWY TOU £0APOUG
(Dsg) utroloyioTnke yia kABe Béon oe KABe
YEWTPNON  dia  «avtiotoixn»  TIMAR  TNG
QVTiIOTAONG AIXHNG KWVOU (Qc)eq- [0 TOV OKOTTO
auTtd XPNOIPOTTOINONKE TO EUTTEIPIKG BIdypapua

(q%\l - Dso) TTou TTpodTEIVav ol Robertson &
60

Campanella (1983) ka1 n avriotoixn Egiowon
(16) Twv Stark & Olson (1995) n oToia
armroteAei kal Tnv péon TIUA Tou €UPoUG TWV

Robertson & Campanella (1983) oO1wg
QaiveTal oTo ZXAMa 3.
1,23q,
Ng = Do'gs (15)
50

B Robertson & Campanella
(1983) (péoeg TIPEG)

Opia Robertson & Campanella (1983)

/Slark & Olson (1995)

d./Ng, (9. o€ MPa)

0.01 0.1 1 10
Ds, (mm)

2XNUa 3. ZUOXETIOEIG TOU Qe ME TO (N1)eo
Figure 3. Correlation of qc; with (N1)so

2TNV OUVEXEIQ UTTOAOYIOTNKE N «QvTiOTOIXN»
mAeupiky TPIBA  (fs)eq TOU KWVOU amd TNV
E¢iowon 16 (Muromachi, 1981).

1122355 200 ]
G

c
0,77925

D, =e (16)

H avrtioTpogn diadikacia £QapUOCTNKE YIa
TNV METATPOTI TwVv Oedouévwy (. kal fs atrd
OokIuéG CPT o€ «avTioToIXO» apIBUS XTUTTWV
Neg-

2T0  2¥xAMa 4  yivetal  oUykpion NG
avTioTaoNG O€ PEUCTOTTOINON TTOU TTPOEKUYE
Kat” autd Tov TPOTTO atrd OedouEVa DOKIMWY
CPT. Ztov katakopugo dEova Trapouaialovral
o TG Tou CRR TOU  TTPOKUTITOUV
XPNOIYOTTOIWVTAG TO €EPPECA  UTTOAOYIOUEVO
Neg, EVW OTOV OPICOVTIO GEOVa TTAPOUCIAdoVTal
ol TIuég Tou CRR 10U TTPOéKUYWAV AuUECT ATTO
Ta  amoteAéopata  Twv  dokiywv  CPT.
AvtioToIxa, oto ZXAMa 5 ouykpivovTal o1 TIPEG
TNG AVTOXNG O PEUCTOTTOINCN TTOU TTPOEKUYAV
atro dedopéva SPT.
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AT Ta Olaypduuarta autd efdyovralr duo
KUpla ouptrEpdouaTa:
o YTTApXEl CAQYNG TAON UTTEPEKTIMNONG TNG

avioXAg €vavtl  peucTotroinong  otav
XPNOIJOTToIoUVTal  aTTOTEAEOMOTA  OTTO
ookiuég CPT

o YTdpxel KAAR OUCXETION HETALU  Twv

€0a@WY TIOU XapakTnpifovial wg N
PEUCTOTTOINCIUA apevog atro Ta
«KIvVEQIKa» KpITApIa Kal a@eTéEPou atrd Tov
o¢eiktn Ic.

N.L.* 41 onyeia
FaAAIKOG
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CRRSPT(CPT)
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A Adapazari

o] FaMikdg
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AxTio-MNpéReda

+ MaAiakég KoATTog

N-L-*i 41 onpeia

0.5

CRRgpr
Q

0.2

A

A (B)

0.05 T T T T T T

0.05 0.2 0.5
0.1 N.L.*

CRRgprcpr)

*N.L. = Mn peucToTIOINCIKO

2xAua 4. Zuykpion Tou CRR até 1o CPT Kai
ato 10 SPT (META TNV YETATPOTIA TOU
dein O€ (N1)s0)
a. MeBodohoyia Youd et al (2001)
B. MeBod. Idriss & Boulanger (2004)
Figure 4. Correlation of CRR from CPT and
SPT (after transforming gcin t0 (N1)eo)
a. Methodology Youd et al (2001)
b. Method. Idriss & Boulanger (2004)

4. EZHMHZH AMNOKAIZEQN — NPOTAZEIZ

MNa Tepaitépw dlepelivnon ToU TTPWTOU OTTO T
avwTépw  oudTrepdopaTa, ETIXEIPABNKE N
ameuBeiag olykpion Twv KAPTTUAWY CRR-
(N1)so-cs Kal  CRR-Qcin  TTOU  TTPOEKUYAV
TIPWTOYEVWG, ATTO ETTITOTTOU TTAPATNPACEIS KAl
atmoteAoUv Tov Trupriva avamtuéng Twv Ouo
OIaQOPETIKWY HEBOBOAOYIWV.

H perarpot Tou apiBuyou KtUTTwv SPT

N.L.* O 0O
0.5 +
T

b "

B O B
& 021 O
O

24 onpeia
0.1 1 O ToANIKGG
B A Adapazari
] (q) Oa KoBaAn
7 + MaAiakég KéATrog
0.05 T T T T T T T
0.05 0.2 0.5
0.1 N.L.*
CRRgp;
*N.L. = Mn pgucToTroIfcipo
N.L.*—
0.5

- O A

& . A

=

5 2 o
% 0.2 - +
O O H

24 onueia
01 N e} TaAAIKOG
* A Adapazari
7 (B) O KoBdAn
7 + Mahiakog KoATog
005 T T T T ‘ T T T T T T T T ‘
0.05 0.2 0.5
0.1 N.L.*
CRRgpr

*N.L. = Mn peucTOTTOIRCIKO

2xAMa 5. Zuykpion tou CRR amé 10 SPT Kai
a1d 10 CPT (META TNV YETATPOTTA TOU
(N1)so OE Qcin)
a. MeBodoAoyia Youd et al (2001)
B. MeBod. Idriss & Boulanger (2004)
Figure 5. Correlation of CRR from SPT and
CPT (after transforming (N1)so tO (cin)
a. Methodology Youd et al (2001)
b. Method. Idriss & Boulanger (2004)
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kaBaprg Aupou (Ni)socs O€ 1000UVAUN TIUNA
avTioTaong aIXMAS Kwvou KaBapng dauuou
(dcin)cs EYIVE BewpwvTag OTI AvOPEPOUAOTE O€
Oonueio Tou €0AQOUG HE €EVEPYO YEWOTATIKA
Tdon ion pe 100KPa, éro1 wote Cy=1. ETriong,
BewpnBnke OTI N dOKIYA YivETAl UTTO TTPOTUTTEG
OUVONKEG €101 WOTE 01 BIOPBWTIKOI CUVTEAECTEG
Cg, Cg ,Cs ,Cr va cival iool pye 1.0. To TooooTd
AETITOKOKKWVY Bewpnbnke wg MIKPOTEPO TOU
5% otmoTe atd TIG ZXEoeIg (2) Kal (3) €Xoupue
(N1)eo-cs = (N1)so = Np, v BewpriBnkav Tpeig
olapopeTikéG TIHEG Tou Dsg (0.01 , 0.1 kai
1mm).

210 XYAUa 6 OUuyKpivovTal Ol KOUTTUAEG
CRR-(1n OI OTTOIEG:

e TrpoTeivovTal ammod Toug Youd et al. (2001)

e TrpoTEiVOVTal aTTO TOUG Idriss & Boulanger
(2004)

e TIpOéKUWAV aTTO TIG KAWTTUAEG Twv Youd et
al. (2001) vyia odokiup SPT, petd Tnv
METATPOTT) TOU (N1)60-cs O Jeincs

AvTioTOIXO OTO ZXAMO 7 QUuyKpivovTal ol
KAPTTUAEG CRR-(N1)g0.cs O OTTOIEG:

e TrpoTeivovTal ammod Toug Youd et al. (2001)

e TrpoTeivovTal atmo Toug Idriss & Boulanger
(2004)

e TIpOéKUWAV aATTO TIG KAWTTUAEG Twv Youd et
al. (2001) yia &okiufp CPT, petd Ttnv
METATPOTTI) TOU Qeines OE (N1)6o-cs

Kai ota U0 ZxAuata, €Xxouv cUuTTEPIANGOEI
Ta TIpwToyevry Oedopéva aTTO  TTPAYMATIKG
TTEPIOTATIKG pEUCTOTTOINONG OTTWG
avagépovtal atod Toug Youd et al. (2001)

A6 Ta OUO OXAMaTa TIPOKUTITEI OTI N
KAQUTTUAN  uttoAoyiopol  Ttou  CRR  ammd
oedopéva CPT trou mrpdTeivav o1 Youd et al
(2001) eivar pn ouvinENTIKA «TPaABNYMEVN>,
evOWel Kupiwg Twv dedopévwyv atrd 10TOPIKA
TEPIOTATIKA yIa OoKIYéEG SPT (ZxAua 7).
AvTiBeTa, n KAPTTUAN TToU TTpoTEivouv ol Idriss
& Boulanger (2004) civar TTEPIOCOTEPO
PEANIOTIKNA.

O1 kautruAeg CRR OTTWG TTPOKUTITOUV aTTO
o0edopéva SPT otav peta@pdalovial o OpPOUg
KQVOVIKOTTOINPEVNG  avTIOTAONG KWvou  gival
aKOMA TTIO CUVTNPNTIKES ATTO TIG AVTIOTOIXEG YIA
oedopéva CPT. Quoikd, n okpifAg TOUg
ekTiunon emnpeddetal éviova atd TV oxéon
TTOU XpnolpoTroleiTal yia TNV cuoxétion N kai
Dso ME TO (.

Me Baon Ta oToixeia autd TTpOTEIVETAI N
TapakATw Zxéon (17) yia Tov TTPocdlopioud
Tou CRR a1Td TNV KAVOVIKOTTOINWEVN AvTioTAoN
QIXMAG Kwvou n  oTroia  €gac@aAilel Tnv

oupBarétnTa TWV ouo
peEBoSOAOYIWY.

OIOPOPETIKWV

_ (qclN )cs
CRR = OA{W +0.05, (quy). <60
g (17)
crr =50 e [ 6 065 60 < (g, ). <185
1000 ' cIN Jcs

5. ZXOAIAZMOZ «KINEZIKQN» KPITHPIQN
H Xpon Ttwv «KIVEQKwWY»  Kpitnpiwyv
(CC<15%, LL<35% kai w>0.9LL) yia TOV
Katapxnv ENeyxo ™G mMeavoTNTag
peuoToTroinong  AOyw  TTAACTINOTNTOG  TOU
UAIKOU TTpoTaBnke apxikd amd Tov Wang
(1979), evwy €xer Tapel TNV ouvnBEoTepa
XPNOIYOTTOIOUUEVN JOP®PR TOUG aTro Toug Seed
& Idriss (1982). Zuyxvd, ta Kivélika Kpimipia
au@iopnTABnKav, ME TIo TPOCPATO
Tapddelyua autdé Twv Bray & Sancio (2004)
Kal Sancio (2004) o1 otroiol, avaAuovTag BEoeIg
peuaTotroinong amd 1o Adapazari, Bewpouv
0TI TO TIPWTO KPITAPIO Vyid TO TIOOOOTO
apYIANIKWYV gival TTOAU «auoTnpo».

AT TV digpelivnon PAg TTPOKUTTTEN OTI, OTIG
TTEPIOXEG TTOU UTTAPXAV APKETA OedopEva yia
va e@apuooTouv 1o KivéQika Kpitipla, Ta
amoteAéguaTa ATav amoAuta GuuBaTd Pe Tov
Ociktn  €dd@oug | TTou  TTPOKUTITEl  ATTO
peTproelig CPT. EmimmAéov, diamoTwonke OT1 n
ouuBatétnTa autr} dlatapdcoEeTal av aPalpedei
TO TTPWTO KPITAPIO (TTOCOOTO APYIAIKWYV), OTTWG
TrpoTteivouv ol Bray & Sancio (2004).

BéBaia, eivar yeyovdg OTI O OPICPEVEG
TTEPITTTWOEIS 0TO Adapazari, av Kal ol OOKIUEG
SPT «kai CPT Tpayuartotroijenkav o€
YEITOVIKEG BEOEIG, UTTPEE AoUP@WVIa wg TTPOG
TO av TO €0dQog E£ival PEUCTOTTOINCIUO.
Aedopévou Ouwg 0TI To Adapazari BpiokeTal o€
aAouBlokég  atroBéoelg, TO  OUYKEKPIPEVO
yeyovog utropei va  ammodoBei otnv  €viovn
oTpwuaToypaia TNG TTEPIOXAG, N OTToia KAVEI
TNV ouykpion acupBarn. Auth n TTapaTthpnon
0€ ouvduaoud HE TNV EKTEV] PEUCTOTTOINON
Tou TIpoBAEéTTEl n peBodoloyia CPT yia TO
Adapazari pag odnyei oto cupTépacua Ot n
aduvapia Tou SPT va tpoBAéwel TNV €KTEVA
peUaTOTIOINON TIOU TrapatnPEABnKe o@eiAeTal
OTO OTI Ol PEUCTOTTOINCIYEG OTPWOEIG DIEQUYAV
AOYW TOU OnuEIaKoU XapakTHpa TNG OOKIUAG
SPT Kal ToU JIKPOU OXETIKA TTAXOUG TOUG.
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Figure 6. Comparison of CRR-qc1n curves and case history data
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Figure 7. Comparison of CRR-(N;)eo curves and case history data
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6. ZYMMNEPAZMATA

H avdAluon obnynoe oOTa  TTAPOKATW
CUUTTEPACHATA:
o YTdApxel acupBarotnTa otnv

TTpoTEIVOPEVN HeBodoAoyia atmd Toug
Youd et al 2001 yia TOV UTTOAOYIOUO
TNG QVTOXNAG O€ PEUCTOTTOINCN METALU
™G MeBGdou Tou  PBacifetar o€
oedopéva amd dokiyég CPT kal auTthg
mou Bacifstal ot dedopéva  ATro
Ookiyég SPT. TMo ouykekpipgéva n
TPWTN MPeBOdOAOYIO UTTEPEKTING TNV
avToxn o€ peuoToTroinan.

e H dlapopd peTatu Twv peBodoloyiwv
MEIVETAl a1oBnTd pe TNV XprRon Twv
TIPOTEIVOPEVWY  OXEOEWV  OTTd  TOUG
Idriss & Boulanger 2004.

e EvaAlokTiKG, yia  va  emTEUXBEI
IKAVOTTOINTIKA GUPBaTOTNTA PETAEU TWV
OUo pebodoAloyiwv TTpoTeEivETal HIa VEQ
oxéon CRR-gc1n (e€icwon 17)

e Ta «KivéQika» KpITHpIa MTTOPOUV Vva
XpNOoIPJoTToinBoUv yia TOV ATTOKAEICUO
MN-PEUCTOTTIOINCINWY  €dapWyY  AdYyw
TAACIUOTNTAG OTAV XPNOIMOTTOIEITAI N
ookl SPT. Emonuaiverar 611 edagiké
dokiyla TTou Bpiokovtal oTa OpIa TwWV
KpITnpiwv Ba TTpéTTel va eAeyxBouv Kal
EPYaoTNPIOKA.
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