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Selected Geosystems

Simulations were performed with PM4Sand
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Non-linear dynamic analyses (NDAs) are widely used In
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geotechnical earthquake engineering, but the quality of their v.3.3,In FLAC v. 8.1, using three combinations

of Input parameter for small-strain shear

results depends on several factors such that assessing their

reliability is challenging. Validation can assess the ability of an modulus (G,) and relative density (Dg).

NDA to capture the salient mechanistic features of the response
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Schematic of LEAP-2017 centrifuge test with instrumentation
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_ , Quantification of uncertainty in numerical simulations
Area between the path and 1:1 Line on excess pore pressure response: PM1 has 9

Exp Index X Sim Index experimental recording while PU1 has only one
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