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acpdekT.

LLItamnoBble McnbITaHWSA 3aHMMAlOT BaXHOE MECTO B LMKIE UHXEHEPHbIX U3blcKa-
HWUIA Ans cTpouTenbeTBa. JTO OBYCNOBNEHO TEM, YTO OHW B HanbonbLuel CTeneHn oTpa-
XatoT paboTy hyHAAMEHTOB MENKOro 3aroXeHWs Npu eCTeCTBEHHbIX UM UCKYCCTBEHHO
npeobpas3oBaHHbIX FPYHTOBbLIX YCnoBusAX. [lonyyaemMbii B xo4e LUTAMMOBbLIX UCMbITAHWUN
rpacdvk 3aBUCMMOCTWN OCadKM OT Harpysku, NOMMMO paboTbl B 06nacTv YCNOBHO NIMHEN-
HbIX AedopMaLni, MOXET XapakTepu3oBaTb NacTM4eckne, MPOYHOCTHbIE U peornoruye-
Ckue cBoucTBa ocHoBaHWs. OHAKO B COBPEMEHHOW POCCUMINCKOMN MpaKTUKe UX pesyrnbTa-
Tbl MPEUMYLLIECTBEHHO WCMOSb3YIOTCA UCKIMIOYUTENBHO ANS nonyyYeHus moaynsa aedop-
Maumun. Llenbto HacTosiwen paboTbl SBNSETCA MOUCK NEPCMNEKTUB Pa3BUTUS POCCUACKOMN
MpaKkTVKW LITAMMNOBLIX UCMbITaHUA. B paboTe paccmaTtpuBaeTcs MMpoOBasi HOpMaTMBHas
6asa no NPoBEAEHUIO LUTAMMOBbLIX UCMbITAHUN U NMPUMEHEHUIO UX Pe3yNbTaToB, NPOBO-
OWTCS COMOCTaBIIEHWE Pa3MUYHbIX CTaHOAPTOB, MOAYEPKUBAKOTCSH OCHOBHbIE pPa3nuuus,

0603HavalTCA NepcnekTMBbl PasBUTUSA ONs POCCUINCKON NPaKTUKW: NPUMEHEHME MPSIMbIX
MeTOAOB MPOEKTUPOBAHMWS, ONpeAerneHne NPOYHOCTHLIX NapameTpoB FPYHTOB, onpeae-
NeHne HepeHMpPOBaHHOW MPOYHOCTM, onpegeneHue koadduumneHTa noctenn. Takke B
paboTe paccmaTtpuBaeTcsa psig 3agad, Tpebyowmx peweHus onsa peanusaumn o6o3Ha-
YeHHbIX MepCrnekTMB, a Takke Myt ux peleHns. OCHOBHble 3apayn, CornmacHo npose-
[eHHOMY aHanu3y, CBa3aHbl C y4eToM maclitabHoro adpdpekta npu nepexopde oT napa-
MeTPOB, MOMyYeHHbIX NPU NPOBEAEHUM LITAMMOBBLIX UCMbLITAHWUIA, K NapameTpaM, UCMorb-
3yeMblM B pacyeTe dyHaameHToB. [ina ydeTta macwtabHoro acpdpekta npu onpeaeneHnm
MPOYHOCTHBIX NapameTPOB NepPCneKTVBHLIM ABNAETCA NPUMEHEeHNe MeTOAMKWN, OCHOBaH-
HOW Ha BIWSIHUM CPEAHVX HaMpsKeHUA Ha BeNWYMHY yrra BHYTPEHHEro TpeHus, a npu
onpeaeneHun gedopmMaumnoHHbix — metoamnku FO.K. 3apeukoro, ncnonb3yemoi B npakTui-
Ke r’mapoTexXHUYECKOro CTpoMTeNbCTBa.

Introduction

In the Russian Federation testing of soils with a flat plate — vertical static load (hereinafter
referred to as plate load test) occupies an important place in the cycle of engineering surveys for
construction and, in accordance with SR 446.1325800.2019, is one of the main methods for ob-
taining deformation characteristics of soils. The results of plate load test are used, among other
things, to obtain correction factors for the deformation modulus obtained from the results of labo-
ratory tests of samples in a compressive stress device.

Such attitude towards plate load tests is due to the fact that they most closely reflect the op-
eration of shallow foundations under natural or artificially transformed soil conditions. One of the
test results is a graph of the dependence of settlement on load, the shape and theoretical division
into phases of which are known from the works of N.M. Gersevanov [1] (Fig. 1). However, in
modern testing practice in accordance with GOST 20276.1-2020 for non-subsiding soils the in-
formation obtained as a result of the test is reduced to generating deformation characteristics —
deformation modules along the primary and secondary loading branches, describing the operation
of the base in the linear deformation phase and in a small part of the shear deformation phase.

Thus, information about the base operation in the most part of the shear deformation phase
and during the failure phase is not used. The ability to obtain information on the long-term
strength and rheological properties of the tested soil is not used either. As will be shown later,
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this can be explained by the fact that the task of determining strength parameters from the plate
load tests is associated with a number of difficulties caused by economies of scale. The purpose
of this work is to determine the prospects for research related to the development of plate load
test of soils. The objectives of the work include: the study of Russian and world regulatory doc-
uments governing the realization of plate load tests; analysis of research works devoted to plate
load tests, obtaining strength characteristics of soils based on their results and manifestation of
economies of scale; identification of the prospects for future research.

B, B, n_p

Fig. 1. Diagram of the settlement dependence of foundation on the dispersed base on the load:
I — compaction phase, I/ — phase of shear deformation development, //] — fracture phase,

p — pressure, s — settlement, p, — structural strength, p,. — initial critical load,
p. — ultimate critical load, R — design resistance

Puc. 1. I'paduk 3aBucuMocTu ocanku GyHAaMEHTa Ha AUCIEPCHOM OCHOBAHUH OT HATrPY3KH:
I — daza ynnorHenus, ] — paza pasButus caBuroBbix aedopmannii, 17 — Gasza pa3pyuieHus,

P — JaBIICHUE, 5 — 0CAJKA, Py — CTPYKTypHas IPOYHOCTD, P, — HadajbHas KPUTUYECKAs HArpys3Ka,

pu— TpeieTbHast KpUTHYecKas HarpysKka, R — pacueTHOE CONPOTHBIICHUE

Regulatory framework. Documents of the Russian Federation

In the Russian Federation plat load tests are carried out in accordance with the (State Stan-
dard) GOST 20276.1-2020, being the first separate document dedicated exclusively to this type
of testing. Previously plate load tests were regulated by a number of versions of the general
document on methods for field determination of strength and deformability characteristics
(GOST 20276-2012, GOST 20276-99, GOST 20276-85). At the same time, the requirements set
forth in GOST 20276.1-2020 differ little from the corresponding sections of GOST 20276-85; the
most significant change has been the method of determining the deformation modulus by the re-
loading branch. Other additions are related to new capabilities of digital devices for sediment
measurement, expansion of classification of organomineral soils, etc.

Let us briefly outline the essence of the regulated methodology and its features. Plat load tests
(Fig. 2, a) can be carried out in shallow mine workings (clearings, pits, pits with a minimum plan
size of 1.5 x 1.5 m) or in boreholes with a diameter of 325 mm. In the process of conducting tests in
wells, in order to preserve the structure and SSS of the soil, drilling methods are regulated (starting
from the mark 1 m above the test site it is allowed only rotational drilling); the fall of the ground-
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water level in the well is not admitted. The minimum thickness of the homogeneous layer of the
tested soil should be at least two diameters of the plate. Plates with an area of 5000, 2500, 1000 cm?
are used for testing in a pit, hole or pipe, and 600 cm” — in the well bottom.

The tests are carried out by applying pressure in stages in the range of 0.01-0.1 MPa, de-
pending on the type of soil (classification indicators). The load is maintained to the point of con-
ditional stabilization of the settlement, the criterion of which is the settlement rate of less than
0.1 mm in a given time (also depends on the type of soil and varies from 0.5 hours to 4 hours).
Settlement is measured with an error of no more than 0.1 mm, the load is measured with an error
of no more than 5 % of the pressure stage. Maximum pressure on the plate p, should be defined
taking into account the expected pressure at the base of the foundation. In order to determine the
deformation modulus along the reloading branch, soil can be unloaded and then reloaded.

Processing of the results consists in plotting (Fig. 2, b) the dependence of the plate settle-
ment on pressure and calculating the modulus of deformation in the pressure range from py (ini-
tial pressure — from the self-weight of the soil) to p,. The deformation modulus is found by
Schleicher’s supplemented formula:

E:(l—vz)KleD%, (1)

where v — poisson's ratio; K, — shape coefficient (equal to 0.79 for a round rigid plate); K, — co-

efficient which takes into account the depth of the plate and is accepted according to the GOST
20276.1-2020 table; D — plate diameter; Ap — pressure increment; As — settlement increment.
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Fig. 2. Plate load tests: a — field test scheme [2]: I — pit, 2 — plate, 3 —rack, 4 — jack, 5 — thrust beam,
6 — anchor piles, 7 — deformation meter; b — field test results: / — “settlement-load” experimental
curve; 2 — linear approximation
Puc. 2. lllTamMmmoBbie HCIBITAHUS: @ — CX€Ma TOJIEBBIX UCTIBITaHUH [2]: [ — mypd, 2 — mtam,

3 — croiika, 4 — TOMKpaT, 5 —ynopHas 0ajika, 6 — aHKEpHbIC CBau, 7 — U3MEPUTEIIb JAehOpMaInii;

b — pe3ynbTaThl MOJIEBBIX UCIBITAHUN: | — SKCIIEPUMEHTAIbHASI KPUBAs «0CaKa — Harpy3Kay;

2 — TUHeWHas annpoKCUMaIus

The modulus obtained is used for calculation of settlement according to SR 22.13330.2016.

At present data on deformation of the test soil in time during plate load testing are not used
to obtain parameters of primary and secondary consolidation. To determine them, the regulatory
procedure provides for compression tests (GOST 12248.4-2020 — appendix B). For further calcu-
lation of structures with regard to creep the regulatory procedure is described in «Rules and regu-
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lations in the nuclear power industryPiINAE-5.10-87 “Foundations of reactor compartments of
nuclear power plants™» (1989).

It should be noted that the above mentioned recommendation for determining the maximum
test pressure during plate load testing leads to the fact that the absolute majority of tests are car-
ried out at a very insignificant level of plastic deformations and at pressure far from the critical
limit. It makes possible to use more economical designs of anchor systems, but practically elimi-
nates the use of the obtained data for analyzing the bearing capacity of the base.

All these facts cause difficulties in conducting research related to the expansion of the plate
load testing capabilities using the data available to survey organizations.

Further let’s turn to the foreign practice of plate load testing.

Regulatory framework. Foreign documents
U.S. Documents

In the USA project practice is regulated by documents in force in a particular state, which, as
a rule, are created on the basis of common standards [3]. At the same time, geotechnical practice
is much less “codified” than, for example, the design of reinforced concrete structures.

The most commonly used are 2 general design standards, which include geotechnical sec-
tions: AASHTO (American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials) LRFD
(load-and-resistance factor design) Bridge Design Specifications — standard governing the design
of bridges and IBC (International Building Code) — a common standard which ensures the safety
of buildings and structures. Recommendations for the design of foundations are also contained in
the standard for the design of reinforced concrete structures (ACI 318).

Neither IBC nor ACI 318 contain descriptions of specific methods for calculating settlement
and load-bearing capacity which leaves the designer the right to choose the methods independ-
ently. AASHTO to a greater extent regulates the methods of geotechnical design. It provides spe-
cific instructions for the design of foundations for “Strength Limit States” (analogue of the first
limit state), including load-bearing capacity and “Service Limit States” (analogue of the second
limit state), including settlement.

In the section AASHTO, devoted to the load-bearing capacity, resistance coefficients are
given (“Resistance Factor”) (are analogues of safety coefficients and show what fraction of the
resistance calculated according to a particular method should be taken into account in limit state
tests), including load-bearing capacity based on the results of plate load test (PLT).

As can be seen from the table, the load-bearing capacity of PLT results is considered to be more
accurate than other methods that include theoretical (using the theory of ultimate equilibrium).

The document contains clarifications that when using the bearing capacity determined by the
plate, the following factors should be taken into account:

— discrepancy between the consolidation processes for the plate and the real foundation due
to the different depth of the compressible layer;

— the influence of the scale effect on the calculations for two groups of limit states, includ-
ing those requiring consideration of the stratification of the base, the thickness of the layers, the
inhomogeneity of soil properties within the compressible strata, etc.

— the possibility of applying the test results exclusively within the survey site (in similar en-
gineering and geological conditions, in soils of the same genesis with similar characteristics).
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Resistance coefficients according to AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications
Koadduuuentsr conporusnenus no AASHTO LRFD Bridge Design Specifications

Method/soil/conditions Res1stz.1nce
coefficients
Theoretical method, clay 0.50
Theoretical method, sand, characteristics by the CPT results (static probing) 0.50
Theoretical method, sand, characteristics by the SPT results (Dynamic 0.45
Ultimate |Hollow Probe Sensing) '
Pressure | The semi-empirical method (Meyerhoft, 1957), all soils’ types soilsoilsBce 0.45
BUJIBI TPYHTOB
Rock 0.45
Plate load tests 0.55

Tests for determining the load-bearing capacity are regulated by the standard ASTM D1194-94 —
“Standard test method for bearing capacity of soil for static load and spread footings”. It should be
mentioned that in 2003 ASTM D1194-94 was recalled by the American Society for Testing Materi-
als. This may indicate both the imperfection of the document and the imperfection of the methodol-
ogy for determining the carrying capacity from PLT results in American practice as a whole. In favor
of the latter, it says that a new version of the standard has not been prepared for 20 years. Also,
ASTM documents do not contain standards for determining the deformation modulus based on the
results of plate load tests. Let’s consider the peculiarities of ASTM D1194-94:

— the jack used to load the plate is selected for the specific ground conditions, but it must
provide a load of at least 50 tf;

— at least one measuring instrument shall record the load value with an error of not more
than 2 % of the applied load increment; the settlement shall be measured with an accuracy of at
least 0.01 inch (0.25 mm);

— three round steel support plates of at least 1 inch (25 mm) thickness having different di-
ameters ranging from 12 to 30 inches (305 to 762 mm) are used in the tests;

— tests are carried out at the level of the assumed foundation base (under the same soil con-
ditions), while the tested soil should have a thickness of at least 2 plate diameters (similar to the
requirement of GOST 20276.1-2020);

— plates must have such relative burial depth (ratio of laying depth to diameter) as the founda-
tion being designed, otherwise processing of results using the theory of limit equilibrium is required;

— at least three bore holes are required during the tests; the distance between them must be
at least five diameters of the largest plate;

— load is applied in stages of not more than 1.0 t/ft2 (95 kPa) or not more than one tenth of
the specified bearing capacity (hence we can understand that before the tests it must be known the
parameters of the tested soil, according to which a preliminary assessment of the bearing capacity
was carried out);

— each load stage should be withheld for at least 15 minutes. The load should be withheld un-
til the settlement stabilizes or until its constant speed is established (stabilization criteria are not
given in the standard). The holding time should be taken equal for each stage of each test (in case of
an increase in the holding time, further intervals of not less than the duration should be taken);

— test of each plate is continued until the peak value of the load or until a constant mini-
mum is reached by the ratio of the load increment to the settlement increment. If possible, the
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test shall be continued until a settlement of 10 % of the plate diameter is reached or until the
destructive load is reached;

— after the completion of the test the load is removed in three approximately equal steps,
continuing to record the results.

The document regulates another variant of the test: the load is applied to the soil in steps cor-
responding to the specified settlement with a step of approximately 0.5 % of the plate diameter.
After each settlement step is applied, the load is measured at the selected time interval (30 s,
1 min, 2 min, 4 min, 8 min, 15 min) until the load change stops or the load-logarithm time plot
becomes linear.

It should be noted that ASTM D1194-94 does not contain specific requirements for the se-
lection of a load-bearing capacity value.

In American practice, ASTM D1195-93 and ASTM D1196-93 standards are also applied for
plate load testing of pavement soils and pavement materials. ASTM D1195-93 regulates the same
repetitive load test to determine the strength of pavement structure, and ASTM D1196-93 regu-
lates step load tests to determine the strength of the pavement structure and the stiffness of the
underlying layer. In this review, these documents are discussed in detail.

As it was mentioned above, the main regulatory documents do not contain specific methods
for calculating settlement. This makes possible to consider the application of the results of plate
load tests for determination of the foundation settlement according to the method described in the
fundamental work of K. Terzaga and R. Peck [4]. In the last (third) edition of this work the set-
tlement of the designed foundation, depending on the settlement of the plate with a diameter of 1
foot, is determined by the formula:

2B
§=5 (m} A (2)

where S, — settlement of the plate, foot; B — foundation geometry (diameter or width), foot.

The third edition of the paper contains a reference to the conclusion of Bjerum and Egstad
about the unreliability of the formula [5].
Another way to use PLT results is to obtain undrained shear resistance s, according to the

given in the paper [4] the well-known formula for the load-bearing capacity of the foundation on
the base with a zero angle of internal friction ¢, :

q,=(2+m)s, =5,14s, 3)

Documents of the European Union

EN 1997-1: Eurocode 7 — the first part of the main geotechnical document of the European
Union contains general requirements for geotechnical design and requirements for the design of
shallow foundations (“Spread foundations”). Here the design principles are established, for the
simplified understanding of which it is possible to draw an analogy with limit states from the
Russian practice. “Ultimate limit states” (Absolute Limit States) — is the analogue of the first
limit state, “Service-ability limit states” (Usability Conditions) — is the analogue of the second
limit state. In this case the choice of the method of calculating the settlement and permissible val-
ues is left to the discretion of the designer or the national rule-making body [6].
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As an example for determining the load-bearing capacity using the semi-empirical method,
the first part of the document provides a calculation based on the results of pressiometric tests.

The second part of the document (EN 1997-2: Eurocode 7) provides the guidance on engi-
neering surveys, in particular plate load tests. The relevant section contains the following applica-
tions of the test results:

1) Using the obtained geotechnical parameters in indirect design methods. Judging by the
document items and the examples given in the appendices, it is generally accepted to use the re-
sults in determining the undrained shear resistance, deformation modulus and bed coefficient.

2) Use of test results in direct design methods when one of the conditions is met:

—the size of the plate was chosen taking into account the size of the designed foundation
(author’s note: apparently, it means that the dimensions of the plate and foundation are equal), in
this case, no other geotechnical parameters are required during the design;

—under the base of the plate there is a homogeneous layer with a thickness of more than
2 plate diameters; the results obtained for the plate are transformed taking into account the differ-
ence in the size of the plate and the designed foundation.

For undrained shear resistance ¢, it is given the formula:

P,z
GETN 4)

C

where p, — bearing capacity according to PLT results, p, —yz — full stresses for the case when
the test is carried out in a well with a diameter of less than 3 plate diameters; N, — bearing capac-
ity factor for round plate (N, =6 — for pit test, N, =9 — for testing in a well with a depth of more

than 4 plate diameters).

The Schleicher formula is used to determine the modulus of deformation, as well as in Rus-
sian norms. The difference lies in the choice of the burial impact factor C. : graphs are provided
for it and they take into account the dependence of the coefficient on the relative depth and the
Poisson’s ratio (Fig. 3).

C, a
1 -
0.9 - v=0,49
v=0,25
0.8 v=0,0
0,7 b
A
N
0,6 - N
g(
055 T T T T :

0 5 10 15 20 z/b
Fig. 3. Depth impact factor graphs C, (EN 1997-2: Eurocode 7)
Puc. 3. I'pachuku ko3pduimenta Busiuus 3arnyonenus C. (EN 1997-2: Eurocode 7)

68



Tep-Mapmupocsn A.3., @uaunnos K.A. /
Construction and Geotechnics, m. 15, Ne 1 (2024), 61-82

To calculate the bed factor, the formula is given:
Ap
k =—, 5
= 5)
where Ap — selected pressure range, As — increment of settlement when pressure is applied Ap.

The recalculation of parameters for the case of the direct design method is regulated for un-
connected soils — the value of foundation settlement should be taken according to the schedules
depending on the plate settlement (Fig. 4).

s/s; a

50
1
//
2
20 L
>
e //
// 4
r/ 3
A
5 A /
vV
A _
/ gt
1 P>
0 2 5 10 20 50 100 200 b/bl

Fig. 4. Graphs for stamp settlement recalculation S; into the foundation settlement S depending
on plate size ratio b, and the size of the foundation # (EN 1997-2: Eurocode 7):
1 —loose sand, 2 — medium-density sand, 3 — dense sand
Puc. 4. I'paduku amst mepecdera ocagky mrammna S; B ocanky GpyHnameHnTa S B 3aBUCUMOCTH
OT COOTHOIICHUS pa3Mepa Inrtamna by u pasmepa Gpynaamenrta b (EN 1997-2: Eurocode 7):
1 — pBIXJIBII MECOK, 2 — IECOK CPeHEeH MIIOTHOCTH, 3 — IUIOTHBII NMEeCOK

The document establishing the requirements for testing is EN ISO 22476-13. Also there are
some national standards, such as BS-1377 part9-90 and DIN18134-2012.

DIN18134-2012 contains instructions for conducting tests to obtain deformation modulus and
bed coefficient. The regulated test procedure does not imply a guaranteed production of bearing
capacity parameters: for a plate with a diameter of 300 mm it is recommended to carry out the test
either to a maximum test pressure of 0.5 MPa or to a settlement of 5 mm, for a plate with a diame-
ter of 600 mm — 0.25 MPa or 8 mm, for a plate with a diameter of 762 mm — 0.2 MPa or 13 mm.

BS-1377 prescribes to perform the test until the settlement reaches at least 15 % of the plate
diameter, which in turn is more likely to bring the plate base to the limit state.

Documents of India

The consideration of the Indian standard IS 1888 is of interest. In the process of designing a
foundation on a homogeneous soil base it allows you to determine the bearing capacity, settle-
ment and bed factor.

One of the points of the standard is devoted to the “scale effect”, it states that for clay soils
the ultimate critical pressure differs slightly for the plate and the large foundation, while for
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sandy soil it increases with the size of the load area. Thus, the standard takes into account only
the influence of the size of the foundation, which directly follows from the theory of ultimate
equilibrium (Fig. 5, a).

In testing, it is used plates of 300—750 mm size, with thickness of not less than 25 mm. For
tests of sandy soil tests are carried out with three plates of different diameter, and for clay ones —
with one plate 450 mm. Accuracy of settlement registration is 0.01 mm. The load is applied in
increments of 10 tf/m” or 1/6 of the expected carrying capacity.

In the case of clay soils, a “settling time” curve should be plotted for each load step, each
subsequent load step should be applied only when the curve shows that the settlement has ex-
ceeded 70 to 80 % of the probable stabilized settlement at that stage (the document does not pro-
vide guidance on how to determine it) or at the end of the 24-hour period. For non-cohesive soils,
each load increment should be maintained for at least one hour or until the subsidence rate de-
creases (to a value of 0.02 mm/min).

0 Load in kg/m? - 103
— » 100
Ultimate bearing ~
capacity S 20
. N. /—
g D (dense cohesionless i Approximate yield |1 [[[—
- soil) ) stress Pzl il
= . . < 10 i ——=F _Plasticyield i
2 C (partially-cohesive 3 T ettemen.
5 soil) s 5 b L
= — Elastic
32 A settlement
A (loose to medium 1 /
cohesionless soil)
B (cohesive soil) 0-1 0-5 1 5 10 50 100
v Settlement, mm
a b

Fig. 5. Tests according to IS 1888 standard: a — graph forms for different soil conditions;
b — method of graphical determination of bearing capacity according to the “settlement — load”
graph on a logarithmic scale
Puc. 5. Ucnbrranus mo ctanaapty IS 1888: a — popMbl rpad kOB 71 pa3IMUHBIX TPYHTOBBIX YCIOBHIA;
b — cnioco6 rpapuuecKoro onpeaeeHus Hecyleil CnocoOHOCTH 0 TpaduKy «ocaaka — Harpy3Kay
B JIOTapU(MUIECKOM MacIiTade

The test shall continue until the settlement is 25 mm under normal conditions or 50 mm un-
der “special” ground conditions such as dense gravel soil or until breakage, whichever comes
first. Alternatively, if the settlement does not reach 25 mm, the test should be continued to a pres-
sure at least twice the design pressure (author's note: this probably refers to the pressure under the
base of the designed foundation). If necessary, the data of the unloading test shall be recorded. It
is emphasized that the “settlement-load” curves are constructed on the arithmetic scale.

The standard provides typical forms of graphs for different soil conditions and it is noted that
the load-bearing capacity in cases B, D is not difficult, and for cases 4, C the graph should be re-
constructed on a logarithmic scale, and then the breaking point on the graph should be taken as
the load-bearing capacity (Fig. 5, b).

In this case, the permissible pressure under the foundation base (“Safe bearing pressure”) is
determined depending on the permissible settlement. Settlement of the designed foundation S, is

determined by the formula:
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B(B,+0,3)
St =Sp s (6)
B,(B+0,3)

where S L~ plate settlement, m; B — size of foundation, m; B, size of plate, m.

This formula is a variant of the previously indicated formula from the work of K. Terzagi and
R. Peck, which allows to extend to her the conclusions of Bjerum and Egstad, indicated above.

Documents of China

China standards do not differ from the American ASTM standard in terms of requirements for
the number of test points, prospect hole sizes, load application systems and movement registration.
There are differences in plate sizes, settlement stabilization criteria and test completion criteria [7]:

— For weak clay soils, according to Chinese standards, the diameter should be at least 80 cm, there
1s no such requirement in ASTM, which allows using a minimum plate diameter (30 cm) for them.

— Chinese regulations provide stabilization criteria for each load application step (if the set-
tlement does not exceed 0.1 mm/h for 2 hours, it is considered to have stabilized); ASTM speci-
fies only the interval between load stages.

— The Chinese Code specifies the criteria for the completion of the test, one of the conditions
should be met:

1. The soil around the plate shows obvious lateral extrusion, the load in the system gradu-
ally decreases.

2. The settlement at this load level is 5 times more than the settlement at the previous load
level, and the load-settlement curve shows an obvious steep decline.

3. After the next stage of load settlement is not stabilized within 24 hours. Total settlement
is more or equal to 6 % of width or diameter of low-depth plate, or total settlement exceeds or
equals 150 mm; the ratio of the total settlement to the diameter of the plate in the process of test-
ing for the load of the buried plate exceeds or equals 0.04.

4. The maximum test load has been reached (twice as much as designed)

Chinese standards regulate the methods for determining the deformation modulus and bed
coefficient based on test results.

Results of regulatory documents review

The review showed that the regulatory frameworks of the countries selected for considera-
tion contain some methods that allow the use of the results of plate load tests for the design of
foundations, taking into account the strength parameters of the foundation. It should be noted,
however, that although the methodologies mention the need to account for large-scale effects the
standards under consideration do not provide specific practical guidance for such accounting,
other than the recommendation to “use the ultimate equilibrium theory”. However, it is known
from practice and studies conducted to date that the impact of the scale effect is not only related
to the results which directly follow from the known solutions of the ultimate equilibrium theory.
The influence of the scale effect on the settlement is also not limited to the positions obtained in
the analysis of the solutions of the elasticity theory.

Next, it will be considered the studies devoted to the influence of the scale effect on the frac-
ture and deformation of plates and foundations of various sizes.
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Strength parameters. Factors influencing load-bearing capacity

The theoretical foundations for calculations allowing to obtain the effect of the loading area
on the bearing capacity coefficients were laid down in the work on the theory of marginal soil
equilibrium, taking into account the nonlinearity of the shear graph (envelope of Mor circles) at
significant stresses, in particular, in the work of V.V. Sokolovsky [8].

One of the first works in which, on the basis of experimental studies, the influence of the
loading area on the bearing capacity coefficients was recorded was the work of De Beer in 1965
[9]. His research showed that the bearing capacity coefficients N, from Terzaghi’s formula (7),
calculated according to various methods by recalculating from the actually obtained bearing ca-
pacity (critical load on the soil) O, decrease as the size of the foundation increases (Fig. 6).

0,=0.+0,+0,=2B(cN,+yD,N, +yBN, ), (7)

where Q. — critical load on weightless soil without surcharging, O, — critical load on weightless
soil without adhesion, but with surcharging, O, — critical load on soil with non-zero specific gravity
without surcharging and adhesion, B — half-width of foundation, D, — foundation embedment,

y — specific gravity of base soil, N, N , N, —dimensionless bearing capacity coefficients.

N/2 o
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400 o & » Square plate
Ghent y=1.674 Um- = Rectangular plate
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Meischeider (1940)
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Fig. 6. Influence of Loading Area on Bearing Capacity Factor N, [9]
Puc. 6. BausHue miomaau 3arpykeHus Ha BeIM4uHy KodpdunnenTa Hecyieit cnocooHoctu Ny [9]

At present in the research papers it is generally identified [10, 11] three main factors which deter-
mine the change in the bearing capacity coefficient N, (decrease with increasing width of foundations):

1) Decrease of internal friction angle with the increase of the average tension [11-15].

2) Progressive destruction [16, 17]. It occurs due to the fact that the shear stresses acting on
the sliding surface are not evenly distributed. This leads to a decrease in strength characteristics at
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places of stress concentration when overcoming peak strength. At the same time, different values
are mobilized on the sliding surface o.

3) Influence of particle size/foundation size ratio [16, 18, 19].

The study of Pierre Habib (1974) [19] is devoted to the influence of particle size (the number
of particles under the foundation) on the scale effect. Based on the obtained data, he developed an

empirical formula for obtaining an adjusted bearing capacity coefficient N: :

" 400
NY :NY‘FT, (8)

. : . : B .
where N, — theoretical value of bearing capacity coefficient; n = ras number of particles under

foundation base; B — foundation width; 6 — average size of particles under foundation base.
However, according to Hettler and Gudehus, as well as the conclusions of other researchers
[12, 20-23], the particle size effect can be neglected. The ratio of foundation size to d50 (the diameter
of particles less than which the soil contains 50 % of particles by mass, respectively) for full-scale
tests is generally greater than 50-100 [24], which leads to a minimal influence of this factor. At the
same time, the degree of soil density has an impact on the severity of the effect [12, 22, 23] (Fig. 7).

Ny g Degree of soil density Niy
1000 A > Dy =89-97 :’? 4004 - Centrifuge tests
\ * Dy =74-82 OA’ * Field tests
300 * D, = 48—.61 %
— Calculation result 300 -
600 T o
200 A /
400 T 0
o/
B 100 ]__—""
200 7°
1 T T T T T > 1 v '
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 b,m 0 50 100
Degree of soil density D,, %
a b

Fig. 7. Influence of density level on the scale effect: @ — when tested in a centrifuge by the example
of the graph of the dependence of load-bearing factor N, on the plate width b [23], b — the same,
added by the results of field tests [12]

Puc. 7. BnusiHue cTeneHy IIOTHOCTH Ha NPOsIBICHHE MacIITaOHOTO 3 deKTa: @ — MPU UCTIBITAHUAX
B LleHTpU(yre Ha npuMepe rpaduka 3aBUcUMoOCcTy ko3 dunnenrta Hecyel cnocooHoctu N,

OT mMpHUHBI ITamna b [23], b — To ke, JOMOTHEHHOE Pe3yIbTaTaMHU ITOJIEBBIX UCTIBITaHM [12]

The effect of progressive collapse manifests itself mainly after the “peak” in the “settlement-
load” graph. The authors [12] single out the influence of medium stresses as the most significant
factor. They propose the following methodology, based on Meyerhoff’s proposal, to account for
the scale effect for a non-cohesive soil:

1) Based on the results of plate test it is determined the load-bearing capacity p,, load-

bearing capacity factor N, is found by the well-known formula of Tertsagi (7) by reverse recalcu-
lation. It is easy to do this for cases when the depth of laying d can be equated to zero (the test is
carried out at a very shallow depth).

73



Ter-Martirosjan A.Z., Filippov K.A. /
Construction and Geotechnics, vol. 15, no. 1 (2024), 61-82

2) From the value N, it is determined the angle of internal friction ¢, by reverse recalcula-

tion according one of the corresponding formulas of the theory of the ultimate equilibrium of the
soil. The angle of internal friction is recalculated taking into account the acting average stresses
according to the formula:

sin @,
—= | +sin@,-|1-| —
O30 G20

. © e b .
Here the ratio —2 for the sake of simplicity, is proposed to take equal to b—; empirical
Oy 0

coefficient B~ 0,1 [12].

3) The new value of the internal friction angle is used to determine N, N, for the designed

)

¢ = arcsin

foundation, then the load-bearing capacity p is determined.
It is also worth noting the work of S. Shiraisi [25], in which expressions are given to adjust
the carrier ratios N, u N, based on model tests of dense sandy soil from internal friction

angles 41,543 dso = 0.86 mm. Expression for N, foundation of B width from the given work in
general form can be written as follows:

-p
« B
N =NV(B,J , (10)

where N; — bearing capacity reference factor (in Shiraisi's work is defined for the foundation

reference size B" =1,4 m); B=0,2 — empirical factor.

A number of works directly use the dependence of the angle of internal friction on the effec-
tive average stresses when calculating by the finite difference method (according to the Soko-
lovsky method) [14] and the finite element method [26]. The solution of the continually hetero-
geneous problem of the theory of marginal equilibrium of soils today is one of the most promis-
ing ways to account for the large-scale effect.

Thus, today in the world geotechnical practice there is an idea of the reasons for the manifes-
tation of a large-scale effect for the bearing capacity of foundations on sandy soil, as well as a
number of methods for taking it into account.

Deformability parameters. Impact of the Scale Effect

It is known from geotechnical practice that the size of the foundation (or plate) affects the
degree of deviation of the actual (experimentally obtained) values of settlement and bearing ca-
pacity from the results of analytical calculations.

In the work of N.A. Tsytovich [27] there are graphs reflecting the influence of the size of a
square plate on its settlement at the same pressure on the base (Fig. 8).

The observed dependence may indicate the manifestation of the influence of particle size,
which causes plastic deformations at small plate sizes (for loam, a sharp increase in settlement is
observed at smaller plate sizes than for sand).
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With an increase in the size of the plates for a number of pressures, the dependence of the
settlement on the size of the plate begins to deviate from the linear one, which indicates a differ-
ent manifestation of the scale effect.

A
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Fig. 8. Dependence of settlement on the size of cargo area:

a — for sand with specific gravity y = 1.52T—2, n=42%, b — for loam with 46 % of sand [27]
M

Puc. 8. 3aBucumocth 0CaKu OT pa3Mepa pr3OB0ﬁ miomaaun: a — Jisd 1meCka ¢ yACJIbHbIM

BecoM Y =1

,52T—2, n=42%, b — nnsa cyrnunka ¢ 46% necka [27]
M

In the work of V.M. Chizhevsky [28], devoted to the deformability of clay soils of the Urals,
the influence of the plate diameter on the resulting modulus of soil deformation is also noted.
A visual illustration is the graphs of the dependence of the deformation modulus on the porosity
coefficient, built for different plate diameters (Fig. 9).
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Fig. 9. Relationship between deformation modulus £ and porosity coefficient e
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Also of interest are the studies of Y.K. Zaretsky [29] devoted to the influence of the load
case area on the value of the deformation modulus, which must be taken into account when
calculating by the layer-by-layer summation method for large-sized structures. The method is
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based on the concept of G.K. Klein [30], who proposed to consider the soil base as a linear-
deformable half-space with a continuously changing modulus of deformation (according to
the power law).

The solutions obtained within the framework of this concept lead to the conclusion that as
the load area increases, the settlement changes nonlinearly, even in using a linear deformation
model for the ground.

In the modern edition of SR 23.13330.2018 “Foundations of Hydraulic Structures”, the
formula for taking this phenomenon into account is:

E =EBm,, (11)
where E] —modulus of deformation without adjustment;

2
B,‘zl_ 2Vi s (12)

1-v,

1

where v, — coefficient of transverse expansion; m_, — coefficient of working conditions deter-
mined by the formulas:

n;

m, =(iJ2 at A>675 m’. (13)
A4,

cl

m,=1at 4<300 m* . (14)

at 300 m”> < 4 <675 m” — by linear interpolation,
where 4 — foundation area; 4, — area equal to 1 m?; n; — parameter determined by the results

of soil tests with platess of different areas 4, and A4, under the same load according to the

At .
2lg[ 81”]
Ag,
m=t-— i (15)
4,

where Ag,,, Ag,, — increment of plate settlement from additional pressure based on the results of

formula:

plate tests.

In the absence of tests, it is permissible to assume values of »; for dusty-clayey glacial soils —
0.1-0.2, for other dusty-clayey soils — 0.15-0.3, for sandy soils — 0.25-0.5.

It should also be noted that the effect of the loading area is taken into account in the method of
linearly deformable layer (Egorov method) described earlier. Coefticients £_, depending on the

size of the foundation and the depth of the compressible thickness are obtained empirically, which
is an additional confirmation of the effect of the loading area on the stiffness of the base.

Thus, in Russian practice, there are a number of studies for the large-scale effect in deforma-
tion calculations, as well as the methodology for its accounting, which is reflected in regulatory
documents.
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Analysis of the results and prospects of further reseach

1) The standards of many countries (USA, Germany, Great Britain, India, China, etc.) de-
voted to the execution of plate load tests and their use in calculations contain methods which al-
low using directly or indirectly information on the strength of base soils. The norms of the Rus-
sian Federation, in turn, do not contain any guidance on this issue. Research in this direction can
make it possible to obtain additional parameters both for verifying the results of laboratory tests
and for direct use in base calculations without significantly increasing the cost of testing. One of
the advantages of this way is the ability to speed up the acquisition of preliminary data for foun-
dation calculations, especially for objects located at a considerable distance from laboratories.

2) In the standards of most of the countries considered, there is a similarity of approaches to
design with Russian practice — analogues of the theory of limit states are also used. However,
there is a discrepancy in the issue of settlement calculation: the Russian system of regulatory and
technical documentation does not provide for the possibility of calculating settlement without us-
ing the deformation modulus (direct design method).

3) Existing methods whic allow taking into account the strength characteristics of soils at
interpreting the results of plat load tests (normative and proposed in studies) do not practically
consider clay soils (with the exception of methods for determining undrained strength). This may
be due to the inability to withstand the load in the field for a sufficient time to obtain the result in
effective strength parameters. It should be noted that research in this direction can be carried out
to obtain results at full voltages.

4) In order to apply all the proposed methods for consideration in research and construction
practice, the soil under study must be a homogeneous layer of sufficient thickness so that the ex-
pected area of plastic deformations and fractures is located within its boundaries for both the
plate and the designed foundation. In order to obtain strength characteristics, a load sufficient to
bring it to the limiting state must be applied to the base (the criteria for its occurrence can be tak-
en as the absence of stabilization of the settlement, the achievement of a settlement of at least
15 % of the diameter of the plate (according to BS-1377).

5) Of the methods considered, the most universal direct design method is the use of a plate
settlement schedule for determining the settlement of the designed foundation. Its use for a rare
case of coincidence of the dimensions of the plate and foundation is not difficult. For the case
when the dimensions of the designed foundation differ significantly from the dimensions of the
plate, world practice recommends taking into account the scale effect. However, the ways of ac-
counting for it today are the subject of discussion.

From the analysis of the reviewed research papers it can be concluded that the scale effect for the
load-bearing capacity is a decrease in the load-bearing capacity coefficients with an increase in the
size of the load case area, and for deformations - in an increase in the modulus of deformations with
an increase in the load case area. It can be concluded form this fact that when using the direct design
method to calculate the settlement of the foundation with dimensions exceeding the dimensions of the
plate it is necessary to adjust the settlement taking into account its nonlinear dependence on the di-
mensions of the load case area (for this purpose, the method of Y.K. Zaretsky can be used).

For the practice of calculating foundations on weak bases it may be useful to apply the re-
sults of plate load tests to assess undrained shear resistance using formulas from the the paper of
Terzaghi and Peck, from EN 1997-2: Eurocode 7 or using the theory of instantaneous strength of
Yu.l. Solovyov [31].
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6) For the design of flexible foundations (slab and strip), it is useful to interpret the plate
load test results to obtain the bed coefficient. It is also possible to adjust the value of the coeffi-
cient by applying the method of Y.K. Zaretsky.

7) For sandy soil a promising research task is the determination of the internal friction an-
gle based on the results of plate load tests. As mentioned above, the use of the technique de-
scribed in the work of Hettler and Gudehus makes it possible to obtain the value of the angle of
internal friction taking into account the scale effect. The most accurate and promising way to take
into account the scale effect is to solve the continuum-inhomogeneous problem of the theory of
ultimate equilibrium of soil.

For clay soil this task is also relevant, but it will require additional studies related to the
separation of soil resistance caused by the presence of adhesion.

It should be noted that in the case of plate load testing the SSS of the soil differs from the
simple one which is tried to be achieved during traditional tests to determine strength characteris-
tics. However, it is known from practice that the values of the angle of internal friction for the
same soil tested in a single-plane shear devic and in a triaxial compression device in the vertical
pressure increase mode and in the horizontal pressure increase mode will differ. On the basis of
this fact, the proposal [32] to use different values of the angle of internal friction for different sec-
tions of the sliding curves is constructed. The use of the values of the internal friction angle ob-
tained during plate load tests has the prospect of solving this problem in a different way for the
case of calculating the load-bearing capacity of the foundation, since the SSS of the soil during
the test will be the closest to the SSS of the calculated foundation.

8) In order to obtain the rheological parameters of soils during plate load tests it is possible
to use graphs of the change in settlement over time for each load step (e.g. constructed in accor-
dance with IS 1888). For the processing of such graphs and their reverse analysis, systems of
equations compiled for the problem of the long-term strength of the foundation of a given shape
under the action of a given load [33, 34], as well as modifications of the standard procedure for
compression tests can be used. It should be noted, however, that when processing the graphs it
will be necessary to separate the contribution of rheological parameters from the effect of primary
(filtration) consolidation.

9) The most global task could be the development of a comprehensive methodology which
makes possible to obtain all the necessary parameters by reverse analysis of plate load test sched-
ules (supplemented by a number of laboratory studies). Such a description is possible both by
means of numerical simulation by the finite elements method and by the use of numerically ana-
lytical solutions [35, 36].

Q@unancuposanue. Vccneoosanue ne umeio CHOHCOPCKOU NOOOEPIICKU.
Konghnuxm unmepecos. Asmopul 3as6ns10m 06 0mcymcmeuy KOHGIUKMA UHMeEPecos.
Bxnao aemopos. Bce agmopul coenanu pasHulil 6K1a0 6 NOO20MOBKY NYOIUKAYUU.

References

1. Gersevanov N.M. Sobraniye sochineniy [Collected works]. Stroivoenmorizdat, 1948.

2. Ter-Martirosyan Z.G., Ter-Martirosyan A.Z. Mekhanika gruntov v vysotnom stroitel'stve
s razvitoy podzemnoy chast'yu [Soil mechanics in high-rise construction with developed under-
ground part]. Moscow, ASV, 2020, 946 p.

3. Coduto D.P. Foundation design. Pomona, California State Polytechnic University, 2001.

78



Tep-Mapmupocsn A.3., @uaunnos K.A. /
Construction and Geotechnics, m. 15, Ne 1 (2024), 61-82

4. Terzaghi K., Peck R.B. Soil Mechanics in Engineering Practice. John Wiley, New York, 1948.

5. Bjerrum L., Eggestad, A. Interpretation of loading tests on sand. Proceedings European
Conference SMFE, Wiesbaden, 1963, vol. 1.

6. Il'ichev V.A., Fadeyev A.V. Opisaniye yevropeyskikh pravil geotekhnicheskogo proyekti-
rovaniya: osnovnyye polozheniya i kommentarii [Description of European rules of geotechnical
design: basic provisions and comments]. Rekonstruktsiya gorodov i geotekhnicheskoye stroi-
tel'stvo, 2003, no. 5, pp. 5-20.

7. Junqging L.O.U. [et al]. Comparison of plate loading test standards in China and USA //

TR, 2014, vol. 22, no. 6, pp. 1058-1065.

8. Sokolovskiy V.V. Statika sypuchey sredy [Statics of granular media]. 4™ ed. Moscow,
Nauka, 1990, 270 p.

9. De Beer E.E. Bearing capacity and settlement of shallow foundations on sand. Proc. Symp.
Bearing capacity and settlement of foundations. Duke University, 1965, pp. 15-34.

10. Oh W.T., Vanapalli S.K. Scale effect of plate load tests in unsaturated soils. GEOMATE
Journal, 2013, vol. 4, no. 8, pp. 585-594.

11. De Beer E.E. The scale effect on the phenomenon of progressive rupture in cohe-
sionless soils. Soil Mech. & Fdn. Eng. Conf. Proc. Canada, 1965.

12. Hettler A., Gudehus G. Influence of the foundation width on the bearing capacity fac-
tor. Soils and Foundations, 1988, vol. 28, no. 4, pp. 81-92.

13. Bolton M.D., Lau C.K. Scale effects in the bearing capacity of granular soils. Congres
international de mécanique des sols et des travaux de fondations. 12, 1989, pp. 895-898.

14. Ueno K. [et al]. Reappraisal of size effect of bearing capacity from plastic solution.
Journal of Geotechnical and Geoenvironmental Engineering, 2001, vol. 127, no. 3, pp. 275-281.

15. Meyerhof G.G. The bearing capacity of sand. PhD thesis. University of London, Lon-
don, 1950.

16. Tatsuoka F., Okahara M., Tanaka T., Tani K., Morimoto T., Siddiquee M.S.A. Progres-
sive failure and particle size effect in bearing capacity of a footing on sand. ASCE GSP27, 1991,
vol. 2, pp. 788-802.

17. Yamaguchi H., Kimura T., Fuji N. On the influence of progressive failure on the bearing
capacity of shallow foundations in dense sand. Soils and Foundations, 1976, vol. 16, no. 4, pp. 11-22.

18. Steenfelt J.S. Scale effect on bearing capacity factor Ny. Proc. 9th Int. Conf. of Soil
Mechanics and Foundations Engineering, 1977, vol. 1, pp. 749-752.

19. Habib P.A. Scale effect for shallow footings on dense sand. Journal of the Geotechni-
cal Engineering Division, 1974, vol. 100, no. 1, pp. 95-99.

20. Gorner E. Uber den EinfluB der FlichengroBe auf die Einsenkung von Griindungskdrpern:
Experimentelle Untersuchungen aus dem Erdbaulaboratorium der Bergakademie Freiberg, 1932.

21. Hettler A., Gudehus G. A pressure-dependent correction for displacement results from
1 g model tests with sand. Géotechnique, 1985, vol. 35, no. 4, pp. 497-510.

22. Cerato A.B., Lutenegger A.J. Scale effects of shallow foundation bearing capacity on
granular material. Journal of geotechnical and geoenvironmental engineering, 2007, vol. 133,
no. 10, pp. 1192-1202.

23. Kimura T., Kusakabe O., Saitoh K. Geotechnical model tests of bearing capacity prob-
lems in a centrifuge. Géotechnique, 1985, vol. 35, no. 1, pp. 33-45.

24. Kusakabe O. Foundations. Geotechnical centrifuge technology, ed. R.N. Taylor.
Blackie Academic & Professional, London, 1995, pp. 118-167.

79



Ter-Martirosjan A.Z., Filippov K.A. /
Construction and Geotechnics, vol. 15, no. 1 (2024), 61-82

25. Shiraishi S. Variation in bearing capacity factors of dense sand assessed by model load-
ing tests. Soils and Foundations, 1990, vol. 30, no. 1, pp. 17-26.

26. Chakraborty D., Kumar J. Dependency of Ny on footing diameter for circular footings.
Soils and Foundations, 2013, vol. 53, no. 1, pp. 173-180.

27. Tsytovich N.A. Osnovy mekhaniki gruntov [Fundamentals of soil mechanics]. Lenin-
grad, Moscow, Glavnaya redaktsiya stroitel'noy literatury, ONTI, 1984.

28. Chizhevskiy V.M. Issledovaniye deformiruyemosti glinistykh gruntov Urala [Study of
deformability of clayey soils in the Urals region]. Sverdlovsk, 1972, 150 p.

29. Zaretskiy YU.K., Garitselov M.YU. Glubinnoye uplotneniye gruntov udarnymi na-
gruzkami [Deep compaction of soils using shock loads]. Moscow, Energoatomizdat, 1989, 190 p.

30. Kleyn G.K. Raschet balok na sploshnom osnovanii, nepreryvno neodnorodnom po
glubine [Calculation of beams on a solid base, continuously heterogeneous in depth]. Sb. trudov
MIIGS Mosgorispolkoma, 1954, vol. 3, 120 p.

31. Solov'yev YU.L. Zhestko- i uprugoplasticheskiy analiz ustoychivosti 1 napryazhenno-
deformirovannogo sostoyaniya gruntov [Rigid and elastic-plastic analysis of stability and stress-
strain state of soils]. Abstract of Doctor’s degree dissertation. Moscow, 1989, 42 p.

32. Boldyrev G.G., Mel'nikov A.V., Novichkov G.A. Interpretatsiya rezul'tatov labora-
tornykh ispytaniy s tsel'yu opredeleniya deformatsionnykh kharakteristik gruntov [Interpretation
of laboratory test results to determine the deformation characteristics of soils]. Inzhenernyye izy-
skaniya, 2014, no. 5-6, 98 p.

33. Ter-Martirosyan Z.G., Ter-Martirosyan A.Z., Vanina YU.V. Dlitel'naya osadka i1 ne-
sushchaya sposobnost' osnovaniy i fundamentov vblizi vertikal'noy vyyemki pri raznykh pa-
rametrakh vyazkosti grunta [Long-term settlement and bearing capacity of foundations adjacent
to vertical excavation at various parameters of soil viscosity]. Vestnik MGSU, 2022, vol. 17,
iss. 12, pp. 1664—-1676. DOI: 10.22227/1997-0935.2022.12.1664-1676.

34. Ter-Martirosyan Z.G., Ter-Martirosyan A.Z., Ermoshina L. Ju. Osadka 1 dlitel'naja ne-
sushhaja sposobnost' svai s uchetom reologicheskih svojstv gruntov [Settlement and long-term
bearing capacity of the pile taking into account the rheological properties of soils]. Construction
and Geotechnics, 2022, vol. 13, iss. 1. pp. 5-15. DOI: 10.15593/2224-9826/2022.1.01.

35. Ter-Martirosyan Z.G., Ter-Martirosyan A.Z., Filippov K.A. Osadka 1 nesushchaya spo-
sobnost' kruglogo shtampa na uprugoplasticheskom osnovanii [Settlement and bearing capacity
of a round stamp on an elastic-plastic base]. Zhilishchnoye stroitel'stvo, 2022, no 12, pp. 3-7,
DOI: 10.31659/0044-4472-2022-12-3-7.

36. Ter-Martirosyan A.Z., Ter-Martirosyan Z.G., Luzin LN. Naprjazhenno-deformiro-
vannoe sostojanie, osnovannoe na fundamentah glubokogo zalozhenija [Stress-strain condition of
base of deep foundations]. Construction and Geotechnics, 2017, vol. 8, iss. 2, pp. 96-103. DOI:
10.15593/2224-9826/2017.2.009.

Bubnuorpadunyeckumn cnncok

1. 'epceBanoB, H.M. Cob6panue counnenuit / H.M. I'epceBanoB. — M.: CtpoiiBoeH-
Mopuzaart, 1948.

2. Tep-Maptupocss, 3.I'. MexaHnka IrpyHTOB B BBICOTHOM CTPOMTEIBLCTBE C Pa3BUTOM IMOJI-
3eMHOM 4yacThio: yueb. mocodbue / 3.I. Tep-Maptupocsn, A.3. Tep-Maptupocsia. — M.: M3naTensb-
ctBo ACB, 2020. — 946 c.

80



Tep-Mapmupocsn A.3., @uaunnos K.A. /
Construction and Geotechnics, m. 15, Ne 1 (2024), 61-82

3. Coduto, D.P. Foundation design / D.P. Coduto. — Pomona, California State Polytechnic
University, 2001.

4. Terzaghi, K. Soil Mechanics in Engineering Practice / K. Terzaghi, R.B. Peck. — New
York: John Wiley, 1948.

5. Bjerrum, L. Interpretation of Loading Tests on Sand / L. Bjerrum, A. Eggestad // Proceedings
European Conference SMFE, Wiesbaden. — 1963. — Vol. 1.

6. Unpuues, B.A. Onucanue eBponeicKux MpaBuil re0TEXHUYECKOIO MPOEKTUPOBAHUS: OC-
HOBHBIE MTOJIOKeHUs 1 KomMeHTapru / B.A. Vneuues, A.B. @aznees // PekoHCTpyKIMs TOPOAOB U
reorexHuueckoe crpoutenscTBo. — 2003. — Ne 5. — C. 5-20.

7. Comparison of plate loading test standards in China and USA / L.O.U. Junqing [et al.] //
AR 4R, — 2014, — Vol. 22, Ne 6. — P. 1058-1065.

8. Coxomnosckuii, B.B. Craruka ceiryueii cpeast / B.B. CokonoBckuii. — 4-¢ uzn. — M.:
Hayxka, 1990. - 270 c.

9. Beer, E.E. de. Bearing capacity and settlement of shallow foundations on sand / E.E. de Beer //
Proc. Symp. Bearing capacity and settlement of foundations. — Duke University, 1965. — P. 15-34.

10. Oh, W.T. Scale effect of plate load tests in unsaturated soils / W.T. Oh, S.K. Vanapalli //
Geomate Journal. —2013. —T. 4, Ne 8. — P. 585-594.

11. Beer, E.E. de. The scale effect on the phenomenon of progressive rupture in cohesionless
soils / E.E. de Beer // Soil Mech. & Fdn. Eng. Conf. Proc. — Canada, 1965.

12. Hettler, A. Influence of the foundation width on the bearing capacity factor / A. Hettler,
G. Gudehus // Soils and Foundations. — 1988. — Vol. 28, Ne 4, — P. 81-92.

13. Bolton, M.D. Scale effects in the bearing capacity of granular soils / M.D. Bolton,
C.K. Lau // Congres international de mécanique des sols et des travaux de fondations. — 1989. —
Ne 12. — P. 895-898.

14. Reappraisal of size effect of bearing capacity from plastic solution / K. Ueno [et al.] //
Journal of Geotechnical and Geoenvironmental Engineering. —2001. — Vol. 127, Ne 3. — P. 275-281.

15. Meyerhof, G.G. The bearing capacity of sand. PhD thesis / G.G. Meyerhof // University
of London. — London, 1950.

16. Progressive failure and particle size effect in bearing capacity of a footing on sand /
F. Tatsuoka, M. Okahara, T. Tanaka, K. Tani, T. Morimoto, M.S.A. Siddiquee // ASCE GSP27. —
1991. — Vol. 2. — P. 788-802.

17. Yamaguchi, H. On the influence of progressive failure on the bearing capacity of shallow
foundations in dense sand / H. Yamaguchi, T. Kimura, N. Fuji / Soils and Foundations. — 1976. —
Vol. 16, no. 4. — P. 11-22.

18. Steenfelt, J.S. Scale effect on bearing capacity factor N, / J.S. Steenfelt // Proc. 9th Int.
Conf. of Soil Mechanics and Foundations Engineering. — 1977. — Vol. 1. — P. 749-752.

19. Habib, P.A. Scale effect for shallow footings on dense sand / P.A. Habib // Journal of the
Geotechnical Engineering Division. — 1974. — Vol. 100, Ne 1. — P. 95-99.

20. Gérner, E. Uber den EinfluB der FlichengroBe auf die Einsenkung von Griindung-
skorpern: Experimentelle Untersuchungen aus dem Erdbaulaboratorium der Bergakademie
Freiberg / E. GOrner. — 1932.

21. Hettler, A. A pressure-dependent correction for displacement results from 1 g model tests
with sand / A. Hettler, G. Gudehus // Géotechnique. — 1985. — Vol. 35, Ne 4. — P. 497-510.

22. Cerato, A.B. Scale effects of shallow foundation bearing capacity on granular material /
A.B. Cerato, A.J. Lutenegger // Journal of Geotechnical and Geoenvironmental engineering. —
2007.—Vol. 133, Ne 10. — P. 1192-1202.

81



Ter-Martirosjan A.Z., Filippov K.A. /
Construction and Geotechnics, vol. 15, no. 1 (2024), 61-82

23. Kimura, T. Geotechnical model tests of bearing capacity problems in a centrifuge /
T. Kimura, O. Kusakabe, K. Saitoh // Géotechnique. — 1985. — Vol. 35, Ne 1. — P. 33-45.

24. Kusakabe, O. Foundations. in Geotechnical centrifuge technology / O. Kusakabe; ed.
R.N. Taylor: Blackie Academic & Professional, London, 1995. — P. 118-167.

25. Shiraishi, S. Variation in bearing capacity factors of dense sand assessed by model
loading tests / S. Shiraishi // Soils and Foundations. — 1990. — Vol. 30, Ne 1. — P. 17-26.

26. Chakraborty, D. Dependency of N, on footing diameter for circular footings / D. Chak-
raborty, J. Kumar // Soils and Foundations. — 2013. — Vol. 53, Ne 1. — P. 173-180.

27. LprroBuy, H.A. OcnoBbl Mexanuku rpyHToB / H.A. IlprroBuy. — JI., M.: 'maBHas penakuust
cTpoutenbHOM utepatypel, OHTH, 1984.

28. Umwxkenckuii, B.M. HccnenoBanue nehopMHUpyeMOCTH TIIMHUCTBIX TPyHTOB Ypana /
B.M. Umxesckuii. — CBepayioBck, 1972. — 150 c.

29. 3apenxwuii, FO.K. I'myOunHOe ymoTHeHHE rpyHTOB yaapHeiMu Harpy3kamu / FO.K. 3apern-
kuid, MLIO. 'apunienos. — M.: Oneproatomuszaar, 1989. — 190 c.

30. Kneiin, I'.K. Pacuer 6anok Ha CIUIOIIHOM OCHOBAaHHH, HEMPEPHIBHO HEOTHOPOIHOM IO
riyoune / I'.K. Kneiin // C6. pynos MUUI'C Mocropucnonkoma. — 1954. — T. 3. — C. 120.

31. Conosbes, F0.U. KecTko- 1 ynpyroriacTUYecKuil aHaIM3 yCTOMYUBOCTH U HATIPSKEHHO-
Ne(pOPMHUPOBAHHOTO COCTOSIHUS TPYHTOB: aBToped. muc. ... a-pa TexH. Hayk / FO.W. ConoBbeB. —
M., 1989.—-42c.

32. bonneipes, I'.I'. MHTepnperanusi pe3ynbTaToB JaOOPAaTOPHBIX HCHBITAHUN C IENBIO
onpeneneHus: aedopMaIMoHHbIX Xapaktepuctuk rpyHToB / I'.I'. BomasipeB, A.B. MenbHUKOB,
I'.A. HoBuukog // UnxenepHasie nzbickanus. — 2014. — Ne 5-6. — C. 98.

33. Tep-Maptupocsx, 3.I. JlnutenbHas ocajka M HECyIas CIIOCOOHOCTh OCHOBAaHHWHN U
(GyHIaMeHTOB BOJIM3M BEPTUKAJIbHOW BBIEMKH IPU pa3HbIX IapaMeTpax Bs3KOCTU TpyHTa /
3.I'. Tep-Maptupocsia, A.3. Tep-Maptupocsia, }10.B. Baauna // Becthuk MI'CY. — 2022, —
T. 17, Bem. 12. — C. 1664-1676. DOI: 10.22227/1997-0935.2022.12.1664-1676

34. Tep-MaptupocsH, 3.I'. Ocanka u uuTenpHas Hecyllash CIOCOOHOCTh CBaM C y4€TOM
peosnornyeckux cBorcTB rpyHToB / 3.I'. Tep-Maptupocsn, A.3. Tep-Maptupocss, JL.FO. Epmo-
muHa // Construction and Geotechnics. — 2022. — T. 13, Ne 1. — C. 5-15. DOI: 10.15593/2224-
9826/2022.1.01

35. Tep-Maptupocss, 3.I'. Ocaaka u HecyIas ciocOOHOCTh KPYIJIOro IITaMIia Ha yHpyro-
wactuaeckom ocHoBanuu / 3.I'. Tep-Maptupocsn, A.3. Tep-Maptupocss, K.A. ®unumnmnos //
Kunnmnoe crpourensctBo. —2022. — No 12. — C. 3—7. DOI: 10.31659/0044-4472-2022-12-3-7

36. Tep-Maptupocsin, A.3. HanpspkeHHO-1e(OPMUPOBAaHHOE COCTOSIHME OCHOBAHUM (yHna-
MEHTOB IyOokoro 3anoxenus / A.3. Tep-Maptupocss, 3.I". Tep-Maptupocsn, W.H. Jly3un / Con-
struction and Geotechnics. —2017. —T. 8, Ne 2. — C. 96-103. DOI: 10.15593/2224-9826/2017.2.09

82



