Vertical load-settlement predictions
using SHAFT program

3 3 "Intermediate
' i i Geomaterial”
f, =a(S,), ol (e
& is shown in Figure. o6l || ——SHAFT _
. \ | —— CTP/PCC Pile
3 1 1 1
7% S ~
f, =0.83N’(S,), :
0.2 4 1 R ISV SOOI S——
L. "Cohesive Soil"
N. isgiven by SHAFT ' R —

( N, =6.5-9.0) 0.0



Vertical load test results and SHAFT
program predictions

Vertical load Undrained confined
Thickness Unit weight
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Case_1: Shanghai North Central Expressway



Vertical load test results and SHAFT

Vertical load
Thickness Unitweight Q

program predictions
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Case_2: Jiyi Road, Nanjing, China



Lateral load-deflection predictions
using LPILE program




Lateral load test results and LPILE program
predictions

Thickness Unit weight

Lateral load 3
— (m) (kN/m®)
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Case_3: Hang-Qian Expressway, China



Lateral load test results and LPILE program
predictions

Undrained confined
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Case_4: Xuyang Road, Zhejiang, China



