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Introduction JDAO2 Settlements

Recent research has shown that rocking foundations on competent soils can reduce seismic
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The No Key design of JDAO1 did not prevent lateral sliding and eventual unseating of the Conclusions
footings from the piles occurred, resulting in detrimental residual rotations. The key | | _ _ _ _ .
: : - : : : 1) The details of the lateral connection between 2) It was found that if the bearing capacity of a single pile, reduced to account for
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. the rocking footing and unattached piles are reductions in effective stress due to liquefaction, is greater than the maximum load
foundation to rock, re-center, and control settlements. important. during rocking, that settlements will be limited.
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