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Numerical analysis of the plate loading test
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Abstract: The Plate Loading Test is the most used way to acquired the bearing capacity of foundation in the world and it’s widely
used in checking the results of the treatment foundation, but it also has some shortcomings, including size effects, high expense, time

cost and so on. In this paper the FEM by step-loading was used to analyze the process of the Plate Loading Test and to obtain the

bearing capacity of foundation. A lot of valuable results was got.
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