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Testing Study of Load-Transfer Behavior of
Friction Piles in Soft Rock Area of Guizhou Province

GONG Cheng-zhong'*, HE Chun-lin'

(1. College of Civil Engineering. Southeast University, Nanjing 210096,China;
2. Huiyin Institute of Technology, Hui’an 223001 ,China)

Abstract: The cast-in-place pile is a commonly used style of foundation, however the theoretic
research, experimental study and test research are far behind the application of engineering. On the basis
of the results of static load tests and stress tests for two {riction piles with great diameter in soft rock area
of Guizhou Province, the skin friction and point bearing capacity and the load transfer behavior of piles are
analyzed.
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A Study on Aseismic Performance of Combination of Laminated

Rubber Bearing and Viscous Damper for Bridges

JIANG Jian-jun, LI Jian-zhong, FAN Li-chu

(State Key Laboratory for Disaster Reduction in Civil Engineering, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract: The aseismic performance of the combination of laminated rubber bearing and viscous

damper for bridges is studied with a nonlinear time-history analysis method in this paper. This kind of

composite device is brought forward on the basis of aseismic principles of base isolation, such as flexibility

and energy dissipation. A large number of parameter analyses are carried out in order to investigate the

effects of damping coefficient, damping exponent and period on the seismic response of structures.

Analysis results demonstrate that the composite device not only reduces seismic forces, but also controls

displacements of deck or relative displacements between superstructure and piers.
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