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SYNOPSIS : An analytical procedure is described to estimate the mobilized tensile forces along the effective lengths of nails. Based on the
horizontal facing displacements of a nailed-soil wall experiencing outward tilt about the toe with granular soil deposit, the variation of
nail-soil friction coefficient is modeled, Also, the method of overall stability analysis of a nailed-soil wall is presented using the
Morgenstern-Price limit-equilibrium slice method. The results predicted by the developed procedure are compared with test measurements. The

comparisons show in general good agreement.
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