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¥ 3 Example Design Summary

Reinforcement Depth G 6w ' T Fs Fs
layer (ft) (Ksf) (Ksf) (Ksf) B (Kips) pullout rupture
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) {7) (8) (9)
1 1.25 0,16 -—= — —_ 311 167 7.60
2 375 (.49 — — — 4.87 L.51 4.84
3 6.25 (.82 — — — 6.02 1.92 391
4 &8.75 1.16 — 247 0.58 6.94 2.17 3.40
5 11.25 1.51 — — — 7.73 2.31 3.05
6 13.75 1.88 2.47 — —_— 8.46 2.69 279
7 16.25 2.27 — — -— 9.13 2.66 2.58
8 18.75 2.68 —_ 2.68 0.60 10.11 274 233
9 21.25 312 — 312 0.65 11.65 2.78 2.03
14 23.75 3.6l — 361 0.70 13.27 2.73 1.78

Note : 1 ft=0305m : 1 Ksf=47.88kN/m?: 1 Kips=4.45N.,
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