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 Keywords:  Bearing Capacity  Difference Method Fuzzy Boundary Fuzzy Logic  Uncertainty, Two-layered Clay Finite  A B S T R A C T    In this study, fuzzy logic was implemented to formulate the fuzziness of layer boundaries for a two-layered clay soil. A field of two-layered clay with fuzzy boundaries between layers was generated, and then the bearing capacity of strip footing on this field was calculated by the assumption of plane-strain conditions. The Mohr-Coulomb failure criterion was used and bearing capacity calculations were based on finite difference method. The effect of fuzziness in layer boundaries was investigated for the case of strong-over-weak clay. It is concluded that the analyses by applying fuzzy boundaries yielded more conservative results than classical two-layered bearing capacity calculations when the ratio of thickness of upper layer to the width of footing exceeds 1.  When the ratio of thickness of upper layer to the width of footing is lower than 1, the bearing capacity of footing on two-layered clay is higher by considering fuzzy boundaries.  

doi: 10.5829/ije.2019.32.05b.07   NOMENCLATURE N� Cohesion factor c2 Cohesion of lower layer(kN/m2) L1 fuzzy number for the upper layer B Width of footing L2 fuzzy number for the lower layer h��  Fuzzy depth between layers(m) H1 The thickness of upper layer(m) R�	 Fuzzy depth index H2 The thickness of lower layer(m) RC Cohesion ratio c1 Cohesion of upper layer(kN/m2) R
	  Fuzzy bearing capacity ratio  1. INTRODUCTION1  Soil deposits are formed in a long-time complex process. Therefore, uncertainty in the mechanical behavior of soil deposits is expected. One of the sources of uncertainty in the mechanical behavior of soil deposits is the spatial variability of the soil. The effect of this kind of uncertainty on the mechanical response of soil has been studied in previous work [1-3]. In order to deal with the uncertainty in geotechnical engineering, soft computation methodologies, especially fuzzy logic and neural networks have been implemented [4-7]. The calculation of bearing capacity of soil is a common geotechnical problem which usually solved by the assumption of footing on homogeneous soil [8-11].                                                            *Corresponding Author Email: Azan_davood@semnan.ac.ir (D. Azan) Bearing capacity of foundations on two-layered clay has been determined in previous studies by assuming deterministic boundaries for layers [12-16]. However, in natural geotechnical deposits, no exact boundary exists between layer interfaces due to gradual formation and sedimentation. Layer interfaces are in fact a fuzzy transition zone where the properties of one layer gradually change to the properties of another layer. The fuzziness of layer boundaries in geotechnical deposits has been clearly demonstrated in in-situ investigation tests (e.g., standard penetration tests (SPTs), cone penetration tests (CPTs), and geophysical soundings) [17-19].  In previous studies, layer boundaries for geotechnical deposits were assumed deterministic; however, in real field problems, this is not the case and layer boundaries    



668                                     D. Azan and A. Haddad / IJE TRANSACTIONS B: Applications  Vol. 32, No. 5, (May 2019)   667-672  especially in clays can be considered as fuzzy boundaries (i.e. the boundaries are not obviously separated and they are mixture of two adjacent layers). In the present paper, Fuzzy Logic (FL) was implemented for generating a field of two-layered clay with considering fuzziness in the layer boundaries. Then bearing capacity of footings on this field was calculated by using  the numerical finite difference method. This will produce design guidelines for considering fuzziness in layer boundaries for  estimation of bearing capacity of footings resting on two-layered clays.   2. MATERIALS AND METHODS   2. 1. Fuzzy Inference Systems     FL was introduced for dealing with the partial truth principles. This theory is formally originated by Zadeh in his prominent paper in 1965 [20]. He introduced the fuzzy set theory by membership functions, which belong to the interval [0, 1].  Fuzzy inference system (FIS) use FL concept for addressing complex, real-world problems. The major components of FIS are fuzzification, fuzzy inference engine, fuzzy rule base, and defuzzification. The general form of an FIS is illustrated in Figure 1 [21]. Various FISs have been proposed to apply in engineering. Two of the most commonly used FISs are Mamdani and Takagi–Sugeno–Kang (TSK) fuzzy models. This two FISs have been applied in many engineering problems. Mamdani and TSK FISs are similar in almost all components except in the output of the consequent statement in fuzzy rules. The TSK fuzzy model was used in this study [12]. A typical form of fuzzy ith rule in TSK fuzzy model is: IF x is A and y is B, then z = f(x,y) (1) In this rule, x and y are input variables, A and B are fuzzy sets, and z = f(x,y) is a crisp function. Usually f(x,y) is a polynomial in the input variables x and y, but it can be any other functions that can properly define the output of the system. In this study, this function was assumed to be a constant parameter. The algorithm for an example of two-rule, one-input TSK fuzzy systems, with similar application, used in this study is illustrated in Figure 2.   
Figure 1. Major components and processes in a FRBS Figure 2. TSK FRBS for a two-rule one-input system   2. 2. Application of Fuzzy Logic in Cohesion Distribution      In this study, layer boundaries were considered as fuzzy transition zones and the cohesion values were distributed accordingly. The assumption was that cohesion of a layer change gradually to another adjacent layer. For formulating this assumption the TSK FIS was used. The fuzzy if-then rules for the two-layered clay are: Rule 1 : If z is L1 , then cohesion is c1 (2) Rule 2 : If z is L2 , then cohesion is c2 where, z is the depth from ground surface, L1 and L2 are two trapezoidal fuzzy numbers corresponding to the depth and c1, c2 are the crisp numbers for cohesion of upper and lower layer, respectively. Figure 3(a)  schematically illustrates a two-layered soil with the assumed coordinate axis (z) in downward direction. Two fuzzy numbers L1 and L2 are depicted in this figure. In this graph, the horizontal and vertical axes are respectively the depth (in z direction) and membership degree of the layers. In Figure 3(b), the hypothetical interface between the layers is depicted as a dashed line. In classical geotechnical analyses, for simplification, this hypothetical interface has been regarded as deterministic boundary between layers. Thus, in this study, the term “classical bearing capacity analyses” means the bearing capacity analyses, which assume deterministic boundaries for layers.  In Figure 3(b), two assumed trapezoidal Fuzzy numbers L1 and L2 in the hypothetical boundary zone have joint domain of h12, which is called fuzzy depth. This depth indicates a zone, in which by increasing the depth, the membership grade of upper layer gradually diminishes and on the contrary, the membership grade of lower layer increases proportionally. In Figure 3(b), H1 and H2 are the hypothetical depths for upper and lower layers, respectively. Here  h1 and h2 are termed the deterministic depths of the upper and lower layers, in which the properties of the layers are known with certainty.    
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Figure 3. a) two-layered clay b) Trapezoidal Fuzzy Numbers for layers   The fuzzy depth (h12) could be estimated by analysing the results of field tests (like CPT, SPT or geophysical sounding). An example for estimation of h12 from the CPT is illustrated in Figure 4. In this figure h12 is the transitional depth, in which the cone tip resistance changes from higher values in the top layer to lower values in the bottom layer. In this study, the dimensionless ratio in Equation (4) was used to represent the level of fuzziness in the interface of layer boundaries. This ratio is termed the fuzzy depth index(��): �� = ������  (4) When two layers are distinct and there is no fuzzy depth (h12=0) between the layers, the Rhf  tends to be zero and when the entire depth of the upper layer is merged into the lower layer (h12=2H1), then this index is 1. However, in real world cases, the situation is usually between these two extremes. Figure 5 illustrates the variation of Rhf with the associated fuzzy numbers for a two-layered clay soil. It must be noted that the thickenss of bottom layer (H2) did not have any influence on the results of current study because it was far apart from the footing.   
Figure 4. Determining the fuzzy depth from the results of CPT  

Figure 5. The Trapezoidal Fuzzy numbers for layers by changing Rhf ratio from 0 to 1   2. 3. Numerical Modelling      As noted in this study the numerical finite difference method was implemented for calculating the bearing capacity of footing [13]. Figure 6 illustrates the geometry and boundary conditions of the model to calculate the bearing capacity of footing. As shown in this figure, the analysed model was two-dimensional. The assumption of plane strain condition was considered in this study and the strip footing was regarded for the analysis. Since the soil is completely cohesive in the present study, its friction angle was considered negligible. As noted previously, the cohesion of upper and lower layer (or top and bottom layer) are denoted by c1 and c2, respectively. Since the problem was symmetric, half of the model was analysed with proper boundary conditions. The displacement vectors were applied in consecutive steps in downward vertical direction on the nodes beneath the footing. Since the footing was assumed rigid, the relative movements of the nodes beneath the footing were restricted in x and y directions. In order to simulate the boundary conditions in the field for the bearing capacity problem, the displacements in the lateral boundaries were restricted in the x-direction whereas the displacements in the bottom of the model were restricted in the x and y directions [2]. The finite difference grid which consists of 10000 of 20cm×20cm square zones was used for the numerical model.   For minimizing the effect of boundaries on bearing capacity analyses, the boundary surfaces were assumed far enough from the footing (i.e, 10B for bottom boundary and 5B for the lateral boundaries, where B is the footing width). Since the effect of the soil specific weight for the current study was trivial, then it was set to be constant and equal to 17 kN/m3. Values of the elastic parameters also have insignificant effects on the results. However, for approaching the best shape of stress-



670                                     D. Azan and A. Haddad / IJE TRANSACTIONS B: Applications  Vol. 32, No. 5, (May 2019)   667-672  displacement curve, these parameters were chosen as in the literature [2]. The footing width (B) was also ineffective on the results of the current study. Thus, this parameter was also set as a constant value of 2 m. It must also be noted that since the cohesion of upper layer (c1) is assumed as a constant value for pure cohesive clay with no friction coefficient thus in this research the value of Nc is equivalent to bearing capacity [12].    3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS   3. 1. Parametric Study     A parametric study was carried out by considering the effect of fuzziness in layer boundaries. The parameters considered for parametric study were: the cohesion ratio (Rc = ����), ratio of the top-layer thickness to the footing width (��� ), and ��. The values of the parameters used in the parametric analyses are reported in Table 1. The range and numerical values of the parameters were chosen as to cover all possible cases which would be encountered in real field problems only for strong-over-weak clay(Rc > 1). The results of this study are presented by charts, each with curves having constant ratio of (��� ) and various Rc ratios. In these charts, the horizontal and vertical axes are ��,   and   the   fuzzy   bearing   capacity   ratio   (��),    
Figure 6. Schematic of geometry and boundary conditions for numerical model [19]   

TABLE 1. Parameters and their numerical values for analyses 
Parameter Numerical Values 

RC 2 , 3 , ... , 10 
H1/B 0.2 , 0.75 , 1, 2.5 
Rhf 0 , 0.1 , ... , 1 respectively. Here �� was calculated by following expression: (5) ��(%) = ������ !���� × 100  In this equation, $����  is the cohesion factor ($�) by applying the fuzzy depth between the layers. $� is obtained from classical bearing capacity analyses. �� is an indication of variation of $�(��) with respect to $� by assuming deterministic boundary conditions. Indeed, �� indicates the effect of fuzzy depth on the bearing capacity with respect to classical bearing capacity analyses for the footing located on two-layered clay. By incorporating the effect of fuzzy depth between the layers and determining �� from the charts of the current study, the $� factor from classical bearing capacity analyses can be modified using following equation: (6)  $�% = (1 + ��''��) × $�  In this equation $�(	 is the modified version of classical cohesion factor ($�) by consideration of fuzzy depth between the layers.  3. 2. Results      The results of parametric study are presented in Figure 7. This figure shows that only for ��� = 0.5, �� all values are positive and have ascending trend with increasing ��; however, the Rqf values are still positive in some cases when	��� = 0.5, 1	and	1.5. When �� is positive, the bearing capacity of two-layered clay with fuzzy boundary between layers is higher than that in classical bearing capacity analyses. This is because the majority of failure surface occurs in the lower weaker layer and by applying fuzzy depth between the layers, the upper layer merges into the the lower layer and as a result, the strength of lower layer and subsequently general strength of the soil increases. Hence, by increasing the general strength of the soil, the bearing capacity of the footing also increases and thus the �� values increases by ��. It can be also inferred from Figure 7 that by raising the �� ratio, when ��� < 1.0 , the �� values increase more steeply with increasing �� (i.e., when �� is constant �� increases by ��). This is because when the difference between strength of layers increases, by applying the fuzzy depth between the layers, the upper layer with higher cohesion affects the strength of lower layer and subsequently the bearing capacity of the footing on two-layered clay more steeply.  It must be also noted that the general trend of �� is increasing with increasing the ���  ratio when ��� < 1. When ���  increases, the larger portion of failure wedge extends into fuzzy zone and therefore, the bearing 



D. Azan and A. Haddad / IJE TRANSACTIONS B: Applications  Vol. 32, No. 5, (May 2019)   667-672                          671  capacity of the footing on two-layered clay increases as fuzzy depth is applied.  Generally, for ���  ratios lower than 1, the bearing capacity of two-layered clay increases by applying fuzzy depth. This means that in these cases, classical bearing capacity solutions with considering deterministic boundary for two-layered clay are conservative and the results from these analyses can be modified economically to consider the increasing effect of applying fuzzy depth for the design purposes. The maximum value of �� for ��� < 1 is 8% which occurs at ��� = 0.5 and �� = 10. when the ���  ratio exceeds 1.0, the larger portion of failure surface occurs in the upper clay layer. Hence, the �� ratio decreases. For  ��� ≥ 1  and in lower �� ratios, �� obtain negative values. For example, for ��� = 1,	�� =2	, 3 and �� > 0.5, the �� is negative. The absolute of negative values of �� increases by increasing the ���  ratio, until ���  equals 2.5. When ��� = 2.5 nearly the entire failure surface occurs in the top layer and by applying fuzzy depth, the general shear strength of the soil decreases. Subsequently, the absolute value of  �� decreases. In addition, the absolute values of �� have increasing trend by increasing 	�� and/or ��. From negativity of Rhf values it could be interpreted that when ��� ≥ 1 the bearing capacity calculated by classical methods tend to be non-conservative in some cases. The highest negative value of �� ratio in the case of  ��� ≥ 1 is approximately -10% and occurs when ��� = 2 and �� =10.        
Figure 7. Variations of Rqf with Rhf for curves with different ratios of  Rc   4. CONCLUSIONS  In this study, the bearing capacity of footings on two-layered clay soil was investigated by applying fuzzy boundary between the layers. Finite Difference Method was used for numerical calculation of the bearing capacity. The fuzziness in boundary of layers is considered by using fuzzy logic. From numerical analyses it can be concluded that in the case of strong over weak clay, when the thickness of upper layer is less than the width of footing, the design of footing could be more economical by considering the fuzzy boundaries between layers. However, when the thickness of upper layer is larger than the width of the footing by considering the fuzzy boundaries between layers the design of footing can be in some cases safer.   2. REFERENCES  1. Haddad, A. and Azan, D., "Soil cohesion spatial variability effects on the bearing capacity of nonhomogeneous clays", Modares 

Civil Engineering journal,  Vol. 18, No. 4, (2018), 1-13. 0510 0 0.5 1R q
f(%)

Rhf

H1/B=0.5 Rc=2Rc=3Rc=4Rc=5Rc=6Rc=7Rc=8Rc=10-50510 0 0.5 1R q
f(%)
Rhf

H1/B=1 Rc=2Rc=3Rc=4Rc=5Rc=6Rc=7Rc=8Rc=10 -7-5-3-113 0 0.5 1
R q

f(%
)

Rhf

H1/B=1.5 Rc=2Rc=3Rc=4Rc=5Rc=6Rc=7Rc=8Rc=10-10-50 0 0.5 1
R q

f(%
)

Rhf

H1/B=2 Rc=2Rc=3Rc=4Rc=5Rc=6Rc=7Rc=8Rc=10-10-50 0 0.5 1
R q

f(%
)

Rhf

H1/B=2.5 Rc=2Rc=3Rc=4Rc=5Rc=6Rc=7Rc=8Rc=10



672                                     D. Azan and A. Haddad / IJE TRANSACTIONS B: Applications  Vol. 32, No. 5, (May 2019)   667-672  2. Azan, D. and Haddad, A., "Simple equations for considering spatial variability on the bearing capacity of clay", Civil 
Engineering Journal,  Vol. 5, No. 1, (2019), 93-106. 3. Li, J., Tian, Y. and Cassidy, M.J., "Failure mechanism and bearing capacity of footings buried at various depths in spatially random soil", Journal of Geotechnical and Geoenvironmental 
Engineering,  Vol. 141, No. 2, (2015), 04014099. 4. Javdanian, H., "Assessment of shear stiffness ratio of cohesionless soils using neural modeling", Modeling Earth 
Systems and Environment,  Vol. 3, No. 3, (2017), 1045-1053. 5. Javdanian, H., Jafarian, Y. and Haddad, A., "Predicting damping ratio of fine-grained soils using soft computing methodology", 
Arabian Journal of Geosciences,  Vol. 8, No. 6, (2015), 3959-3969. 6. Jafarian, Y., Haddad, A. and Javdanian, H., "Predictive model for normalized shear modulus of cohesive soils", Acta Geodynamica 
et Geomaterialia,  Vol. 11, No. 1, (2013), 89-100. 7. Javdanian, H., "The effect of geopolymerization on the unconfined compressive strength of stabilized fine-grained soils", 
International Journal of Engineering-Transactions B: 
Applications,  Vol. 30, No. 11, (2017), 1673-1680. 8. Jahanandish, M. And Azan, D., "Three-dimensional analysis of bearing capacity of square footings on convex slopes by finite element method", Iranian Journal of Science and Technology 
Transactions of Civil Engineering,  Vol. 39, No. C2+, (2015), 511-522. 9. Xiao, Y., Zhao, M. and Zhao, H., "Undrained stability of strip footing above voids in two-layered clays by finite element limit analysis", Computers and Geotechnics,  Vol. 97, (2018), 124-133. 10. Das, B.M., "Shallow foundations: Bearing capacity and settlement", Third Edition ed, Boca Raton, CRC Press,  (2017 ),  400  11. Javdanian, H., Haddad, A. and Mehrzad, B., "Experimental and numerical investigation of the bearing capacity of adjacent footings on reinforced soil", Electronic Journal of Geotechnical 
Engineering,  Vol. 17, (2012), 2597-2617. 12. Ahmadi, M.M., Kouchaki, B.M. and Juhlin, C., “New and Simple Equations for Ultimate Bearing Capacity of Strip Footings on Two-Layered Clays: Numerical study”, International Journal of 

Geomechanics, Vol. 16, No. 4, (2016), 06015014. 13. Lotfizadeh, M.R., Kamalian M., “Estimating Bearing Capacity of Strip Footings over Two-Layered Sandy Soils Using the Characteristic Lines Method” International Journal of Civil 
Engineering, Vol. 14, No. 2, (2016), 107-116. 14. Rao, P., Liu, Y., Cui, J. “Bearing capacity of strip footings on two-layered clay under combined loading” Computers and 
Geotechnics, Vol. 69, No. 2, (2015), 210-218. 15. Benmebarek, S., Benmoussa, L., Belounar, L., Benmebarek, N., “Bearing Capacity of Shallow Foundation on Two Clay Layers by Numerical Approach”, Geotechnical and Geological 
Engineering, Vol. 30, No. 4, (2012), 907-923. 16. Bandini, P., Pham, H., “Bearing Capacity of Embedded Strip Footings in Two-Layered Clay Soils”, American Society of Civil 
Engineers, Vol. 16, No. 4, (2011), 332-341. 17. Abbaszadeh Shahri, A., Malehmir, A. and Juhlin, C., “Soil classification analysis based on piezocone penetration test data - A case study from a quick-clay landslide site in southwestern Sweden”, Engineering Geology, Vol. 189, (2015), 32-47. 18. Fathi A., Poursartip B., Stokoe I., Kallivokas L.F., “Three-dimensional P- and S-wave velocity profiling of geotechnical sites using full-waveform inversion driven by field data”, Soil 
Dynamics and Earthquake Engineering, Vol. 87, No. 4, (2016), 63-81. 19. Zhang Z., Tumay, M.T., Zhao, H. “Statistical to Fuzzy Approach Toward CPT Soil Classification” Journal of Geotechnical and 
Geoenvironmental Engineering, Vol. 125, No. 3, (1999), 179-186. 20. Zadeh, L.A. “Fuzzy sets Information and Control” Computers 
and Geotechnics, Vol. 8, No. 3, (1965), 338-353. 21. Wang L.X., Sumathi S., Deepa S. “A Course in Fuzzy Systems and Control”, Prentice Hall PTR, (1997). 22. Sivanandam S., Sumathi S., Deepa S. “Introduction to fuzzy logic using MATLAB vol 1”, Springer, (2007). 23. FLAC Itasca, “Fast lagrangian analysis of continua (FLAC), Version 5.0, Manual”, Itasca, Minnesota, Mineapolis, (2007).    Effect of Fuzzy Boundaries on the Bearing Capacity of Footings on Two-Layered Clay   D. Azan, A. Haddad  Semnan University, Faculty of Civil Engineering, Semnan, Iran   P A P E R  I N F O    

 Paper history: Received 10 November 2018 Received in revised form 29 April 2019 Accepted 02 May 2019 
 

 Keywords:  Bearing Capacity  Difference Method Fuzzy Boundary Fuzzy Logic  Uncertainty, Two-layered Clay Finite �����   ����� ��	 
� .�	 ��� ������	 ��� �� ��
 ��� �	�� ���� ��� ��  
� !�"�	 #��$ �%& �' "( ���' �)� �  #	� ��� #��  ���' ������  *��% �� �$�� ��+�' ,�&� #	��  ��	 �� -.	� �
	&/ �0 ���
�� �'�1 23� � ��� ��4�	 �5 ���6 7/�$ .�	 ��� �8���  �	
&  9�  ���
�� �'�1 �8���  "(- ����  ;+��� <�
 �	 ���= ��"� �� >?@$ ��� ��  
� !�"�	 �A	 .�	 ��� ������	B�C+ ��� �� D� ��� ��
 ����� ��� �	�� ����= 
	�. ��
�� �
&  �� ��'� #�E/ F���/ .�	��� 9�?G	 �� �$ �	 >@)  ��	 ���5� ���' ����75�$  �	 9�	 ��� �?G �$ � �H�5 ���
�� �'�1 
� �  I
 �	 ��E�� �0 J�G��� �?G �$ ��%�K 
� .�5� 9�	 ���?$  ��
 ��� �� ��� ���
�� �'�1 �	 �0 J�G �	  ���' ������  *��% ���  7�	L'	.���� 
doi: 10.5829/ije.2019.32.05b.07   


