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deformation in 0.6 kPa overhead in one stair wall
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two-stair walls to vertical wall in different overheads
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in stair walls with width D/H =0.30
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Fig. 19. Chart of the number stairs effect on the wall
horizontal deformation with width D/H =0.15
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Fig. 15. Chart of the load-settlement strip foundation
in stair walls with width D/H =0.15
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Fig. 16. Chart of the load-settlement strip foundation
in stair walls with width D/H =0.20
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Fig. 17. Chart of the load-settlement strip foundation
in stair walls with width D/H =0.25
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