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Analysis of Circuiar Mats
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{Abstract)

This work proposcs a method to analyze circular mats, widely used for nuclear power

plants and silos, etc., assuming that the subgrade can be represented as an elastic half-space.

And, a subprogram has been presented to derived stresses at nodes from stresses at Gauss points.
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Fig.1, Stresses in Half-space due fo 2 Point
Load at the Surface.
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Fig.2. Stiffness Matrix of Mat
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