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Table 1. Methods for determining the strength of pile tip and skin friction in clayey soils using methods

based on cone penetration test [11-14]
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Table 2. Summary of collected data
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Fig. 1. The values obtained from model prediction versus observed values of the pile bearing capacity
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Fig. 2. Quadratic values of normal data versus the normal theoretical quantile of pile bearing capacity
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Fig. 3. The ratio of prediction to observation values versus the predicted values of pile bearing capacity in
probabilistic model
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Table 3. Characteristics of 7, statistical parameters in different methods
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