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Abstract. Ensuring reliable protection of riverbanks is particularly important in ur-
banised areas with complex engineering and geological conditions. This paper discusses
construction technologies and performs a numerical analysis of the reliability of a retaining
wall for coastal reinforcement on a pile foundation using the Plaxis 2D software package.
The study is based on a combination of deterministic finite element modelling and probabilis-
tic reliability assessment to analyse the stress-strain state of retaining walls under the com-
bined action of soil and water loads. The numerical model takes into account the actual stag-
es of construction, the layer-by-layer structure of the soil massif and the hydrostatic pressure
of water, which allows the calculated conditions to be brought as close as possible to the op-
erating conditions. According to engineering and geological surveys, layers of sandy loam
and loam were identified, which are modelled using the Mohr—Coulomb elastic-plastic mod-
el. The simulation results showed that the maximum horizontal displacement of the retaining
wall under combined loading does not exceed 2.0 cm, and the total deformations of the soil-
structure system are within acceptable operational values. Probabilistic analysis using the
Utkin method showed a reliability coefficient exceeding the recommended values for urban
retaining structures. The results confirm that retaining walls on pile foundations, designed
using modern numerical and probabilistic methods, are a technically reliable and cost-
effective solution for strengthening riverbanks in conditions of weak soils and changing hy-
drological conditions.
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F'bIJIbIMH MAKAJIA

PLAXIS 2D BAFJIAPTAMACBHIH MTAUJIAJTAHA OTBIPBII O3EH
KATAJTAYBIHJIAT'BI TIPEY KABBIPFAJTAPBIHBIH CAH/IBIK
TAJLJAYDBI ) KOHE K¥PbIJIBIC TEXHOJIOI'UACbI

9.3. Bﬁy‘*‘B ,E.T. Becumbaes! © | 3.M. *Kambaxuna! © | A. 1. Monos2 @

!Cornaes ynusepcureri, Anmarsl, 050013, Kazakcran
2KarTsl 1eHe Gu3uka MHCTUTYTHI, JIatBus yrusepcuteti, LV-1063, Pura, JlatBus

Angatna. Kananeix aymakmapoa uHICEeHepiK-2e0l02UsIbIK HCa20aunapsl Kypoeii
bonean Kesde O3eH HCALANAYIAPBIH CEHIMOI KOp2ayObl KAMMAMACLI3 em)y daca Maubl30bl
bonvin mabwinaovl. byn makanada xaoanel ipeemacka OpHamvli2aH Hca2anayosbl Oeximyee
apuanean mipey Kabblp2aHbly KYPLIbIC MEeXHONo2UuAnapel Kapacmeipwlivin, Plaxis 2D
baz0apramanvlk KeuleHiH KOJNOAHA OMbIPLIN  OHbIY — CEeHIMOLNIcIHe CAHObIK —manoay
Jcypeizinedi. 3epmmey mipey KaObIpealapulHbIE MONLIPAK NeH CY  JCyKmemenepitiy
Oipnecken  acepi  Jcaz0alibiHOAbL  KepHey-0ehopMayuanely  KyuiH — manoay  yuiiH
oemepMUHUpieneer  aKblplbl  dJleMeHmmep 20iCiMeH  Mooenvboey MeH  bIKMUMANIObIK
CceHiMOiNiK  Oazanayein  Oipikmipyee  Hecizoenzen.  CanOwblKk — MooOenvboe  KYpbulibiC
HCYMBICIAPBIHBIY, HAKMbL Ke3eHoepl, MOnvlpax MACCUBIHIY KaOAMmMbIK KYPbliblMbl HCIHE
CYObIH 2UOPOCINAMUKANBIK KbICbIMbL eCcKepileeH, 0¥l ecenmik i#a20aunaposbl nauoaiany
ACA20AUNAPLIHA OAPLIHWUA  HCAKLIHOAMY2Ad MYMKIHOIK Oepedi. HHoicenepik-eeonocusivlk
3epmmeynep Hamudicecinoe KYMOAnuUblK JCaHe cazobl MONuIpaK Kabammapvl aublKMAanbin,
onap Moop—Kynouuwiy cepnimoi-niacmukanvlk mooeni apkvlivl MooenboeHdi. Moodenvoey
Homuxcenepi  KepcemkeHOell, OipieckeH  JCyKmeme acepiHeH mipey  KaOblp2aHblH
MaKcumanovl kejoener vlavlcybl 2,0 cm-0en acnaiowvl, Al « MONbIPAK—KYPbLIbIMY HCYUECIHIH
Jcannvl depopmayusanapvl pykcam emineen nauoaiany manoepi wiecinoe 601aovi. Ymkun
20ICiH KOJNOAH)Y apKblLIbl HCYP2I3iiceH bIKMUMANObIK MAl0ay KaldlvlK mipey KYpbliblMoapbl
YUWiiH YCbIHbLIAMbIH MIHOEPOeH acamvii CeHIMOINIK Kodgguyuenmin kepcemmi. AnviH2aH
Hamuoicenep Kasipei 3aMaHabl CAHObIK HCOHE bIKMUMANObIK 20icmepOi KOA0aHd OMmbulpbin
Jocobananean Kaoa ipeemacmaesl mipey Kabvlpeanapsl 21Ci3 MONbLIpAKmap MeH oe3zepmeli
2UOPOJIOCUSTILIK HCAOAUNAPOA O3€H HCARANAYIAPIH HbI2AUMYObIY MEXHUKANbIK MYPEblOaH
CeHIMOT api IKOHOMUKATILIK MUIMOT WleiMi eKeHiH pacmatiowl.

Tyiiin ce3aep: mipeywi Kabvipa, Kaoanwl ipeemac, coyevl snemenm a0ici, Plaxis 2D,
BIKMUMAIOBbIK CEHIMOLIK, MONbIPAK — KYPbLILIM 03apa apekemmecyi, #ca2anayobl Hbleatimy .
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HAVYHAS CTATBS

TEXHOJIOI'USI CTPOUTEJBCTBA U YMCJIEHHBIA AHAJIN3
HOAIMOPHBIX CTEH BEPEI'OBOI'O YKPEIIVIEHUSA
C UCITIOJIb3OBAHHUEM PLAXIS 2D

A.3. Aﬁy‘*‘B ,E.T. Becumbaes! © | 3.M. *Kambaxuna! © | A. 1. Monos2 @

lyHI/IBepCI/ITeT CarnaeBa, AnMmarsl, 050013, Kazaxcran
2MucTHTyT GU3UKHU TBepOTo Tena, Yausepcutet Jlarsuii, LV-1063, Pura, Jlateus

AnHoTauusi. Obecneuenue HaAOEN’CHOU 3auumsbl peuHblX Oepeco8 0COOEHHO BAJCHO 8
VCIOBUAX YPOAHUSUPOBAHHBIX MEPPUMOPULL CO  CTOHCHLIMU UHHCEHEPHO-2E0N0SULeCKUMU
yenosuamu. B cmamve paccmampusaromes mexnonocuu Cmpoumenbcmed U 8bINOJHAeMCs
YUCTIEHHBIU AHAIU3 HAOENCHOCMU NOONOPHOU CMeHbl 6epe2068020 YKpenjieHUus Had C8AUHOM
@yHoamenme ¢ ucnoib308anuem npocpammuoco komniekca Plaxis 2D. Hccnedosanue ocho-
8AHO HA COYEMAHUU OeMEPMUHUPOBAHHO20 MOOETUPOBAHUSL MEMOOOM KOHEUHBIX dJIeMEeHMO8
U 8EPOSIMHOCMHOU OYEHKU HAOENCHOCTU OJIs AHANU3A HANPAAICEHHO-0ePOPMUPOBAHHO2O CO-
CMOAHUA NOONOPHBIX CMeH NPU COBMECMHOM 8030eliCMEUU SPYHIMOBbIX U BOOHbIX HAZPY3OK.
B uucnennoii mooenu yumenvl peanvHvie 3manvl CMpoumenibCmed, HOCIOUHOe CMpOeHue
2PYHMOB020 MACCUBA U 2Uudpocmamuieckoe 0asieHue 800bl, YMo No360Jsem MaKCUMAaibHO
npubauzuUmb  pacyémuvie YCi08us K OKCHAYAMayuouHoiM. I1o  OaHHbIM UHIICEHEPHO-
2€0/102UYeCKUX U3bICKAHUU OblIU BbIA6IEHbl CIOU CYNECU U CY2IUHKA, MOOelupyemvle ¢ Uc-
noavb3o6anuem ynpyeoniacmudeckou mooeiu Moopa—Kynouna. Pezyiemamol modenuposarus
NOKA3aIU, YO MAKCUMAIbHOE 20PU3OHMANIbHOE nepemeujerHue NOONOPHOU CHeHbl NpU COG-
MECMHOM HazpydyceHuu He npesviuiaem 2,0 cm, a cymmapuvie Oegopmayuu Cucmemvl
«CPYHM—COOPYIHCEHUE» HAXOOAMCS 8 NPedenax OONYCMUMbIX IKCNIYAMAYUOHHBIX 3HAYEHUI.
Beposamnocmuviii ananuz ¢ npumeneHuem memooa Ymkuna noxazan Kosgguyuenm naoéxc-
HOCMU, NPesvbluarowull peKomeHoyemvle 3Hauenus 01 NOONOPHBIX COOPYIHCEHUNL 8 YCI0BUAX
2opoockou 3acmpotiku. Tlonyuennvle pe3yibmamsl HOOMEEPAHCOAIOM, YMoO NOONOPHbIE CHie-
Hbl HA CBAUHBIX (YHOAMEHMAX, 3aNPOEKMUPOBAHHblEe C UCNOb30BAHUEM COBPEMEHHBIX YUC-
JIEHHBIX U 8EPOSIMHOCIIHBIX MEMOO08, AGISAIOMCA MEeXHUYECKU HAOENCHBIM U IKOHOMUYECKU
aghhexmuenvim pewienuem OJisi YKpenjieHUus peunvblx Oepecos 6 YCI08UiX ClAObIX SPYHMO8 U
UBMEHAIOWUXCSL 2UOPOIOSUYECKUX YCTOBUIL.

KutoueBble ciioBa: noonopnas cmeua, c8auinvli yHOAMEHM, MEMOO KOHEUHbIX djle-
menmos, Plaxis 2D, eeposimHocmuas HAOENCHOCMb, 83aUMOOECIEUe ePYHMA U COOpyice-
HUsl, bepe20goe YKpenieHue.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The banks of urban rivers are subject to erosion, flooding and loss of slope stability, which
poses significant risks to infrastructure and public safety. Retaining walls for bank reinforcement
are widely used hydraulic structures designed to absorb lateral pressure from soil and water while
ensuring slope stability. The effectiveness of such structures is largely determined by engineering
and geological conditions, design solutions and the construction technology used.

The city of Astana (Kazakhstan) is characterized by complex engineering and geological con-
ditions. The upper layers of the soil mass are dominated by weak sandy loam and loam, while dense
bearing soils lie at a considerable depth. In such conditions, the use of traditional shallow founda-
tions is often ineffective, making retaining walls on pile foundations the most rational solution.
Piles transfer loads to more durable soils, reducing wall deformation and increasing the overall sta-
bility of the structure.

Modern research in the field of geotechnical engineering emphasises the importance of
numerical modelling as a reliable tool for designing retaining structures. Software packages based
on the finite element method, such as Plaxis 2D, allow detailed modelling of the interaction
between the soil and the structure, taking into account the non-linear behaviour of soils, the phased
nature of construction and the effects of hydrostatic water pressure.

This study is devoted to the analysis of construction technology and numerical modelling of a
reinforced concrete retaining wall for coastal reinforcement on a pile foundation located along the
Yesil River. The main objectives of the work are:

1. to describe the technology of retaining wall construction in the conditions of the city of
Astana;

2. performing a numerical analysis using Plaxis 2D to assess deformations and stresses under
soil and water loads;

3. assessing the reliability of the structure using probabilistic methods according to Utkin's
methodology (Utkin, V. S., & Solovyev, S. A., 2018).

Issues related to the calculation and design of retaining walls are widely covered in geotech-
nical literature. Classical approaches are based on Coulomb and Rankine theories, in which lateral
soil pressure is determined using limit equilibrium methods. Despite their simplicity and wide-
spread use, these methods do not fully account for the nonlinear nature of soil behavior, the phased
nature of construction, and the interaction between the soil and the structure.

Retaining walls on pile foundations is particularly effective in weak soil conditions. Bowles
(1996) noted that piles transfer loads to deeper and denser soil layers, thereby increasing the stabil-
ity of structures and reducing settlement. Das (2011) emphasized that such structures are particular-
ly important in urban development, where strict requirements are imposed on permissible defor-
mations (Das, B. M., & Sobhan, K., 2013).

Numerical modelling using the finite element method is now a standard tool in modern ge-
otechnical design. The Plaxis 2D software package allows modelling of soil behavior using elastic-
plastic models, considering the phased construction of structures and the effect of hydrostatic water
pressure. Several studies, including those implementing the Hardening Soil Model (HSM), have
shown that Plaxis 2D provides reliable predictions of retaining wall movements, stress distribution,
and soil-structure interaction characteristics (Schanz et al., 1999; Potts & Zdravkovi¢, 2001).
While the present study performs calculations using the classical Coulomb—Mohr model, these
HSM-based studies provide useful insights for future research and comparison.

Despite a significant amount of scientific research, applied data on the calculation of retaining
walls for coastal reinforcement in the engineering-geological conditions of Central Kazakhstan re-
main limited. In addition, traditional deterministic calculation methods may underestimate the level
of risk due to the uncertainty of soil characteristics. In this regard, Utkin proposed probabilistic
methods for assessing reliability, which allow for the variability of soil strength characteristics and
loads by determining reliability coefficients (B and K,).
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Recent studies (Akbar et al., 2024; Zhao et al., 2025) confirms the growing importance of
finite element modelling and reliability-based approaches in geotechnical engineering. These works
demonstrate that FEM-based methods provide accurate predictions of soil—structure interaction and
deformation behaviour under complex soil and hydraulic conditions. They also show the practical
effectiveness of pile-supported retaining walls under urban and weak soil conditions, consistent
with the objectives of the present research (Brinkgreve, R. B. J. et al., 2018).

In addition to local studies, numerous international investigations have focused on riverbank
reinforcement using pile-supported retaining walls and numerical modelling. For example, Won
Pyo Hong et al., (2007) studied the performance of pile-supported retaining walls in soft soil
conditions, demonstrating the effectiveness of FEM in predicting wall behaviour. Seo, H et al.,
(2022) analysed the seismic performance of earth-retaining structures using reliability-based
approaches. These international studies provide valuable insights into optimal design strategies, risk
assessment, and numerical modelling techniques, which informed the methodology of the present
research.

This study aims to integrate deterministic numerical modelling into Plaxis 2D with probabilis-
tic reliability analysis for a comprehensive assessment of the performance and safety of coastal rein-
forcement retaining walls under real operating conditions.

2 MATERIALS AND METHODS

A retaining wall for coastal reinforcement was erected along the Yesil River in the engineering
and geological conditions of the city of Astana. Due to the presence of weak soil in the upper layers
of the foundation and the deep location of load-bearing soils, a reinforced concrete retaining wall on
a pile foundation was chosen as the optimal design solution.

The retaining wall structure is a monolithic reinforced concrete wall 2.0 m high and 0.4 m
thick. Precast reinforced concrete piles of type C60-30-8 with a square cross-section of 300 x 300
mm and a length of 6.0 m were used as the foundation. The main geometric and strength character-
istics of the piles are given in Table 1.

Table 1

Properties of C60-30-8 Piles
Ne Parameter Unit Value
1 Length mm 6000
2 Width mm 300
3 Height mm 300
4 Concrete grade - 200
5 Concrete volume m? 0.55
6 Weight kg 1380

The piles were driven using the hammering method, which was chosen due to the relatively
short length of the piles and the need to reduce construction time. The piles were installed with an
axial pitch of 1.0 m, which corresponds to the recommended distance of approximately 3d and en-
sures effective joint operation of the piles in a group and load transfer. The pile driving process is
shown in Figure 1.

The adopted design solution ensures reliable transfer of loads from the retaining wall to the
deeper, more stable soil layers, by passing the weak upper strata. Special consideration was given to
the interaction between the piles and the surrounding soil, which significantly affects the overall
stability and deformation characteristics of the structure. The selected pile spacing and dimensions
provide an optimal balance between structural safety and material efficiency. In addition, the con-
struction method minimizes potential disturbances to the surrounding soil mass and reduces the risk
of excessive settlements. Overall, the designed system meets the requirements for stability, durabil-
ity, and serviceability under the given engineering and geological conditions.

112



Bulletin of the Kazakh Leading Academy of Architecture and Civil Engineering. Nel (99), 2026. Construction

Pile driving machine

Pile
Artificially compacted
temporary ground

water (river, lake, efc.)

300 F00 300 700

L 1000

Figure 1 — Working process of a pile driving machine and location of pile foundations for a retaining wall
(author’s material)

After driving, the pile heads were cut and levelled to the mark using levelling instruments.
The longitudinal reinforcement of the piles was exposed and connected to the reinforcement cage of
the retaining wall, ensuring the monolithic operation of the ‘pile-wall’s system. Reinforcement work
was carried out directly on the construction site. The reinforcement scheme of the retaining wall,
including the spacing of the longitudinal and transverse reinforcement, as well as a 50 mm thick
protective layer of concrete, is shown in Figure 2.

Artificially compacted
temporary ground

Reinforcement

Ground water (river, lake, etc.)

Figure 2 — Reinforcement of retaining wall (author’s material)

The formwork was installed in stages along the length of the retaining wall, which allowed
the formwork elements to be reused multiple times, reducing material costs and increasing the
efficiency of the work. The concrete mix was delivered to the site by truck mixers and poured
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directly into the formwork. The concrete was compacted using deep vibrators to remove air voids
and ensure uniform density. The concreting and vibration compaction processes are shown in Fig-
ures 3 and 4.

Concrete casting

Artificially compacted
temporary ground
Formwork ——

Ground water (river, lake, efc.)

Figure 3 — Concrete work on the retaining wall (author’s material)

Concrete compactor (vibrator)

Attificially compacted
temporary ground
Formwork —

Driven pile -

Ground .
N water (river, lake, efc.)

Figure 4 — Concrete compaction work (author’s material)

To analyze the stress-strain state of the retaining wall of the coastal reinforcement on a pile
foundation, a two-dimensional numerical calculation was performed using the Plaxis 2D software
package. The calculation was performed using the finite element method under conditions of plane
deformation, which is a reasonable assumption for long retaining structures with a constant cross-
section. The calculated width of the model was taken to be 1.0 m.

The numerical model included the soil mass, reinforced concrete retaining wall, pile founda-
tion, and water environment. The soil section consisted of three layers: an upper layer of sandy
loam and two underlying layers of loam. The geological cross-sections are presented in Figures 5
and 7 of the Plaxis 2D model, while the physical and mechanical parameters of the soils are given
in Tables 2 and Tables 3. The geological conditions correspond to those typical of the city of Asta-
na. The behaviour of the soils was described by the elastic-plastic constitutive model of Mohr—
Coulomb (Eurocode 7, SN RK 5.01-03-2013).

The selected soil model makes it possible to adequately describe the stress—strain behaviour of
soils under loading conditions. Particular attention was paid to the assignment of boundary
conditions to ensure the stability and convergence of the numerical solution. The groundwater level
was taken into account in the model, as it significantly influences the effective stresses in the soil
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mass. In addition, the interaction between the retaining wall and the surrounding soil was simulated
using appropriate interface elements. The adopted parameters were verified to ensure consistency
with typical geotechnical conditions.

Table 2
Physical and Mechanical Properties of Soil Samples
Ne Soil Type L Ip Ps p pd Ys Y Yd e Sr
1 Sandy loam 02 0.15 2.7 1.99 1.75 26.46 19.5 17.2 0.54 0.66
2 Clay loam 03 0.18 2.72 2.01 1.79 26.6 19.69 17.5 0.52 0.64
3 Clay loam 03 0.18 2.6 2.0 1.8 25.48 19.6 17.64 0.52 0.64
Table 3
Physical Properties of Soil Samples
Ne Soil Type c' (kPa) o (°) E (MPa) Ro (kPa)
1 Sandy loam 16 26 23 225
2 Clay loam 57 24 27 290
3 Clay loam 54 22 28 290

The retaining wall and piles were modelled as structural elements with linear elastic material
properties corresponding to reinforced concrete. The interaction between the soil and structural el-
ements was considered within the standard finite element formulation implemented in Plaxis 2D.

The geometry of the calculation area and boundary conditions were set to minimize the influ-
ence of edge effects. The lower boundary of the model was fixed horizontally and vertically, and the
side boundaries were limited in horizontal displacement while maintaining the possibility of vertical
deformation.

To account for the hydraulic impact, hydrostatic water pressure was applied to the retaining
wall. The specific weight of water was taken to be 10 kN/m?, with the pressure distribution set line-
arly along the depth of the water column.

Numerical modelling was carried out in two consecutive stages to apply loads in stages and
ensure the stability of the calculation model.

To account for the loads acting on the pile foundation, both axial and lateral forces were
extracted from the Plaxis 2D model (Eurocode 7, SN RK 5.01-03-2013, PLAXIS BV, 2020). The
analysis showed that the maximum axial load on the piles reached approximately 235 kN, while the
lateral loads varied between 15-25 kN depending on the pile location along the retaining wall.
These results confirm that the pile foundation effectively transfers soil and hydrostatic loads to
deeper, denser soil layers, thereby limiting wall displacements and ensuring overall structural
stability. The distribution of loads along the wall also reflects the influence of local soil conditions
and the phased construction process.

Stage 1: Soil load only

The first stage considered the weight of the soil and the lateral pressure on the retaining wall.
This made it possible to assess the initial distribution of stresses, soil deformation and the mecha-
nism of load transfer through the piles. The results are visualized through vector displacement fields
and deformation isolines (Figures 5 and 6). At this stage, moderate horizontal displacements of the
wall towards the river are observed, with the piles effectively transferring the load to deeper soil
layers.
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Figure 5 — Displacements of the retaining wall in the load zone. a - displacements shown as vectors; b - displacements
shown using colour gradations (author’s material)

"
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Extreme Utot 17.03 *10°m

Figure 6 — Detailed illustration of retaining wall deformations from numerical modeling (author’s material)

Stage 2: Soil and hydrostatic load

In the second stage, hydrostatic water pressure is added to the soil loads, simulating the most
unfavorable loading conditions. The results are presented in the form of vector fields and color
maps (Figures 7 and 8). The soil-pile-wall system responds with increased deformations, especially
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in water-saturated areas, while the piles continue to provide stability and limit excessive displace-
ments (Abu, A. Z. et al., 2025).
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Figure 7 — Displacements of the retaining wall in the load zone. a - displacements shown as vectors; b - displacements
shown using colour gradations (author’s material)
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Figure 8 — Detailed illustration of retaining wall deformations from numerical modeling (author’s material)
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The adopted modelling strategy allows for the assessment of deformation and stress develop-
ment in the retaining wall system under the combined action of soil and hydraulic loads and pro-
vides a consistent basis for subsequent reliability analysis (Poulos, H. G., & Davis, E. H., 1980).

To account for the variability of soil properties and loads, a probabilistic approach based on
Utkin's methodology was applied. Soil parameters - cohesion ¢, angle of internal friction ¢, and
specific weight y - as well as hydrostatic water pressure were considered as random variables with
known mean values and standard deviations (Smith, I. M., & Griffiths, D. V., 2004).

The reliability coefficient was calculated using the following formula:

R-S

K:
Qs

(1)

where:
R - calculated resistance of the retaining wall-pile system;
S - applied load (soil + water);
Q - standard deviation of the load effect.
The variability of soil parameters was assumed to be as follows:
- coefficient of friction c: 0.15,
- angle of internal friction ¢: 0.10,
- specific weight y: 0.05,
- hydrostatic pressure of water: 0.05.
The results of the probabilistic analysis are shown in Table 4. The calculated values of the re-
liability coefficients K, exceed the minimum recommended value of 2.5, which indicates sufficient
reliability of the structure under variable soil and hydrological loads.

Table 4

Probabilistic soil parameters and reliability coefficients
Ne Soil Type Average ¢ (°) Co Average ¢ (kPa) o B F
1 Sandy loam 26 2 16 3 3.2 1.45
2 Clay loam 24 2.5 57 5 2.9 1.40
3 Clay loam 22 2.5 54 5 2.8 1.38

Thus, the proposed approach combines the results of deterministic finite element analysis
with probabilistic assessment, which improves the accuracy of predicting the reliability of retaining
walls under conditions of variability in soil and hydrological characteristics.

3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Using the Plaxis 2D model described in section 3.2, displacements, stresses and soil-structure
interaction were analyzed at all stages of construction.

The maximum wall displacements are observed in the middle part of the retaining wall height
under full hydrostatic load. The displacements at each stage of construction were as follows:

Stage 1 (soil weight and lateral pressure): 1.703 cm

Stage 2 (combined effect of soil and hydrostatic pressure): 2 cm

Interpretation: the displacements remain within the permissible values for a reinforced con-
crete retaining wall with a height of 2.0 m, which confirms the adequacy of pile support to prevent
excessive tilting of the structure.

As described in Section 3.3, the probabilistic approach takes into account uncertainties in soil
properties and hydraulic loads.

The calculated reliability factor Kn=3.12 exceeds the recommended minimum of 2.5 for
urban retaining walls, indicating a high probability of structural reliability under actual operating
conditions (Table 5).

118



Bulletin of the Kazakh Leading Academy of Architecture and Civil Engineering. Nel (99), 2026. Construction

Table 5
Comparison of deterministic and probabilistic results
Ne Parameter Determlplstlc Probabilistic Notes
(Plaxis)
1 Maximum displacement 2 cm 2+03cm Insignificant Flegrgase due to var-
iability
2 Maximum stress 235.62 kPa 28+ 10kpa  [significant decrease due fo statis-
tical averaging
3 Safety factor F, 1.45 1.40 + 0.05 Corresponds o the reliability

index B

Combining deterministic FEM modelling with probabilistic reliability assessment allows for a
more realistic assessment of structural safety, as it takes into account soil variability, hydrostatic
pressure fluctuations and construction tolerances.

A sensitivity study was conducted to identify the factors that have the greatest impact on reli-
ability:

- Soil friction (¢): a change of + 5% caused a change in K, of 0.12

- Internal friction angle (¢): a change of £10% caused a change in K, of 0.08

- Specific weight (y): a change of +5% caused a change in K, of 0.04

- Hydrostatic pressure: a change of +5% caused a change in K, of 0.05

The sensitivity of the reliability coefficient to soil parameters confirms that cohesion is the
most critical parameter, which emphasizes the importance of accurate engineering geological test-
ing for retaining walls on urban riverbanks.

Comparison with regulatory requirements:

The calculated stability reserve coefficients (Fs=1.40-1.45) comply with national and
international standards for the design of retaining walls in urban environments (recommended value
Fs>1.3).

The maximum displacement (=2 cm) is below the permissible limit of 1/250 of the wall
height, which ensures operational suitability.

The probabilistic approach confirms that even with variable soil properties, the wall remains
structurally reliable, which is particularly important for areas with fluctuating groundwater levels.

The analysis demonstrates several key points:

1. Finite element modelling (FEM) provides a detailed understanding of the wall's perfor-
mance by showing the distribution of stress and displacements, consistent with previous studies us-
ing Plaxis 2D (Won Pyo Hong et al., 2007; Shegenbayeva et al., 2025).

2. Pile-supported retaining walls are effective in weak soil conditions, preventing excessive
settlement and rotation of the structure, which agrees with local and international observations of
similar urban riverbank reinforcement projects (Akbar et al., 2024; Zhao et al., 2025; Useche-
Infante, D., 2025).

3. Probabilistic reliability analysis complements deterministic modelling by allowing for un-
certainties in soil strength characteristics, water pressure, and material properties, as recommended
by Utkin and supported by international geotechnical studies (Seo, H et al., 2022; Useche-Infante,
D., 2025).

4. Sensitivity analysis helps prioritise quality control of the most influential parameters, such
as adhesion and internal friction angle, which directly affect wall safety.

This methodology - a combination of deterministic and probabilistic analysis - is a reliable
approach to the design of retaining walls for urban riverbanks under variable hydrological condi-
tions and aligns with findings reported in recent local and international literature.
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4 CONCLUSIONS

This study examined the construction technology and numerical behavior of a pile retaining
wall along the Yesil River in Astana. The use of a combined deterministic and probabilistic ap-
proach made it possible to comprehensively assess the stability of the wall and the soil-structure
interaction. The following conclusions can be drawn:

1. Scientific novelty: The novelty of this research lies in the integrated approach combining
deterministic finite element modelling with probabilistic reliability assessment, applied specifically
to pile-supported retaining walls in the complex engineering-geological conditions of Astana.
Unlike previous studies (Akbar et al., 2024), which focus either on numerical modelling or field
performance, this study provides a comprehensive analysis of deformation, stress distribution, and
reliability under variable soil and hydraulic conditions. The results demonstrate both
methodological advancement and practical applicability for urban riverbank protection.

2. Construction technology efficiency: The selected reinforced concrete pile wall effectively
transfers loads to deeper and stronger soil layers, reducing wall displacement and ensuring its stabil-
ity in weak upper layers. Phased construction, careful reinforcement and correct installation of the
piles were critical for even load distribution and maintaining the integrity of the structure.

3. Validation of numerical modelling: Full-scale analysis using Plaxis 2D reliably reproduced
the stress-strain state of both the wall and the surrounding soil. The maximum displacement of the
wall under the combined action of soil and water did not exceed 2.0 cm, while the total displace-
ment of the soil-water profile reached 6.306 cm, which is within the acceptable limits for urban re-
taining walls.

4. Reliability and probability analysis: Probability assessment using the Utkin method showed
a reliability coefficient K,=3.12, which exceeds the recommended minimum of 2.5 for urban retain-
ing walls. Sensitivity analysis showed that soil adhesion has the greatest impact on reliability, fol-
lowed by the angle of internal friction, which emphasizes the importance of accurate geotechnical
studies.

5. Practical significance: The combined deterministic-probabilistic method provides a reliable
basis for the design of coastal retaining walls in urban environments with weak soils and changing
hydrological conditions. The results obtained are applicable to similar hydraulic and geotechnical
structures, contributing to safe and cost-effective coastal protection.

Prospects for further research may include three-dimensional modelling, long-term monitor-
ing of wall behavior, and consideration of cyclic loads associated with seasonal water level changes
to improve reliability and optimize design solutions.
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