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Bearing Capacity of Geogrid-Reinforced Railroad Ballast

AL« AT Brxn o) Hux o] Zunx
Shin, Eun—-Chul Kim, Du-Hwan Lee, Kyu-Jin Lee, Sang-Jo
ABSTRACT

The selection of geogrid types for the use of reinforced rail roadbed is important in
the design of railways. Also, the problem of the construction damage on the geogrid
during construction is raised by the field engineers. Therefore, laboratory model tests
were performed to investigate the efficiency of the bearing capacity and construction
damage. As a result, it was found that the bearing capacity of the rigid geogrid
reinforced railroad ballast shows 1.54 times higher than that of the flexible geogrid
reinforced case. In addition, there were no noticeable damage during construction.
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