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Static Performance of Reinforced Soil Segmental Retaining Wall
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ABSTRACT

In this study, the full scale testing method of the geogrid-reinforced soil Segmental Retaining
Wall(SRW) under the simulated train loading were proposed in order to evaluate the applicability
of reinforced soil SRW in railway embankment. The train loading was simulated by the design
static wheel load and the impact coefficient due to the train passing velocity. This test was
focused on the static performance of reinforced soil SRW in terms of the following measuring
systems ; the horizontal earth pressure, displacement acting on the facing block and the tensile
strain along the geogrid. The data gathered from this full scale testing was compared with
numerical analysis results by FLAC.
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