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Case Study on Adequacy Evaluation of Design Standards for
Reinforced Soil Retaining Wall Reinforcement

O:

Al o]

—

*

=
S y

ot
e
rot

’

*k Sg_gl :.o_‘—***’ iH $|_‘I -|_-|L****, OI %‘ :TL*****

Jong Hyun Shin*, Young Hyun Son**, Won Kyu Chai**** Myeong Gu Lee***%*

d , 7
| A dAVIE A44 B 2 BAE &9 ARl TEEel
=9

A
= A=
g HAE 27 B R g AAVIE 444 BrkE Fdsen, ol AREs nEdeeN AF
=i 3

Abstract In this study, we investigate the design standards for the design and construction of reinforced soil

retaining wall reinforcement, evaluate the adequacy of design standards for the installation location and

installation of already constructed reinforced soil retaining wall reinforcement, and determine the top 2 for the

case where the structure is installed on the upper part of the reinforced soil retaining wall. We conducted an

evaluation of the adequacy of design standards for the horizontal force of reinforcing materials, and by

considering these results, we aim to provide useful data for the design, construction, and maintenance work of

reinforced soil retaining wall reinforcements to be performed in the future.
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Figure 1. Side view of the target reinforced earth retaining wall
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Figure 2. Standard cross section of reinforcement of target
structure.
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Figure 3. Horizontal displacement measurement results
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