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Application of Reinforced Earth Retaining
Wall to Harnessing Riverway Cofferdam

BATI Ya-nan, HAN Wen—xi, WANG Hua—un
(T he N ational Laboratory of Geological H azard Preveniion & Geological Environment
Protection, Chengdu University of T echnology,Chengdu 610059, China)

Abstract: T he reinforced earth retaining wall is widely applied to the engineering practice, but it is less done to harnessing
riverway cofferdam. T he condition that reinforced earth retaining wall is applied to harnessing riverway cofferdam in
Baishayan in Yibin city is described. It is more reliable in technique, simpler and more convenient in construction and cheaper
in economy,in contrast with cantilever retaining wall.
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