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Discussion on Vegetated Gravity Retaining Structure
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Abstract: Firstly, the authors analyse the compatibility betw een vegetations and retaining structures, then, present five types of
common used gravity retaining structures, focusing on their structural style, application and constructing technique, finally, dis-
cusse some problems about how to choose, cut and transport live branches for retaining structures vegetating.
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1
I 1% /(g* em~3) /g
/(mm+ h™ ") / mm

1 15. 00 22.50 15.73 8.54 1.30 1.38 0.79 1. 46 35. % 55.11

2 29. 40 44.10 15.41 8.45 1.26 1.35 0.83 1.45 47.91 52.61

3 35.00 52.50 15.24 8. 46 1.25 1.36 0. 80 1.48 44. 12 56.32

4 40. 00 60. 00 14.75 8.35 1.25 1.31 0.88 1. 45 53. % 62.72

5 45.30 67.95 14.92 8.43 1.26 1.33 0. 88 1.50 64.78 58.01

6 51.90 77. 85 14. 04 8.28 1.4 1.34 0.85 1.49 65. 8 67.48

7 60. 00 90. 00 14. 88 7.95 1. 18 1.30 0.89 1.51 70. 93 74.92

8 71. 40 107. 10 14.05 7.88 1.20 1.30 0.85 1.51 62. 4 138.24

9 84. 00 126. 00 14. 45 8. 01 1.21 1.29 0. 96 1.55 71. 63 150. 84

2
4
0. 87364 0. 87364 - 0.75618 - 0.79582 0. 83059
0.87463  0.87463 - 0.81177 - 0.72027  0.79308 s
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