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Principle analysis of reinforced pavement under automobile loading
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AbstractEBased on the interface model of geogrid — soil dynamic interactionf-a procedureE-named G — DE-is proposed for computation of the dy-
namic response of reinforced soil. The FE analysis results agree well with the observed data including acceleration — time response from the UCLA
reinforced-soil retaining wall at the University of California. FinallyE-the dynamic response contrast analysis of the road model reinforced with ge-
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Table 1  Parameters of automobile loadings model
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Table 3 Material parameters of road
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Table 4 Parameters of interface and geogrid
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Fig.2  Finite element mesh of reinforced road model
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Fig.7 Horizontal stress comparison of Gauss point 173
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Fig.8 Vertical stress comparison of Gauss point 173
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