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Retaining wall damage investigation of Mashiki town by 2016 Kumamoto earthquake
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Abstract: This paper reports the retaining wall damage of Mashiki town due to 2016 in Kumamoto earthquake and Breakdown and

damage situation of the retaining wallthe characteristics of the damage of various retaining wall.
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Flgure 1. Study route
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Figure2. Breakdown and damage situation of the retaining wall
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Figure 3. Damage example of masonry retaining wall
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Figure 4.Damage example of 1 reasing retain
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Figure 5..Damage example of retaining wall
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F1gure 6. Masonry and block retaining wall along the river
AR & AR TOHREYE OMEICOWTELT 5. Fig7
IZ ARSI O RS 4 A 15 BiRE) L AE% 4 A
16 A#REE) OZERER D (E ) 2/~7. Fig7 O
WOHINERZZSIZLEOREREELZ T2 HEEERL
TW5. Fig7() XLV, BiE (amx—=1580gal) THEEEDSHREE L
TWVWAHANEEIERIND. Figlb) L v KE
(omax=1362gal) TIT S BITHENILR L TV D Z L AZ%EH
FENPLHPITE S, BIEE D /NS ZIMEE THE D ILR
LTWDZLnh, BRIV THIBRKRE RS A -V %A
O'Cb\f__ kﬁ»‘%x%ﬂé

v Figure 7. Comparlson of foreshock and the main hock
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