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Fig.1 Profile of the new retaining wall
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Strategy on Prevention Methods of Water Damage in The Lower Lulang
River Section of Sichuan-Tibet Highway

LIANG Guang-mo, ZHANG Zheng-bo, QIAN Ba
(Institute of Tibet Communication Science, Tibet 850000 China )

Abstract: Water damage to roadbed is very serious in the Sichuan-Tibet Highway. Taking the lower Lulang riv-

er section as an example, the characters of water damage to roadbed along rivers ,damage condition of old pre-

vention measures is analyzed in the gorges of southeast of Tibet, and the design method of combining ferrocon-

crete apron with retaining wall is put forward. This method provides a guide for prevention constructions in

roadbed along rivers.
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