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Development of Jacket Type Quays with Arc-Shaped Retaining Wall
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Abstract:

Jacket type quays combining with retaining wall are investigated for structural improvements. Newly developed

jacket type quays, to which arc-shaped sheet piles wall are adopted as a retaining wall, lead to both shorter

construction period and reduction of construction cost. Furthermore, the jacket type quays are confirmed to have

seismic resistance equivalent to the conventional jacket type quays by shaking table tests in 1 G gravitational field and

numerical analyses.
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Table 1 Comparison between conventional and newly developed jacket type quays
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