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STUDY OF RAILWAY EMBANKMENT DEFORMATION IN PICHIT PROVINCE
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ABSTRACT : During the Track Rehabilitation Project (Phase 1 and 2), within approximately one month of the new track having
been completed, irregularities in the alignment of the track were observed along certain sections of track. The irregularities are worse
in some areas than in others. It is hypothesized that the problem could be due to excessive movement of the track embankment. This
investigation aims to study the causes and mechanisms of the problem so that appropriate countermeasures can be suggested. The

investigation includes field investigation, laboratory testing, and finite element analysis.
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AIWEN = ANNEN 3 i+ ANUMLIvEITUTYTsEMa
TAviueus09319 (14 500 mm) = 1414 mm

ANUNAIN = AWIIMNOUTOITN (2000 mm) + ADIWHU
VoL TsemelgnuouT 09I (1% 500 mm) = 2500 mm
afvennuazain 14 3000 mm)

ﬂmfu live load = 15 ton/(1414 mm X 3000 mm) = 35 kPa
Haza 3081804 impact load 1130 I TAsmstinimiin

501980 60% §1115V diesel engine

) 120m R
15.0ton 15.0 ton 15.0ton 15.0ton
09m 1.7m 6.8 m 1.7m 09m
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