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A study for the stabilization of large scale rock slope
designed in the fractured rock mass
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U, AFAHA é’é%’—‘l Y v A& gAsI AAAPAL Y-S Hristd £425%
9] Agxo =& A7t UH(Priest and Brown, 1983). olejuma}l )} A=A A= AHASH
A2 AAE7] 93 3 i Eol Agsolzn. o] My osd Ade BuUA
< ¥H3ln Je dFARES FEol2d A $8F & Jon, AFHA AHEA Py
ol A3 FFHE GAEl A 33 2 E(probability of failure)E WA 3}7] dEof AbAL
A9 4 SAE AAZANAH FA BH(Whittlestone et al, 1995). £ AFqrME AgFHo=z
Hagdol Wzt Z1E&dA I gAY vl Avos FAS Je diR A A
43 PFgIE 1P 498 AFAE £XF A4 H(Leung and Kheok, 1987)& Al8-3t] <
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Analysis(Whittlestone et al., 1995) 7i'd-& o83 HYAT-E VAN J AN}
A3

2. A7AYY gt 54

AFAE L FAGE BPZA AAFA RPY 42 Aldo R oo ZA HA
L A7I1%H7F QAP Albo|tH(Fig. 1 #=). A gREL o1 e AY 2
detde &9, A, @3 Fol 3~4M9 FaEI} 2~ FaFozr dEHo hihyd
t B2 %y F2Mo) weEHo U, FAHAZY YYA4E Table 1] 2 ups} o)
Zt 294N wg {ALSIY A Al diA #F L FHAEL P Jloﬂfﬂ Ja7t A 4
A ALEEE A A J1AA J371A 3] AL AAH{YH(Table 2 F=R).
712 & EXUXE Yehde FAHAZ J19 HWFAEAL ASF AEe A RS
348" N, AAlE 33" ol $3A1A9 B¢ AAHEES 332° N, FAle 427 2 13503
o J19] ARG S At e FAggA VM 243N At A N 8T FE
FAE 2§ 94989 )19 FAXte & AAARF oz Fvhe AANYE AlA g
oF3t Wolxe Aol {AHU AAMNo=z HugAd iy J1o J3o] HZAPAOA
i 3A ZF§@c. J2 2FS EALWEL J1 2FH A% EEL FHET. A7)
e AF3Y 19° Noln, AAA7}E 29° 2 Abde] <t A JYE viAn Qo

ARdAM AT FZAAEE o83 F£UE AW AGAY AHE 7IveR Y A4
48 % A3 Hxde ASRE F4E $A{A AAE Table 30 #5344 Hd A
Al AR He F3E ob2AE G4FEE AY - AAGgES AN A HHE ¢ = 35" o9,
BHYL AP AMSE A FAMS @EF EEHY e FH=R FFYNTE
1995)AME c = 0 22 AA}Y

3 AR b9 B4

QTR 27] AAGANA 64° (1:05) BAIR AF=HR o dFR ApES=7E ¢A s}
o 40" (111.2) ZAIZ A/AAEY. a2 B33, Ao AvkaQl B L Ha=HA
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o1}, 7+ AdelM AP FRe] ¥o] A&HoT WAL Ue Aol olsige BAH
& HA7) Astel ARNHYY L olgse] YRR T AWALES el BY HA HAYY
¢ 2ASYY. FIYVTHN9B)AN ARG AP UEH BALWY BT ARE
$=35,c=0& olg3te] FA 40° QA A APAL WFo2 HHHHE $9F A Fig. 2
o EAE RARP 2 LvelA vlolae] ¥ebgALe glE Ao Wrisol A olsiRe ¥4
Age A&4HA $37 AW AR o gAe, BALA FAYL DAY AL
A SAHE BASTNAN S ntdRe 35 olad Rez AP ATAMEL AHAR
Wl @A FFe] 2YsT FHAEIL At BATYRTE HAIAE wete] nlASIT,
Yx=Q AAg2} Fglo] sPslo] Ae] AWAHY BAFAL AAE Aujolth. 2t ol
A 2" A go) ALY FARo] AT Ae ATAE AL BE FAL Z7}
£ 7198 4 UATHES 3, 195). AHAo 2 ATAHEYY Aevnrl HAY 24U 3
Hejo] AAHo 2 ZA%E Ao A4k oldua FIPHT UYWAY P A
W AYAY A3H(Table HZ P nhzst FRH L A2gsigd. o|5F F&Ye| Qe AL
£ AL 714 AvTTd HoY Ao ARHE Algte AVAE ¢ = 23", ¢ = 40 kPa
& JAREE VLo AHAAE SAUT ARAAAE 40° of DSt EHY AAE gy
Ml A ALL 21~319) E& Fe Yt ¢dge] nle 2718 Re FAHYol
EolA ARl A B dAMo] e =A YA Aotk UM cheA AVAPRA
o PASARAE hF 04~12 MPaold, ol E3 hitAldle] 28d Pdgyuch 433
Be $Fololy AMuT & FATYo] 4PY Ao AlmdL wAAN ARYHSt MY &
A RS XS dehie ARYL 933399 2 33 AY AMR6IA ¢ = 5 kPad 7
$of 271 AFYol Qe B¢} FAHAE FAEH RANG 09~12410]9] AAL BEE e
Witk weEtN @FzAllM AXE gAbEe] Behd AW Mol AL 1AY AL
B8 HFHoz 2R AVRE A4qS ¢ = 23, ¢ = 5 kPaolth.  JTALEY He
A FUE YME AbaS tAdgol g =A FAsolof gk U EAUA Al
FE7F 23 WA FEAQA BYst APsE YL el AL 158 V2AIE 2 408
ANGHE 713 A¥Zes MPson, Whittlestone et al(1995)0] At Probabilistic
Risk Analysis(PRA) /1€ Hg3lo] 29 7Algste] BE 24 o) PEE w3 A
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A B bsH e TRAUT. AAN PPY BAST) ARDE ¢ = 23, c = 5 kPa
& ALgsie] AFERAIGS O THE AAAEoIMS BUY Jolol WstE Fig. 39 EASeH,
AU RHE Aot AAE 155 120 e A B ARolAsl 22U o WHE Fig. a5t
Fig. 540 22k B8tk AE Qe 1590 Bl A HuQ 40° (112) AAIME Fig. 3
A SAR ANY AN oF 7007 Bty Fdoz Wism, dAE 129 ALAME oF 65%
9 Eebg 99 $XE UL Ut FIULIUN(09AM Ao MAY 3BT
(1:15) ANz B B o] REE AR 15% 12 TFo Bl 20% olate) Re g
o QRS HFE 429 APHE RARE AAdez dREL. T HAE 158 44
5] S8 ALY 37 of dA Vh ARFYAMY Aud B 998 TAN & A% Fig,
6l AAE A7 Po| $JZAANLE BF ¢ gdgo2 AAHE 1A, FPEY A4E 1,9 &
Bo! 2oty Yooz JAHH, AAANRE PV AP B AT WAYY, Fg 49 £A
€ A 159 Ue LHPsl AL W) FF PR HUE Uehie $EARS FeoE
35 olshz AMAAAZE 4AE Wast glow, A2 B TP Aol AL BT w}
O3t @e 32 ~ 33 oA AW FASH NG JNT 4 A F AR T BB Ha)
EUF AFAAE BE PPl A AN, AAAYFE AUATI AAAE ABBA
Wol tal old AAIRSztol 4 WAyl AU aTEL

g AW I WANE $AARS A QAR 158 TeT AR WE 2R
Jee) REE Fig. 4o EAE ANY 407 (1112 FAAA AA oF 57%2 YA Al
Hol GE BeHE 9 REe) PAV) FEaAAE R BHZ 38 A Aeolt. AAF 3 U
A% o 14%9) 2o 99 TEE Ushie, 228 129 ASE AW Aol dud
CHFig. 5 #%). ARHLE Fig. 79 SAE ush Qo) AN 36 AN AF BIAE AL
2 49449 HARo] 128 Z3hsie] A SAARY Aol BAHL,

FRgRe AGE Fugol 150 e Fig. 4044 ARHE ANY AR A 40
1129 o AA o 0% 2R FAoz Uednh AAgNel UE 2o 99 RIE
A7 38 olatelA At A T AN B gele) Badt 2led. @ AR 73
AHE 3 o)z 9BWE APAE WY FUAM} g Aow, RAE 12 AT A9
FUW WAl UehdthFig. 4 3E). WA, FUAHA el A AF AAZE oF 2%
7 B 9907 HrlsEe 35° oln, Fig. 8 SAIE RAAYH AgtE 35° ZALZ 2238 AS
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AASE B¢ 992 HaAR shsdol AASE 14937 94 woltt. 1493 9484 4
WA} 35° duf 1.06°]19, BAAF 33° & ¢43EA AEE 12602 FUHE
% 2u, 148 TR JIARE AN, AT SusiAl AA4E A AR
Z}dell A4 A AHFo] vig FhsA doh olshge RANYUE mAY W 14VdA
© A BT ARG F AL FUHE A8 AE nAAYE AT AL AL, g
9Ah oM AAL 337 2 AR AL AFE
HZAPA9 79 GAEL 159 i AR WE B 499 R X E 400 (1112734
A o A oF 80%FE MWE AMA F M EAAE FdE Jdedn lkFig 4 FR). A
RAAZY 377 R 34T 2 438 A9 B4R d9e It FEeFE ¢ 4+ A 4AE 12
o] 7A¢=(Fig. 5 #=x) fAIE ZAILBARE Jehlin, 53] APAA} 330 o of A 4o
Al kA go] 1201402 vl AE AuUE A s UkFig. 9 F=R). éﬂ}a}ga HZA}
del didl AtEE AFAAGL I AP F 7 GUg 33° ol

4 4 2

b A TLH 242 FEde il TRAY EHE dA4sa A HU)
T & Ae AHAAIPYL 7Ivez § AL Z2aPe) AdEoen, R AFUgAIE Y
HHMAN H&3or FEHAAYL. HAHHAI|YoR EAE AFddAtde] AL Alay
Foll w2} HWEHNY. wA gAY R Al i T AHA B o] o]FoiX7] &
AMe AAALAA d FUF APA A PGS RAE AFAY ANYEGE AHE g
T4 st 2} MFAY APRe s EIAAA F4 AgE AL sy 2 AArts 4L &E
oz nA3te EAses o] WA ALHU.
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Table 1. Mean orientation of joint sets at study area

) Dip direction / dip (degree)
Location
i} J2 J3 J4
Level 1 Left 353/30 220/74
Right 331/42 097/88 206/74
Level 2 Left 349/34 200/60 256/75 093/77
Right 338/37 196/67 090/90
Level 3 Left 171/61 050/88
Right 339/40 092/73 200/82
Level 4 Left 351/31 102/78 250/77
Right 341/41 085/81 209/68 078/50
Level & Left 354/35 225/71 278/86
Right 344/41 253/80
Left 336/35 223/65 279/89 226/83
Level 6 -
Right 329/51 189/62 :
Left 346/37 237/79 105/79 186/68
Level 7 -
Right 326/61 061/83
Level 8 Left 351/36 260/84 108/67 197/57
Level 9 Left 356/30 284/88 226/57
Table 2. Mean orientation of joint sets for the whole slope
Location Joint | Dip direction / dip No. of
Left slope | J1 348/33 112
(022/40) ]2 253/74 9
Middle slope| J3 103/79 69
(035/40) J4 203/70 67
. 1 332/42 113
R ope §2 093/88 67
J3 200/67 60

Table 3. Results of direct shear test(after KIGAM, 1995)

Joint Angle .
Rock type Roughness of C?Il\lﬁf:;n
Coefficient | Friction ( °)

sandstone 0-2 21.8 0.12

sandstone 0-2 2.3 0.04
sandstone 0-2 3.4 0

sandstone 2 -4 41.7 0.03

shale 2-4 326 0.063
conglomerate 4-6 46.7 0

conglomerate 4-6 60.3 0.083
conglomerate 6 -8 47.3 0.1

conglomerate 8-10 41.7 0.03
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Fig. 1. Profile of study area.
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Fig. 2. Maximum cutslope angle in caes of ¢ = 35" , ¢ = 0 kPa.
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Fig. 3. Variation of the portion of unstable area for the entire slope.
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Fig. 4. Variation of the portion of unstable area with respect to the slope angle(FS = 1.5).
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Fig. 5. Variation of the portion of unstable area with respect to the siope angle(FS = 1.2).
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Fig. 6. Unstable area for slope face angle of 33.7° (FS = 1.5)

67



Bench No.

optimum —
6 — cut angle ¥

2 4 psets
wmx ........ Fs=1.2
1 — T T T T
30 32 34 36 38 40

Slope face angle ( °)

Fig. 7. Variation of cutslope angle for each bench(right slope).
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Fig. 8. Variation of cutslope angle for each bench(middle slope).
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Fig. 9. Variation of cutslope angle for each bench(left slope).
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