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SYNOPSIS : Numerical analysis of slope stability is presented using slice method, static seismic
analysis methods, and earthquake response analysis methods. Static seismic force is considered as
0.2g while vertical static seismic force is not considered in analysis. For earthquake response
analysis, Hachinohe-wave is applied.

Safety factor calculated using slice method for failure surface. Calculating methods are Bishop's
method and Janbu’s method. Static seismic analysis was applied using Mhor-Coulomb model and
earthquake response analysis was applied using non-linear elastic model.
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