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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of base friction model test.
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Table 1 Stability factor by limit analysis(Chen. W F., 1975)

m} 22 k]

& °) 90 85 80 75 70 65 60 55
0 383 408 433 456 480 5.03 525 5.46
5 4.19 450 4.82 514 547 581 6.16 6.53
10 458 497 5.37 5.80 6.25 6.73 7.26 7.84
15 5.02 550 6.01 6.57 7.18 7.85 8.63 9.54
20 5.50 6.10 6.75 7.48 8.30 925 » 10.39 11.80
25 6.06 6.79 7.62 8.58 9.70 11.05 12.74 14.97
30 6.69 761 8.67 9.94 11.48 13.44 16.04 19.71
35 742 858 997 11.68 13.86 16.77 20.94 2745
40 8.29 9.77 11.61 13.97 17.15 21.72 28.91 41.89

20m

10m

Figure 2. Model slope used in numerical analysis.
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Figure 3. Failure plane developed by FLAC analyses and infered failure plane.
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Figure 4. Shape of failure planes developed in jointed rock slopes.
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Figure 5 Various types of failure for different spacings and dips of joints.
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Figure 6. Comparison of failure plane
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Figure 7. Base friction model test (dip of joint 'a'=30°).
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