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Figure 2. The analysis of stereonet(DIPS)
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Table 1. Rock mass strength property for Program analysis

ZERF
Abd A4 C(kg/cr) (") r(t/m’)
1 IIE 013 29 2.2
3 0.13 29 24
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Table 2. The result of Rock mass strength property used to RMR

Al RMRd @& A=Af

- RMR C(kg/cr) $(°)

lag 26 1~2 15~25

249 29 1~2 15~25

1 34g 31 1~2 15~25
429 40 1~2 15~25

50¢ 46 2~3 25~35
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Table 3. The result of Rock mass strength property used to GSI
(Hoek-Brown Model Program)

Goll BE A=A

NEENCE] GsI Cli/ea) &)
14¢ 10 2.20 35
229 10 2.20 35
1 34ad 10 2.20 35
42 ¢ 20 4.68 42
5a2¢ 25 6.88 46
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Table 4. Physical properties of the specimens and the result of test

Site No Cohesion Friction
) (kg/cm®) (degree; ° )
1 1.79 35.76
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Table 5. Physical properties of the highly weathered rock and completed weathered soil

Site N Class Moisture 7t Yd Cohesion Friction
°: content (%) | (/m®) | (Vm®) (kg/cm?) (degree; * )
ak 0.47 peak 335
A De
. Addd ) 243 ) 180 | M ooy 022 resid., 05
N peak 0.25 peak 33.1
Chach 342 191 142 resid. 0.13 resid. 29
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Figure 3. The result of SLOPE/W
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Figure 4. The result of FLAC
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Figure 5. Soil Nailing reinforcement
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Figure 6. Retaining wall and earth anchor reinforcement
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Earth Anchor
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anchor [Togy 20m 5m 1953° 50ton

Figure 7. BOX and earth anchor reinforcement

Figure 8. A slow gradient method(1l : 1.5)
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Table 6. A comparative study of reinforcement on slope stability
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