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2 g4 3 (uncertainty) & A #stste] AAY A Y e F g WY FY =R
]\_5]‘2113}. A kg stolu} ukF o] dAE AN &I e AdAAdHAA AHE EJR o T
AEZoY AMYHAAe] tdgstn EFsle 5L AFsA By YEH ZEEAot AA
AL T& FYsr] 9% A8 A A A 59 A Fo2 QAF EFAGe] ddAFH
Ao dFY 287 FE3E

REEA A4YY FE ASY oIBS FUTHOI AVFA G AWAAS T4 A9
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ol

2 Adeisl Bk 2EA4e oA AwolA AAe WAR
A YA ANELe] o Rl ola WA HA, oY BHUME AWFstol st
of e ojw @ FeHEors} AolE Hol: 5FHA Bolth oAF o[ HE ANFH} I

NME BEFAAHS dF7] A% Fetxte] F#4A ko]t observation method(Peck, 1969)9 2
L B Eo] AAHALH FEEH WU olF F dlvtoltt FEEFH HHUES AFHY A
A& A HH (deterministic approach)oll &3] F3llA & AAFATE F o AFHA XU F

7} & & (probability of failure)24# FTHAFoZH 4 ZAE ABINAFTE FHE /AL A
(== ¥kg8t 3], 1997).

AR Y MM E EGALL Bd5E g B4 EdEd rEatd 54 2 A
Agaze Ftolete FUR Jeu meEtA AFER PHE o83 WA bR A
Akl A (R EHE e dEGRS Mot s EAliol dAEY. wepd B I
AEd g3 d@RAARREHF B A=z ‘—H o A=Y gle A4S adHo2 OE F U
PR Eo] AEHNe FEEY SN E F YA AHEHD Ao 238y A7) wet 59
BES A3 AT AdAA G %}J—E]%"ﬂ Zolg Kol ow ofzfd olfE FUT =
Astel A AdE g3 gEo| AolE Holi Jr}. o] AL Ui/l GRkAIE Y A MG B0

(kinetic) BAlo] W& o2 Faysjojop s} ofed Aol FAHUY WEo|th mepy
FAAE olBg AR B4E nHY RAGE AMTEE Adsigon og @Hd A
st} AE AEN DY |

il
HE A Fohrl WEoR &, gAY AL F 83 Akinematic) £4F FA T
Nl
€

2. ghubabeio] obE s A

GrAbE o b e EAIAY 2 onk Yol XFE AT EREHY WEH Az 54
o] 93 F2 Rz} wetA AEY oA FANGAE BAE&HY WA T AlEe
FAiAEd AR et S Foste &5 A Akinematic) AT EAEHHY AdAE &
4& nE3te %‘mf‘—}@(kinetic) Aol FA oz A FAH| o gt olT HAPL AHE
A B ANAMREY ol FEFERH IJPYAAME nel=Hoof g B dAFqME FEEH AHHH
AlA F 7HA] 21& %A T AUV ste Mo distd =93 Auc.
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2 ATl Uiy ¥

¥ T HWHgo disteq FEEH AYEE &S Koo
o YAt $4g 5 3l S

% 2
LEHHA 2% FIFHY 2L GgFH 2ot

2.1 2582l =2
a. PloEAle EASHEY BAbEEo] AAREY FAEH 0% WE A FIF LIS
ZHH (g 1).
b. X BAtzto] AW AAGEG o
c. ISR FAAE O 24451 nt#d ARG ¢ Aokt
d. vz el tiste] AFHE A9 22| Rt ojgdo] wuelPe] W AAREN gt
ol EAjztoiop Fry.

{b) Great Circle Representation

g 1 Py 3534 ZA(Norrish and Wiley, 1996)

2.2 5388 (kinetic) =

At M FAHEH L FABHAN Qg AAEE ALTY. FAFFHHYLS
A At ol 2 vneXE e ol vndAs AFYste dAF AGeA S 9 dEHAA \n
g0l dojyale £+ FAFBH(imit equilibrium)elo] YA Hoe 7L Nz o
wetA ol 2 vingAg e Y7 Ayt P9 vl EEA A &(factor of safety)S A4t
g9 ggaolA d&L dd A g ol &5t AAstH A go] 118G F o g
Ao g2 wdget

cA+ (Wcos¢,— U— Vsing,)tan ¢

F= Wsing, + Vcos ¢, (1)
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olwf, ¢: dgjH HaHY, A Edoldde HA( (H - z) cosec ¢,)
W 49y AF ¢, EetolgdHe BALZ
U: 33do Z&3te 7% Vo QRZggdd et Y

23 2HEH MUY

AR AN E S5 EMF $95%3 £ 5 £ AMgHE
grE 2Ry gEHLS Adste Fystoof gk FIFHA EYdAME &
A AR F HT FFUE Adgsted BN ALgsin 48 BAdME BEAEHY
Eo JTuS Mdsia] A Yo AT AFHoE AAEA HA LYol
Al ) A AEE 34¢HH & (allowable factor of safety)g 7| 222 #Eo] xu A
Bao] A% 48 My F HEZFNS o] &5to A"k 12y AHHY AdHE At
Ay WME(EASHY AURE, WA, 943, 14 ) tREE dF Sl AW 43
< 23 2 FFge B9Ey] oS wety EFAdAel MYsA doh 23 diF ] dHRy

& YAstT e BSAA4E sty $EW4(random variable)2 FHFEHoloF Fn] o|FA
gy4d0] AT dPAFEY PR AMdHAR hH g FA EFAAol AU
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S HERSE AFHolol Bk U WA AAPPAAE JFASS dAE Wl WA
9 2YA4e Teiaha 93 svhe gvre ddstel ASFoEA el odzoly Y
54¢ E8 Leistx Rae aygol WAV

24 SHEEH Y LY

g M AdE upel Zo] AFEA 4 W 1 Ay dedd Hegd: Efsta <
&3 S Yo BFAAPe nHex EFozA HAA MM P9 Adg FE
F3A FE3te L /HE FAANE F Ao olYd dHE 3%5}7] A At A Ho] FE
A saugoir, gEEH UM e dYHTY dAE WY EFAL S AFsst] ANt
of MPFoEA AHMEE FEWTE HFHH %Z‘i%% A3t 53] 88 (probability of
failure)2 Al tAAL Hrg HE FEEF HMYEL F 7HAY AAHE AAA HE
g A HA A4 FFolvt AWAEE %5}] Q] & A8EY FEEAHS F4de Heolth o
HAGNME ZF FEAFEY FT ot FE A % 22 ggny 55 243

53t ol F o] &3 o 3’4‘ é° A ALEEE ARRE *}%1?}‘:}. T A
HAoME olH HAA 53 ARES oF, ¥AE FYIH. o #HA L EHAdAM F=
AEEE Yoz s BEYHIIER tj/\}7]‘ﬂ(Monte Carlo Simulation Method)®} 14123 EZHEY
(First Order Second Moment Method)¢] 2 AM&-€dth. E2HIIERZ £42 AL EASH
-4 geiu|el et FUd FEEL S e FEATE ol&std F flo] B2 499 @e BT

o] & A4t A&, EAM(simulation)E §3t & s 53t wWHolth

L JH J\n

——

3. QubAlBiOl M SHEEX Aol 28

& A 7leg dhst 2ol %‘““\}“’1—4 Yol e S LEFYH Ardze] FHA AA
of el YL B3t F A Akinematic) M H EALHY FEELAE nEdteq FY
8t (kinetic) siAje]l Aoz Fgsojof grh o HWRYL BASRY 54 Ay
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M MdE e EFAAL S AFsstd A o8 = USS s FESH sfa ol
5 FUSHA HEEojof gt} ey HFEE oY AFELS FEEH YIS HEEHA
T EAelw A gt F9A EdAN FES A o8 Hdy¥dEgR FHFsAT
ojeldh He YAl AAA MM EAL nEdA €& AoZ iAHME EdLHY
AtR o] oAl f Xl o3 EA3te EF AU A o] My ojof i Mol FAH A
ojct. Wt 2 AFANME WA A EAS 1t £5EHA EMF AL &
g FEIA -\r%?—f—}@"d Bt A o] 3 & (probability of kinematic instability)® T8z Bt
A Aol 3E (probability of kinetic instability) & AlAtstgom ol & #3ta 93 & EL AR}

o4 By 2AL ol §dte] BHAER
g 33 24 54 BAT + Y AL AP
z o #gEyozyE 448 U9 g Adsn B
PAWILE AL FUY £ Aok B, B Fo WAL £
4 ; ; S mmst] £EHY BAA 8

TEIARA EAAY 20L& 21T Zrh &5 AL Uty ez AldY g7t v}
5% 7tE #ddte Aot F, EQEH J1L At ] oA xS e ¢4A FHY T
7 P AA7} ste AL BoEE A2 2 Markland(1972)0] 98 Agts At o3 &
A AL AtHY EAste Yol FHolYole EASHA FevEe JHA dtollA “3*]'—1—"‘3
4g ol g3t FYHAXY e JAFIHRE o] &3 STTAHA FA2 BHEAH ANS
gajof 3l FEEA &4 Wy, 53 EHIEZ E4Monte Carlo Method)oll A& AHA3A &
s
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32 Soats 24

Wy eESA EAL Fa 9w ] 2A4W JSy S4o] BAHRY Ao wusd
ety 248 Ea) GAAo) BAHolSk Bk & A J1E@ whsk gol Y e ¥
FPe 7122 @ A (Dol 9o $AHR of BHelNE BASHYY o] AEHE VS,
= nndRe Yoslgds A% Mnade Fodt Y59 Avis P MNFoEA AHA
2 sebg 4 Utk old @ BA e Hoek and Bray(198D)e] oa Altsgion dx) 7bg %

c

Sl AFEE S

g8&3 oA FEVTE H%EJ% HERTEZEYH o= "3’“51%3 #ES ol &3ty
LS ol zel wEA L] o) 5 BEXE otdge & 2 A (probability
density distribution)e2 F#3lx o|ZHE FHEEH EAY Qf%(probablhty of Kkinetic
instability) & AR gt} olgjd HAE Ax A" 5std BAHe HFEL vF A Zol R
a9 F AUt '
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= 7z} gleWSo EEIEZ A s dodz AR FXL
T e WMEAMNY 35S N, & £38Hos BAHsle FA%Hoz dH4o] HEH WE
A :

98 ge AR5 datd EHASEHOIY 1423 EHENIY 22 oA BPE0] A1EH
I oy B dFdAE EH7E 28 (Monte Carlo Simulation Method) & AF8-3t8 . ZHIE
21 (Monte Carlo Simulation Method)2 2 ¥H¥FEY FEEA F, &EE XS (probability
density distribution)® HF& o1&t} EAstuz s Fel T (state function)ol WHEHLE
FX2 JdEstyg AHTF &S AT ol FHTSF e FxFMez Y, AFABES
Aste Wyelth B AT 258y 243 298y B4 25 ZHIEZ f4Ee A
gl on Zzre) EAo2RE £33 EAAFEY 59344 EAAGES 5

ol 5" 5 BUAASEN T8y EAFTEL 4 7N (composite concept)E&
olg 3o IMFES AN} FA 7d(composite concept)S Marek and Savely(1978)of <3
AAE Rz gutAlEe B BFES Y A AHAY AP JFE WA BE 849 d
o 7 247 FAY F e AL FE2 589 gAFES ALEE wdolth webA,
2 AFME £33 EAAGER F9%d JuFES FId AAFES ALY F

Pf'-':" %’; X 1]\\{[] (4)
At A e LEHoR HAAT FLdur FHEAA Ao Fddvde 21S HFA
e A SEGHA 247 FFHA 2HE 2 ANFeEA BAFEY ANE 4
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AFHLS A3 Aed dFS Fol o 46me dut AHAIHeZ HAHEY e 210/750]
C8Fo2RE 6719 HeETol FetHEden Az FEEHLL 1% Zo B dFddAs
Helxze Wi s FEEEJAHORE Fisher ¥ 45 AL£38929 Fisher X459
EAAHEE YelWE Fisher 44& Tk 4 Ed&A digh Ay APJHIANEE T3
SA=ARAFE Filder 109 el A¥-e AA UFebEze JEgy TEUAE I
E 19 dgd5 FEEYH o A AAG A o8 A Z ey FAFES F 2
[

ARER Mol dstw Hst J5 Aol BIWE Ao HANYLY AFFE] ANE
"e2e J1, Jast J5 "elFolth J1 deTe 5% £E%H BAY $EL Holm oy
ooty B $Bo) 18%2 WS Ao} AAHA ANBEL 072%2 ALAYG Y o)
AT $EAH BAHHEo] S ¥ob T3 53 gol AYWY AULEY 43r} 4y
¢ A4 4 B Yol Ao nAvh EE o A BREH AN HAT FAgo
2 We W £S5 BAA AH54e 9t 202 uHioy PPy Bue 1A ¥
g2 Mot 345%9 Fe BAA /H5AHE Holm o FAEA EAo exE Yo
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TEHH B

H a4 $5ed o o

oln gloy | Fgo] 087%E F 7} w4y
ARG E 621%=
2 Bt J4 HEsd
2 27 ol TEHo EA
Aoz gotsitt, a8y FEEH
% ol AA AL FYTdgr F& Ao Hriso 4
dhe B AR AAE. B dYgFe HdEE 0692 W e ke
09%=2 w9 g3 oz FHrixo] AAHE

e %

O

oxl [‘~{TI,

i

2

4 "2 J5 @_a];q A9 AAZAH SyoME AL ¥e& J4 HFo] © Bt

4% Aoz BAHRo dEed AAdAT 5 deEo] § BE AAGES wol T2 3tk
olgldt A AdATo HFgtel o kAL AdeME J4 ol o] @*e e B
F3 oy AGAxe HEAS TEHEIE A dHEo] 1XRT g steAol Jb Ay TolA
g 52¢ & 5 Yok
£ 18929 985 R 98 54
Set 1.D. Mean Orientation | Fisher Constant Mean Friction | STD of Friction
. ) Angle Angle
N 217/77 42 30 3
J2 183/5 53 30 3
I3 163/63 29 30 3
J4 196/56 119 30 3
J5 227/37 36 30 3
J6 061/66 106 30 3
w2 el ARen 24 L HEEH A4 A%
| Probability of Failure
Set 1.D. Factor of Safety :
Kinematic Kinetic Total
1 Stable 0.345 0.018 0.0062
2 Stable 0 0 0
13 Stable 0 0 0
J4 Stable 0.621 0.014 0.0087
J5 Stable 0.759 0.671 0.509
- J6 Stable 0 0 0
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¥ ATAAE SEEA 4wyl stz gusEel A4 S4g nA¥ 2AUHS A
ST of WL hiAwe AAYo] BASWY ABFERY of s BASEY P4 o
AAE 2A ASETGE Al Abshe uaEe AARES LFIAY BXY FED Y
3 2oby HEER TR AMAGD o PUe J1Ee FEEY APPSO HA4Y T
Qo] £EeH BAS sty 2HS £Ustd] BAFEY Aol Bstu iapEy #4
=40 elHA e WAL RUAAL $FFAA 24 FAGHA 2W F oW 2| o
) 37t 2 wASE AE BEY & Utk G o P BES AR BAHY Aol o)
s ojma gAFYel FUsA HET £ Y= A WYY F e Aor nAY

AREA AN23s FEEHA A4 FHE ML A%, I¥9 dYTAA Mz e 2
F7 22 AU o)k AHEA Y Yo B Ut AR F UEF T Adstd Ay

of o]l &g o Fite] 4 AA Y 4ol FEA HAHA XY/ AL LE AREY. H
A AAYE BAsof s Ut AtEel B A 2AY £ e HHY TR e 2 AS
U #F Age] ko] wig AT A E8EH Y A AT A o] WEA FAH
ojo} &tn AT §Y7} vFe AAVNFAANE dHARY BEAL mHT AAA ML FHs)
TE 9733 vk wEx SFEEF fAuye 2FEA 4 YHE B4 7 e wHeE
A AR 7bEEtE Aol WA e 2R EH HHE dAT ¢ ASs Aoz Algdd.
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