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Probabilistic Seepage Analysis by the Finite Element Method Considering
Spatial Variability of Soil Permeability

z A 2 Cho, Sung-Eun

Abstract

In this paper, a numerical procedure of probabilistic steady seepage analysis that considers the spatial variability of
soil permeability is presented. The procedure extends the deterministic analysis based on the finite element method to
a probabilistic approach that accounts for the uncertainties and spatial variation of the soil permeability. Two-dimensional
random fields are generated based on a Karhunen-Loéve expansion in a fashion consistent with a specified marginal
distribution function and an autocorrelation function. A Monte Carlo simulation is then used to determine the statistical
response based on the random fields. A series of analyses were performed to verify the application potential of the
proposed method and to study the effects of uncertainty due to the spatial heterogeneity on the seepage behavior of
soil foundation beneath water retaining structure with a single sheet pile wall. The results showed that the probabilistic
framework can be used to efficiently consider the various flow patterns caused by the spatial variability of the soil

permeability in seepage assessment for a soil foundation beneath water retaining structures.

Q X
E Ao A= EHOP’} HOL 2o |tz Bo] Mg %3} 7] Z ||| A Q] F45 E(confined flow)ol] Tste] B
24 AR slgich. ARsHL §3ta AN olgdlg o B0l gk Azlubere] T4 A
-?—l‘*éo] A 0] 3k H]‘:‘**o‘—% aHstgch JAE ¢ FE RS0} X}/V\P -r(autccorrelatlon funcm)n)E Tﬂré—t—

. 0

= 7129 JRE A% T vld 7xE 5 %%‘“, %L _6]"'1“0“ 283 —‘E °ok%* , 3}% FrEHoAY
FEETAA e 4FS Akt AR RRE FAGe eI A F2E WSS WY
deg pestel F70A HE Teishes Wie 242 Mol SAGE shie] HEWsR sk B9l

3
LrEhtA] ob= o Ak JEATE AipAor ud S glge Hojeth

Keywords : Karhunen-Loéve expansion, Monte-Carlo simulation, Probabilistic analysis, Seepage, Spatial

variability

1 A&9, Fsdatn B538u} 205 (Member, Assistant Professor, Department of Civil Engineering, Hankyong National Univ., drsecho@hanmail net)
* B omBo) gk g At HUL 20124 49 300744 7 WRE sheE musal) wich AR 48 Qe 89 =il Adstel =y



LM B

A o] Ak wi- W Aol u|FAS EAL
7THRIL o= TSl gutAog AR AL o
A shue X2 stk 7Pyt A BXE
285t 2 AU Bol o3l =8k gl AAo)
THGui 5, 2000). 22} 2ghe F5F 89 5852 &4
SHaL oS3k A2 AHe] S=2j5kQl EAof| tigh o3
7F SHSEA] oo 2 Qe AHoR EFALE §
EalA Eok AL shtel A5 HellMz o] ¥4
Ee EHIPgoIt o]F9] o[ wle} 2Jyte] 42
ZHAQ) W58 HolA| FriLacasse@} Nadim, 1996). ©]
2 A WG] ko] i Eof WPEE olEg
Hig o2 HhE4g o] F7HAQ HWEdE Ld AR
Aol gt A7t 8= o213 Yrk(Fentonit} Griffiths,
1996; Fenton} Griffiths, 1997; Gui 5, 2000; Srivastava
5 2010; Ahmed, 2009; Griffiths@} Fenton, 1997, 1998).

T A5 gt A5ke) AL kLS AR
o2x pafEnt Ty PSS AP R(risk)ol] ek
UTE A=FE FA= Geth & FYT HHEE 7R
Aatdzjets Aut £49] A= wt ohE HEsE
€ A =HE2 dHEd) 3 ¢4 Hrks Ade 9
AsHAl He FHo] itk 71&e AREA R4 Y
73S SRS AR R elA glu FE
of o3t Bl BpAl E HA7HE B3 1
siut oleidt Bl HA7L galof gl e BA
A= dethe A2 AEEeE F oA Ut &
EE3 ML ESAUEE T RN et HAo
AFH o2 HgT 4= Q1 BEpAre HEo| g 9
T2 Ul 4= U FEFQl Aotk EeAlee
E3of] B HEA S (coefficient of variation)7} SA
60~90% 7= o]u(Duncan, 2000) 100%S Y= HLE
EyE J=2 xR AFHH Wy F B0l 2 W
2 gEiA Qlok debA SEEH e B3t As)
ohe dAIt AR B Ishe Ao| vz

Griffiths€} Fenton(1997, 1998)-2 G HE o231} &
FaLHE uig e 2 3 Monte Carlo AJE#H0]4E ¢}
$31ol duTo] BYY 7|2AMANY HEF, 48
TTAAL Tl digte EA9 FHE HEYS
Hohs SEEF 4 Y5tk

Agedo] 24tk FHEE 53 589 BAS
o] I3 MFAol A= gl diF 22 a7t =

ol

94 E=EXSEES=EE H27H 0B

i =lu} 9] 0 1, Fentoni} Griffiths(1996)+= Monte Carlo
AEH oA FHE 0|8, FRradHS 2t &

& B9t B2 {9 Bdd Bt tiste]
319 EeAles A FEZ(lognormal distribution)
£ u=2n g4, 2320, 3 ARTRE JYEHe
dAgdeg nHECh Fenton? Griffiths(1997)+ &
FA Y] I HedE 2Este] g vieAld
& 2= FHE T 5502 A% FBEAY HEE
Z EAo] tiste] AT

Gui 5(2000)-2 F5A=9] 374 HEAdo] F4
AFHMA O] WA FFE AL Siste] HHHE
olE, JEA U AHM S 2T FEEH %
T g Yot dpAFEEE UEE £
o] HAPYEE st AR Aol 75
A B3xE 3R 9 AP AT g ATl o E Q
A&S Bristed 8EUT

Srivastava £(2010)& A& {3 R4 =27
ol FLACE ARE3tY FAl49] HEdo] ZAbiHE
T 0|2 gk AP A iAo nX= RS
A7sHTh

ol& tIFEY AFE F A Alole] Ao ©WE F
WA I ARBATE sty AR 5
gHrgre] Alo|dt ¥7H4 S estA] Eaict

£ Ao dolu B} Ze pEjtREe] AXE
23} 712 A]Hko] A 9] 45 E(confined flow)o]] tha}od
FEER AFHEE FHsA AR /s
2HE ol g3iglor BLASe] R A2
9 F7H Aol Adolgt vlEHAdE sttt A
A8 JY FERET A7 38T (autocorrelation
function)& wE+= 22149 RIIE=E AJ4517] A3t
o] Karhunen-Loéve H7BH-& A3t om B4 A
HIEE 0|83ty BEEH SEE ¢7] 913 Monte
Carlo Al Ed0]HE& =33t o|2HE FpAad
EGAT 374 MFA0l 7128 B ARRE T
Z2F PR AE3l= Y E, 5k RN f&
FeAA vl 93-S A7

A

offt
oL
in lo

ol

_|_.
10

o

g

2

2. oM (Seepage analysis)
2.1 #E0 chet oHEY HE

Ho HA AlFel QloiA JRE] B3l A=



aof Sh= Ao 2 A W 7)) uol 4 9] YEf
o 2%, A54Y T B 812 e oy
£ 9F Y= FERDPEY HE So| ek

58 YRGS HESl B 8 ool et oh2
| B uhs e gkort o TS Yolud

N

BAFEST B 9 wo]y Fo) YRR 3t ntyja
ol HEZ AFE HE} tizjo] daste] gol A

3 &0l 38 AFFS A Wl 4 o,

A7k e gA) HIAL ek AEL
o[(piping)3t .U F(boiling)of HEF HHA HE, £
Aol A4S B 7129 Y Folck WEEY
& sojgolt RAYS WASAY Y52 AAE 7
SA7IT BTG HAAA)7) 91T Aos A
Wg Agely] YA FENHo) Yastch sojgol
gt AEE BASFAAE Poto] BarEAte) WAy
R4 e At AHelRs BT BASFAA
i Terzaghi®] 402 AN % ok BAAR)
T AP 2ATL 2 A2ASE 2 Fgol 9o
u g2elo] g AUA ik 05085 Ee}. A%
o) of5}o] AT FEAATE SATE A4 12 o
a7t HE=E dop STHAAAIE, 2005)

22 &M 71=0lE

fu

WFES7} Aol 292 BHE o e A F
&) ool Ahgshe WARHLol st Aoleh. 712 =
£33 $&o0) oy Ywrgos 227} Uk B4
Y BFE N2 GBS0} Gla BRI Aol et A
7H 379 ASOlE ANHLE 580 B 254
FE QoY Pt f4E ARk ReE B 4
glom, o] o] B o9k TAA i Aole]
t thee) Bt Hus

£1‘1(

:{ﬂi

v=k-i )

4] (1) Darcy®] 2oz d#lx glod, of7|4 &
= Epdgoln misece] ©9E Zr=ch

2219 A AMA i (steady state) A a4 Q] u]iar 4
< FAIE RIYEAH LR 7143 A4 43} Darcy
o] HaE A8 o 2ot

oh oh
oz (k oz )+ ay (k"@)_o @

I

Bl
5
o
0x
filo
i
l’{]l
o
B

ANVA, his FHF, Ky, b, = 29}y W) B4
Zolet.
fas ge WO R vl Flakebe g, X
BEAY WEA, BT AAZA 5 2esied o
A7 Slof A SR AL Setad, $8

A2 5ol AW Tyl EH ek & Ao
AE RRALES olfste] ARAYS Saysigict.
Seradyol o3 a7k THAY AL 7t 3
oMol F2ES olgste] 2kl 2 ARQA 2
sxo] ulEgroz 78 4 Utk

3.1 Kgke] B7H HEN

AARRZAN AW FASH X FAM = YA]of u}
2t B4 BedE Bk o213t F0A WHE
AHte] 24 A&, HAAAE, §¥olg F9 ¢klez
sk zhke] E¥AAYE Fdshe 2 &
o]thLacasse2} Nadim, 1996; Elkateb 5, 2002).

Agke} F7HAQl WEde A 548 VXA
£ §on ol ke iAo o] AjujHc). Holut
AL 22 shute ghog FojAs BAA AR Aut
o] FZHAQ] HEEAS YEhd = gioh 23U AekE
9ol 7 MEHE AHLE BH9| o]&3F] EofA
A Z(correlation structure)ol] oJ& AxlH o2 MY
E 4~ glcHVanmarcke, 1983).

Aol BAJo] At AUAE UellE 303U |
HAE BEFTo2H ANt ABAEE YelYr] ste
%R (scale of fluctuation, Vanmarcke, 1983)9} A}7]AF
A 2)(autocorrelation distance, DeGroot¥} Baecher, 1993)
o] & 71 AR7} AFGHOA gtk

A7VgHA s A71SRETIe] 1/eE Fishe
A2 o= HEA s= vhe Zo] Fodrt

O

|4

O

6= [ plmlan ©)
AR o) A7 TGSl i BN

Hzke] 72l Lhehdirk
& Gel Ay El% A E4ol e —;ﬁz}a

ol A%t HEEH HEHA 95



T
o

z of #Aglo] BE WYL R FUS 4T

yeldl= 54 APt Z(sotropic correlation)7} &
FM-ElojA] AT iR AdFer AFE A
gho] 3¢ BE AT A Yo sty Ay
o] AEAt LB AEA vt ¥R
22 %ol glem ol F ] HlZL oF 108 oj4fo] =
= 739 = E3ltiBaecher®} Christian, 2003). AF7{A1
A9 g A ANEAY] EX22RE BAF
A HHE F3to] +E 4= UrHBaechere} Christian,
2003; Hsu®} Nelson, 2006).

Gaussian WHBEE Bt wlz), B4 oA (x) 2 2
FUES p(z,a’) ol Jafa] A3 HE = YUk A
HhEel BopolA de ARREE AR Lig
Lumb(1987) 3 Rackwitz(2000)e] &J3ff Fojzch 2 <
TFollAE A @2 22 AP AAsrE A3t
gom AR} o] Aot o v5H A
HF+2E HE3ch

A

=
=2
o} X

lz—z'l ly—v]
k=al =yl @

plz,y) = exp|— I I

A7V, 1, L A2 e E 93] UEke] A7)

Aol
3.2 eS| ofrts]

Aol At B9 B MEdL ARk 54
Uehfls #E stue] g WeE mdysiy e
o glon FHA HEALE Yshlz] sl ddd
== Hdyshs o] uigzsitt eABEY, f3a
ot RN 22 AU EA4AU &
A& 7HEE AE £57] EAE ATEAY
AL 3 3371 ALHPLER FHE ofof gt
olgl3l M- WPI=9] olik3l(discretization)2t gt

HH L9 ojitstE #337] $igte] 37t By
(spatial averaging method), 54178 H(midpoint method),
B8 i(shape function method) Z-2- of2] Wi So] )
o)A gith. ol 27| WSS APU=E AosA
AR Sl B2 o] WY WsEol "asithe
HollA EE/dol ¥& ol & 4= Qirk g, WEd
EE o4l skt Bt 58221 KLE(Karhunen-Loéve

96 E=XBBER=RE H27H H10E

expansion), OSE(orthogonal series expansion), EOLE
(Expansion Optimal Linear Estimation) ¥ Z-2 d<
ANEE] ALEAT ZE FSA/MHES P9 ¥
$EI AP APz Y&tk 2FEA
F7te grEol o8] B == Gaussian TEE A3}
7t AAEc}) oldf APL=o] ZASK= Pkl 2L FF
E9) AEg B3 o|FolAch A2 2¥EE d
daoo HPrt AMSEE B4 W9 SRk =9
B gto] o whel AR olE olite WS
gt AAIEE A7) vl alEe Matthies 5(1997) ¥ Sudret
7} Der Kiureghian(2000)of 23] F=o{Ft}.

B Ao ARk B4 He AEUEE oSt
317) fi3iA o ER vlas) 2P0 AREE
7] Y8l L4t=l= 9] 4271 7 AL Karhunen-Loéve
A7) (Ghiocel 7} Ghanem, 2002)& AFE-3H91ch

3.3 Karhunen-Loéve F7HH¥

WY U= H(z,0) 9] Kathunen-Loéve A7l 714
e pla,a’) o FHE B4l 7|28 Hid BEY
AE H(z,0,) 8 AN 13 B8 714 e o
£-9] 31§21 EA|(eigenvalue problem)o] ]3| A elxct.

/Q p<$7x,)¢i(z,)d9m' =)‘z’¢z’(z) )

A7IA A, ¢ A (99 AU A E e ot

H(z,0)] A7/l 2 H(orthogonal) WY A (6)
(Bo] 00]1 B4to] 191 v g WFHFE)E AN
Bto] ohgat o] FAE Aol Qg 7| Al A
PYxgoz Y 4 Uk

Hizd) =+ DoV R6,@)E(0), 22 (©)

Karhunen-Loéve A7jol|A 71 583 F2 729
ZQl(random) F7H3 WFo] AU FHAFS T
E3} o)g HELES 53 AY A-ER Eidd
+ ZAojtt. Karhunen-Lodve A7|4& x7)/ a2
A Lg st} 277} g Hade EA4E 7HA
W FAgE AT AY vhalggid.

A (6% 8=l Ao wEt MPTRT E3}s)
L8 31 YIS FARS 78 5 Stk AR
He g AA dlolele] BF 522 Q8o Gaussian



ARBESL FUHY WEHS RS BIYURL

2Ys}) skl 115 Ar&sm AU A
of ghe 7Hd wels A8 4 Sl AS7 Hrt A

Wyl A HE Z(lognormal distribution)& Wt}
9 e Add AgEEE o2 20| Gaussian BERE
2 2 % Y

Hz.0) = exp) 2 a6, (@)E,(0) ™)
A Sy W RJERE K7 AkEEeeh A o)
e S0z B 4 glonl 4 @9} ge A

A P} A7) AT B HEEEe] Afe 6
4221 S AMg8te] 3T 4= YUrKSpanos?} Ghanem,
1989; Ghanem¥} Spanos, 1991; Sudret®} Der Kiureghian,
2000; L7} HEZ 2008),

4, Monte Carlo AlE8|0|M
Ao A o] FEEA M ALz ES] e

£4 A% AL AANS B 8 Ho
o 2 B HEEA el Al g A

O

]U% %A‘]Q B:}E/HOI = EZ]._C’_ 71.}‘
FEEH FAl gt S e e = e FUT
HEAel H-S Monte Carlo A EF0]4 dhHolth %
o] 2714 ¥EAlS 3183l Monte Carlo Al &0
AL Y37 Yaixe Auke] E4S vehdie 54
A AR FERE} APUTRE WS g A
HIEE ANt 4zte) AAE dEPT gt
4L PP RN ANF2EY AFE AL
Hr}. ofefdt HAE o ¥ ghESte] 2ukAFo] it
HAFES 7 = Utk Monte Carlo AlEH 0|42 1}
g # ofuEt AR Aol U3t B, BEH
A, FEUEYs 4 FHGERE 59 JEE yi
F9leug Fojzl AjAH digt B} & W2 JRE
AT = A &t

Monte Carlo A|Eg]lo] Aol 4] &5 Random &
% 7)ot Latin hypercube HE) 7ol ojaf =38
Hrh Random MEH S HEEo] BAG HA|Q A
£ AEHA UEhd £ =S FoijA FEERERY
B2 &3k wolr). Random AJEY 71 A
Fo] FE3] W2 AL H4A LT £ A= FRE

..._.

D glott RES Bk e A7t ugo)
A Q¥ Aol Qo] EA|7} 9lrt Latin hypercube

NEY 71Ye RASEEREE 550 FETHCR
=31 7+ 7vAo| A E-E ¥ (random variable)E T3}

L}
9] =&3l= Al23} Hg(stratified-random) HE 7|
o] B 22 0] PEHoR FEIR Y

A
& 38 YUY + Y= SR MEL I

£ AEslor '0’1‘13} = “*:r“’ﬂ’\‘l"‘ ¢E A5t Sist
o] Latin hypercube A4Z% 7| HE& ARESich avlje] &
W% 6600 OE F4E BEREdERY
N, 9] MES Latin hypercube A& 7|Ho.

P3t7] fJ5te] & AFtelAs HFHFE Aole] A
S 13 MEFGE Y o s TH(Stein, 1987)

g A&

tio

5. OfiMiaHA

FrAee A JEATY Bdd 2E des
& A7) 18 AR EER BeAad 3704 '
A e AL FAE Bt AlEE 2=

=4, AR FeBA 59 EFUEE oI
2 dAFoMs BeAs kS IHLER 1230
Z3E 27 F2EY oF ANE T ARATE

4519,
5.1 HYER HHA
utEoz 17 13 2L Se) PR

dE AR HeiMe AT
Rore] §& FAAL 712 AW

?J—Ex—"ﬂ gigt
Ex7t ASHE 78
530 ‘Q’*ﬁﬂ-‘& Z

Elevation ()

Distance {m)

7 18 8Y R BAEd



E 1. ARHME 21T Kigt 2HX(lognormal ££)

- R}7| ArEE
2 | B2# cov PIga=
(m/sec) (m)
5<i, <30
= AHA —5 h
EfAe kL 1x10 0.3, 05,07, 1.0 1<l <10

(@) 327 EX(m) % 55 F2(flow path)

(b) SxBAle| 229} SEHE
T8 2. ZYEH HFNM 21

2 ZYEN SN 21 2%

7Y caza ot o] B
{m®/sec/m) RESTEM (kN/m)
SEEP/W |  1.949x107° 0.480 475
# oy 1.949 % 107° 0.480 475

5, F2E9 uidof 28k FYS(uplift pressure)
£ AXE dart ok

JAFATE AF37] fsted ARgH X814 71F
o] A4S HrIsty] $iste] £ 19 Yehd FeAle
9 BHAAE A3t FAT AWk AEAFE Y
sk

Aol Hghe] the 2P EH 4o A
8 2 9 3 29} k. V| ZRANRE B3 ASTFS 1949
x 10°m’/sec/mo]| L 3H5 A EHA Q] §EE4AHA=
0.480]t}. JFZ sty F2EL] vigo& 1Y
o] Zg3lth. F2EY HigHE wet AlhElE 3
(trapezoidal rule)y& ARME-8td Z-Eah= g A E31H
T3 A2 475kN/mZ AALE QI B Aol 3
FajAe 98 ftaadld Z2IY9E Fortran® &
A/gste] Abg-stglon g4 L2l SEEP/We}
FUT ATE A S ¥ e YR 2. 1
A2)= F4F9 X9 35 FE(flow path)E Vb
o 39 20b)E T4 58YES 228 HAE
I Stk B4R e LRE SMEY) ARRES HEl A

98 EBl=AURsg=Ed M27d M0

A" s MgolA A & S e )low
3F FEHIAE & e Holix St

52 HEEH Y

52.1 344 L

A el ARAT v 9¥E @
F517] Q5] BaAeE HYEER Nsh: FE

24 42 Faslol & 18 ALE 4] %
3} WEAS COViE ehn] WSASel ute} 4
& s dYBHe SREHOS W k) B
2 o E2ER 0,2 Bt hLRTFRIS 0
tha shgstect RALe] MEAS COVit=oy/m)E
Host Wael thaghe ATFREE A Ho 3
3 BEAE Teat Zol ANEL,

Oy = Vlnh-%COV}f? ®)

Py = I ﬂk—0'5”fnk &)

£ dtolae 4 99 AMHY g S8 B8s
71§18t} bt PEOX Q) A7 YA 15 13}
k. Karhunen-Lodve H71H-E 4942 o9 o
A B g AUshe A0) 7hsslER HHUES
THE o2 AEH T o2 FHSE TEHA
olilstd MFBEA FpAlee g9 2E A
oAl Alite] 7hshct 2 AFlME 8409 FHEH
AN BFATE Allsle] fEraasdol &8k

FpAse F703 fEdE LT oM A
e 9P F7E HE4E eS| g
M A 2EE 489 5 Mg AE3for
gt & dydMe AHL=E vERr] $ste] 200
Mo} de-g AH8skgth ARte] A7 A E el s
Ae S99 27 BA got o B2 997 2ast
A7go]Agt El-Ramly 5(2003)°] 3%t £d A+ 2
ol M2 FFYEE] A7V 3R 10-40me] HY
ol A AV FHARE 1Mm FEY AL
delA ok B AFolME 8 A71EAR 5~30m
¢} A7) 7| A4EAE 1~10mE 243901 10,0003]
o] APF=E APAgsto] ol dizt Arf4E 33}
ek zHzte] BYE AFIE=E A Gl distq 7t
3 shte Bl E28 vERdth



(a) BZ 459 BE (m) T (o) 2450 EEBA} 2 (m)

) B2 E-.%/\L.l gz (d) S+ZAM2 BTHA EX
1% 3. #3E8EH wiM(Monte-Carlo Simulation)?} 21, =20m, I, =2m, COV(=0.5)

7)1 i YN Z 1, =20m, I, =2m, COV,=0.5¢) 1.0
272 THRAIL o] 24 FHO D E&A4e B 2 05
TS DA AN HEAS L eAEE .
kA7 ASAF vAE deFe AT : .
£ 04 i,,-ZOml . (
3 I Y N P R Cov=03
522 BBEA 4 29 . JF3} TR T2 § 02 I et
2_4‘ 'E’:E ] \ COV=1.0
e L B A
19 3-& Monte Carlo AlEd|0)A(l, =20m, I, =2m, 0.0 0.5 1.0 aa 15 20 25
CoVi=0.5)¢] A5 vehd Aojck. 13 3(a)k 10,000 (a) HEYO SHUSRE
3)9) sjxo] tiet B 45 BEE ey Ao 10 e
B o183 AL N Zuet pAKE B2 zos| e
£ B0l Yrk I b= 459 EFEY BuE - . cov=03
e Aoz AAzZol 1RE A-SHEuoAL 2 =" L__" covear
£ 22 T driA Holaas 2 g Holw 5 04 o
Q. B3] UUE sk & Bl Ry 2 gt 5 02
£ Holi 9lo] EhASe MEyos 018}0% o]0 oL
A o) 0] o B3tANo) 2 AL o 4tk 11 00 0.4 08 . 12 16 20
H 3c)e B 5934 EXE Uetdin Hr) 24 (b) QEELZANC LHEBEE
24 X9 oo SR RES woln k. 18 10
e F4HAY BREA 22E el Aoz | 2 05
UE QR YR BHE R ARE 22 .
He] gro] ZA| dehta 98-S o 4 9tk &, Aso) =] ,
Tt wol o) RS AEsjof sH BE SEWo) § 041 e oves
Aol E27N0) e Barie] ghol mat 2 WA § o02- -
& wolA 88 ¢ & 3% ol oty
0.0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 20
523 HEEA 4 A3 PAYEEE o gerol gete mrmgEs
19 4= Monte Carlo A[E#| 0181, =20m, 1, =2m) 718 4. HBEH M (Monte-Carlo Simulation)2l Z3K1, = 20m,
of o8 TR AR, $2FAAL IS PR t,=2m, COUC03): FHHEEE



HEEREE Uehiia gtk 17 4@ 5E AFo)

AREA Ao 23t Argrr) 2 FEL ELAS
9 WEA0l 245 FadA HE ¢ + Aok 1
4by= FETTEAY FHSEEEE Uehlie] a9
o= FYYY FAYEEEIAE EHIT &5
A e} oketel e AAEA FAo] o5t ZrRT 2 8
Eo] FpASY HEA 2A FFE WAL devt
AEF] AR 34 Uit 988 & 4 ik
AEAT it FAHSFELZTAL o] g3t A4
7]4ke] A A|(reliability-based design)E 533 4> qlch

1.00 - - -
- 0.90 —
3
(<]
<] 4
S E——
§ et lj=co, =0
= g0 troom iim
- - -@ = [j=20m, [,=2m b
—>— j=20m, L=Im 4
o 5~10m, Ifzmi
e [p=5m, [=2m 3
0.70 =TT T T T
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10
cov,
(@) A5 B2
0.54
e oo, Iyeo .2
- ——— iy=20m, fy=tm A
- = @- = [j=20m, /,=2m .7 g
052 - 5S¢ =20m, [,=im .
. e [p=10m, £, =2m () y |-
= 1 —— tesmiam 222
g v
= 0.50 — Z
>
> -
. e
0.48 M *Detorriinistic vale
T T T I ' | !
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
cov,
(c) fEsSsFAL Bd
1.00 - - >
0.99 —
3
g -l
&
e 0.98 — ———
s i [f=c0, =00 !
= | =——— I4=20m, [y=4m| q
097 |~ &= li=20m, h=2m|
- —— [H=20m, h=1m
f—6— Iy=10m, i,=2m
—t— [j=5m, I=2m
0.96 T 1 T T T
0.2 0.4 0.6 08 1.0

cov,

(e) YU =2 BRE

38 5. #&EN 3 M(Monte-Carlo Simulation)2} gk Xp7[ARAH 29} HEH

100 sS=XptEss=2d HM27d Hi0ZE

524 FEEA A A3 FFF TEUA}e] Wl
9 s@yE AdE 7lzAve] YRge A4Ed
2 EgFo 2 A7t e ks FrAlae
90] v} LA gk WA} 3718
o] HFe ARAF o= AT 9
E‘HH*?—] A7V A7} "‘7}?’%—%(—., Sk 5{:*—
EXdar) o 23 27H ATTAE 71ASE) 3
%k— Z71sta.0u ARk A7FEEA Q] 2719
o8}t W0 27k 18] A Yt o e FARE V)

2Ag 53 o] $HIFY 3630l 28 52

J
i

#4o] GRS uy] wjEolt}. Fentond} Griffiths(1996)0]
1.00
e [0, [0
Y —e— 5=20m, 1=4m
0.80 — - — @— - ;=20m, },=2m
o —HK— [=20m, h=1m
3 0.60 — —e [1=10m, h=2m
g e [=5tm, =2
> -
& 040 —
0.20 —
0.00 T T T T T T T
0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
cov,
(b) E=ge| EFHRL
0.40
0.30 —
';-
2 o
n
0.20 —
0.10
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

cov,
(d) RESsZAMe EEEHAL

@ 1=20m, ,=4m
- @ = [p=20m, H=2m
— 3¢ i=20m, l=lm
o [p=10m, L=2m
—— =5, L=2m

0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
cov,

(f) Lole =2 BEDA
|=0ff B Wl BEEXL| Hel



ot FAlfe] MEAo] S g,
oA 2o A
g 7Hs/d0] 5‘11]‘:‘1 TE Q3] Bt AT
ok A7 gEA et f3ttiz =, =
£ fXeA Y BeAles 22 3 7HAA Hof sy
9] Ay W2 Yehr| =y Qe BeAlee] HEA
ol ABRlo] WEFE FaAbel Bagel gt 2
HEA Mg Aadch

1% 5(b)= Monte Carlo AlEd|o] Ao I3
7‘“:11?—‘%9«] EEUAE BojF1 gk #5812

EAlo] HEASl st} ¢HH 2

50*4 A7V¢BA 7 AAEE 718 R—?Y_i 9
it A7 dEAR T Bl A & 242 A
AE WHL=7) shbe] det gt s veld o
dojF e}, o= Fenton®} Griffiths(1996)7} Hg%o] %
FFE FAd vlEsteg BeAart &ds 5
8 AR E e Aol AEFY Hsd 54

=
5
Il
- O
o

o)
o,

N
)

T o T

49 WAL war] UH% IEHCOVG=COVy).
a3y 5(c)~t— & 543 B BoiFn B

As=2] WsAo] A% 4& v ST FE B

At 38 d AL AEA T dete] +HYF
Q| A7) FBAR} S7VERE, AW 27| 4EA
A7t AT Baghe SUIsten A7 duAe
7h F2i Apole AAEA s Aot FUT
grol dolFth. Bghd Z2HEA A o3t gEct
A vetted ole fEFrBAY Bagke 19
ol oA AR EHY Aol 4 H4AA 2AE
FE AL oM Ae gtk FEFFEAY =
FHAE COVrt S7hetol| whet F71stden] 24714
AR e AX] PR oVt 3718 4

&{m)

(@) +BYY A7ILEAH2I0| HE B3}

Fo P ARKIY ).
PO BRE COVih Z7Hael et A4H 0=

gastigon AYEA Y9 Anuct 27k BY
o BHE COViol tstol 2B A7) yAt

Z7hgel wet B wasien ARG Ay
Aze) F7tol uet e F78HE AL BRI
Y 5. EZBAE COVrt 27K wet 37tsta
of EEUA: A COVio) sl el 4]
AR Wsll 2 W GoXE Azl
A\ gEARt ALSE 2 g BYKIY SO).

5.2.5 A1 4@AE L ulx)= Q%

I9 62 55A5E) Beas 25 DA E A
(COVi=0.5)00| A A7 38 A 7t HElEol ujet SHEE
A Ao A T3 ARY, F25PRAL dgee] wE
A7t o 2A| ¥stsh=A1E UelH Zelth 19 6(a)
= g5 FAg Y WEAss a4 Walst
A GkAgk ATk HeAes SHYEFY AT
Aol Z7tof met F7FeH S 4 4 UTHH
6(a)). AR A AdIAE S St wel AR
I oetee] WEAPE SN A2 HAL &
FrAAY] HEASE Fadhs AL HAcad
6(b)). AAFCE FEFrEAY HEAST MY 2
e Uehdn el HE AT A AL gg B
Ak

1Y 78 £5AL Badyh BEEANE 14E A
(COVi=0.5)0l A A7 BARL skl o) 4%
F, FEELAA) SR ) BASRY B ikt 2
HEH APPSR} AR FES 73 Aol JEF
o] A A7\ AsEA R ] Hsle) wE FEE AX 4

0.4

4 ~—— |
0.3 —
>
80,2-—
T - *
i
0.1 = x-*" *——8 Q.
i % -%K-KF
lo—a—a0 i
M _/
¢} T T T I ! | ! I !

L (m}

(b) HEYE Rp7|QRAHIO| [E HEY

J8 6. BBEXN silAM(Monte-Cario Simulation)?] ZIHCOV,=0.5): X7|A1AH2IS) HSl)| WE BESHL| i3l

B4 B2 HEME Do REQAHN 8 HEER IAKHA 101



_________ L s 3
(e—e—eo v=0)
. % - X—- X V=F |
3 ——e v, |
3 )
-8
. T Y T T ] ' | '
10 15 e % *

I,{m)

(a) +EYY X [HRAI0| WE B3l
I8 7. #8E2N

45 22 Y 35 48

{a} (1,
[ESSHAM=1.00, YIB=550(kN/m)

T8 8. BY dHg=o

BE 8l AdE PR E FES IR g2 o=
UERdTh fE5edAet S8 B AVVEEA
2lo] Helol] mE P2 ZA FA 2R EH A
ot gEo 2 FEL 3A el ok o3 T &
2 949 SeAs WAl T7HH B AHAA
HER AR o At P BeHor nH
+ AL obd& BAHoF drh

526 FATe] 7 WEel o
a9 82 AAE 10000919 A=
of W& 34 IS vepd Aok &

f

°{N ol
m& 4t

4o X
o o
L

Hm
]

Ao

102 E=RXpEES=EY H27R H10E

s 24(Monte—Carlo Simulation}2] HIHCOV,=0.5): XiZ|ARIAHEle Wl WE HB0] AHEX afMiiEr} 2

=20m, 1, =1m, COV,=0.5) R&k=0.135x10"*(m*/sec/m),

mmmmom==moos
045 = =%
0.4 —

3 -

>

2 0.35—

<

a

4
Lim)

(b) AELSE XPIMRAR0| mE HS
HEHs|

%A: _E'i [=1] 3_ gi

=5m, I, =2m, COVi=0.5) R&=0.271 10" *(m*/sec/m),
REE4ZAM=0433, YIH=433(kN/m)

o G,

2| HH A olo) mE HF shMARY

I~

_T
S
ru
of
18

el 280A olFe RES B

& Ve g FEE A7 32 99 UE
W ek 23 8(b)7h 18 S(@)ETh EYere] g
A7t 22 ol ARE T AR JBAE
grol AMEEIQ] Wl e WEdel o AL
A WE9L AA el glee o = Stk
FeApe] I 20 w2t FeAavt 2 99+
sty JERRIF BAHEE FAT A4 <
AEAFI= A438] T A%l B4=HL 9ler o]
of e} AFF, FETTEAL FFF EE SEOE
A v gl ¢ 5 Ao

rlu




S4A47t $REES Bt UX shie Ay

5]
2 IHPORN AE AT AHE NEG =
73R 327] —E—Eﬂl‘“} P v 712 HEE
A MY I SeASY gERRe AT

TE2F U= eﬂ%%‘:i sl 27 HEL
nHshe WY 2HEH Mol BEeARE s
o] HEH4E Vsl Ao UelR] ok thokst
ANk AEAFS Wt 9L ¢ 4 Uk

6.4 E

2 A= Foluh e 2 etz Eo] A3
23} 7|2 Aol A Q] 45 E(confined flow)o] T

5}0‘1 HEEA YRS sYstatt. 224 4
oy BAlg shte] e 1eidhs 9o

UehtA e Tha A|uke] YEASS wrdslr] 9
o] ESASE FREX} AT TEE WES
= AYBES vesle] F1H4 WEL Telsiarh 2

B8 g3taAHE o] gL
upskal z|upakel T7k
& st A AP E o] 83t FEEFH
SHE 971 $I3) Monte Carlo Al EH 0] A& 588381
t} O|2RE BA|50] BT 37 WEAo|
AE 58 5, 12 E 31| et o, 3t
F FEHAM Y FEFTAAN nAE g3 dAF
Sttt Ao EA4o B oR ¢l
FETTAA] A5A7E M 2 S e &
g8l HEALTt B A2 g Bk

FARe 53

2 Aol Aoldt vleAd

(1) Monte Carlo AlE 02| Aito] oJshH BEr
o] MigAor sty du ot & prEu
F2oAe] FoF9 dF 8 "e‘éol Aok &4
A dEE AdRet AR
ARH Fo|A e B o] 24 velylth &,
AT gt stolg o] P& AESOF St B}
-:Er FEHANMY FHAE & Bagh # ohel

FA L] ghofl uhet & HEAde Horh
@ vﬁ%-rjg/\}—i B FAFe

Bage Tﬂs}sau}. K2 BERS 2

HEA 4ol At gErh AA Yebned ole
K25 BIUE DTl YoM BRE
9l o] P4 B ARE FE AL oy
e AL ouolgith

@) FrAe] Bodt BEEATT GRY W A71VSH
A7t watgel] wet Y5Y, fFEFTEAN ¥
g9 gejo] FpAlee Bato) et 2HEH 9
Aozre 73 gherth Ad HES ARSI
AR A A1z Wetel| w2 d¥e
x| AR ) Asd gli 2 e A
A @t FEEIAe e e A
oA S Hge] mE PR A AT B
BH siMo) ot gEnt & &EE A vErta
Sich ofeidt FED )Y FoeAee el &
7Vl & AA HER PR ofFt At
P4 HeFos TejEE Ae ok

ik

P

MO
ret

BA7IE (2005), 2A LT

2. 4L, 98%E (2008), “ANkY] F04 HMEEE 1n 8 SEES
ad7pdel fE A9, PERPF Y, Add AT,
pp.111-123.

3. Ahmed, A. A. (2009), “Stochastic analysis of free surface flow
through earth dams”, Computers and Geotechnics, Vol.36, No.7,
pp.1186-1190.

4. Baecher, G. B., and Christian, J. T. (2003), Reliability and Statistics in
Geotechnical Engineering, John Wiley & Sons.

5. DeGroot, D. I, and Baecher, G. B. (1993), “Estimating autocovariance
of in-situ soil properties”, Journal of the Geotechnical Engineering,
Vol.119, No.1, pp.147-166.

6. Duncan, J. M. (2000), “Factors of safety and reliability in geotechnical
engineering”, Journal of Geotechnical and Geoenvironmental Engineering,
Vol.126, No4, pp.307-316.

7. Elkateb, T., Chalaturnyk, R., and Robertson, P. K. (2002), “An

overview of soil heterogeneity: Quantification and implications on

N of

geotechnical field problems”, Canadian Geotechnical Journal, Vol 40,
No.1, pp.1-15.

8. El-Ramly, H., Morgenstern, N. R., and Cruden, D. M. (2003),
“Probabilistic stability analysis of a tailings dyke on presheared
clay-shale”, Canadian Geotechnical Journal, Vol.40, No.1, pp.192-208.

9, Fenton, G. A., and Griffiths, D. V. (1997}, “Extreme hydraulic
gradient statistics in stochastic earth dam”, Journal of Geotechnical
and Geoenvironmental Engineering, Vol.123, No.11, pp.995-1000.

10. Fenton, G. A., Griffiths, D. V. (1996), “Statistics of free surface flow
through stochastic earth dam™, Jouwrnal of Geotechnical and
Geoenvironmental Engineering, Vol.122, No.6, pp.427-436.

11. Ghanem, R. G., and Spanos, P. D. (1991), Stochastic Finite Element-A
Spectral Approach, Springer Verlag, New York.

12. Ghiocel, D. M., and Ghanem, R. G. {2002), “Stochastic Finite-element

H HEHEZ DME REQLYN A8 HEEN A 103



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

104

Analysis of Seismic Soil-structure Interaction”, Journal of Engineering
Mechanics, ASCE, Vol.128, No.1, pp.66-77.

Griffiths, D. V., and Fenton, G. A. (1997), “Three-dimensional seepage
through spatially random soil”, Journal of Geotechnical and
Geoenvironmental Engineering, Vol.123, No.2, pp.153-160.
Griffiths, D. V., and Fenton, G. A. (1998), “Probabilistic analysis of
exit gradients due to steady seepage”, Journal of Geotechnical and
Geoenvironmental Engineering, Vol.124, No.9, pp.789-797.

Gui, S., Zhang, R., Tumner J. P., and Xue, X, (2000), “Probabilistic
slope stability analysis with stochastic hydraulic conductivity”,
Journal of Geotechnical and Geoenvironmental Engineering, Vol.126,
No.1, pp.1-9.

Hsu, S. C., and Nelson, P. P. (2006), “Material spatial variability and
slope stability for weak rock masses”, Journal of Geotechnical and
Geoenvironmental Engineering, Vol.132, No.2, pp.183-193.
Lacasse, S, and Nadim, F. (1996), “Uncertainties in characterizing soil
properties”, Uncertainty in the Geologic Environment: From theory to
practice, (eds Shackleford, CD, Nelson, PP and Roth, MIS.),
Geotechnical Special Publication, ASCE, No.58, pp.49-75.

Li, K. S., and Lumb, P. (1987), “Probabilistic design of slopes”,
Canadian Geotechnical Journal, Vol.24, pp.520-535.

Matthjes, G., Brenner, C., Bucher, C., and Soares, C. (1997),
“Uncertainties in probabilistic numerical analysis of structures and

BEAEEEE =2 Mo M08

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

solids-stochastic finite elements”, Structural Safety, Vol.19, No.3,
pp-283-336.

Rackwitz, R. (2000), “Reviewing probabilistic soils modeling”,
Computers and Geotechnics, Vol.26, No.3, pp.199-223.

Spanos, P. D., and Ghanem, R. G. (1989), “Stochastic Finite Element
Expansion for Random Media”, Journal of Engineering Mechanics,
ASCE, Vol.115, No.5, pp.1035-1053.

Srivastava, A., Sivakumar Babu, G. L., and Haldar, S. (2010), “Tnfluence
of spatial variability of permeability property on steady state seepage
flow and slope stability analysis™, Engineering Geology, Vol.110,
No.(3-4), pp.93-101.

Stein, M. L. (1987), “Large Sample Properties of Simulations Using
Latin Hypercube Sampling”, Technometrics, Vol,29, No.2, pp.143-151.
Sudret, B., and Der Kiureghian, A. (2000), Stochastic Finite Element
Methods and Reliability: a State-of-the-art Report, Tech. Rep. Report
No. UCB/SEMM-2000/08, Department of Civil & Environmental
Engineering, University of California, Berkeley, Institute of Structural
Engineering, Mechanics and Materials. "
Vanmarcke, E. H. (1983), Random Fields: Analysis and Synthesis,
The MIT Press, Cambridge, MA.

(497} 2011, 8. 10, AR Y 2011. 10. 21)



