gl 10FY 719 MolEs A stauus

g4 BE 545 ok ARl 34

&4 (Hgustn AARsH AL HA)
AR (Meusty NAHsH 2F)

1. /4 &

EQEH W o], 14 5 X 54 (Fig. N2 ¢t A9 #3o) 713 273
8ot dutH oz AlHe AFAHE =T o, st FFHE FAstA ofd o ¢
A& A4S AAse 497 g 28u, B2 A ¢t #as slue BdgHes
ded &3 Eoe A9 Bd&dn B 4P g5 WA g3 2 Fig. 2
T ol A% ¥ F Ae EF3HY FHEA AA, F A o4 A2 HI LA
o] g &5 (joint-joint system) & E4, /HNY HeF Atolo]l ¢ (rock bridge) 7t &)t
© &% 9 (joint-rock bridge system) A9 Afoltt. A9 Ay AL R AdHIt

o] ¥ ]
At stHde Gte] JEE AGF FIAIIEE Adel kA AAFHA 29l0]
g F Utk o] =FdAE FR ZA¢E FASE EAdEHe W A ¢ (rock
bridge) 8| R & ZAde EAESHY EX SA4F ApH AN A BAE vw B8
I g

Jennings(1970) = &Y H W Ao EAse EdS
I Zo] Hale AAA(persistence, K) & #A9st7,
9% AG AgH(R)E olai o 2ol A3t}

K=l : JL: @29 Zol, RBR: %29 Zo|

w3 T Abol9] ¢
ofel & HA &

off FJ

¢o=1-K)c,+ Kc; oo 9 B A Y
tang,= (1~ K) tan ¢, + Ktan ¢, FPME - PR
R=(o,tan¢,+ c,)A 0.0 BEE AEAE B 5439

e, Jennings(1970) 9] AS B-d&£wol U o Qo 744 sl @Al sE w3
Aoz

(in-plane failure) S L& RO Z A, Al A9 AL A 2T H& AFBEI} A
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FASWUT g 7299 w4

3 ooz 938 ot FY HHEA TR
57 (en-echelon failure) 7} Btk UnkA<Ql A 971 @ 4 AvH(Einstein, 1983).

71 APAHQ F71A o(Case 1, Case 2)E A, EA&HEY F2 54 b
T A% 37 EAS B 22z dok(Fig. 3). 7 oo A 4 AHEE A
FTAL obgs 2om, A 90° o WHH 2500kg/m’Y) @S FF R 45° o BAEW
AtZ+g 7t s

rir

ox Mo riu

1) Case 1: rock bridge is normal to sliding plane

R,+ Ry T, S+(cjto,-tang;) -

FS(safety factor) =~ = fotce — W- sind

2) Case 2: rock bridge is parallel to sliding plane

R,+R _ (¢, +o0,-tang,) - G+(c,+ o, tang) - !
driving force W- sin8

FS(safety factor) =

W: 33, 0 : 859 AAzhe o0 85 ¥ 27 £ 59
R; BA&U AG A, ¢, 90 EDSAY JHY # o1 2Z
Ri, Rt A9 918 2 AR AY, T, ¢, ¢ & G4 AFFE, A3 % op@ 7
Be) (g o)), A: BA&EY ol 11 EISW &F Aol ¥

g

T do] thsl EA&wY 744 /Ze] vlo] @ AHEE Hmd Hokdh Fig. 4= <A
AAJTE IMPaZ 7HAstgl & do AZA/] ¢dEE AT R22A4 Case 20Xt @
Mol FEFol AAREY 261 Z¢E THAT T ZA/AoH|AA Case 1°]
Case 20 Hisf 2u) ol EorAd tH&E HMolx Jow, Case 18] B¢ #Aol/7t4 w7}
oF 0.05, Case 2014 E ¢ 002 o, FAFe] 19 A e =gt A2 E4HA
th. webA Case 13 Zo] EQGEH Alojoq AFFHe HE2 A% %7t B} ot
T w3o] Hoy AOE BaHD, of A$ Ax Al B A £} A9 A/ ] HlI
2 M9 A A A=E viws E A# (Fig. 5), dZ A9 A4/4e] vlo] g <
A ARAEE o] 7+7 H7} 005 ol A$ IMPa olF22 #43 Fsst gl A
Hol kAN W Fojst "esy, MAS LY FAHY Z=2IHd <A UDECUTASCA,
1993)& ol &3ty M me A¥s} F AT Uk BAEHI Gt AW E3hd G
2 AASAL AS, YA AAAEE Bo Frtsted o] 7+A w7t 01018 ®, 1MPa
ooz F43 Zrtsle B 1 @Al Tude ¢ F Ao

2o
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W O2E de 955 A2e] ANSE i AW RA
S} wape] WalE HolT Utk (Fig. 6). AHS oA
e oyl ARTEEY GHOEA AYH AYY B3L Hol: HFYolr, ol VY
sggteol $EST Utk ARE Wy Wbl wet 3 5749 F(A-B, B-C. C-D, D-E,

29 230 o8 A

E-F)ez 7E39E o, B-CY C-D F 77lAM vy & R w7t EAsA
B-C 7zt E Eo] 30m o4 #7 o7t ¢ 35me] ALE FL 2/HEA SR
on, C-D #ZME vZd &2 Hd st JA F sfrelA LA T o #72¢
AqME AR 935 & A7 st AL U

A AE uy e E B8] 8 EAdE&H Y dol§ T HA TS A
st (Fig. 7). E9&HY ZolE zasA 42 WA 54 34 24, F 72 EF 3%
3 4] siFstx] &3 Utk F Zone B-CAME T /M9 & 729 #7] H3s LA
Aol B7sty, H7] dAo nuald HFS AL oia T HNE AASL 3
o 23y, Y 1 Ag5d dE 4 EAEHEY AH AolE JMEF 248 MY H
Al &9 A& AAE A, Zone B-Co C-DollAM Al ZAg #7] o3 & ¥ 2F
ZE3] AdFE F Y £ AHE 2 & AN olEHE A= Gk AbEY 5 7}
S0l Bd&we W o], 74 5 BEX S 9HF FHol ASS AT Utk

o] AbHolA WA R H7] B g BEALEEH X AP d¥FS £H3
7] 98 #2718 FAsE F AU Set 1§ ddoZ F A7) 2 (Y Adse &
B ZAE st B4 ZALE AASAT Set 1 EGEHY o] 2 71Ae &EY
TEEE o8 AR o8] =9 " R(Priest and Hudson, 1976, 1981: Wallis and King,
1988) 3} 7ol &9 A4 BX T power-law X9 FEIE Holx glow, 53] Zolq
A& F3 Nz 4 ZAAqAME ¥ZAd FRAY power-law X9 EAFE Holx U
(Fig. 8). o133 BA&W Zolo 3 Wx BIXE dA Zo] o4 Ed&Ho O
A HE 2 AS B4 Ee FHAY £ Qlo] olE o] &3 ¢t £/ EE AMHY FH A
FIE & 7 Ue & 1R EdSHY I 4 S FAHSEEN AIH A MY o
g Hoh AFAHA HARE ATY F Ak 53] ZAAGY EAESH X did £4&
AAg A#} (Fig. 9), 2AHY FEQA B3 HA EAESHEY Wixe dxrt §43
F7tete A2 & 4 don, 53 A7 vy 2 AFAA kA /o] ¥zt 0.05 32 7
RE&E & F Ut oY HAas A AMHAA w3 speAdH wa EAy JA &
o ¥ 547 4T [ Ao, 53 £ 2 549 45 #AAN did E4H
X0 g olsi= AE I E oldste T ZAHAR G848 F U

ol 2 B>
T -
2 orir

2
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4. 4 £

of oA BASWY BE S4o] Aol dAAel EAE JPl HE FAE AU
243} olo] th@ Al BAS FRaUT. 1 A% Ade BEARCE FgAE BASH

o Aolst xtA/dol ol o) Fmel Aol 5 BFAe Huisk BF A9 FFo| Wl
shul, olo] osl AbEel Al Az FFE FE ROE FANUL $4Y

[¢]
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Strike
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properties of discontinuity

Fig. 1 Distribution

a) b)
I’/
\

gl rock bridge

Fig. 2 Multi-plane sliding of rock slope. a) Joint-Joint, b) Joint-Rock bridge system

Fig. 3 Sliding cases of rock bridge(normal(a) or parallel(b) to sliding plane) system
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Case 2: C=2T i ' Dry condition
2 — L Saturated condition
[+] \
@ 5 ' "
b3 \ & Dry condition : UDEC(DEM code)
z =
- [+, -
§ Case 1 5
s > |
§ g 10
s g |
3
= 05
(&)
00 X 02 o ol ' T T T v T T
Spacing(S) or Gap(G)/trace length(A) 00 0. - 03 04 05
Spacing(S)/Trace length(A)
Fig. 4 Safety factor analysis Fig. 5 Critical tensile strength of rock bridge
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Fig. 6 Failure patterns of case slope
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Fig. 7 Stereographic analysis to be considered discontinuity distribution properties
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Frequency

Lo s asal

Cumulative Frequency

7 interval: 20cm
1 Power-law: D=1.10 !

Exponential: lambda=0.976E-2 ' \ |
|

8. Il
T T T T T )

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 10 100 1000
Trace length(m) Trace Length(cm)

Fig. 8 Statistical characteristics of Set 1 discontinuity trace lengthdistribution properties

Spacing(S)/Trace length(A)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13
Distance(m)

Fig. 9 Spatial distribution of Set 1 discontinuity distribution properties
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