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Development and Application of Risk Assessment Model for

Rainfall-Triggered Shallow Landslide

Student : Hsin-Ting Su Advisors :  Jinn-Chuang Yang
Yin-Lung Chang

Department of Civil Engineering

National Chiao-Tung University

ABSTRACT

Landslide is one of the major natural hazards which may lead to serious
loss of life and sediment deposition‘inireservoir. Recently, numerous numerical
models based on infinite slope stability. theory have been widely applied to
forecasting and establishing Suitable strategies for landslide. However, such
deterministic models might fail :to forecast landslide when the uncertainties of
hydrogeologic parameters are significant. This study presents a risk assessment
model explicitly considering the uncertainties of hydrogeologic parameters for

rainfall-triggered shallow landslide

From the “rainfall-triggered shallow landslide model” developed by Tsai
and Yang (2006) along with the first-order second-moment method (FOSM), the
statistical features of safety factor due to random hydrogeologic parameters,
including hydraulic conductivity (Ks), cohesion (c), friction angle (¢), and unit
weight of saturated soil (), are quantified. Moreover, based on the normality
assumption of safety factor, the risk assessment model is developed which
enables the determination of reliability for slope stability during rainfall

duration.

Hypothetical examples are utilized to examine the developed risk



assessment model. The examination is conducted through the comparison of the
reliabilities calculated by the developed model and Monte Carlo simulation
(MCS). The results indicate that the normality assumption of safety factor and
the FOSM are applicable for risk assessment of landslide, regardless of the

uncertainties degrees of hydrogeologic parameters.

After the proposed model has been examined, it is applied to Shaluan
sub-basin located in the watershed of Shihmen reservoir with the rainfall event
during the invasion of typhoon AERE, 2004. The application results show that
the slope failure after AERE with lower reliability is consistent with the field
data in most areas. Although the slopes with relatively small reliabilities in some
areas near the stream have not failed yet, the engineers should pay more
attention to such areas preventing the sediment deposition in reservoir. From the
application, the proposed risk assessment.model is applicable to large-scale field
problems, which assists the.engineers:establishing suitable strategies according

to various degrees of reliabilities.

Key words: slope stability, safety factor, reliability, uncertainty, First-order

second moment



B PR I
2 g B bbb I
ADSIIACT. ... v
B T ettt bttt et e e VI
Ze B B ettt VI
BBl B 0 ettt nes IX
B B 2 ittt e E ettt ettt et nr e XI
B R T e 1
11 BT B EE P e 1

1.2 ?}gk‘?*}ép ........................................................................................ 1
121 B3 42 T2 178030 ittt i 1

122 T & %8 A iz B #Hl3hh @B 50 . 5

1.3 A3 3280 3 ST s 7
I 4 SRS 8
R IEHAFLEBEGNE D 9
21 "ERGIFHE P R ML T FFTGRE A 9
2.2 By MR PRI HENZE D 11
221 B E GBI AT 11

222 B B FBATR B AT i, 13

2.2.3 = FFZ SUAETE i 15

2.3 ettt 19
R OB RIS BRI e, 20
31 2 HFBATRE B AT i, 20
311 FUIRRTEE FHAEGE™ 20

312 B FRATR B A T coereieeieeieeeeeeee e 20



BT =2 1 E g S 21
B T e 23
I 7 23
3.2.2 BB S BBt = ok R B TR AR 23
323 BGFERHAI A THRBD s 25
I N R e o e N 25
325 & > B fi A 7 B 2 FE e 26

E T s 30
R A LA R 30
F D RE T 30

4.1.2 3N T A e 30

57 LN BIIE TR e i Ml 35

VII



% 1.1
%21
% 2.2
% 3.1
% 3.2
% 3.3
% 3.4
% 35
% 3.6
% 3.7
% 4.1
% 4.2
# 4.3

# B &k

B vh3 s AR 2R 3 02 LB e, 45

R R T LN - I 46
B SBEB BHO B e 47
IR GIB » B BT D 48
B SR B A TR D BBEER T e 48
BB B A TR B B HER oo 48

PIRARG A R B Sz B3 A 48
5 20 ) PFZ F 2 A BV IR 49
520 pFZ % > GEIEE L VIR A 49
5 20 P PFEZ T BB PY R A i 49
SR UL S T e e S A 50
R IR TR S O 51
B FE B e BEEEE 51

VIl



1.1
® 1.2
Bl 2.1
R 2.2
® 2.3
W 3.1
#l 3.2
& 3.3
] 3.4
®l 3.5
& 3.6
& 3.7
®l 3.8
® 3.9
i 3.10
@ 3.11
® 3.12
® 3.13
& 3.14
@ 3.15
f® 3.16
W 3.17
f® 3.18
® 3.19
® 3.20

Ly BT R B v 52
BT E ) B AR I oo 53
A~ E I MR EERET LB e, 54
FTRIEEFE N FN A TR s 54
— PE D FAEIE T B TN AR e 55
FEL TV A AT LB 56
BIRATR R A T2 % 2 BT HF B VBB o, 56
o AR Y I IO 57
AR BT 2B BB s 57
FEAEE X > G BB 58
KA BE G X RECIIRE e, 58
PR AR A M GR] 59
BEAMSF B R S BT B e, 59
B LHS Bogi 2 AR A A Bl 60
U-FOSM 2_ % 2 RBH F 18 o 61
U-FOSM 2_ % > ZBEEE X e 61
U-FOSM Z_ T LB ittt 62
M-FOSM 2_% 2 8P 3 B oo, 62
M-FOSM 2_ % 2> B X e 63
M-FOSM 2_ 7 FL B i 63
520 FERAFETMZE > GEEMMEB .. 64
520 P BRAETHEZZ>GEENB .o, 64
%20 FFP R AR T2 % > B EREB o, 65
% 20 PFY MEZ AT Z X > GREEMEB] . 65
520 PFZHMEPRRTMEL 2 GREERB] 66



® 3.21
® 3.22
® 3.23
W 4.1
& 4.2
B 4.3
& 4.4
Bl 4.5
®] 4.6
&l 4.7
i) 4.8
Rl 4.9
&l 4.10
B 4.11
R 4.12
i 4.13
& 4.14
& 4.15
/] 4.16

LG B2 APHIEL O RB 66
TP ABAEIE L 2 AR L BB e 67
FORARZARETFA VB s 67
FI BT B Bl et 68
BT B R EEAE B Bl e 68
AR P L E LS ERB 69
F)RaEE BTARR EET B e 70
Pyl iFE g Fgm,\ 0 ) [T 70
a4 % 12 R B T ) 71
o B Anis w24 TR A B e, 72
e B ANTE R 36 P T AR T Bl e 73
o B4 fs % 48 ) TG A 15 Bl e, 74
THIRE R 1818 F % A e 75
kS FE T2 P A2 PR 2 GHA TR o, 75
B0k BB FE TN 2R A EER S HA TR e, 76
Bv: S FE TN F 6L DB TR s 76
LSBT FEETNEZ F 48 ) PEE 2 GEA TR s 77
%> G PAREL 2SS R R SER(THE S L) 7
Z >l PEREL BIBE SEB(TEE ] ). 78



5%

d0/dy

= C(y)2- %] & ;

L S G

+ % 2 #(Covariance) ;

% B % #c(Coefficient Of Variation) ;
k4 FEHEc A& (hydraulic diffusivity)

Ao e TR

% > T #(Safety Factor) 5
ERR AT
TR

% & 5 & (rainfall intensity) ;

= AfHFEaE

¢ fr-k 4 @ 3 % fc(hydraulic conductivity) ;
i £ (Load) ;

= 5

re Fu(Resistance) ;

*# % 2 pr (rainfall duration) ;
PR S

% B #c(Variance) ;

Lo TR

#3 # R (slope angle) ;

Xl



v = 7 B (reliability) ;
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H P d, i A 43 T oKk iz (groundwater table) (L) » 4o B12.147 % o
g

FHE LR ER Sdiz 0 22 KRGS RER 0 RIS AL

TR
0
a—;’(du,z) —cos’a (2.4)
TR BN A R RIE A G A B R e T 2 N
e
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Z—Z(O,t):—IZ/KW +cos’a  ifw(0,/)<0 and ¢ <T, (2.5)

w(0,)=0 if (0,1)>0 and t<T, (2.6)
oy ) :
8—Z(O,t):cos a ift>T7, (2.7)

#? [,% % & 35 & (rainfall intensity) (LT™Y) 5 7, % * & uf p(rainfall
duration) (T) -

B ficid = ;2 + > Tsaiand Yang (2006) ) *  *T~ % ;2 £f2:4(2.2)
W HA-B2.2477 0 FABRE R R 2 B 0 4 )]-fq\/\ SRR A 7 =
B U SN(2B) BRA R AT o FE LG 2 BAKE NS ENT
(w(0,0)<0) > A7 % 2 » B2 BRIFIFET - BPFIE; XA 2 45
2 B4R AR (p(0,0)>0)0 &7 AL Z F IR % (ponding) > T r % i

QAR A G R 0 R Y m A e k4 R (overland flow) KRBT 0 s g
>

Bohoo ZBREREEEE D Ao (2.6)57 0 B ETRA K

228 R AHBRGITGHES
221 # F R ¥ EHEL T

218 T a sl e YN TFTREN 2 A7 0 2L
T2 TSk 77 Aok BEGERK,) G~ 2 EECE E
Gow) ~ BB A () B3 b (HE > FIM R G IBR RN E 2 2§ Al dg
FAET R R SRR e A ke d 2 AT L

e Bt AT
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(D4 fek 4 &% i

i yx Gelhar (1993) = Fetter (1994)2_ 77 7 » &8 fo-k 4 B H Glicz 55 %
B S BV AT ¥ e~ W (log-normal) o ¥ oA R A 3ET o H T 35E
BELLBE L plder) 2 (sand) ~ 4 2 (Silt)2 AR 2 (clay)z & ok 4 8%
% BT ¥t A w) g 5 10°~107 m/sec ~ 10°~10° m/sec#r 10°~10™ m/sec >
ook 4 BEGEARE L2 R FEFIPA £04~26-
(2)Co

iz 5 Iverson (2000) ¥ 33t b B3 2472 B ¥ F K T Co& v ook
PG LR 2 B A Aok 4 83 B 40 213 i & (order)
P CoR| 8 4e 9213 2. < /| » FlptAp ot defook 4 B Blic Coz % 8
ARRIE ] AT A F0k o
REE: €413 il W S E =5 = & 1

IZ%@Q H P‘dﬂ?lﬂ 2_ ApLBf '\?JEJ‘ » 22183 £22% *hH "’Tﬁimﬁﬁ o
4 iggf&”frﬁ i~ E ~ B A P @#&i St i ]“J' Flod 2227 B A4
=F 7 &5 2 %3 fi(Coefficient Of Variation, COV) » = &+ 7 iF

-

O d b e EApHA TERE G R 2 RE Bk BT

LWIRRESIEALE SR od 221V AR B AEELT LW EXR L
FEAGZET > Ahr 8- HERIEefEET LA EL T o
@ ¥ F58ip b1

Chowdhury and Xu(1993) ~ Christian et al. (1994)¥2 Husein Malkawi et al.
(2000) 3 4 1 2 AL SRR BH L RS T2 AR E ) AT
ferd oo 5 Chenetal. (2007)3p 158 % 4 frBgedpedrds Tokizg B - 2

P SEFAAMET RS LT 0 7 A HARL T Al

12



(independent) - tx 2 < Bk fr-k+ BE R~ Co~ 2 & HE 2 F ~
AREFGBEELTRL I ApHE s P13

222 ¥ F 2 ESB R A

o g SRR T 2 A B G R TET AL L

S ﬂﬁbjxéfajé-;ﬁd R RAIT2ZHETT > Fitbr ok 4 B Gl 2 &

frl i E o REG Z AL R HE 2 GELPPRRE UL %
s 2By AR AR S [ Rl BRI R L AR

AR BT 4 5 ko is(local)sz FEag (global) 2 78 # 0 AT o

BV B A TR T %ﬁ%ﬁﬂiwmwww%@&ﬁﬁ%”ﬁﬁﬁ*%?

S o T RN BEA M ER R G ERE - BT Rk
BT 20 PE F L RNEE LB BT AT T
ars = OES D0 N (2.8)
Toox, |
B ¥ x, &7 %niE b B Sd ) AFS, R T Flx,2 B0 @i 2 & > ek
FE o F Y RQE)T AR IS R AL S EE R AT

M2 e RPFP & 2R AR R KA LHE > FEAFE
B2 L7 e

ERTE AL

FER AR B AT RN B T 28X X = [Xo,. X0 > TR
) T TR R ERN > EAAEFERPFREBE AR EE 2
B F 1T AT L RIIE SRR 2 AL M AR S

SLEE RS S3 R RE Y
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(1) ¥ F S84k 0 23220 &3 F LA EFEL$73 % > e fok 4
BEGE I EA{CE L BB 2 REL S R T AR
Koz 8% 7 FD - FPRFHELELX g 2wy 742
P~k 7% (Latin Hypercubic Sampling » LHS) (McKay, 1988) it 5 B~ 2. =
& o d AWLHSE 5 b Bk =t ficd 3 P-4 3 i A% (unbiased) 2 £ 5
McKay et al. (2000)4& 1 H 4 %] if & i® 5 i3t ﬁi%] > S BB 2. 1 E o LHS
Befh B AT R o

(2)% 2 G- B I TR I R HI LR R (D)
WP R KeSge oo PR BZKRE > ikl > 7 AEE
A58 & 77 5 FSixx = [FSy, F'So,..., FSk] °

(3) & B S-#k i A1+ (standardize) 1 %, 2 frdc® # i (centralize) : # Zx(1) & #
F(TEF 2 Koy TR e 2GiRETE P2 E x5 F - F

A g B S RV 2 Rl L e T

z, =0T f=1.2.0K, n=12,..,N (2.9)

FS' =FS, -FS, k=12,...K (2.10)

oo Xps $nif s FEELSAXBH2EHBE > X, Zo, » 55 5nk
R Szt AT o E (sample mean) E R L Loz, 5 X2 AR HE

FS, 541% $kxPoth S @t B 2% > tadic; FS 5% KB % > fadier

PTE2ZHATEE S FS 5 FS 2.7 & Vil o

@) s w i I HJE)EF L Koz, £ FS TR fF - 7 AR

T TR TE Y Y L. EN Tt

Fs' =Sz, (2.11)

n=1
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=
e
k!
ki
S
oy
=
Ele]
4{@
o3
ol
-3
N
[
p
‘?-‘s\\;
At
g
P
=k
s
S
oy
=k
-‘ﬁ
Jm
[

PO e - BRI APE ) B L 2 g A2 g R A

SRR e F A HEARA o BIR R GO ¥ Sl %1

0%}
>
S

ETRS

B SR RAHE AT T > Aok BRGNS 2 B
BE GRS HRERE LR AR (SRR EA3LE) -

I A2 b ¥ 2T E S0 f(performance function) T 5 ¥ LR A 720 %
Foooom ¥ Slo- B R L

AT (2.12)

®f=

U =

(2.13)

v RESA BN A S AR BOKE R F o A R A (213)2 T
BoRTEIESTLEX 2 GEFSZENGN2L) 0 P FHETT AR
ope ™ 3 T RN A

a,, :R{gzl}:R[FS >1] (2.14)

Y SRR
e* - - EZNFHBRIT LRSS 2 B 4 H 5
()% > GfichizF My 2 (7 LA ip 1% (reliability index):*+ & - 12
T S B S Bk o
(D= > Gt Fpt
N(2.14)¢ FiTE S f 2 @]»IFSJ»NIE——WFI\F B 5 B Xy # B
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FS=f(X)=f(X,,....X,) (2.15)

#FSrL % 3 # s #ic(Tayler series) e BExo B B ¥ F 40T 3 f250 ¢

FS =FS +E — | (X —-X )+
0 n_l[an ( n nO)

n Xg

(2.16)
%ZZ[aXaX J (X, = XX, =X, )45

i=l j=1 %

B FSo=f(Xo) s e M2 BRNP Z 2 BIFIE o FF A Lo
(216)% = FErtt 2 BEEIE > BIFST - #H ff i+ 5

FS ~ FS, + i[%} (X, -X,,) (2.17)

9(2.17) 5 A2 475N o Ttk gp &t e & (linear combination) & 32 > &

BB X S Mt (W= [t s gy 0 e 5 nIBs S dics T35 5 BIFSZ 3

% & (expectation)= & 2 #c(variance) ¥ £ &

E[FS]zFSO+i(aiJ:] (1, - X ;) (2.18)
Var[FS]~ iﬁ:( J(%] Cov(X,.,Xj) (2.19)

HYE[R 2 TE s Va2 82 #ic; Covih £ £ %8 fic - 1(2.18)
(219)7 maEEL AN & T &

ElFs]~ /(u) (2.20)
Var[FS]~s'C s (2.21)
He G52 %P e L (covariance matrix) ; s=V, f(n) °

i 0 TR ATFPARE R TR ET v BHBIT RS TR
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FA A ok BE Gl 2ol mE R B RS B8 T 4
2 A FEE (e rok 4 BEGEZ AT GRF BARS REF) T e B4
Bl EARRMIE G B TR E5N(21) ~ (220)2(221) 0 2 AT AR ES
a2 B 8 % B BdoT T

\

“

tanE[¢] E[w(Z.0)]y,tanE[g] Elc] (2.22)

FS|=
B[] tana  E[y,|Zsinacosa  E[y,]|Zsinacosa

Var[FS|= (@;) Var[¢]+ [aitjzvar[ﬂ/m]

(o o

(2.23)

c 7

:{[ 1 E['//(Z_,t)]%v (SeCZE[¢])}2Var[¢]

tane  E[y]Zsinacose

E[w(Z.1)]7, @nE[¢]~E[e] }

Var
' E[?’sm]ZZSinacosa 7]
2
i 1 ) Var|c|
E[y..]Zsinacosa
2
4l - 7Wtan_E[¢] }Var[w]
E[y..]Zsinacosa

#2282 Q23)¢ > 2 el F RS BELEE TR
2 THE R R RTEAL (T AR A21E £22) 0 A R KRB
2R R F - IR o

dON s M B R (NQ2) o ek BE G 5T AR
T2 P il 247 LR kmy=g(K,) 7 Sdkg® 45522

3 5027) c FlAp ROT AT S B R B2 4T > Dot AR 2
o R4 REZ WY B R R g 250 (218)8 X (2194 7 &
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E[y]=¢(E[K.]) (2.24)

2
Var[y|= [a%gj xVar[K, | (2.25)
ElK.u

sat

9(224)& 58(225)¢ > d ook 4 BE G DY BEE PR HL
G FILORA KW Y EE[Y]T B A T A g Y H g e
RHCR 4R e A B4 CRFREEKLFE Y Mh LB ERA £
o ppY A L AR ROy 0K, c HAANT A7 5

o _2(E[K,]+aK, )~ g(E[K,]-AK, )
oK 2AK

sat sat

(2.26)

H o ARy %7 K2 B[ H £ o
Q)7 LA tE

gt T E e ffar LIFASRE T 32 #3362 FRCIH1PHEE),
GEEE ¥ E- LR E S

poELEIL (2.27)

Var[FS]

FRARpHRA - BIAERT P AT ARS Kz h o HE
AL R AT RRARE o Flptd 2 (Q27)F 4§ E[FS]S 2t 1 F Var[FS]
oo TR RAEREZ R ) 5 F 2§ E[FSI IR AR RRINE
Var[FS|z- i 4em & % o

14% Yarahmadi Bafghiz and Verdel (2005)2. 7 § > % 2> #2885 % &

S BCA RAT S K AT ﬂtbéﬂ A ?j’L)iaRE? 7 & -

¢%E=®IEL§HZE}=¢4ﬂ] (2.28)

JVar[FS]
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PP ORAREY A TR R S

SR 0 R F - PEC AEE AR T AR P2 B AR F] 2.3
om0 B AP e fook 4 B il T EARREL 0 d N(224)%
(225)3 B R4 RGP EEEREL > e b BB LIE s T hE2 TIHOEE
BEL 4 NQ222)2 FRW)FEE 2GR BEZD Y EHEEL o BEFT
dFRANFETIARE A d FQ22)FIFIAE > T AARARR P
g 'R AR R AR | o

g

i

2.3 /).

3iF

%ﬁii%@iiﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&%?%ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁ %&?%%*
Bl B8 v 3R > T B AGUR R ERT 2 X g iE R T

(1) = B e R BE 3 3% T A3 2
f.‘L_'.‘Co"

o

B Ues B 2K BB Al Tk

Q& T AR > doit A B VR F A n E -

(B)F TE AT T E 2z 5 B T2 R k-

(A0 TrEa sl B M LSRG P ARS KLY ER R
£ -

(5) fI* FOSMr2 & 3 S s B4 -kef2 LB R A 3 5 % » i
T e R -

6)d % 2 2 THBELFIEETIA

(MEFHZA)-O)L FRIPM = Blopgs v LRSI 2 -
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2 > .

SR AHY TEBEHE N NN GRS L S A
D AR R RO FR TSR R AT R R HC 2

ISR NSRS AR AR S RER > Gl B A R

4~

7

N -

8- g XAE

W

!

4 o

)
<

N

303 SR R A

g 221 ] F¥ TSI FELS TS R > Aok B E G R

B4 BELS IR fcE L L LRI IR E T Rl AE

Fod AT B AR e B SEEHE > il FEER -

3.1.1 R bR & F S8cE
BT - BRARINEFE IS Rkadoqmd ko B2k R L FE RB

G dn o0 3 KRR (a)s 3BMER(d,) s 32 % B T ok E(d,) R
27T 2 2% Eo CoBl %% Iverson (2000)2 #7 7 % %5 0.1 0 3% 3+ Sodicde
2 31 %m o s ARz FRS I HAE U AT B8 D
(2005)#-"% &% e AU B v FAPFREE S % A & 7 o hoB] 3.1 A7 o RIpH

oAl AEA R A AT B R b S K 2 Bk
Flpt A R R BRA G s waed] o 2 A g 100 2 0 A

PR S 5 P e

3.1.2 B IR R A A5
B RACR B A FTIRA > & £ 31
H

2
r:'
¢ -k R d( Aok B G GRS - BA S g
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{rH = E X) A %g;al%]?ﬂlian_ﬁ_\ 50%% 2500 - 3+ % %78 it

R 2 GEE S LR EF A AR A LR
AFS©6) =I5 =15 1000 (3.1)
FS
®AFS(%) it % % > iz e R A 0 FS A TG i~ SlcE

P
% SRR o RS R ok 32 2 [ 3.2 #rA o &
¢E P A Bl 32 ¢ uiEE A od £ 32 F Avw > ¥z

MEGREA R 2B BY B2 T > R

Bh o~ §REER AL THE2 250%F > X > REIFE AR E
338.55% ; @ A E 4 M4 5 LIDiE 2 250%FF 0 % > fcTRE R A r
57.06% - 4p & 3 > % > B B RE A CH & U efok 4 B E

AR F 2 B 4 A el 50%PE 0 % 2 Gl R A
Bl % 29.08% ; m rig éi?'fr'f}ii % 8 “ﬁii‘a se 25006P% > % > talicic

L 106% 0 T ARG SR £

=l
>

3.1.3 BRI B A

7
=
=
.
»

AT e 222 &oTik o R BRI 2 BEE SRR S -
It e = E s e fook 4 BEGEIE SR LN E LR 2 B ,ﬁ,ta
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BEp®dc P A2 20l ¥ B (S ) )N TR
B A4 v ST
FS=0.000155+0.347 ¢+0.334¢-0.194y_, +0.0157K _ -0.000037I_, (3.2)

Ao PR AR o 4 33 1 EMRERA T2 & SRR A ik

* °
AERAR R AT ﬁbﬁﬁf BB 5 S B R B 5 (entire domain) o 2
SIS R A RES P L HERCHE N EL B ERAT - 0

\\\?{r

£ SO RN BB S (F > )2 PR o] 3.3 1 W) 3.6
Sror o0 d B YOV Ao AE A B i}gﬁ:frﬁ TET D> G A VJJ}%’%&@Q

L 2 MR B

<k

Bz Rhfrdpo MG A BiE e 2 GEEND
AR R R PARR S AR o WPEGRABH Y > Al B LY
ooddpfokd @E GEAVRA BB > R E [ PR R SRS
KEEEFREE A g0 TR H Rl ok s @8 SR D Gl B

w
<

2
Ik

=g

ik
PR A > 4o 3.6 o WP 4w 1.0x10° 2 1.0x10" m/s 2 RN 0 4
frokd BEGHEET P OB PR EBN L L BRI - > AE
fook 4 BEGEchy TR BEERY BIFERELE DL o FRERS K

| 2 2t -

5
ot

FERE SR P RE:E 505 ST STy :

Sivakumar Babu £ Mukesh(2003)4; &1 /& # -REf il 2 7 R R § £ & 2 &
¥

Y

=

Ik
4

T FpBE AR H TR R hlcih M MAERE A A 2 R T
FER A -

TRBREL AR I REI
Hirdz 2 a2 8RS o ntefokd B dGip 3 8R4
SRR H R A 2] FIaE 2 b R BN L R R

FEMIRERATZ S P FAF

‘q%\

4

>
-
(m
Ees

pr k2 ARmEPEEEN TR
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3.2 b '3 RN R
AW PR E AR A RE GRS R TR RS

AR AR RIT ARALT AR o R R

b PR LAY EAR FRERS U X

¥
=
p
-5

POREEA TP H IR RER AT VARALILERT 2RI F S

B RER GRS R R E RS BT kA

d
=
=
i
R
31
—
5
)
g
I
4
A
e
(w
™ oy
e
T+

\\\?{r
P

TRrYE 3Ll P ERERAFARZEE P A TR TG
TG B AL RBASVEEICEFELFRASG P THEAS

—_

8\

5] 5 30° ~ 15000 N/m? 12 2 %MMNMP;&&%HTQ%%%@W&;%%%:

FREA G TiaE s 1.0x10° misece o *5= pF - S 4Ei2 B >l A
RSN r el L FRERRARREYTREE > A% 2 195 Chen et al.

3.2.2 ¥ F 3Pt i TR R T AL R
(1) 3-8 1k = e

Awmc e RS Y LHS (v 0 F o2 i1 £ > 25}
P~k % Bl b pE

N
=t

PR R E R TR R A
Br RPN AR ARSI F 2R D SRR



B AP R FI 2 A R Sl K AR PR ez £ -
PR R AR EGY 0 RS 2 R Tkt > Tt A
WY MR IE L2 Sl P B 3.7 T A ARG TioEe g
AZ IPHEFLEHEMGR > Y TOEL M PHEHFLTE
[(Fe T —% b3k L5 ) /% 6% 2T 5% [x100% - 4 § 3.7 ¥ 7
g Bk e 3t 1,000 PF o AR EEL B PR B BT 2 B AR R 2 B
o TR A AT L 0.1%2 B o FIR R R B¢ S8 Pk X oK T
1,000 =x -

(2) B~k TR A2

TEP Z A PR AEPHk 1,000 = TV R HH M Rad A
A2 BRARA C BELAIBRELE o F L FEA T T S
BOBEARE B A A BB RETN T2 A ER G LR A
34 Bt e {cH i E A2 BB Nl w i 024 22 003 & 7
Rg P47 LB RELI G o G RRS RE b <7 09>

-

MG 135%z S F Btk g R 2 B E > Fp A F R RS 0 0
FHERRS 2P RTHEFE I RILZL 107 o A~ 5 R 17 R 30
ZARAPREDIVEERR S PIEB TR R SRR E A
(mixed distribution) » 7 T E R 4 AN EELEF K EA T @ FEH R
oo A ORRFERIL G E B L ACE R R L TP R L T
% Bl4c®] 3.8 77 o

ol T AR R B 2 AT E I L B u A R ]

Y

bo%k b 22 T3 (15,000 N/m)E % £ (1B B 2 bk bla 2

7

\%

fe
et

&=
4a

13,500 N/m?) = Bl 3.9 #77 % & %X Gl R 4 Boff B 05 AR s 2 A 5
Bl d BP VA AP RO BBk REAR
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SHASLG L A TI0E R L R

v g
TEZFLZRRS > a § A | FRIZRY EATFZET o

323 b 'R fs“,:;\?ﬁj o

R FZDFRGTRRNEZ 2B
A BE G /AR CBRBLEI B E rE 2 THEEEREL 5 R
322 &t ¥ ar s GRS L PR TR RS E T RIL2 IR F AR

SUH R AR 2 6P 0 F S RHOREARTH R B2 AR R

R AT R BT N2

Elx]= J? xf (x)dx (3.3)

Varl ] [ ] -(E[]) EFE (e[ v (] @)

R ox 3REUEEBRE ARG TIRRS B2 H M-

FOSM # £ -

324 b &R SRS 5
GRE4 BRI %)% e i T (U-FOSM) > B 3.0 I 3.12

S AR R RIER S TN > A Y ‘ﬁﬁé”;éﬂ%*?

LAEETZ B o0 k- S8 TIOE AT BROIFE !

BRI E 2% R GES Y ESE A% 2

‘I‘

il

FERHF A H o d B 3127 v A% GEP Y E A L2 AT
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SEA TP AAZINEERE T2V EIRERN S A MEEE R
b3 ET R R AL GED] 10% 0 4 PR R F IR EE R 2 IR TOE
IB'I

ﬁ%" R RSP ITRENW ST S TP S

- AR SRS (322 S (R3) L 2 (M-
FOSM) - Bl 3.13 & 3.15 #f7m 4 & 5 @B 4 BT R "=t B %
IR ST YL EENL Ly AR 2 RS S

PSP L R O IR RN I & B SR SR NN

REZ 2D ARSI EFET AT 2L A )RR TR 2
ﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁJﬁ?%ﬁﬁ?lﬂﬁféﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬂﬁ@ﬂm Ho s
B2 BHEET LA (B 3A5) M A A B T FAT 238 S % (F
3.12) -

ﬁ

FE AR b GUR T LS PERE T UFEE LA
T oA BEERA LT EAEAEE AR BT 2L (T RARAAHEHR
M) P oh R FETMARR B PRARAED A o

325% >R ¥ B4 v IRK2ZFH

Bl 3.16 % B 3.20 757 A W 5 AT B S AT S KT o
e REETEES 20 B pF2 1,000 B > Gl A n R X > 1
B IR 0 BT 28 AP X >R AT SREE vt

-

f

ESE o DA ANT I I

J B 3.16 2 B 3.20 ¥ SEREARRT B L 2 GEEMEE
FRAGYRZ2EELE > d §F FFRBEARFF > J 0% > 2| 2
PG X2k E B ARTR 2 RS- M E o AR T2 =
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PEMRBOEYEAS G REE o

&

AN

d R BRI B A E gHERL T AR 7T D Gk
SRE LR E R TR
Gl 1~ ooz FRP o DHMELEFEAGYREL  d BT %
B RGN AR X 2AEER S FEAFL AT

,H—‘o

3.2.6 - 1§ = & 4B £ BLHF

RopHal - o REE R BRI E 2% > Gl Y

B RFELNET LR UPRE- D AR TEE AL AT

352 & 37 4Ton AL FE R B - fF - SAER S 20 ) P
PR E 2GR ES REL R FURIT LA 0 A Bl 3
Rl HApgigd o B9 - fps s E# A 5 U-FOSM &2 M-FOSM 7 & 7

Z BB Y ER® o d U-FOSM 2+ 5 2 & ] »*
%%4&ﬁﬁ@’fﬁ%iﬂ“%&%ﬁiﬁﬁ%aﬁﬁaﬂ@ﬂgﬁu-
FOSM 2.3+ 5 %% 2 S{ S #c? AR 2 m sa R (3E0 324 &2 34%h) > w5
*&ﬁﬁ%?ﬁiiiﬁﬁﬂ”%mg“%&%ﬁiﬁﬁ$%%*wﬁi
R*ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁfﬁﬁw&ﬁ %m:“éﬁm:w%ﬁﬁﬂ’é%
M-FOSM 3+ 5 5 R4 2 THop iR 1ieimg e » Flpt 2% > i
PFE2FELERBTFFFRERE AT UFOSM 2348 252 5

AR AL B R M-FOSM ke~ » B X jp L m 55 5-25% > d ot

(w
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AT R B KAEEFRT RN E L DGR E o

EERS 554

d 4 367 &> &% % U-FOSM & M-FOSM #72+ & 2. % > (4 Hicle & 1
=358

?ﬁ%%+%ﬁﬁ+’W%i%%iﬁ@’ﬂ&ﬂ&**WJf A
TE 2GRS 2D 3B ERS Y 2 A L R R REE

322 WY B E S8 AR B 0 U-FOSM & 53 + R 082 4p 4t
WAPEHER B R F A T S BRI % 7id & (Q)U-FOSM 3+ 2 %
PRBREL R R RE NE D) REREE FIRES S

B ow RJE (S H AR X B Y R ek TE 0 de 3.22.2Q2) & frak 0 F A FE A

BRERR RS > s REL >R EFLR ] o TP e+
PHHZ BB LA - D NEZ2 R ER PR T REELR
S8 A1 I e =5 - S A OF )3 T3 N
Q)FBRTT LA

d 325 &2 Fd v B BBEE B AL W B T2 A
FI b G ERE T AR L AP E A - P EZ B E X > ik

WREEEEL 2 Tl RN X 2B FE 1 2
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% 3.3 FHAgRERA 1T R R il k
¢ & ysat Ksat
0.347 0.334 0.194 0.0157
% 3.4 /PJH’%‘QV]J ﬁir’ f"%ﬁ%ﬁi 3’%;{ fﬁ"ﬁii
¥ Sk
3 AR ¢ c Vsat IN(Kiar)
B R 0.24 0.9 0.03 -0.07
- 0.203 | 0.725 | 0.023 | -0.057
vR 0.165 0.55 | 0.0165 | -0.043
ARG 0.128 0.375 0.01 -0.029
MR 0.09 0.2 0.003 | -0.015
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# 35 % 20/ prz % > hdcdp B

AFETMRRE | BRI | PBA | PRI | P MAER | ME R
T+ R 1.069 1.058 1.047 1.045 1.043
U-FOSM 1.042 1.042 1.042 1.042 1.042
M-FOSM 1.066 1.053 1.045 1.042 1.042

%36 % 20/ 2% > AR L Ak

FFEIPARE | BAEAE | PBAF | PRI | P MAER | KA
TR 0.491 0.422 0.334 0.246 0.148
U-FOSM 0.403 0.328 0.253 0.179 0.106
M-FOSM 0.368 0.310 0.248 0.178 0.106

%37 % R0 JEaF B kA

FPFEETPAER | REMELEBAE | PRI | P KA | MAE T A
TR 53.2 53.9 54.9 56.9 61.3
U-FOSM 54.15 55.09 56.59 59.28 65.42
M-FOSM 57.11 56.79 57.21 59.34 65.42
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341 TR P EER R L

p gy 2l P g p iy P %] pEo g
plE hour mm plE hour mm
8/23 10 7.0 8/24 10 27.0
8/23 11 3.0 8/24 11 31.0
8/23 12 5.0 8/24 12 22.0
8/23 13 4.0 8/24 13 27.0
8/23 14 4.0 8/24 14 25.0
8/23 15 3.0 8/24 15 29.0
8/23 16 1.0 8/24 16 30.0
8/23 17 2.0 8/24 17 50.0
8/23 18 6.0 8/24 18 48.0
8/23 19 8.0 8/24 19 37.0
8/23 20 39.0 8/24 20 70.0
8/23 21 16.0 8/24 21 88.0
8/23 22 15:0 8124 22 78.0
8/23 23 16.0 8/24 23 66.0
8/23 24 17.0 8/24 24 79.0
8/24 1 22.0 8125 1 69.0
8/24 2 20.0 8/25 2 75.0
8/24 3 23.0 8/25 3 71.0
8/24 4 42.0 8/25 4 82.0
8/24 5 26.0 8/25 5 49.0
8/24 6 33.0 8/25 6 41.0
8/24 7 43.0 8/25 7 38.0
8/24 8 19.0 8/25 8 17.0
8/24 9 20.0 8/25 9 14.0
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242 B3R GH B T AL (RSB > 2005)

RS s REA R S hld |
A (&) (kN/m?) =& (KN/m°)
VAL 30.4 31.0 22.30
~ Z Kk 31.8 17.0 20.30
A LA 34.1 12.0 19.40

243 RS T i %2 ki

B 2 ERF: @A tad: ook 4 B4
F B¥d R ! !
[l
0.203 0.725 0.023
0.128 0.375 0.010
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£ Az 2 2 B2 (Latin Hypercubic Sampling » § #LLHS)fe % = + B %
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Step5. €474 H2~4 > B D|F A~ FE9C SR

LHS = j# B2k nIg gi%] ~ SHcio E 4p B 2 (uncorrelated) © & 5-#ic AP M

Moo Pl E R BB S5 % R S ¥Hc(joint probability density function) o

A-1



	00封面
	組合 1
	01_1致謝
	01_2摘要
	02目錄
	03符號表
	論文本文
	表
	圖
	10附錄


