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Abstract

With the continuous northward movement of rainfall, slope stability decreases in northwest China.
In this paper, geological prospecting and sampling of undisturbed loess in Chang’an District of
Xi’an were carried out and indoor triaxial compression tests were conducted to obtain the c and ¢
values of the shear strength of the soil samples. A model was established based on practical engi-
neering cases, and the strength reduction method of Abaqus software was used to verify the sta-
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bility coefficient of the slope. It is of great significance for slope stability analysis and protection
measures in northwest China.
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2. THRBFESHESZR

R X DR LA IR ) ] RFAE I 51 Ak TRE U2 R0« 3 a3 AR e Mk el e 2 AN AR
BRI S AVE R RSO FURFIE BL ALK IS 7055 o O 1 B4 S B AR R8BS A s P 1),
FEAEAT T RERIFI ML, AT LRI R, BT — R0 it . XK TR
M JFURS AL B AR e PR IR At . G BT AN A ISR T BL BRUEIRAB T T s R
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2.1. MRS

WFFE XA TP 2 TR 2 X T H X . BABE Q%) WL, ¥R, %, A sl KA,
T DRI IR R R BT . 2R 8.70 m~12.30 m, JZ/E 6.30 m~10.30 m, JZ)EmifE
461.07 m~466.59 m. %37 XA T T TR BT Fea 2t b B, 178 2 1M o R 1L o7 b e Y b o PR B 4Dl A I b iy
I RN K2 - IR TR, VR 38 LIRRT IR A P 2 W AL AR 1A A, B = 2 ek 24 41
EE(F4-1~F4-3) :

R CEFPUERIHITE) (GB50011-2010) (2016 4EAR)4.1.7 HUAE[2], AL 37 Hh P 5 i 4 (1 B 25 1
KT 200m, HAEZEBEHBEEART 60m, Bradfid o izt mi /Nal.
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2.2. BUARALALE
2.2.1. FRERNALE
R EAERFL AN AT T A uETENRLS, A “F 1”7 .

Table 1. Statistical table of standard penetration test results

F 1 pRERANKB ARG R

e KB R FWE EE ERRM

oy )
Ho = 9w 5 PR % R ) + ” s o
@ #Ht Q™ 143 3~18 7.9 2.72 0.35
® g Q4™ 49 16~36 19.9 3.62 0.18
@ #H+ Q> 137 4~19 10.0 1.96 0.20
® g Q™ 46 7~31 18.0 4.85 0.27
© i+ Q> 43 8~15 10.1 4.88 0.46
©) gt QX 16 16~21 18.6 1.62 0.09
#+ Q> 17 5~11 9.2 1.82 0.20
©) g Q™ 6 13~21 16.2
#+ Q> 10 7~11 8.6 1.35 0.16
@ et Q™ 4 15~20 17.8
@ At Q! - -
® 7 e Q,* 6 14~20 17.0
#t Q. 6 8~11 9.8
@) R Q. 6 8~15 12.7
#t Q. 1 12

2.2.2. MBI IFHEE

RS = TAkEe 45 R I JFAL MR, 4% (AR T 28 TRk 4-5-70. 4-5-72, £ 4-5-80
I 4-5-86 By & 1 MO I AR AR IS IEME, HEE A X TREAIN[4], LA Hipth 3 B I R  2
WAE, W “E 2R .

Table 2. Characteristic and suggested values of foundation bearing capacity (kPa)

2. WEIRFNFHEE R BIER(kPa)

e J7 i @ %t ©® KL @ #F: © HLHE © #HtL @ HoiE %k%i)i @(ﬂf%i%
i B2 (FFALE 1H) 180 510 230 480 230 490 200 420
VIR FR bR (R AME) 250 310 200 285 240 330 230 330
FREUE fa 150 200 200 240 200 240 180 220
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B g wE @ HFhE @ ®t @ HhiE Wt @ HhiE g

= (KF) (KF) (KF) (KF) (KT) (KT) (KF)
b B (FFAIEH) 190 460 450 200 330 200
VIR FR bR (R AE) 280 280 250 280 250 300 250
@uﬁ(ﬁgg’ﬂﬁﬁ) 200 220 200 220 210 220 210

2.3. ZHESRRNLE

23.1. "I HE

AU TR 38 AT 2023 41 10 H 14 H AR PG48 176 22 1 K 22 [X R R0 G 3t T 5L 50 P 3R EL
IR U RN 4.5~5 m, STk L2, ERADN D251, 2O G, R RIS, EH
FERS , KL+ D) E 52 40 cm x 40 cm x 40 cm ff 4, Il SRS Kl B a2, brid BAE L.
T

gk PR B LA, N Oz RIS RSk R, TR R E . IR, 2
GB/T50123-2019 (T iRkEe 7 iEbrdE) HIHE, S 1 =By 100 mm. EA£4 50 mm B EAEAE, H
TI R =SB RS [5]. 1 “FR3FIR” « “EKAFIRT .

Table 3. Physical properties of loess in the study area

3. MRXATAYIEM R

. T py FIREIK EEEp IR w . y
+Hitb E G (glemd) %) (glem®) %) P TR w (%) FLEELL e
271 1.55 21.8 1.71 22.2 35.4 0.7

Table 4. Suggested values of physical and mechanical parameters of rock and soil at each layer
* 4. EEETIVENZESHEVER

KBTI e st s R mm one R e S

WE SKE HE B R0 wmoy wEEmgg AN BE
i it w 0 od Sr W_ Wp c o aio Esi,
% glem® glem® ¢ % % % b . kPa ° MPal MPa

® #¥+t 218 178 146 0849 705 335 214 121 0.05 24.5 22.2 0.31 7.1
® #+HE 196 193 161 0677 788 352 220 132 <0 272 232 018 97
@ #+ 223 171 140 0933 651 338 222 117 005 247 214 032 64
® +tiE 208 187 155 0745 759 354 222 133 <0 273 224 020 92
® ¥t 228 181 148 0833 750 339 222 117 0.05 25.3 21.8 0.28 7.5
@ WHtEE 231 201 163 0654 943 362 221 142 0.07 25.9 22.6 0.20 9.4
® #+ 266 197 155 0739 967 336 212 124 043 225 211 030 6.0
@ W+ 239 204 165 0644 982 369 229 140 007 273 224 020 94
#4257 200 159 0698 983 343 223 120 028 242 206 027 64
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WA 256 199 159 0710 97.7 353 224 129 0.26 275 222 021 9.0
#+ 263 200 158 0.707 998 335 199 136 047 245 221 022 84
g 233 203 165 0649 974 360 229 131 0.03 29.0 23.3 020 95
#+ 261 198 157 0715 983 326 200 126 047 25.0 21.7 022 85
Wi 245 202 163 0671 986 356 218 137 0.19 24.1 21.5 0.18 10.0
#H+t 230 206 167 0616 1000 337 225 112 0.02 275 23.2 020 95

2@ e eao6ll

2.3.2. WEELE

FIF =R 250 4 50 mm EL4%, 100 mm & AR, W86 5 /K3 5%, 10%. 15%. 25%;
W URE BY DD BOR BB B Sl I IR R AR, SRS K BE iR Mohr-Coulomb SREEHEN], 7E—ANA4bs R
LA R BB R BRI, LR RRE R ) ¢ RoaR BRI S Y HiftakE, FE0 N EERE A o RN
FEIRIAVIZS Y Fhi e M6]. 5D iR T

1) K BEMBCELE R ST E R b, BCERES BTBCRIRE & 35 M 2 R A By 2) K LR
LT O [ PSS b, AR 0N KR AR R T AR RO e [ T RS R, SR RS DA [ 5 11 TR
LI HEL,  TSCLE JOR R 40 PR 79 i FH R R i ke, B ik 0 K EE N BIZLIR N s 3) 4181
2RI 772 15 LAB E 35 28 SRR A, SR G R R ) = S B B 22, WS T ZE S 5 v LR D,
B JE AR HER I S vh s 4) T RHKIR,  [RIRTHT 2808 K R ) s S AL, S HE S D SRR A K WHES
Mgt 5) ik, SCHFLUER, JFREER; 6) FIFH i alit s, B in 2 Mt 2K
7) F R AIAES, R = S BT, BT A R T 28 5 iR W s (Bl e 00 7 AR 1324
SR K INAF R ) A A TR 922 8) BT D e N ARYE ANYE B BRI/, 2 h 0.05%~0.10%/min,
WA TS BY 1) 28 B B D 0.08%/min,  BRAAAE &y 100 mm, B LA E B )3 %5y 0.08 mm/min. A
[ B B SPAT SRR FE AR ] AR BT D 2 R K 9) IS4 )5 15 B 57 4E 0.5% %l (7] RIS, 10 5%
— RN F1-NAR R B A, 6T A SR T R, e B Al A AR T ) 15% AR NS, A KRS
BWHE N 15 mm.

W=, AR P2 0 e 7 5 F ) AR 2 TR ) 96 B — MR AR R AN S AR R AT 2 B
X T SRR ) A, FERBIRHT, oA S g I A i 1) AR R DG R LR iR T R AR R
AB A, AR S 7 I8 A 2l ) S AR 8 18 0 A ) — U A 5 A T BRIt 4 . SR AR AN i 2 EU A A
VE IR AR 22 82 77 (01-03)F o [ A% B Ak, ffT 2 il ) )37 A8 4B (15%) % 7 1) Ak 22 I 7 A SR 1 30 Al 22 82 )
(01-03)f. 4n“ (& 1~3 s ” AN A E 7K 28 ey 3 i = ke N g - AR i 2% (Bl 03 oK) ATLAE H,
MEIKEL T 10%. 15%F1 25%F, ANFEIFE RN, 57 AR # R AR RUR AN R R [7]. AR 7 AR
LR R, W P 40 K5 BT B el off.

3. Abaqus IR H BUEE

DR E T — B L TR A R T 8. H T AR R A T U T B R DA AR PR
TN BR T (B0 BR 22 73) 7512 P K3 [8] [9] [10] .« A BR V-4 73 Bt 75 125 LA 22 4= B BOR PRI T35 AR E 1L
FLR R R, PE R R, REE B, B A B RS VPN Fe bR . FE AR RO FR T A HT
AR LS AR . B3 BB X SR A 1A AR e v, B AR A R T B R A
Z G HAE R A AR PR S b B o BT A R R e 4 B, SREEHTIRIA[11] (Shear strength re-
duction technique) r] BL#ZIE I A BTG HT IR — N2 A /B AMUREE T A BROTTERBE 24 10 8 I
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Figure 1. Stress-strain curve at 10% water content
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Shear strength envelope diagram for triaxial test
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Figure 2. The corresponding strength envelope when the
moisture content is 10%

2. BIKER 10%8TT B2 8933 B Bl 4%

250 -
w=15%

0 1 1 1
0 5 10 15 20

e (%)

Figure 3. Stress-strain curve at 15% water content
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Shear strength envelope diagram for triaxial test
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Figure 4. The corresponding strength envelope when the
water content is 15%
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Figure 5. Stress-strain curve at 25% water content

5. RIKER 25%RTHIR F1 - R rhZk

s T HAREE IR, SURE, AE AR AR R ORI 1 B A B R AT REA AR ABAOUS
HUnT s, g G YRR =4 BB R T R AR A

3.1 SR RCEREAREE

SEFEHTIGE B Zienkiewicz S5 4g, EHVFEZFE R T WO, EEE &RV e L
R REEYE, $2 T — NPT IR EE TR 2 BU(SSRF: Shear Strength Reduction Factor) 3 3 s AR 7E A7 2,
TREFABIEOL T, L3N AR BT REHR AL 0 B K B B 9 5 5 Mt SR AR 1L 3 9 BT P AR R SR R BT ) 2 L
FEMBRARZS T, A 8 = A2 1) 52 Bt 31) 7 45 A oA 308 7 A P S AR BY i FEE 2 42 R S o o 2 48 A A ik
JEFTHRE I SEBR A ORISR SR AR A . B 1 Y T A AR PR SR AR [RIE, PUBYSR A R AL
T AL G e L ERA B AR T 2 REFs, RIRFERE & 22 R SWIR-PEnE s prih 5 e e
LA BB SR —

TESR AT, H A IR S E (N 5 77 ¢ RN BRI A o) ak,  Fromk i i 11T S8 O
15340 o AT B RS 3 o0 A B AR IR, AT DL Z 3T R AR 2. [z, WSRBH IR,
WA A Z ST R R BOR A 22 A o8I I s R A, BRI SRS SRR, SR TR R 2
RBP4 280 BRI gtk BIE SR KPP AR e (1) A BUE T EUWSEUR B, SR RTEER
Ko
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(2) VARFAESRAL RO RS D3 s AR N VR b ifE . (3) /& TR BUE SR BUE X AE N PP At
Ik e By 5% S HARIE AN
Cn =C/F

m

¢, =arctan(tanp/F,)

A F—— SRR R

Gy il o, —— TSI KA (L0 T

o g —— LAk AL IR LR

SR, T LA B RO R e M, B % 4 A ISR VAN T BAAS B (80 63 A
ST LA B (R J3 R I 434 . b, 50 R 7 R0 T DA 8 A% 28 P02 26 P 2 R
Rt T 2R A T L 0 B R PR I

3.2. SBEHTRIEEE Abaqus BYSCIR

Abaqus #F2 B # M BCAT 2 A BRI Z —, i BB & FIR R AR 1 B siE
it 30T B DA R B B SRS R & AT RE, AT DURARIR 2 #5 J1MIHMERR . b m] DA TR 2 30 Ty i e, 4
B SRARAELRME (X R, sk, (R TR BTG k. FExt R 1 ARl SR T %
FOAS KT, Eb Gin BE R FE A (Mohr-Coulomb) B 7R | 2R3k AR5 | {68 7 3% 45 4% (Drucker-Prager) i 4 25
ABAQUS % 5 K B A B Al - Part (FRAF)RCER () T ZETh REZ B . S AT BEEEE . Mesh (R#%)
BB B TR R B I B R R B e B S . Job (1145) 58 1Y) 2 ZE T e 2 B At o0 T 1
Wy RS WS AT 45 (IS AT IR A EE . Visualization (T RRAL) S H,  H 3 BT RS R PR AR AL F 45 TRAS
B, BT ZRMEE L XY LR AP SRR <5 6 BrR” .

e
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Figure 6. Flow chart
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Figure 7. Project overview diagram
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Figure 8. Grid division
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Figure 9. Displacement contour cloud map
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Figure 10. t = 1, the plastic region is obtained
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Figure 11. FVI changes with displacement
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