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Stability analysis of soil slope based on cusp catastrophe theory
SONG Ximrhua, BAO Tai, ZHUANG Jir liang, LIU Hao, PENG Hong hu
(School of Civil Engineering, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, China)

Abstract: Slope stability judgment is one of the most important aspects of the project. Through the practical application of the
principle of orthogonal design to further optimize the slope experiment scheme, six factors including the cohesion of C, internal
friction angle @, slope B, slope height H, bulk density v, and poissoﬂ s ratio Y, , and related five levels were used in the expert
ment. T hen the safety factor of slope was calculated by strength subtraction. At last, by mutation progression method in the
cusp mutation theory, the slope stability was further judged and analyzed. It is found that the slope stability judged and analyzed
by the safety factor which was calculated only based on the finite element strength reduction had some limitations, so it was of
accuracy and practicability to comprehensively judge the slope stability based on cusp catastrophe theory and finite element
strength reduction

Key words: cusp catastrophe; strength reduction method;orthogonal experimental design;slope stability

ST R TR B R b — Al 2 T 1Y
e s, S R 5 1 P 38 A B Tl SR K 2R
A5 2K, HOR 3 38R E PERE 9T R AT T BN T
RS FAUME o ARGESCHR] 1] 7T %0, A0 PERF 1
AN ENE T R B = A5, Rl e A B [
ARSI TRESHCR AR S | 3R 22

: 201512 06 :2016-03 15

RO R 5 I AN E PR DR 2K AR e
G A BOXHFF K% 43 A b R HEAT T3 (K A2 PR VP
Ay, TR G B PR~ 5 v B3 38 1) R A e 20
SR (0 W B TR B SRR, BRI o -3
AT LS HIR 0 A SR A% R A 6 i B0 T,
RS I, BN L5 B 2 TR

:2016 0505

: http: // www. enki. net/ kems/ detail/ 13. 1334. T V. 20160505. 1133. 015. htm1

: FEZK B AR AL 4 (51468008)
Fund: National Natural Science Foundation of China( 51468008)

D RFE(1989 ), B, VEVH RN, FENFE T TRJTHIFFL. E mail: 984017992@ qq. com
AL OK(1972), B, FMOEAN, Z0Z, FENFE TR RO IR 20 RHIER TR SR TAF . F-mail: 297918@ qq. com

* 138 « KICHIRS TREHR



REWE  ETRARLER N L0 FAT M H7
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BRC AP A T AR, 233 LAAT FR G
TP SEANBE S Dy S R AR R AR I AR LA
PR (B SRR AR ) ISR 3T B0 1104 14
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AT R B B KL 1 2 2 B I
AT 1R R SR SRS S St s 2 b i
IRBE K, SEIRAT £ I SR A T
MELE T I 5 BE ek i 2 1 AR AN F)
DS AT 320355 1R R S PR W, 30 Y AR i B A
PRI AT I (0 JR) FRAE - el T AR e R S A R AT
S RE THTAEIL SRR P (R A S S8 A T S50 XA 3¢
U A g R SRR SRR E I
Wi 25 Tl A 2 L HAE DR 320 SRS A1 1 3 i 3K DY e
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1.1 EZGRERHR3E

A SRR 78], 1IE AT L 11 (O rthogonal ex-
perimental design) &2 HF51 2 K 2 7K (1) 3 #
BT TV, S A AR 1 A 1S 3 T A )
gkt R AR ME A R EAT I, HLIX 2 R
ISR RLAAT 5] 43 T, T T B R A IEAS R
B RAEEOR G L SR 5 DL AR 8 1 A |
I BRAEAL 14T 3% 22 FIFARSC 6 5 %, JF vl
FAAg A IR, B Jm O B T . A &
THE R RpE T 50735, ) Dl ik 2 2 T & A
Hola) g, W K B TRE 25 AU A9

ASCEFRNANE Z S AN AKCE RS, % 18
FIBEANPRIZE BEAS KPR A R 5, 0 2500 6 Tk

H5°= 15 625, MR 1 (%% A2 /KRS, K
I 2 BRI IEAS % Las (5°) W3 2.
1

Tab.1 Selection of specific experimental parameters

2 BT e WEEBM® HMB HWmH HE SLKK
/ kPa /(%) /() /m  kNe-m=3 JEtb v,
KF 1 0 0 20 10 16 0.1
KF2 50 10 30 50 17 0.2
AKFE3 100 20 40 100 18 0.3
K4 150 30 50 200 19 0.4
K5 200 40 60 250 20 0.5

1.2 A FRITIRE IRk ( MAH %R BAES 2 40

FRAE SCHR[ 1-4] - 7 BIHT R — R AR e
RECF, 52 S0 g AR 0B 550 2 48 b5 FRAKA
C’/F.s', tan ¢/F, , U A AR T A A F) A
RSP INANE R (@ NS E SO % ()Y
O RIS R 2% R A o EAEL AT BRIC A AR e
OIHT R, T R B A T e P, EEIBR, shi
(T IR B 100 e R e e A R AL

¢ =c¢/F., ®= arctan(tan ' F.)

BEAE VR AR (A K R, TH LT S
i, A AR AL PRIl 2 v A PR G i
fF MADIS/GTS thid & Je, BT I K1 i fa Ak 2
IhRE ok ik, #aT LURH MADIAS/GTS #
A ST A PR TR B Sk ok T R e e
SRH ENH GTS X 3 o s Mk AT = 4 43 Mt
SR R AR TR IV U, Ok T A PR G
rHSE WA [) P i Al DU RT DA A AN TR 9 s ke 1R
Faik X, RS BIA ST 1H b1 BE IR AR AN ff N
FATE 5 D-P B TR A5 1 20k, o] LLE T avk (1)
A WE

a= 2 /3sin% 2 [B3W9- sin’9), k= 6.3
csin¥/ JZ J3_T[(9— sin’ P

1.3 REXRZTHERL

SR MO T ROV H RREEAT 22 IR
0 & 3 (RT3, SR Kl R L RAR B AR 45
R AFRAKM SR g o 2, PR ) — 24 S HEAT 43
T Ia 5T, fEsR R R e, o2 POt A
HESREATHRR 0T 2R & VPN Jride 2 IEBGH T
FabroR ARG A EKR, HAB RSS9 VPR AR AOH X
L, T 9> T R, S — BBk AR
W7, 3o B TS S e, IR SERE) iz ks
Ro WO SCR IR A HGE, Fal b BRIV 1.
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Fig. 1 Calculation steps of cusp catastrophe progression A
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2.1 TAHEY
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Fig.2 The geometric model of slope
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R IK R S A 22 52 i PR 28 0] 103 B e 1k 1)
SN . U 5 AN ZE OISO %, I REAS L R
5 NKAFREATIEAS /3 Mo ARSI 8 %% R 28 2 0] B A2
HAEHA, K 6 NERIEAR R Las (5°) BEAT AT
Boo ez AT Axihn ik, WIFG ZHR IRk 15 625,
LA FIE RS Las (5°) SR BEAT RIS 2007 o IE AT IR B
TTE Rt S S R WK 2 fron. M #4125 A A
P R B 45 sk H e o M PR Z= 10 K/ N
T 224 ZHUHMA (/N L, 25 LR S iR IR 10
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Tab.2 Orthogonal test scheme and the corresponding results

SRS

e WA Mow o AR m4A R
Booicomm BooH (VKK REC (R
/kPa ) () /m "y, R WO

1 0 0 20 10 16 0.1 0.1000 %2
2 0 10 30 50 17 0.2 0.2125 &
3 0 20 40 100 18 0.3 0.4125 2
4 0 30 50 200 19 0.4 0.4625 2
5 0 40 60 250 20 0.5 0.6375 &2
6 50 0 30 100 19 0.5 0.1000 A2
7 50 10 40 200 20 0.1 0.2875 &=
8 50 20 50 250 16 0.2 0.3375 &

50 30 60 10 17 0.3 0.4125 &
10 50 40 20 50 18 0.4 1.8125 1§
11 100 0 40 250 17 0.4 0.1000 %2
12 100 10 50 10 18 0.5 0.1625 &2
13 100 20 60 50 19 0.1 0.4125 2
14 100 30 20 100 20 0.2 1.2875 1%
15 100 40 30 200 16 0.3 1.4125 1%
16 150 0 50 50 20 0.3 0.1000 A2
17 150 10 60 100 16 0.4 0.1375 2
18 150 20 20 200 17 0.5 0.7125 2
19 150 30 30 250 18 0.1 0.8625 &2
20 150 40 40 10 19 0.2 0.9625 2
21 200 0 60 200 18 0.2 0.1000 %2
22 200 10 20 250 19 0.3 0.3875 &
23 200 20 30 10 20 0.4 0.6875 =
24 200 30 40 50 16 0.5 0.8125 &
25 200 40 50 100 17 0.1 0.6375 %2
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Tab.3 The results of the range analysis

KT OBE O OME M WE FLBRK
e mm 6w T gy
IkPa () € gm (NEmTy

K1 1. 825 0. 50 4. 30 2.325 2. 80 2.30

K2 2.95 1.1875 3.275 3.35 2.075 2.90
K3 3.375 2.5625 2.575 2.575 3.35 2.725
K4 2.775 3.8375 1.70 2.975 2.325 3.20
K5 2625 L4625 1.70 2.3 3.00 2.425

k1 0. 365 . 10 . 86 0. 465 0. 56 0. 46

. 655 0.67 0. 415 0.58

5
0.

k2 0. 59 0.2375
k3 0. 675 0,
0.

k4 0. 555 . 767 5 . 34 0.5% 0. 465 0. 64

k5 0.525 1.0925

0.
0.

L5125 0.515 0.515 0. 67 0. 545
0.
0.34 0. 465 0.6 0. 485
0

Wz 0.31 0.9925 .52 0.205 0.255  0.18

2.3 ATFRERTHRERIEGIER

FR P T 9 ARy Bk il e Aa e vk ik 5
SRRMIREATIE, E‘riﬂﬁéﬁ%wiﬁﬁﬁ FesE 1k, Ry
ARSI BT O T LA R P
2.3.1 #HPHREMITHAERZHE

ASCHE T R e ki A B 1) 6 AN #E I 4y
R3O, ST T) o WIS @ I 45 ok
FEfRAm, 25 2R B H b3 LTS 4L
(G bR, 5 =K% LRI R E v fLBKIELE Y
S RN DA R i A OF (=8 A S IR RS B AT E2E (=7 TN
Z, LA IR S H T PR AR T THITR L D

3

Fig.3 Organization index system
2.3.2 AHEAREEIFHETHFHE
AR LTI 3 63k 25 AN B 10 2 4 R
BOR T S8 8, I ELLL B Rk 4, IR
GAR PR T R e MEBEAT 5 47 -
2.3.3 TR EH TR EHEH T
MR 3 SR FIHT S sk IO B A8 8 4

b, AN TH S R IR 4.

4

Tab.4 The underlying factor utility function value

AR

%5 Cl c2 C3 c4 cs5 c6

24 1.00 0.75 .67 0.20 0.80 1.00 . 836

1 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.04 0.80 0.20 0. 00

2 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.20 0.85 0.40 0.561

3 0.00 0.50 0.67 0.40 0.90 0.60 0.63

4 0.00 0.75 0.83 0.80 0.95 0.80 0.674
5 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.707

6 0.25 0.00 0.50 0.40 0.95 1.00 0. 500

7 0.25 0.25 0.67 0.80 1.00 0.20 0.751
8 0.25 0.50 0.83 1.00 0.80 0.40 0. 804

9 0.25 0.75 1.00 0.04 0.85 0.60 0. 699
10 0.25 1.00 0.33 0.20 0.90 0.80 0. 831
11 0.50 0.00 0.67 1.00 0.85 0.80 0. 595
12 0.50 0.25 0.83 0.04 0.90 1.00 0. 699
13 0.50 0.50 1.00 0.20 0.95 0.20 0. 836
14 0.50 0.75 0.33 0.40 1.00 0.40 0. 831
15 0.50 1.00 0.50 0.80 0.80 0.60 0. 891
16 0.75 0.00 0.83 0.20 1.00 0.60 0.658
17 0.75 0.25 1.00 0.40 0.80 0.80 0. 865
18 0.75 0.50 0.33 0.80 0.8 1.00 0. 831
19 0.75 0.75 0.50 1.00 0.90 0.20 0. 875
20 0.75 1.00 0.67 0.04 0.95 0.40 0. 699
21 1.00 0.00 1.00 0.80 0.90 0.40 0.707
22 1.00 0.25 .33 1.00 0.95 0.60 0. 831
0. 80 0. 699

0
0

0

23 1.00 0.50 0.50 0.04 1.00
0
0

25 1.00 1.00

2.3.4 WHZRGHIERHIET—ITHE
FRE SCHR[ 10] 7T %042 55 58 ARFR AR T 2 58 AR A5
Mgt nm E(E 4), B L C1.C2, €3.C4, C5.C6

.83 0.40 0.85 0.20 . 875

FARSCAR 5 SAR R T, FHXS N ¥ B1. B2 B3 F4 i 2
SARREAY . KRPER 5 B FR bR IROH BRI S 10— 1k

AT VLA, SRR rh s A RS R AL B R
(U585 DU ), B F AN, SR SRECF 246, 1

X F AR ANR R HIU/N . e 5 R 58 5L
J”i%4o NI AR N FEAS (R VR v SR L
IS FGEARI N

4

Fig.4 Two kinds of catastrophe systems applied in this paper

X C1.C2 4:
xa=(0)T= O, xe=(0)T=0
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M B M 50, SR A3 B1= O;

X C3 5 C4 1

xa= (0.33)7= 0. 574, xa= (0.04)7= 0. 342

M A B P RO, SR AR TN B2 =
0 342;

X} C5.C6 f3:

xs= (0.8)7= 0.894 x o= (0.2) 5= 0.585

A AR TR P R, SR K N B3 =
0 585;

X B1.B2.B3 KRR AR H— ~ 45

Bi= (0)T=0

Ba= (0.342)% = 0. 699

Bs= (0.585) %= 0. 875

A R N RO, BB A = 0. W — ANl
WAL G AR KA 0, LR 3l i s LA bk 57 45
SEAR K IRFNAESR 4.

2.3.5 N%

R TS SR U B W I 1. k4 1
SRR W S, Mo IO R AR S A R
Bz RIROC &R, B ] DU H 58 A8 8 2R 0
R AR Ab 3k 1) R e T2 T R R 1, A5 BRI 1)
Fo> 10, SEB s A —w a5 . LA
MR AL 8 1) B PR T A6 95 A B TG B i 9 vk 201 77
BT a5 P A5 224 RO 3R s Pk b AT T 1)
AR, TRL G TN L8537 1R A8 SR AT 8 50 120 3 A%
SEPE AT A, LUt 5 1 5 H g vk Dy SE s AT
SEVE IR 0 DRSO B2 Ay S5 B ORI 25 5 AN
I3 T CL JAR SO 5 N SR 5 5AE B R FRIT 5
FEHT IREAH S5 FIWT 13k Reoe v, I T Ak
& .

5

Fig.5 The catastrophe progression and safety factor of slope
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3.1 T

TSR PUE AT 155 28 % 2 Y5 ER SR AT 1%
b, 6F N RS A YDK4+ 139 800 & YDK4 +
327. 000, K JT7IX EEGTIAY S 10~ 12 m, FEufi

o 142 - KIS TIEHR

M TFER 1285~ 1287 m, 1 5 4HIHE X Kbl b
20~ 22 m, 2 SER AL YT Y m 25~ 27
mo. 1 ENEEKIT, 2 2N 15k G, 73
2 25k A, 1 S RO AR VbR 1267
m, 2 5 ERPUE AR AR R 1260 me JEHCK)T
(955 a2 3 s US40 1 A 70 GIE AR SC4R R o8 AR B IR h
T35 R P IR 7
3.2 ikl

I W IEATBE 8 AN AR WA 55, M 2012 4£ 9 H
6 HF| 2012 4 10 H 13 H s 2647 38 o, H
PRI R 5 o, SoAh ik X 1) 1 o AR
K= 17 mm, PR TEHEZ - 0. 045 mm/d; Y J5
MR KA TBE N - 12 mm, PR EHE R Ly -
Q 032 mm/ do FJSILL I AR R TRt .

5
Tab.5 Measured values of slope monitoring data
X Jiln] Y Jiln)

BUBME PR SPRIBE R

/mm /(mme &1 /mm [(mm* &)
158 - 1.3 - 0.03 - 0.6 -0.10
25 R -0.7 - 0.03 -1 - 0.08
3458 - 1.1 -0.03 -0.8 -0.03
45K -0.9 - 0.05 - 1.1 0.00
55 R -0.7 -0.10 -0.7 0.13
6 715 -0.9 -0.03 - 1.1 -0.13
7T -0.9 - 0.08 -0.8 -0.03
8 5 Al -0.9 - 0.08 - 0.9 - 0.05

3.3 ARTEENREITHE

o KT I LI i 10~ 12 m (#5810
m), TAT v= 17 kN/m’, Jiff B 5C°, PR E=
8 MPa JHIALLR M= 0. 3, BRI = 30°, iR )
c= 20 kPa, fLE/K KL Yo = 0 5. ] MADIAS/
GTS FESTAHNY: 1 = 4 11 AR AL, SLR 3 P A% F 00
6 839, A% 1502, il EHL 2RI F =
Q5875 HF /M1,

ME ISR B e D E R o] G o TR e
(1), T SRAN AR 48 A PR G it P 37 ot 45 1 22
2 F ORI 103 RS e P 5 S B T AR DS R
S ARG, B AT U H P — e 4 R Ak
1R 00K S0 A PR PR R AR PR
3.4 REREHROHA

SR TSR T RS A v )2 DR 280 ki
i, WEEHEf1 C2= 0.75 FiE S1 c1= 0 10, I f4
C3= 0. 83, # & C4= 0 04, K H C5= 0. 85, FLEFK
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JEHE C6= 1. 00. THELKRTF A= Q 681, i TAE L4
R AR AR Bk 0 681, AR SCiiky 107 e
AR HUI R /IR 138 oy A R AR E, ANE s = Fl
R, Horp RARGBUNT 055, L8 T ARE R
A, RGN T 055 B Q 80 WLy 8 T AR
AR, SR AT 0. 80 LI E A @ik &. A
TAEVHE A R R AR HEL A= 0 681> Q 550,
JITLA IR AT AR IR A

4

(1) E 3 EAZ R B 5 BRI A S Ty
Z, R HEASER Las (5°) ez H s 56, B 150 B2 477 ik
IR T R e M AT e B AL I P IEL RS
BRI ZEI BT, A3 6 A D 225 m b i SR e Tk
R/NRPAR DS = A RS S SRS B8 0 VA B 3
i FLBRZK B 6

(2) FENASSEMA SRR e PRI I 3 AT T SR A5
U RSTENE 24 AR, SR Ja ISR A2 i 5 O £k
R GG RS AR RO S R M, A — sk AT
g EMIEHIA A S E(RIR SR E R KD
NI XS TR PEREATER B PP AT

(3) 5 RS M 42 Al B 0 W F) 320 34
SEVEREATS Lo iy, 20wl T L - B AT IR
TR FETIRE T S AR E 2 4 2R 50 P S A
SEVE ST SR PR A, i 408 A7 OG5 BE 3 ok 5 2R
ARV RIS B vl LA SE 1R ) W 38 1) AR E A
ST el 3 A S A
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