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Table 1 Material constants in

model embankment.

Maximum depth at circular Embankment
arc surface 28 ~3.0(m) Y Rt 1 TS ARBRVN.
Surface /(]/.__‘1 ‘
Thickness of ground Ho 10.0(m) T T —r r
(1-ky )ow. v -
Depth of water table 0.5 (m) T
< ol eq Uy o
Height of embankment H1 4.0 (m}) 1 S
Gradient I 1.5
Bedrock |
Lo

Fig.1l Model of embankment at circular
failure arc surface.
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Fig.2 Relationship between E, and magnitude
(in case that epicentrFal distance
D =50km) .
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{in case that #= 8).



