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RELIABILITY ANALYSIS OF EMBANKMENT IN CONSIDERATION OF RANDOMNESS
AND UNCERTAINTIES IN SOIL PROPERTIES AND INTENSITY OF GROUND MOTION

BRI R N 1

By Masaru KITAURA and Toshikazu IKEMOTO

It is important in engineering practice that reliability analysis.of embankment must be

done considering uncertainties as well as randomness in load and resistance, The pre-
sent study deals with reliability of embankment when a major earthquake occurs, First,
the authors present a seismic reliability analysis of embankment in consideration of ran-

domness and uncertainties of load and resistance using point estimate method. The
objective of this paper is to develop the reliability analysis in order to evaluate the fail-
ure of embankment due to pore water pressure build-up. Secondly, the influence of ran-
domness and uncertainties in the seismic load and resistance of embankment itself on the

damage assessment is also discussed. Finally, the method is applied to the embankment

damaged in the past earthquake,

Keywords . reliability analysis, embankment, uncertainty, pore water pressure, random-

ness

1. AV E

BtuEorBEmc il R ciBRitcEY
BRENFHORTOVED . 2002 THEDOR
HIZFEALOHE, BEOBRBRITESVWTERINT
iz, 2Dl hoMEMEHRL TREAROER
KETIBEACHESEEN D sV E L5 LT
LOEEZONB, UL LA S 1978 D SIS b
BTAIRE 21X U, Bl sERLIcRE nyE
ARAEL Y, F 121983 FE D AR EHERME T R
JIL, EEESER R EEE, SEBLIHENELCTNEY,
1968 SEO T HIBICE WL TIXHIBEIIICE L KBV E
WIROEELH - T, BEVERsHEZ®->TH
5, ZOLHBEEPELTORLEISEERBEINDD
5B, TEL OB, SHEELIIETHES S VIIETR
REETLIA 774 VOEBELBRBERTHY, h
OENBETEZEILEDTAT7 T4 VROTH IHRE
By REEBICKELEEES X505 THS. 12
JIBRBEDSHEK U 12/2 5, ARV RVOEN, 50
REBOSWAINEIZIZBICHRL, 2REERLIZHY

*E2E TH SIRAEHSE TEHIRESTER
(7920 £ RW/NLEF 2-40-20)
» E2E &RAERE IESHIABRETIEN (AL

ZENTFRINBEDLSLTHB.
EZATHEENENRE UWBHMRLZEE LT
HBE, tif - EHOIBEMEERERE L THE- 2
WMEBSERMNIZBAS HE%EY, HERABBENTERR,
BRA KIS, UROESERIeRT s & PERBL
TVAHBTOMBRISES & OEE BT 5 ERIOPIZ
gEIOEEFSNG. EHEBROBLIOZSNEES
AHERZAD, BHEE L TR ZNZTVWAIRE -
BROEEMEFELZBA LTI L H 5. REOEK
BB L HERITICHEY 5158 T, HBROR
TORERORENTIEMI T RV E ZRE L BRI
FAREHEESAOOSNTWS, BHgHIcL &, F
BV TEBLIORNMNEEN$ 1.0 EEsd kD
WEETHENEELNESIATVSY,
THEEMDBRE R AN T H S MBS T ARKHEHOME
HIHHREBTHS. Lizh->TEFORREERIK
DR ZIBIBL T B AEN S 545, 12E 2BRVER
AERRTHBEDP>TVBHAETS, BABSD I
WA I, BIEIEERE T 5 FEE P SR FREE 3
EHELTHROEDETNEE S 2 WREHE U 5.
2D &S RS LA, BES LUCANMES
KEEhTWVWBIES>E (FREEN) BbL k0, BX
BB DBOHRRIZELS, o522 2HFET 5 EHHE



124

BEOHRE—X ¥  OEHNTEERE (M TFRICTRE
EHEEHT) 2 bMVAAT, HWERICETZBRTOE
BHRNFEL2ARLEI»ETZH0THS. BBZOD
&, HRROBFHMBKELRIZLZBLTAZDOEL
TVHEHBEVSKETT3RE 2 EF ML, BITICE
HIAATVS. XHIZ1964 FEOHBMBIZHB I IR E
NIGRIRDT ) [$2B5 D EEHI 20 EJ", BtopysE
BERZEEL, XROKLR - OHBRE HIT-> T 5.

2. REEE

FBEN CIERPIIES TN RREE AR EE 22
RICAN I BEERT 2T BES S 5. —RIZZD &
B CBITICBOTEE Y THANOEIC k- TED
ROLNTE. ULLIDHECREELWEEESH
£5&L95&, KEBTFHERZAOWTLEROMSS
{7 Bizoh, HERMISEREICENT 3. comsl
B9 %1202 K@ ¢, Rosenblueth iz & - TEISE s
NEEEEEYEHAVS, ZOFRIC NS HEERREHS
KBNS T TENIC+S e EEs R s ns. Sk
TEBR ISR EE M OBROE D T3 OBEREROKIK
ETCODE—RAV I DHD S, FORREK L VK SHEE
PHARCEAL, BEHOWEEREMET S HETH
3. CITRAMEROMM L EEICHBATS. Xz
DHEEEHEZHF I Y=YX)5E2 3. X OFXR
EEAREIERNTHEN, EXE3KRECDE—RY
MIRFMET S, COLEFHEOHEHELE X ORREE
B flx) W x=m & x=x, 25 2 RTCOHYUTH
WEZEL, BRDESICRDINDLEEET 3.

fx(x)=P,8(:c—x1)+ PzS(x—xz) .................... ( 1 )
ZCTC, & DiracdFIWIBIEL, P, P, i3 x=x, X,
ITHTHHEERDT. R (1) Z2—co b+ O
BHTHES»3 5L,

[:fx(x)dx=P,+P,=l .............................. ( 2 )

EnBb XOFHEX, F8 ok 3WE—A T b
Biok 2EX (VB BOTAHE), HHEELNHETH
AJ/EICE, Py, P,y 1y, ;: ZFNEN P, P_, x,, x_
ERDLTE, P, RERRDESITE S,

P+=P_=§/ ............................................... ( 3 )
BT RN (4)
-’E——Y—Ux ................................................ (5)

BBIITE VA G=0, TEOLRREEBEMOER
BB TH S EREL TV B D, THIZBERHNHH
3. THRAB LS IKERSHTEBP I NS 2 & EHEL
TW5.

DtoZ&irs, YORRE-AY PEIBRE 2.

i - wha

E[v= [y fla)da

=[: y{x)[ P, 6(x—x, )+ P_&{x—x_)ldx
=Py )F PoyfH(xp_) cooeeererereeaenieenns (6)

72k,

=P.yi+P.y*
iy =yx), y-=ylx ) THBH. T, B
DI HIT 1 BEREHICEAFROFHZIT- 1o h, 2K
NOIERIZDNTIE 4. TEFdRXS.

3. 1TOBEBIUANOESDE EBEENHES

IAFEDLEEHSTETYH, #OMBERrEDLIEL
OEMIBMT U —EF/TIELEL, EbDNTN5E. &
DZERLFID»HRBOOINTVBIETH S, 1z, #
NoDSMEEBRNTHEHNO LI TELYD, X
RickdE, TOKBEN ¢ 2, NEBEEADIEE tan ¢,
BBEESR y SERSBETENTESY, LhrLxa
o, BB cOEROTEFEEICBWVTIE, 20E
KEMPEDOOTEDSTH B EHBVDT, BPETIE
BT -2 k08503 FEERSBHSBEROFSE
ROMERZH>TVIHAELHVELEE2, HEEK
BMUTHWOES. THANOHEBH R 2HBE LT
EBxB.,

(1) ctangd LV 7y D9

EHARTELOMENIE s> xicnz, EBAKID S
WA ZIZET HERFY 2 & OREELR % LRI DR
IO ANBZZEZ2BH012ITLTVWAS, Lizds-
T, CITRITRES>NTVATOMKEIE %
KRBAL, BN ORBRERVS. YU NEDO—E
HAMBEBROKR, ¢, tan ¢ ODEESHIIT N TER
AW THLUTE B EDNBLMIZZINTVS. & 2,
Xk18) HOL O NHENEHEILTOLS> T 5.
WNENOFEYME c=1.40tf/m? (0.0137 MPa), # 0%
BRE V.=0.193, PIEREEIEMAOIEE O I tan 4=
0.615, ZEMREl Vian »=0.058, BfiAEEEOFHE
7=1.603 tf{/m* (15.7 kN/m%, ZE)FE V,=0.107 /2
ETHB.

(2) BXFHOIESHE

TOED T VERY 518 5N 5 oM & TaRK s,
BEMOZh S EOBFII>VTELS. BEY . &
S o® OEIBBEM » ST n BOEXREHMT S
L, ERAEE X ko ohd, X WRRENTHY,
ZOFHEX it ii—HL, ZOHE ok i o*/n ic—
95, Lizt'-> CHMMBAECHBOLNIERY n
BHEVELBVWBEABELT, HExE4LEXD
&, (1) THIMEN ¢ DEXRTFSHE TOLEHHRY Ve



T EEREBERIDOIE SO E 2 ERL BRI OEEMEREN

120.096, PIEBEEMES DIEEDTFSME tan ¢ OLEBRY
Vs 110.029 72 5. HNEREEAOETEHHIVNS VWEHR
EUT, ZZTHROE-1-Y IV FERSNIREERITE
L CHBREN Lt HEREE R L TWa I &8 XS
N5, —ROMBTE, BENLHNRERADEEICH
BUTHENEAEER y OEFHNIV &L H®, K
MEICBWTRENEBER v OTHEOLSHFREE
LTO0.05 &%/,

(3) WEBES
BROETED D, MBI L > THIBERI IR
BoTWB. B BHEEE V~N0os0MEZY
RELT, BROUMBEBOBRKEOEEAHFLENHD
a2 DAEORICT OV TRD TN EY, MBSO
BAEOHERASFHFO—F% Fig. 1 ITRT. ZhidER,
HBRBIAHREMZ SERNELIBREEDLT
Wb, SITRULIEZSHEANERSE L TEBEL.

4. BRI OISIRIERER

BIoBEHMHZ BT 584, FORELMIY N
DERT A EMED. BRI L it cli Lo e
EHICL TS 2 HELH N5 D0, MILT O EE
FVLFOESS RN EBEDL L, AXTIRELOR
BEEEE LTI ROELCERI 2T ROYEDS %
Ex5.

Fig. 2 iZ R4 &5 ICTROFLP LI NROEE r %

RETSE, BE%2 n SEULEROTRTOLIMIT -

WTBHERF, MR (7)) ODkdicskEs. &=
WENZEZEHRFOEGCER IS, HEDHIZHIK
FizfERE g1z,

; (cili+ 7. Vi{cos a;— ki sin o) (1— U) tan ¢,)
Fo=— -

23 7 Visin e+ kn cos a))

1.0 qmm—mmmmmm e m— = —

NIIGATA
§=163(gal)
0.5 4 (F,=0.17)

4 TOKYO
@=334(gal)
(1?7]=o.34)

T T T T J
0 100 200 300 400 S00
o (gal)

Maximum acceleration of earthquake

Cumulative distribution function

kh ! Seismic coefficient

Fig.1 Cumulative distribution function of maximum
acceleration of earthquake during 75 years.

125

W, TtoEX (=¢gV), 7 BUKEEERE, V.! 10O
k14, a; . TOEBSKFEE 2T AE, k., i KFEE,
U : BREBKER, ¢ LORSEES, rI 30
FE, 1, ¥ BOETAROHLP EOKFE, SAEEERE,
U y/r=cosa, xJ/r=sine EBWVI. Kb,
TN EA~-8 I UTTRERE LM, BRICKE
MWrapotzlEd, FREKRZHDICRET S PR L
B—RicZRLTHY, TELBhZSEBLTVAZE
hBY, T a=4,Uk. £, R (7) Dy
DWW, HRELTWBER, SHIEF0—8R 4
TAMEE D LT, EBEHCEASLTHEENES
PIRESTEAZEZLS DAL -720, Bl LiE
ERVTVS. ERICIIBET A0 b 5 Ml
BICHEEL, BERROTERZHEDLHIZEZENST
NRTEERTHDENHZY, KK, TTLEN
SRA—F—BENEHTHEBEOBTORERF» 5
RNREREFTHHMERD, ZOMIICH L THIE
BMERERDDLVIFEEL>TVS.

R (7)) OHF, PBBEFNEFRT YIS 555,
AhcELELTVWS. R (7) poBabi ki, &
EENNEREBOERAEEATHEY, Lichio THEIC
BLUTORBELLEW., L LBBEDI®HIZ, 22T
33K (8) KX (13) WRIET I L LI BESLHNE
B3 55 BERPRREEREARZF T 2BELHTH
5LE25E, BIOWERFIAMND &S ITRATER
bahs.

P=PR<S)=[ [ frifls)drds oo (8)

feI2U, P, 3B OBEREE, filr), fils)ldzhEh
BE, NMORREERENTHS. LIATHET AW
FRED ¢, 23— kxuBEZHELTVAHHLD
EEZOLNBY, IhoOBREBEIIRKMRS & RE
RN OBREEBH *M5 L EBBTREV. 22T,
FTARTCOEREENRY TH B ERET 5. ZORE
3, BEHPEORBEZELTOSBEEIHEBLT, B
BRERSNEL20, BERAOFHEE2T->TWEZ i
5. —h, BELNDHOBMIEEEZ 518G, BE
ko WBAU TR EDORICEADBRENS D, D& XIC
R P 3 AE O L VREBOFEZT-> TV
BIEITB,. LT, c;BLomtks, wE

Fig.2 Stability analysis of embarkment.



126

Ao ERE EHITRE L LGS, RefOFEIz
BABDP, FREDBHRZOMIZOVTIE—EITWVZ W,
LoD EzBULT, 2 2T hll bimh e,
SBOBBEELLZV. T2, BREBREBLONNE
BT 58 EHDERSHTHELELD L, BEB L
UHNORRFEEREB S, THE (R, S) &8 (ok o)
PRATEBINZ LI ZERSHTCTHHEIRETE
5.
EHEHEZ 1 AR 2IRE— X ¥
LT &EHIZES.

E=t=ﬁl {€.l,+7.V{cos a,—

MEIZEHS>TRDS

%nsin e)(1—U)tan ¢4

§=§ 7. Visin 01+Eh COS p)frreerrrerrermmnnns (10)
oi=$ ok i+ VIL—UY

J[o2,(cos a,—kx sin o) tan ¢,

+ Glane 7HCOS a;— k5, Sin a,)

oL TITaD Bp SinPag}-crerereeeeneeeneneans (11)

0'5*‘}: {O"n

Sm at+ kh COS ai) +0'm.7¢ Vz COS 01}

B BAKFEE kn 1S U TBEOBIBERER P(ky) &
KRTExHNB.

Pykyn)= ¢<_fn_+ias> .................................. (13)

hahall "t

o(x)= f

f&@,mauﬁﬁxw%n€n$ﬁﬁ,ﬁ$ﬁ§%
£b7.

KPRE k04 5B OBERE P(k.) 2K
BB, 1ExE, B o OE¥ERE o, DIEHDE
IZOVWTHLEBIT HMBENDH L. UL, JEOBREH»
5, EHERE o, DIESDEPRBERRICRIFIEER
EHEOELD>E LV B/NIVIENDPLTVS. L
B> THUTREBOWTCRBRD I H - T, FEHED
Eo2xDA%EEAL, BEREDESLSDE 0,122 T

function of 2
function of 2

Probability density
Probability density

Fig.3(a) Concept of Point
Estimate Method,

Fig.3(b) Concept of o,

JL - A :

BEZZV. TobEBLIMERNNICLIPbTNS
EROFEESIES D I L EERL REEREE KD
5. BVRRA D EEBINETIREEEREEZHNSDT,
HELB z OFBHEZ ZROED T 12> TEBED
SEE Z 5 O FHEOBEERE o: 1207 5 T RIEZE
ViAteZ &i2/2 5 (Fig.3(a) 28). aBE&DzHift
FMz 545, z OERERES C I TRBEEHEE LTV S,
F2bb Fig.3(b) KRT LD, 2z OMKREEEHO
FEUTCTEDEBVFIIVWANEHBHEND  &I3E
Bed, 521 20BNV HICERELTWD, P55 ks
OHIE5F ki, T, tan ¢, 7. OEKTH B LB EE
T5L, KAERS.

P,=PAC,, tan ¢, 71, Co, tan ¢, 7,, -+,

%Iu kh)

P,z 1 BOMBIIHSIIBLOWNBERRETSE, P,
OmEE—2 > +EPHIRRD LS IcEDENS,
ZITm=1lE&BLIEIlEVBITOWBEREDFEY
B, m=2&BLLEICEY 2RFHEHIKES.
1z, ThozHND ERBEROEERELRE 2.

EP3)= [ [7 PXc. Tan 6., 7., T tan 1 7o,

Eh, kh) l]i l[PE:—b\(—C—i_—Ei—)"' PE:+8(?i_—Ei+)]

X [Pmt-S(tan é.,—tan ¢,)

tan ¢,.)]
7:i)+ Py 8(7—

—kn )+ P8k

+ Prns,.o(tan ¢,—

X[P’Vz—a(7t 7t+ ]I

X[PT;,, h_kh+)]
Xfm.(kh, kh)dfi"'dkhdkh ............... (16)

2202, (K kn) 3. TR —ERIRRICEES
HEAKMEHLBE CIMEL 2B E0MEREERKTH
5, 5Bk, IOV TE, OTHKIZH LT, PXED
DF—IDHBIENDH, JOEHOHEREERRO
ErzzoxR (16) KHBRAAL. i k. OFEE
kn D> TV AHHEIRREELE SR (16) ORERITR
FTEESKREVETHINDZOT, kLOEHDER
DVTDH, IHIR (16) ITHAAATH 5.

5. HAEREARHGI

EZ':SF‘E —C-iy mu 7:, Eh @Egﬂ%& Va, Vmu
Vo, Vi & U ZBEBUC U IIBE S, 1964 FHEHMED
& LR OB KER 2 WRIC U LBEIC OV THIER
HaEfF-1.

EFTEREATLGOERB V 2ERIC LIz 2O
it R % Table 1 ITRT. S 2T/ F A —F —HAERK
HoTCNBEHDE (V. 2 EOEBFERE LTHER)
IKIRA T, METARERE (Ve58) BEAL, Ch



TEEHEHBHRI OIS 3 2EEL BT OERMAENT

HNBTOWERRIC R ITHEEIIO>OVWTKRET . &
BPLULTOBICPNTR, Va=Vo==VRBEDL
HIZLTWVS, ZhidFig.4 ITRINBZBLZHRIC,
RRICBI MBS ARV IERTH 5. Case
1& Case2idzhEny v bVEE YV MERELD
BEARRE URESTH LS. SEHOEHBEOLEEHF
KRB REEAKEL % Casel T3 838V, Case2 T
B6BMYIKEILA s xDREREEDT. P, op,
Ve, 3BT OWBERRERDOLSE, OERREEDS LUE
BREEEDLT. I TOBNREEROEATFHOE
Lo X SEEREROEHEIIRTIEE (LTRELH
T5) RRLPIZTBIERDD. LI -> TEERFY
OEBEHELT, 3. KBOTHELZ8E, 42b
LEROEBRBOEXS L AHEE2ET5EE&% No.2
2, TERBOE% 1 > TEROTBHFEHERMLICL
123B& % No.3~No. 5 iKRY. FNEEROFIED
Eo D& 5 E o< BRUBVERE%. No.1IZRLTH
5. 35 IBHMRAKED LR E2EBICANIZ(U=0.4)
R % No. 6 ITRd. Uit k, SHEEBEFEEBELTVS
2, IhLOBRBRISEBEIChhE>TVWEVNI EL D, T
CTCRERNSREE LT U 2 E UTERDE- 2.
ERIZITOBMNKEEREOFSE T S MEHOTS
BT, PIREEAOEED TS tan ¢, ANBEOF
Bl &y CREBRBOESRLS. 20 &> LR
HOHEEE LT, Casel iz No.7 & No.8 & %48 1z.
Case 1l ORBITHEE CREEHOEREHOE#H2E
BLTWZWNo. 1D Pz, EEUzNo.2D P,
H1.4f5@3EKRELE>TVS, %72 No.3~No.5 T

127

<, WIT Ve, Ve, DI 5 TWVWD, Ve i Pt BEE
ERIFLTOEWERAD IS ELT, k), OEXEEHE
BobEbERkEWnize, EXEFPRINEITLDHE
HAREEEORERZ I, E0WHIENEZD
3. No7&No8i#il#d42L, No.8wAhH P,
=0.109 L Kx<, /2 0p,=0.1T1 & KEWV. hHD
Z &M EERORREEE SHIERE O PHEL EITR
BFTEEBONIL BV EDbr -, —F, BEEER
KEH U 750.4 OFBEITIE, P,H0.615125 0, Bt
OWBEBORET HHRESHEBICET < 25,

Case 2 OBEHER» 5 bEERIC, BRBKRAKELD
HEFBRLTOWHEICKRELBEELTVE I LB ENRA
5.

I CRREBKTY U S HEREOTSE P, D

1.0 -

“

la LEGEND P
-== Case 1 ya

z —- Case 2
Bl

—

§
2

&

. 0.5 6m

]
2
i 1.8
'lg 1
e

& 4 N

4 <

= 0.0 " | U]

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Pore water pressure ratio U

Fig.4 Relationship between P,and U.

0.20 .-
< e . o ’ \\ LEGEND
i, Vers OBERROTSEILSA2HENBRLRE © / \ --- case 1
el // \ ——— Case 2
e 0.15
. —
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h d £ £ I
2 3
Case 1 < 3
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_ - .
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with increasing U.
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Fig.7 An example of failure
(Mogami river, Ohmiya region).

Table 2 Soil materials used in the
analysis for Fig.7.

x c tan¢ Y k
e/’ ef/m? h

1.400 0.750 1.700 0.170
0.160 0.150 0.110 0.410

ol

< <
»|

0.080 0.050 0.07% 0.205

{ 1 tE/m®s 9.8 kPa )
(1 t£/m®= 9.8 XN/m?)

Jbi - A

Table 3 Analytical results of the case study
(Mogami river, Ohmiya region),

No. Vs v\-{ Vm vk—h P, (x10 -5) on(xlo-s ) fo
1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.036 0.0 0.0
2 0.080 0.050 0.075 0.205 ©0.259 0.575 2.220
3 0.160 0.050 0.075 0.205 1.290 5.594 4.336
4 0.080 0.050 0.150 0.205 1.289 4.893 3.796
5 0.080 0.050 . 0.075 0.410 0.643 1.570 2.442
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