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Abstract. From the examples of several past worldwide disasters caused by earth-
quakes, scientists and researchers realized the requirement for incorporation of ver-
tical earthquake loading in the dynamic stability analysis of soil slopes. However,
in earlier studies, the vertical component of the ground motion has been neglected,
and the importance has been given to only horizontal seismic acceleration for the
assessment of the stability under seismic loading conditions. In this paper, a finite
element method based pseudo-static stability analysis was carried out by taking
horizontal and vertical seismic acceleration together. A two-dimensional hypo-
thetical slope model was developed by using the finite elements under plain-strain
conditions. The seismic behavior of the slope under joint earthquake loading was
described by means of the safety factor, displacement, and yield acceleration. The
results showed that the slope which was found stable after applying the horizontal
seismic loading that fails due to combined seismic loadings. Further, the impacts
of vertical seismic acceleration on the slope stability were examined by means of
parametric studies. Finally, the validity of the numerical analysis was established
by comparing the result with that obtained from analytical analysis based on the
sliding block mechanism. The study recommends that for comprehensive stability
estimation of slopes under seismic loads, the combined seismic loading should be
considered in order to achieve a safe design.

Keywords: Vertical seismic acceleration - Finite element - Pseudo-static
stability analysis - Factor of safety - Yield acceleration

1 Introduction

The history of numerous natural and manmade slope failures due to earthquakes has
fetched significant awareness from researchers and scientists for analyzing seismic slope
stability more rigorously. Kramer [1] and Wang et al. [2] mentioned that the appropriate
analysis of seismic slope stability is very challenging and stimulating. The available
techniques for the analysis of seismic slope stability are ranging from the pseudo-static
method to the failure mass movement approach (e.g., Newmark’s rigid block method), in
addition to some recently developed advanced methods like the pseudo-dynamic method,
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modified pseudo-dynamic method, and stress deformation method based on finite ele-
ments [3, 4]. Out of all the methods, displacement-based methods provide a rational
idea about the functioning of slopes during earthquake shaking as the serviceability of
slope is operated by the post-earthquake deformation [5]. The first displacement method
was proposed by Newmark [6] based on the concept of rigid block sliding on a tilted
surface. Thereafter, by adopting Newmark’s theory many displacement-based predictive
models have been developed in recent studies [7—11] using real ground motion. Most
of these studies neglect the impact of vertical component of seismic forces by assuming
that a decrease in the seismic factor of safety is resulting from a singular act of the
horizontal earthquake loading component. Apart from the displacement-based methods,
various analytical approaches have been established in the earlier studies based on limit
equilibrium and the limit analysis technique [12—-17] to assess the seismic slope stabil-
ity. However, in earlier studies, the impact of vertical seismic acceleration has not been
considered and a conclusive remark has been made that under the earthquake condi-
tion horizontal component of the seismic inertia forces is only engaged in the failure of
slopes.

In this study, a pseudo-static stability assessment using the finite element method has
been carried out by accounting combined impact of horizontal and vertical components of
earthquake forces. The pseudo-static technique is a simple method, and the computation
of the stability is similar to the traditional static stress calculation, no sophisticated
evaluation is therein required [1]. Earlier, Choudhury et al. [4], Choudhury and Modi
[18], Chatterjee and Choudhury [19] had applied the pseudo-static method for slope
stability analysis. Further, Sangroya and Choudhury [20] used pseudo-static analysis in
the finite-difference program FLAC3D to investigate the slope stability under dynamic
loading. Similarly, in this paper, the behavior of slopes against seismic loading was
demonstrated via seismic safety factor and displacement. Also, the minimum pseudo-
static acceleration required for failure i.e., yield acceleration was estimated under the
combined seismic acceleration. Further, the overall impact of combined seismic loading
on slope stability has been presented through a set of parametric studies. Finally, the
safety factor computed by employing the numerical analysis was compared with that
calculated using analytical analysis based on the sliding block mechanism. The study
describes the significance of vertical seismic acceleration in the dynamic slope stability
assessment to lessen down the earthquake-induced geo-calamities.

2 Methodology

2.1 Finite Element Slope Model

For the numerical analysis, a hypothetical model of slope, as depicted in Fig. 1, was devel-
oped using the finite element computer program PLAXIS 2D [21]. The two-dimensional
plane strain condition was considered to model the slope section. The whole model was
discretized with 15 nodded trilateral elements with twelve Gaussian points, available in
the PLAXIS library. These elements were used to generate gravity load, stress redistri-
bution and the stiffness matrix for simulating the accurate behavior of soil under seismic
loading conditions. The constitutive model for soil material was assumed as elastic per-
fectly plastic which fails under the Mohr-Coulomb failure principle. The height of the
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slope was considered as 10 m. Below the slope a 3 m deep foundation was included
to observe whether the failure zone passes across the slope base. The slope inclination
angle (B) was considered as 60°. The lateral extent of the slope model was kept as 20 m
to diminish the boundary effect due to seismic loading. The groundwater table (GWT)
was presumed to be situated at the slope toe, 10 m below the slope top.

Boundary conditions are constraints necessary for solving a finite-element-based
boundary value problem. In the present finite element model, boundary conditions were
selected in such a manner that the impact of stress distribution can be reduced. In order
to simulate the model under semi-infinite conditions, at the base of the slope a fixed
boundary was applied, whereas the roller boundaries were assigned at the sides. This
type of boundary condition allows the slope model to move freely vertically but restricts
the movement laterally [22]. The size of the mesh is frozen after numerous iterations.
This process is called mesh optimization, and this ensures that further finer mesh will
not impact much on the output of analysis rather than time-consuming. As a result, 940
elements with 7729 nodes were formed in the slope mesh. The discretized finite element
slope model with boundary conditions is shown in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 1. Finite element slope model with discretized mesh and boundary conditions.

The assumed index and engineering soil parameters utilized in the present analysis
are presented in Table 1. The elastic properties of soil material have less impact in the
estimation of the safety factor as compared to the soil deformation characteristics [23].
Therefore, due to a lack of meaningful data, the value of Elasticity modulus and Poisson’s
ratio was taken from Griffiths and Lane [24]. Griffiths and Marquez [25] reported that
the slope stability assessment is a comparatively unconfined problem where zero angle
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of dilation subject to no volume change of soil at the time of yielding may be assumed.
Hence, in this study, the dilation angle was taken as zero.

Table 1. Input soil parameters for present study.

Soil properties Soil model Drainage type
Cohesion, ¢ (kN/mz) 20 Mohr-Coulomb Drained
Friction angle, ¢>, @) 25

Bulk unit weight, y (kN/m>) 20

Dry unit weight, v (kKN/m?) 17

Dilation angle, ¥ (°) 0

Elasticity modulus, E (kN/mz) 105

Poisson’s ratio, v 0.3

2.2 Framework for Pseudo-Static Stability Analysis

Terzaghi [26] proposed the first comprehensive utilization of the pseudo-static slope
stability analysis. This stability method defines the impacts of ground motion by constant
horizontal or vertical accelerations that produce horizontal and vertical inertial forces,
acting through the centroid of the failed soil mass [19]. Analytically the horizontal and
vertical pseudo-static forces can be expressed as [1]:

AW
Fu=2"Y _ ow (1)
8
AW
Fy = =a,W 2)
8

Where, Aj, and A, are the horizontal and vertical pseudo-static acceleration respectively;
W is the weight of the failure mass; o and oy, are the dimensionless horizontal and
vertical pseudo-static acceleration coefficient respectively.

In this study, the pseudo-static method was employed to analyze the slope stability
using the PLAXIS 2D [21] computer program. The combined loading of horizontal
and vertical pseudo-static forces was applied to the whole finite element mesh. The
pseudo-static analysis significantly depends on the value of seismic coefficients as those
acts in directions that generate positive driving moments [1, 27, 28]. Therefore, in this
study, a range of horizontal and vertical seismic coefficients was considered in order to
understand their influence on slope stability. By entering a specified value of the pseudo-
static coefficient, the analysis was carried out in 3 phases. Phase I is the initial phase in
which the model was subjected to gravity load, where the forces of each element were
accumulated into a global gravitational force vector to evaluate the initial state of stress.
Phase II is the plastic analysis phase, which evaluates the incremental stresses generated
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in the soil due to dynamic loading and slope instability, and Phase III is the safety
analysis phase which evaluates the factor of safety of slopes using the strength diminution
technique. In this approach, the two soil parameters ¢’ and tan ¢’ are successively reduced
by the strength reduction factors till failure of the slope takes place. The least magnitude
of this factor for which failure happens is called safety factor of the slope [29]. The
reduced strength parameters can be determined from the equation given by Matsui and
San [30]:

/

/o c 3
C. = R_f (3

;L tan ¢’
¢, = arctan( R ) 4)

where Ry is the reduction factor; c. and ¢, are the reduced effective cohesion and reduced
friction angle, respectively. At the initial stage of the analysis, a very small value of Ry
was considered (0.01) such that the strength parameters remain big enough to remain
the slope in an elastic state. Ry increases progressively till the failure, which indicates
that the elastic-plastic finite element computation fails to satisfy a physical convergence
criterion.

3 Results and Discussion

Different magnitudes of horizontal and vertical seismic acceleration and their combina-
tion were applied to the slope model. Thereafter, the yield acceleration was decided as
the seismic coefficient at which the slope fails. The yield acceleration is a function of ¢,
for a particular magnitude of 8 and ¢’ for slope under joint seismic loading [23]. Hence,
to find out a constant value of yield acceleration the o, was kept as 0 and the value of
oy, was increased monotonically. Finally, the yield acceleration for the particular slope
was reported in terms of horizontal yield seismic coefficient (cy) at which the factor of
safety (FS) went below 1. It was found that at oj, = 0.1 and o, = 0, the FS of the slope was
0.984. Therefore, 0.1 can be considered a horizontal yield seismic coefficient (cy) for
the particular slope. Figure 2 shows the displacement profile of the slope for oy = 0.1.
From the figure, it can be observed that at the failure a prominent failure zone developed
throughout the face of the slope (from crest to toe). The maximum displacement under
pseudo-static condition was computed as 4.42 mm.

A set of parametric studies was performed considering a few soil and seismic param-
eters to comprehend the impact of combined seismic loading on the slope stability.
Figure 3 portrays the variation of FS with the horizontal seismic coefficient for different
magnitudes of «,,. It was observed that the FS of the slope decreases with the increase in
oy, values. This is because the increase in ¢, values promote the driving force to increase
more. From Fig. 3 itis important to notice that when combined seismic loading is applied
the slope reaches the failure condition much earlier as compared to the case of mono
seismic loading. As an example, the slope was found stable (FS = 1.024) when only
horizontal seismic acceleration with o, = 0.08 was applied, but by adding the vertical
component (&, = 0.024) the slope was found unstable (FS = 1).
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The variation of FS of the slope with a vertical seismic coefficient («,,) for different
values of ¢’/yH is depicted in Fig. 4 for ¢/ = 25°, o, = 0.1. It was noticed that the
sole application of horizontal seismic loading with o, = 0.1 gives a higher value of FS
when the cohesion of the soil is high. On the other hand, with the introduction of «,,
conjunction with the application of ¢, the slope becomes unstable at the lower cohesion
of the slope soil. Hence, the slope stability is greatly affected by the lower cohesion in
the slope with application of combined seismic loading.

The factor of safety versus vertical seismic coefficient (c,,) curve for various values
of ¢’ is portrayed in Fig. 5. The variation was observed by keeping ¢//yH = 0.15 and
aj, = 0.1. From the plot, it was observed that the sole application of horizontal seismic
loading with o, = 0.1 gives a higher value of FS when the friction angle of the soil is
high. By introducing «,, conjunction with the application of «j,, safety factor was reduced
at the lower friction angle of the slope soil, but it did not fail. Hence, the slope stability
is greatly influenced by the cohesion of the soil as compared to the friction angle.
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Figure 6 indicates the pattern of displacement vectors observed after applying a
combined seismic loading with o, = 0.08 and &, = 0.024. It was found that the failure
mass is moving outward down direction due to the combined action of seismic loads.
The depth of the slip surface was approximately measured as 2m. From the results, it
can be inferred that the slope which is estimated as stable by solely considering the
horizontal component of the seismic loading may fail under the action of combined
seismic loading.

4 Analytical Solution for Pseudo-Static Analysis

Figure 7 illustrates the rigid sliding block model which was used to calculate FS of the
slope analytically based on the pseudo-static method. The rigid block starts sliding when
the available shear resisting force is equal to the total driving force. In that situation,
the block moves along the failure surface maintaining unaltered yield resistance [31].
The pseudo-static FS is calculated by resolving all the forces acting on the block at a
particular instant of time based on limit equilibrium approach.

FS — ' /(yzcos B) + [(1 £ @) — ap tan B] tan ¢’ 5)
[(1 £ ay)tan B + oyl

where 7 is the depth of the sliding block, approximated as 2 m after measuring the depth
of the failure plane obtained from the numerical analysis (Fig. 6). The soil properties
listed in Table 1 were used for inputs in the analytical expression of FS (Eq. 5). Finally,
the FS of the slope was calculated by considering o, = 0.08 and o, = 0.024. The
FS of the slope was found to be 0.75 which is on the lower side as compared to that
obtained using finite-element-based pseudo-static analysis (FS = 1). This is because
the limit-equilibrium-based pseudo-static stability is a simple method for seismic slope
stability assessment which involves several simplified pressumptions associated with
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Fig. 7. Sliding block model for pseudo-static stability analysis under combined seismic loads.
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the shape of the slip surface and forces acting on them. However, both numerical and
analytical analysis showed that the slope is unstable under combined seismic loading with
aj, = 0.08 and o, = 0.024 which signifies the validity of the present finite-element-based
pseudo-static analysis.

5 Conclusions

In this study, an attempt was made to highlight the significance of vertical seismic
acceleration in the stability analysis by performing a finite-element-based pseudo-static
analysis under combined seismic loading condition. Also, a set of parametric studies
were performed to demonstrate the impact of combined seismic loading on the slope
stability with other soil parameters. Further, FS of the slope under combined seismic
loading was calculated analytically on the basis of the rigid sliding block mechanism
and compared with that computed using numerical analysis. Based on the results and
discussion, the subsequent overall conclusions may be illustrated:

o In the absence of vertical seismic acceleration, the slope was found unstable at «j, =
0.1. This value of «rj, can be considered as the horizontal yield seismic coefficient of the
slope. In this situation, a prominent slip surface developed throughout the slope face
(from crest to toe). The maximum slope displacement under pseudo-static condition
was computed as 4.42 mm.

e The factor of safety versus o, curves for various values of vertical seismic coefficient
showed that when combined seismic loading is applied the slope reaches the failure
condition much earlier as compared to the case of sole seismic loading with the
horizontal component.

e The factor of safety versus «, curves for various values of normalized cohesion indi-
cated that the slope stability was greatly influenced by the lower value of cohesion.
Therefore, the impact of the vertical seismic coefficient on the FS is more evident by
introducing the variation of soil cohesion. Also, it was detected that the stability of
the present slope model highly depends on cohesion of soil as compared to friction
angle.

e The validity of the results computed using numerical analysis was established by com-
paring those with the stability result estimated analytically. However, the analytical
expression gave a lower value of the FS due to the involvement of several simplified
assumptions.

References

1. Kramer, S.L.: Geotechnical Earthquake Engineering. Prentice Hall, Upper Saddle River, N.J.
(1996)

2. Wang, J., Yao, L.K., Hussain, A.: Analysis of earthquake-triggered failure mechanisms of
slopes and sliding surfaces. J. Mt. Sci. 7, 282-290 (2010)

3. Choudhury, D., Nimbalkar, S.: Seismic passive resistance by pseudo-dynamic method.
Geotechnique 55(9), 699-702 (2005)



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

18.

19.

20.

21.
22.

23.

Finite Element Based Pseudo-Static Stability Analysis 375

Choudhury, D., Basu, S., Bray, J.D.: Behaviour of slopes under static and seismic conditions by
limit equilibrium method. In Geo-Denver-2007: New Peaks in Geotechnics In Embankments,
Dams and Slopes: Lessons from the New Orleans Levee Failures and Other Current Issues,
Geotechnical Special Publication 161, 12007https://doi.org/10.1061/40905(224)6

. Jibson, R.W.: Methods for assessing the stability of slopes during earthquakes—a retrospec-

tive. Eng. Geol. 122(1), 43-50 (2011)

Newmark, N.M.: Effects of earthquakes on dams and embankments. Geotechnique 15(2),
139-160 (1965)

Jibson, R.W.: Regression models for estimating coseismic landslide displacement. Eng. Geol.
91(2-4), 209-218 (2007)

. Saygili, G., Rathje, EM.: Empirical predictive models for earthquake-induced sliding

displacements of slopes. J. Geotech. Geoenviron. Eng. 134(6), 790-803 (2008)
Zhang, H., Lu, Y.: Continuum and discrete element coupling approach to analyzing seismic
responses of a slope covered by deposits. J. Mt. Sci. 7, 264-275 (2010)

. Tsai, C.C., Chien, Y.C.: A general model for predicting the earthquake-induced displacements

of shallow and deep slope failures. Eng. Geol. 206, 50-59 (2016)

Lashgari, A., Jafarian, Y., Haddad, A.: Predictive model for seismic sliding displacement of
slopes based on a coupled stick-slip-rotation approach. Eng. Geol. 244, 25-40 (2018)
Kramer, S.L., Lindwall, N.W.: Dimensionality and directionality effects in newmark sliding
block analyses. J. Geotech. Geoenviron. Eng. 130(3), 303-315 (2004)

Ling, H.I., Leshchinsky, D.: Seismic stability and permanent displacement of landfill cover
systems. J. Geotech. Geoenviron. Eng. 123(2), 113-122 (1997)

Sarma, S.K.: Seismic Slope Stability—The Critical Acceleration. In: Proceedings of the
Second International Conference on Earthquake Geotechnical Engineering, pp. 1077-1082
(1999)

Simonelli, A.L., Stefano, P.D.: Effects of vertical seismic accelerations on slope displace-
ments. Int. Conf. Recent Adv. Geotech. Earthq. Eng. Soil Dyn. 5(34), 1-6 (2001)

Ingles, J., Darrozes, J., Soula, J.C.: Effects of the vertical component of ground shaking on
earthquake-induced landslide displacements using generalized newmark analysis. Eng. Geol.
86(2), 134-147 (2006)

. Sarma, S.K., Scorer, M.: The effect of vertical accelerations on seismic slope stability. In:

Proceedings of the International Conference on Performance-Based Design in Earthquake
Geotechnical Engineering, pp. 889-896. Taylor and Francis Group, London (2009)
Choudhury, D., Modi, D.: Displacement-based seismic stability analyses of reinforced and
unreinforced slopes using planar failure surfaces. In: Geotechnical Earthquake Engineering
and Soil Dynamics I'V 2008, Geotechnical Special Publication No. 181, pp. 12008https://doi.
org/10.1061/40975(318)189

Chatterjee, K, Choudhury, D.: Seismic analysis of soil slopes using FLAC2D and modified
Newmark’s approach. In: Geo-Congress 2014: Geotechnical Special Publication No. GSP
234, pp. 1196-1205 (2014). https://doi.org/10.1061/9780784413272.116

Sangroya, R., Choudhury, D.: Stability analysis of soil slope subjected to blast induced
vibrations using FLAC3D. In Geo-Congress 2013: Stability and Performance of Slopes and
Embankments III Geotechnical Special Publication No. 231, pp. 472481 (2013).https://doi.
org/10.1061/9780784412787.049

Plaxis: Essential for geotechnical professionals. Plaxis, Delft, the Netherlands (2016)

Das, T., Rao, V.D., Choudhury, D.: Numerical investigation of the stability of land-
slide affected slopes in Kerala, India, under extreme rainfall event. Natural Hazards.
Springer (2022). https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-022-05411-x. (Accepted, in press with MS#
NHAZ-D-22-00114R2)

Sahoo, P.P., Shukla, S.K.: Effect of vertical seismic coefficient on cohesive-frictional soil
slope under generalised seismic conditions. Int. J. Geotech. Eng. 15(1), 107-119 (2021)


https://doi.org/10.1061/40905(224)6
https://doi.org/10.1061/40975(318)189
https://doi.org/10.1061/9780784413272.116
https://doi.org/10.1061/9780784412787.049
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-022-05411-x

376

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

T. Das and D. Choudhury

Griffiths, D.V., Lane, P.A.: Slope stability analysis by finite elements. Geotechnique 49(3),
387-403 (1999)

Griffiths, D.V., Marquez, R.M.: Three-dimensional slope stability analysis by elasto-plastic
finite elements. Geotechnique 57(6), 537-546 (2007)

Terzaghi, K.: Mechanism of landslides. In: Paige, S. (ed.) Application of Geology to Engi-
neering Practice (Berkeley Volume), pp. 83—123. Geological Society of America, Washington
D.C (1950)

Latha, G.M., Garaga, A.: Seismic stability analysis of a Himalayan rock slope. Rock Mech.
Rock Eng. 43(6), 831-843 (2010)

Das, T., Hegde, A.: A comparative deterministic and probabilistic stability analysis of rock-fill
tailing dam. In: Prashant, A., Sachan, A., Desai, C.S. (eds.) Advances in Computer Methods
and Geomechanics. LNCE, vol. 55, pp. 607-617. Springer, Singapore (2020). https://doi.org/
10.1007/978-981-15-0886-8_49

Hegde, A., Das, T.: Finite element-based probabilistic stability analysis of rock-fill tailing dam
considering regional seismicity. Innovative Infrastruct. Solutions 4(1), 1-14 (2019). https://
doi.org/10.1007/s41062-019-0223-2

Matsui, T., San, K.C.: Finite element slope stability analysis by shear strength reduction
technique. Soils Found. 32(1), 59-70 (1992)

Chang, C.J., Chen, W.E, Yao, J.T.P.: Seismic displacements in slopes by limit analysis. J.
Geotech. Eng. 110, 860-874 (1984)


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-15-0886-8_49
https://doi.org/10.1007/s41062-019-0223-2

	Finite Element Based Pseudo-Static Stability Analysis of Soil Slope Under Combined Effects of Horizontal and Vertical Seismic Accelerations
	1 Introduction
	2 Methodology
	2.1 Finite Element Slope Model
	2.2 Framework for Pseudo-Static Stability Analysis

	3 Results and Discussion
	4 Analytical Solution for Pseudo-Static Analysis
	5 Conclusions
	References




