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Partial Safety Factors for Circular Slip Failure of Gravity Type Port Facilities
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Table 1. Probability distribution of random variables

X w COV Dist. X w COV Dist.
Y and 19kN/m? 0.03 Normal q 174.93kN/m 0.40 Normal
Y Clay 16kN/m® 0.04 Normal RW.L 1.58m 0.05 Normal
c 20kN/m’ 0.20 Normal K, 0.077 0.25 Extreme
tang’ ¢,,q 0.58 0.10 Normal Von'e 24 kN/m? - Constant
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Fig. 2. Correlation between 3 and changes of
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Table 2. Partial safety factors for each variable(3,=2.5).
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