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Abstract—We present an application of SPH to saturated soil understand and quantify the failure mechanismibfrs such

problems. Herein, the standard SPH formulation wasmproved

to model saturated soil. It is shown that the propsed formulation

could yield several advantages such as: it takestinaccount the
pore-water pressure in an accurate manner, it automtically

satisfies the dynamics boundary conditions betweesubmerged
soil and water, and it reduced the computational cst.

Discussions on the use of the standard and the ne®PH

formulations are also given through some numericaltests.
Furthermore, some techniques to obtained correct S solution

are also proposed and discussed. To the end, thiager suggests
that the proposed SPH formulation should be consided as the
basic formulation for further developments of SPH br soil-water

couple problems.

I INTRODUCTION

the standard numerical approach in

challenging problems.

When solving the two-phase water saturated soif the
common approach in computational geomechanicstd the
two-phase system as a single phase and the interéetween
soil and water was considered via the contributibthe pore-
water pressure using the Terzaghi's effective stiemcept.
Pastor et al. [10] employed this approach in hisl $fbdel to
take into account contribution of the pore-watersgure in the
landslide simulation. The gradient of pore-watexsgure in his
model has been approximated using the conventiGri
formulation. However, our current research on tpplieation
of SPH to saturated soil revealed that such theoappation
of the gradient of the pore-water pressure willdlet
numerical instability problem which may failure tHePH
computational process for cases when soil is cdelple

The finite element method (FEM) has been employed gybmerged into water. Therefore, it is necessanyvarcome
computationgiis limitation in order to generalize the SPH amtions to

geomechanics. However, most of problems in geoteahn computational geomechanics. In this paper, we fiittly

engineering often involved the large deformatiord grost-
failure problems such as: post-failure process ofliding
slope, debris flow in landslide, seepage failupstgailure of a
slope due to soil liquefactions, etc. In such cinstances,
FEM suffers several disadvantages due to meshitgnglen
when the updated Lagrangian method is adopted. &shing
may help to resolve this problem but the procedsrguite

demonstrate the numerical instability problem cdusg using
the conventional SPH formulation. Then, we will idera
general SPH formulation which can be applied tdlayly and
saturated soils. Finally, we will show some advgesaof the
propose SPH formulation. Technique to obtain tlitalrstress
condition of soil in SPH is also proposed by addindamping
force into the motion equation. Several numeriesiteds are

complicated. As an alternative for such computzﬂionperformed to validate the proposed formulation.

purposes, it is attractive to develop mesh-freehoud. So far,
the most popular mesh-free method

tracks motion of a large number of particles, witterparticle
contacts modeled by spring and dashpot system3 lig].main
advantages of this approach are that it can hafatlge
deformation and failure problems; and the concepelatively
simple and easy to implement in a computer codeveier,
DEM suffers from low accuracy since suitable parmsefor
the contact model are difficult to determine. Tl&dntinuous
deformation analysis (DDA) method [2] has also bapplied
in geotechnical applications, but is mainly used fock
engineering, etc. On the other hand, the methosiradothed

in geotechnical
engineering is the discrete element method (DEM)jclwh

1. SMOOTHED PARTICLE HYDRODYNAMICS

A. Sandard SPH Formulations

In SPH, approximations for quantities of a contimuiield
such as density, velocity, pressure, etc., areopadd using
the following interpolation function,

@

Ar) = [ A W(r =r'|.h)dr’

whereA is any variables defined on the spatial coordinate

particle hydrodynamics (SPH) [3-4] has been regenthnd W is smoothing kernel, which is chosen herein tahse

developed for solving large deformation and pottifa flows
of geomaterials [5-13], and represents a powerfaly wo

cubic-spline function [14],
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1_%q2 +%q3 0<qg<1 B. Kernel gradient correction

- 1(9_ )3 2 The above SPH gradient approximations may have low
Wig)=aqx)5(2-0q) l=q<2 accuracy due to the particle deficiency, especifdy the
0 qz2 region near the boundary surface. In such a caisenécessary

to improve the accuracy of these gradient approt@ms.
where gy is the normalization factor which is 16¢ in Several methods have been proposed to addredssies[17-
two-dimensional problems angl is the normalized distance20]. In this paper, the correction technique [20] be adopted
a=riin. to improve the accuracy of the gradient approxiometi
Accordingly, in order to ensure exactly gradientaofinear
The integral (1) is then discretised onto a finset of field, the kernel derivative was normalized in towing
interpolation points (particles) by replacing theegral by a manner,
summation and the mass elemgvtwith the particle mass,

OW,, = L(r)OW,, ©)

N
Arr)=Y m, iW(\r—rb .h) ©)] . _
CE 2 where L¢) is defined by,

where subscripb refers to the quantity evaluated at the

-1
position of particleb. This “summation approximation” is the (X m,
basis of all SPH formalisms. L(r) = ;* OW,, U (%, = %) (10)
= b
The SPH approximation for the gradient terms may be
calculated by taking analytical derivative of edot (3), As a result, all the kernel gradients appearedgimatons
giving: (6-8) should be replaced by the correction (9).
N A Ill.  SPHDISCRETIZATION OFMOTION EQUATION
OA(r) = ; m, ;Daww @) In this section, discretization of the motion edprtf soil

b using the conventional SPH formulation is preseniekt, a
hybrid equation which addresses the numerical bilgtaissue

where we have assumed that the gradient is evalute caused by the conventional formulation is derived.

another particle (r =r;) and the remaining terms are defined,
A. Motion equation

_ _r, oW The motion of a continuum can be described thraingh
W, SW(r, =1,|,h), and g w, =2 = ©) following equation
Irw| Or. '
However, this form of gradient is not guaranteeddaish ol = Dﬁaaﬁ +09° (11)

whenA(r) is constant. To ensure that it does, the gradiant

be written as, . . .
where u is the displacementg and £ denote Cartesian

componentsx, y, z with the Einstein convention applied to

N (A, -A) repeated indicegy is the densityo is the total stress tensor,

UA, = zmo 7'0 U W 6) taken negative for compression; ani$ the acceleration due to
b=t b gravity. For a solil, the total stress is normallynposed of the

Alternatively, the following forms of the gradienteﬁecwe stress tensoo() and the pore-water pressupg)(

approximations which are the most commonly usedidorete

the momentum equation can be written as, 0% =g % +p, 0% (12)
N When the pore-water pressure is zero, the displewturof
OA, = paz mo[Az +A02]D W, (7)  soil particles relates to the effective streshimfbllowing way,
b=1 a b
ma :Dﬂo_raﬁ +ma (13)
N +
OA, =p,> m, Mmawab ©) Using equations (7) and (8), the partial differaintorm of
b=1 PaPy equation (13) can be approximated in the SPH faatiard in

the following ways,
Further details of SPH literature can be foundl®-16].
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N o'P glb _ obtained. Thus, it is necessary to modify this @qoafor
e = Zmb[ ;2 +;2+C§fJDfWab +g7 (14)  application to saturated soil.
b=1 B b

To explain the above numerical instability as wasl our
modification, let us consider the original SPH diization of
the gradient of the pore-water pressure term thpeared in

(a;’”} +a,% (15  equation (17),

+C (OAwW,, + 07
papb ab} ’

2 [ (P * Pra) I WV, (18)

aQ

wherea indicates the particle under consideratipp;and
M are the densities of particeeandb respectively;,N is the

number of “neighbouring particles”, i.e. those e tsupport wheredV, is the volume of particlé; Q is the support

domain of particlea; m, is the mass of particle; CIis @ gomain which includes all neighboubs of particle a. This
stabilization term employed to remove the stresstéiation equation can be further written as,

and tensile instability. The stabilization term sizts of two

components: artificial viscosity and artificial ess, which

could be computed similarly to Bui et al. [7-8] ept that the 1 J-( PO,V +
sound speed for the artificial viscosity term ifcakated herein Oa o Pup = Pua Lo War OV

by,

2Pua

a

[0.W,aV, (19)
Q

~Next, let's consider a special case where soilisrerged

- I 75 1 into a constant pore-water pressure field as shoyﬁgure 1.

Ca G,/ p, (16) We will employ expression (19) to calculate thedigat of the
_ _ _ pore-water pressure of a partiéehat is located right on the

whereG is the shear modulus of soil. Equations (14) arsbundary between submerged soil and water; expre$d)

(15) can apply well to dry or single-phase soilsl gield no s correct only if this gradient is zero everywhevithin the
significant  difference in computational results fokoil domain.

homogeneous ground density. However, when applyong ) ) )

non-homogenous soils and the continuity equatiorsaif is The first term of expression (19) is zero everyweheue to
resolved, equation (14) may encounter difficuliesdealing he constant pore-water pressure field assumptixt, we
with density ratiop/» < 0.5, wherep, and, are the density Will prove that the second term is zero everywheitin the
between two adjacent soil layers. The presence ehap submerged .SO'I dom.aln except the area near thendrou
density gradient at the interface is the main seurfca severe Surface. Using the divergence theorem, the secerd in
instability problem, and hence alteration form gtiation (15) €XPression (19) can be transformed as follows,

is chosen throughout this paper [21].

B. Animprovement of the motion equation for saturated soil 2P J’ oW, dv, = pra( J’ W, fi,ds, - J' W, ﬁzdsb] (20)
To account for the pore-water pressure in soil whe&ion Pa o AB

analyses, the effective stress tensor in equatié) fust be

replaced by the total stress tensor defined by tegug12). where S is the surface or edge @1; and is the unit

Accordingly, the conventional SPH formulations #aturated vector locally normal to the surfa&

soil can be written as follows:

a ACB

\V4 Water free-surface

Lo g’ +a,” B |55 =
U = Z m{ +Ca [HaWa Constant pore-water

b=1 Paly (17) )

pressure field
Noom ~ o Ground surface
+Z (pvm+pwa)|:|awab+ga S B
b=1 PaPy TS - - )

Numerical tests, as given later in section V, rébhesvever
that this equation leads to numerical instabiliypd thence
failure of the SPH computational process, for paitticles near
an interface between submerged soil and a watervas .. :
This numerical instability, in some cases, wouldufein a -l T T

problem that particles located near the interfageexpelled .-

from the soil structure. We have tried to resolvis problem === e
by imposing water pressure on soil particles onkibendary

- . Figure 1. Soil submerged into a constant pore-wate presglce f
between submerged soil and water, but no improvemwes
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Since the kernel functiolV is defined to have compact Alternatively, if we keep the same form of the parater
support, the surface integral on ACB, as showniguie 1, is pressure approximation as derived in equation (22)d
zero. Finally, we end up with, combine this approximation with equation (14) tlo#ofving

equation can be derived,

2 2
Pua [0 w,av, =- P fw, i ds, (21) ) v v
o o} ~
s e one u: :Zmb( 32 + b2 +C:€]D£Wab
Equation (21) is similar to the pressure integral the t::l Pa Pe (25)
surface AB, which results in a force acting on igleta in the m, _ ~a a
direction of unit vectorn, as the pore-water pressure is +bZ:; 0.0 (Pup = Pua)TWe +9

negative in the current simulation. Consequent, fgrticles

that are located near the interface between thmexged soil For homogenous ground density, equation (24) abylg
and water are expelled from the soil if the por¢empressure jdentical. However, for non-homogenous ground dgnshere
on the interface is large enough. In this paperavoid this there is a significant change in soil density bemvewo
problem, we suggest to remove the second termmissgion adjacent soil layers, equation (24) could give metable
(19) from the gradient approximation of the poreewa result. Therefore, equation (24) will be considems the
pressure. As a result, the gradient of the poremgressure at fundamental equations for further developments BH Sor
particlea can be approximated using the following equation, saturated soil in problems such as: soil-water lingpslope

[1|]ij = N M,
P a b1 Pafy

which ensures that the gradient of a constant pater
pressure field vanishes. One advantage of usingtequ(22)
is that it automatically satisfies the boundary ditan
between submerged soil and water, i.e. there iseed to
impose water pressure on soil particles at thefatte between
submerged soil and water. This significantly
computational time by avoiding a search for pagtcbn the
boundary between water and submerged soil. Thisnmaatic
achievement of boundary conditions comes from #at that
the pore-water pressure of partideis subtracted from the
pore-water pressure of neighbouring particles iméign (22).

(22)

(pWo - pwa)aawab

Equation (22) can also be derived using the folhgwi
transformation,

[1Dpwj :[1[Dpw—pwm]j
p ). o .

:ZN: mb (pWo - pwa)ﬁwab
b=1 PaPp

(23)

which is equal to the SPH approximation in equatiziz).
This suggests that removing the last term in exgwas(19)
does not cause any inconsistency in the gradigrbapnation
of the pore-water pressure. Accordingly, the new 8Buation
for the motion of saturated soil is written asdulb,

ia

u

a

a_:aﬁ +a_raﬂ
mb[ a b

+c:f]i§wab
papb

(24
mb

1 PaPp

+

M= 7=

(Pup ~ Pua)JSW,, + 0

o
Il

reduc

failure due to rainfall, liquefaction, etc. Finallgquations (24)
can be resolved using the standard Leapfrog algorif the

effective stress tensor is known. Thus, it is neagsto derive
a constitutive relation for the effective stressst that is
applicable in the SPH framework.

IV. SOIL CONSTITUTIVE MODEL

A soil constitutive model describes behaviour cfod via
relationship between stress and strain. So faunaber of soil
constitutive models have been developed to modé&treint

%ind of soils such as: elastic, elasto-plastic, ciay, critical

state soil models, etc., and these models havesweeessfully
implemented into the FEM code. In term of SPH, aoj

constitutive model can be also implemented into 8H

method using the similar framework in [7]. In thpaper, for
the sake of simplicity, soil has been assumed finegastic.

The stress-strain relation of an elastic soil mael be easily
derived using a generalized Hooke’s law. Accordinghe

elastic strain rate tensor can be written as,

SaB
a5 _ S +1 v

gr =>__ (26)
2G 3E

a'ror

where § is the deviatoric effective shear stress rate
tensor;G is the shear moduluk, is Young’s modulus, and is
the Poisson’s ratio. By solving equation (26) &f* and
using the following relation,

GP =T 43S @

The stress-strain relation for an elastic soil madarticle
acan be written as,

U-_;a/? - 2Ga(£‘§ﬂ —%S;’VO_”B)+ Kaé‘:”dgﬁ (28)
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whereK; is the elastic bulk modulus; aag? is the strain
rate tensor at particedefined by,

N - N ~
g =1 > M e —u)TAn, + > Do -Uf)DZWab} (29)
2153 o b1 S

In order to guarantee the independence of fornuigtiom
rigid body rotation, the Jaumann stress rate iptadbhere in
with the following constitutive equation as,

0L =26, (6 ~3£157) +K £V

rOU Q) + o

(30)

where¢f” are the spin rate tensors defined by,

N - N ~
off =3 > ™ qay —ug)Taw,, > ™o -uf)Tow,, | G
A=y b=1 Oy
The above soil model requires three soil parameterxh
are Young's modulusH), Poisson’s ratiod), and soil density

(0.

V. INITIAL STRESS AND BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

A. Initial Sress Condition

Many problems in geotechnical engineering require t

specification of a set of initial stresses. Thesesses, which

fluctuations came from the fact that the SPH methas
suffered from the zero-energy mode where both ugl@nd
stress are interpolated at the same location [@2his paper,
in order to damp-out such the fluctuations, a dagpporce has
been added into the momentum equation during tressst
loading phase in the following manner,

ug=>m

b

+Z m,

N
b=1 PaPp

N [J;aﬁ + U{;aﬁ

+C% |0°W,
papb ® J ®

=

(32)

(Puo = Pua)IIW,, +DJ +9
whereD is the damping force per unit mass defined by,

Dg = —Cdug (33)

with ¢y is a damping coefficient.

The damping coefficient can be modeled by usindédigly
damping and its alternatives. For the sake of saiyp| this
paper employed the following damping coefficier][2

cy =&/ dt (34

where £ is a non-dimensional damping coefficient. Our
numerical tests showed that the effective dampuefficient
should be chosen in range®f 0.001 - 0.005.

It must be kept in mind that the damping force eyt in

are caused by gravity, represent the equilibriuatestf the €quation (32) should be only used for the purpdsebtaining

undisturbed soil body. Computations that
inappropriate initial stresses will result in
predictions, which are very dangerous for geotexdirdesigns.
Therefore, cares must be taken to correctly obtaninitial
stress condition in advance of calculations.

B.
Basically, there are two common methods that atenof

used to generate initial stress conditions in $Gilmethod and

gravity loading method. In thi€; method, the vertical stress is

calculated as a product between the unit weiglsodfand its
elevation, while the lateral stresses is a prothetiveen earth

pressure coefficien,, which may be taken based on Jaky
formula (1-sig, and the vertical stress. Although, this metho

is very simple it can only be used for horizontdiyered
geometries with a horizontal ground surface andzbotal
underground water level. For soils with non-hortzabrground
surface, the second gravity loading method is oéemployed
where the initial stresses were created by applgioiy self-
weight in the fist calculation phase.

employe@e initial stresses distribution in a soil. On thiher hand,
uristic = When soil deformation analysis is started this doroust be

removed to avoid incorrect results caused by enesgydue to
damping.

Boundary Condition

There have been several methods developed to raofiigl
boundary conditions in SPH such as: ghost particdasodel
the free-slip boundary conditions [24]; repulsiverck
boundary condition [23], which was the simplestefstip

.poundary condition; no-slip condition for viscolsid [25-26];

Sfress boundary condition [8]; etc. In this papsost problems
apply two types of boundary conditions: free-rolserd full-
fixity; the free-roller boundary condition is moted using
ghost particles [24], while the full-fixity one caonly be
modelled using the stress boundary method wherétyal
particles are used to model the solid boundary and
additional procedure assigns velocity and stressthiese
boundary particles [8].

In SPH analysis, both methods described above ean b

employed, in an appropriate way, to obtain theah#gtresses
of a soil. However, additional cares must be takearder to
ensure that the initial stresses in soil represenéquilibrium

VI.  NUMERICAL VALIDATIONS

In this section,

state of a soil. In fact, as similar to other mhetimethods, very formulation for saturated soil will be presenteda \some
large velocity and stress fluctuations have beesented in numerical tests. Role of the damping force ancftscts are

SPH when suddenly applying load to a soil body.hStie

also discussed throughout.
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A. Horizontal ground surface: A Fully Submerged Soil
Foundation Subjected to Gravity Loading Water free-surface AvA

A plane-strain problem of saturated soil foundation
submerged into water is considered in this sectidhe
geometry and boundary conditions of this soil fatiah are
shown in Figure 2 where the boundary conditionsehbeen
restrained at the lateral boundaries and fixedoit llirections
at the bottom boundary. The material has been axsum
isotropic linear elastic, with the following propes: E =
15x10PPa, v = 0.33, ¢ = 20kN/nT, i, = 9.81kN/mi. In SPH,
the above soil foundation has been modelled usii§03
discrete particles with a smoothing length of 0.24mitially,
all stress components of soil in the foundationeasst to zero,
the gravity loading, which includes self-weight dozgy and
pore-water pressure loading, was then applied & gail
foundation, in a single increment, in order to obtaitial
stresses distribution in soil. To avoid the stréastuation,
which is caused by suddenly applying stress tddahadation,
the damping force has been adopted with the dampimigure 2. Geometry and boundary conditions of the soil fotiotiemodel.
coefficient taken to bé = 0.002. The accuracy of the proposed
SPH formulation is evaluated by comparing the diffec
stresses at point A and point B to analytical $ohst

Figure 3 shows the contour plot of the total veitistress Water free-surface \V4
distribution in the soil foundation. It can be sedmat the
conventional SPH formulation could not be appliedtie 5m Numerical instability
current problem. Soil particles on the top fourmatiwere
expelled from the soil structure causing numerioatability
problem. These soil particles behave exactly adagmed in
section Ill, i.e. when using the conventional SRkhfulation,
the extra pressure force has been introduced imo sbil
particles on the ground surface and pushing thewargh We
have tried to resolve this problem by applyingthame amount
of the extra pressure force to soil particles oa ground
surface to model the boundary condition betweermsuged
soil and water, no improvements have been obtaiAetore
complex boundary condition may need to resolve this
numerical instability problem which is very timensuming
and requires a lot of effort. Contrarily, signifitamprovement
has been obtained after adopting the new SPH fation|
which is straightforward. As for the accuracy oé tproposed
formulation, Figure 4 shows the comparisons of effective Water free-surface
vertical stresses at points A and B between SPHlzutetical
solutions. It can be seen that the proposed SPiulation
with the kernel gradient correction agrees veryl wath the sm
theoretical solutions. On the other hand, somewltifgrences
between the proposed SPH formulation without thendle
gradient correction and theoretical solutions haveen
observed. This result suggests that the kernel igrad
correction could improve the accuracy of calculatio the

Water Sm

*10%(Pa)

10m

*10°(Pa)
25

ll<

current application. Furthermore, the matching ltesetween 10m 10
the proposed formulation and theoretical solutilso auggests IR R
that this formulation automatically satisfies theubdary dEHERIA LSRR L BRRRU B R EIA SR U 05

condition between submerged soil and water, i.ereths no
need an effort to impose the hydrostatic water quies due
water reservoir to soil particles on the interfdoetween - :
submerged soil and water. This in turn could sauveh of the (b) New SPH formulation
computational time which may need to search fotiglas on
the interface and to assign pressure force to thasieles.

Figure 3. Initial stress distribution via the gravity loadipgocedure.
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Theoretical solutions

Without kernel correction

=

o

o
L

-e -+ -+ - With kernel correction
AN
\\/

/\ AN, e
N7 s

0 T T T T !
0 1 2 3 4 5
Time (s)

(oo}
o
L

Measuring at B

(o2}
o
L

Effective vertical stress (kPa)
iy
o

[}
o

Measuring at A

Figure 4. Development of the effective vertical stress ahfA and B via
the gravity loading procedure.

200 1

Theoretical solutions

Without damping
-e -+« -o- With damping

M/\

Measuring at B

150 A

100 A

50-

Effective vertical stress (kPa)

Time (s)

-50 -

Figure 5. Effect of damping force on the development of tfieative
vertical stress at points A and B during the gsaldading procedure.

Regarding the role of the damping force in equaf@®®),
Figure 5 shows the comparison of the results obthihy
applying the damping force with those of withoutgéng
force. When the damping force was not employedsttesses
at points A and B were strongly fluctuated. Thiskeaus
difficult to distribute the initial stress conditioin soil
foundation. On the other hand, by adopting the dagnforce
with & = 0.002, the fluctuation was significantly reducetd
competently removed after 2s. The magnitude ofsthesses
were not affected by the damping force and theyevagree
very well with the theoretical solutions. The aboresult
suggests that the damping force could help to olite initial
stress condition in soil.

B. Non-horizontal ground surface: A Two-side Sope
Embankment Subjected to Gravity Loading

Next, we will extend our test to a non-horizontabund
surface problem, which is commonly found in compiatel
geomechanics. A two-side slope embankment geonzetdy
boundary conditions considered herein are showridare 6
with a stiffer slope on the left side. The mateti@s been

UE0

Figure 6. Two-side slope embankment model.

assumed isotropic linear elastic, with the follogviproperties:

E = 15MPay = 0.25, )t = 20kN/TP, ypex = 18.6kN/MY, ¢, =
9.81kN/ni. The current example is the typical problem which
can not be modeled using the conventional SPH diutk
embankment foundations on the left and right sides
completely submerged into the water. Therefore piioposed
formulation with kernel gradient correction hasibeeplied.

A total of 8454 particles have been used to reptetes
above embankment model with a smoothing length.24r@.
Similar to the previous test, all stress componehtbe soil in
the current embankment were initially set to z8iwe gravity
loading, which includes self-weight loading and eporater
pressure loading, was then applied to the embankinea
single increment and the damping forde=0.002) was also
adopted to remove the stress fluctuation. Resuittuding
contour plot of stress components and stress measyvoint
A are then validated with those obtained by thédielement
method (FEM). The FEM code employed 15-noded tritarg
element and the updated Lagrangian formulation walas
adopted in an attempt to capture large deformatbssil.

Figure 7 shows the comparison between SPH and FEM i
term of the total vertical stress distribution e tembankment.
The contour plot shows that result predicted by Sijrees
very well with FEM. Contrarily, soil particles ohe both sides
of the embankment foundation and slope toe arellexpieom
the top surface when adopting the conventional
formulation. As for the accuracy of the formulatiam the
current application, Figure 8 shows the comparisetween
SPH and FEM in term of the effective stresses nredsat
point A. Again, very good agreement was obtained. These
results suggest that the proposed SPH formulationldvbe
applied well to model the saturated soil.

SPH

150kPa

100kPa

0kPa 200kPa 250kPa

Figure 7. Comparsion of vertical streseyf) between SPH and FEM.
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160 1 L B B UIXX 0 U,ZZ [7]
140 4 oo O, A A A O,
yy Xy 8]

FEM solutions

PP
[SEEEN)
S o
R R

[0

40 -

Effective stresses (kPa)
8 8
— ]
<
:

20 /= M
ey [10]

-20 . . . : )
0 1 2 3 4 5 [11]
Time (s)

Figure 8. Comparsion of the effective stress components medsat point
A between SPH and FEM. [12]

VII. CONCLUSION [13]

A general SPH formulation with kernel gradient ection
for dry and saturated soils has been proposeddhrout this
paper. It is shown that the new formulation carilgasmove [14]
the numerical instability caused by using the cotie@al SPH
formulation when dealing with a fully submergedl swithout
additional efforts. The formulation is very robwstd can be [15]
applied to a wide range of problems. Furthermote t
formulation automatically satisfied the boundarydition on [16]
the interface between submerged soil and wateneltlye
significantly saving the computational time. Foe fhurpose of [17]
generalizing SPH to model large deformation and-fakire
of geomaterials, the proposed formulation signiftba

contribute to this progress. [18]
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