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Abstract

This paper is based on a comprehensive analysis of geomaterials parameters. It introduces the interval a-

nalysis model for stability assesment of slopes. By referring interval mathematics idea, the interval limited equilibri-

um method is used to derive the interval minimum safety factor of slopes. Based on this foundation, the paper car-

ries out the non-probabilistic reliability analysis of slope stabilities.
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Fig. 1 Sketch map of force analysis in Sweden slice method
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Fig. 2 Sketch map of force analysis in simplified Bishop method
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