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Figure 9 Difference between Sth hour and 16th hour in pore pressure distribution for the standard

case (Unit: m)
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Figure 10 Difference between 5th hour and 16th hour in pore pressure distribution for the case of the
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peak at the first section
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Figure 11 Difference between 5th hour and 16th hour in pore pressure distribution for the case of the

peak at the third section (Unit: m)
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Figure 12 Difference between 5th hour and 16th hour in pore pressure distribution for the case of

torrential rain (Unit: m)
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Figure 13 Difference between 5th hour and 16th hour in pore pressure distribution for the case of

herbaceous vegetation(Unit: m)
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Figure 14 Difference between 5th hour and 16th hour in pore pressure distribution for the case

without vegetation (Unit: m)
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Figure 15 Difference between Sth hour and 16th hour in pore pressure distribution for the case of silt

(Unit: m)

132



CHASM

AIERLE

DY N BN A Y Y —t
Loe R~ Iy AR I I .
T M R | " N - = "4 =
| A, =) Om N
] = T . - AN 9
N N . Y
e I %
e ™. PR, 9
S, Y L IN . it
[ 9 Y = T
Y = ™ o ] VEH] ot W
0 Viep] o—— = e .
= S FaNET R _ 14
(RN AR e Y, 9 @/ 7 LW | R
L . . -
. N
[ .. Y
[ Y Te Th o e s e
B . Y | ) T N
7 W ' Y P ”
[ e . N st 9 ——
B =, Y AT . BT 9
EE . 9 St
[ | . 9 [
IS, Y S,
3 i ¥ O IS Y Y Y
atw L eNTTER [ —— 9
D PO RN

(CJF5-39/NEF (D555 VN

16 fh+ 2B 5 /NFEL 16 /NIF & 7K &2 B(BEAL m)
Figure 16 Difference between 5th hour and 16th hour in pore pressure distribution for the case of clay
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3 B/ NEFERZ NSRS (m)
Table 3 Difference in infiltration depth for rainfall of every hour (m)

55 5-16 /)NEF 5 5-28 /N 55 5-39 /]\I% 55 5-51 /B

Wbt~ hig - A

(st 0.8 0.8 1 12
i 1 1.2 13 1.5
&l 0.8 0.8 0.9 1

KREEFR 0.7 1.1 1.4 1.6
fRAE A 0.7 0.9 1.1 1.3
B 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Hea - - - .
B+ 0 0.8 0.9 0.9
m 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9
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Table 4 Difference in infiltration depth per unit time for specified cases

(56 16 /NEF) (55 28 /]NHF) (55 39 /]NEF)
(56 28 /NEF) (55 39 /]N\EF) (5 51 /i)
Wt ~ g ~ ARG
S i) 0 0.2 0.2
A 0.2 0.1 0.2
&l 0 0.1 0.1
REER 0.4 0.3 0.2
fEtE 4 0.2 0.2 0.2
B 0.1 0.1 0.1
wea - - .
Bt - 0.1 0
Hhit 0 0 0
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