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Table 1 Physical properties of 3D-geomat

W] A RY EM2 EM3 EM4
BAEBER/ (gm™?) 220 260 350
Ty BB/ mm 10 12 Y
Y mB IR/ (kN-m™") 0.3 1.4 2.0
M EE/m 2.0 2.0 2.0

WoRS H 8. 2009-11-27.

EETH: BR AR E LT H (50678032, 50909032); Wit H#H ETWMH (2007431); Myt E BEREE&TH
( E2009000054) .

fEERS: HBE(1976—), 5, #de BF A, B+, Bi##E.
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Table 2 Types of grass seed and mixing rate g/m’
Iy LB o B 4
BEF 15 24 35
B=at 4 6 8
RAER 15 24 35

1.3 RGN AL R

AXFE oA AR RN R A 3 AR IR R B B 4K, OSSR AR 0K 3 TR

R3 KBAEALYEEEIER
» Table 3 Physical properties of soil for the model test

+REmE RR AL MR L, BWR W, /% + ik
a ¥R+ 13.5 37.4 ¥ - Fi+
b Bt 19.4 35.1 oS RN
. W 6.7 24.6 MR RWES L, B vl
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Fig.1 Sketch of ecological slope protection by 3D-geomat
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Table 4 Level of the factors

H &K F A B c D
| 1:1 EM2 a a
i 1:1.5 EM3 b B
I 1:2.0 EM4 c y

L5 RABWFELAIER

1) RS R Q(g/(m’+h))
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M EESY. KB
Q=% (1)

SR, W kB T K R T BRI ()5S MR BT A (m®) ;T HFET BAF K (h).

F N B A BRK 10 ~ 15 om BERERY , AT RO BHR . R, 12 A S0 T M L ST, R
RLHURE T A R TR TB V3. AEBUN TR, BEFT I 9 b, FEFT ALY 30 mm , BEHIRTIAT , B RTAT 424 20
min , FERTR IR 30 mm. AEBETLHUE , W SR H T +RE,2 WRRM 7, RN Ky 1A

2) 48T ¥ J2 A8 AR 0 3

SHFBBBEE PR ER RS L RSEMBNEYRRARYSEMBGHRARYE S, E
TI3ERZ S LRI, BIFERYI 0 L 5 A 0 - 0 38 B i 4% TS D S AT, PR T (B 4
F A S0 A 2E A S AR AR RS T e T A 4R PR G5 1 i B R O A, B DB B O, ELA
RENTEFRER

_0s «/K- Ty~ 0,
S22 [0 -2c /—] )
Roft K =tan? [45° + 2 o 20085 4 RERESR B O B B A 5, 0 T L FE BRI 9 8K 5

REH L HR NS ;c NI EERRRT ;0 3 250K FE E.

I L AU IREWE RN AEERH KX =M EFRE, EHT LR AA KR ESERR, &R
)W, 2 EMBGERYEENEREE THENWER, X BB RERE RS BER &L,
SRR A FIBOEE T HREN 0 ~5 cm F1 5 ~ 10 cm &b &Y hn 5 44

)AL EHNBERL k

SZHMBBRBHEEPIR I ERBERRRERBRP BRI E RIS, SCP R AR K KRS 7752
PR EAEKBERY KB AFI IR EEEFHREO ~5 cm f 5 ~ 10 cm 4b 144,

2 ZEREXHRBESERSH

2.1 ARERBESN

R EREWE W, X — 18 & B 7EF KT B xf B 45 SB35, B 2 3 K BT X BE B 38 45
XHE—EREENEAN KRN 3 4%, B — K 3 4058 B 0 DL B9 R M $8 4% , X, K
B3 MNMAK P, KA EHE SN H B RE I, WER T A S Ho A B R 3R R B i B A R
B, HI, IR 3 /KB4 SR R A B RMER R AT F B X E R ERE . Sk Es 3 A~ KE
1:1.1:1.5 1 1:2. 0( W32 5) 43 B 557 B0 A2 300 /)N T B 42 b B B SE B9 (E 43 81l S 172. 82 .165. 97 #11152. 18 g/
(m®-h). BRI AN, B B RN, RIGEHE, W7 LIS B Al B E & KT 3 R 38 FR AR 2 A4E
k6 fim. HRMWEKESES/MIZERIRE, REBK, FHH R E R K /KB R4 R 2 b
MK BREBANWREORERTENEE RERPIEENRKENEERS.

SEWIE PR R Q, 4 UM MBI R R 2 #ESL. B3R 5.6 WA, EBUNE, m%%jﬁ{ﬁ
S 153 %R EE R D BT, &0 B ik 22 E B B KL, BREDH 5 B R R 4h, LA
R R BB ERAMREE. SEADMEERTEREHERNNRFEREFEE, TR2WEL TR
EREEFBRXEWA, K3 REBUAHEIZM.

ViU « RS B A 1143 318 0 ~5 em F1 5 ~ 10 cm i B N W WHRME, 1 % 6 W50, RO ~
5 em3 [ P SRR B I RO AR 2B B K, T 5 ~ 10 em T [ P9 B4 985 BE X B O AR 25 B K, U B B e B R TR
B PR BT BY 38 5 i O 48 R 3 O 3k T TR B AR AL T AR Ak

TRIFBR BRSPS EREF M EO0~5cm 15 ~10 cm MR B(E, 1R 6 A4, 70 ~5
em RE, L THBMFERALBEZMNHG LB FHEERBENWEZERR, MES ~10em TE, ENEE
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Table 5 Results of orthogonal tests

_ % % v/ w/ BEREK BERM

A B C D (gmh7)(pmThT)  kPa kPa FAME PR

i MBUNE  MBBW (0~Sem) (5~10em) (0~Sem) (5~10cm)
1 1:1 EM2 a o 224. 68 492.29 40. 15 37.21 5.34 5.37
2 1:1 EM3 b B 188. 78 455.10 39.25 43. 68 4.04 3.94
3 1:1 EM4 c Y 105. 01 298.78 58.12 49.35 2.79 2.94
4 1:1.5 EM2 b y 56.90 359. 44 51.23 51.23 5.05 2.99
5 1:1.5 EM3 c a 230. 50 412.09 41.59 41.59 4.54 4.23
6 1:1.5 EM4 a B 110. 50 200. 89 56. 67 46. 25 3.36 3.36
7 1:2.0 EM2 c B 157. 01 427.82 46.01 41.02 4. 11 3.54
8 1:2.0 EM3 a v 67.78 143. 57 55.32 53.24 3.99 3.02
9 1:2.0 EM4 b o 231.77 439.75 53. 66 41.58 3. 86 5.94

R6 BBHNERVWERNRESIN

Table 6 Range analysis of the factors for measured values

—— &1 W98 A AR 2 E

A B c D
WAV 40 13 36 153
R 91 113 140 181
7(0 ~5cm) 5.83 10.76 2.67 9.76
7(5 ~10 cm) 2.94 3.02 1.58 1115
BBERK(0~5cm) 0.33 1.78 0.18 0.28
BERB(5~10cm) 0. 64 0.35 0.72 2.19

2.2 RBEZRTEMERNEELSF

S BEDL R T J S T B K b R R S AR AT, W A IR B SR TR L F A A MRS R — 45 B O 2 4y
Br. R7THBTHMABESREEFRANSZERERN B EEIHHLR.

BT WA, MR EEL/NNRER T, S EE BEREHEBRIRR F=F, ., MBE
RAEERMEMAREDE, LERRELEBRBEE Fop > F2F X RERMEN, FTURHEZ MK g
FVERD>A>C>B. HEMBRWN , FRRXEREGTLREFLW,Hh FHN KR 2.94 4.24 F16.7,7]
O RMEER 3 NRAFEER, EESEWARKEW, BUREEEE N D>C>B>A RN
ZR A [ 5 i X R A 0 38 M 2 S 0 D R 4 R T O BE /N, K R B B 2R AR B, R BB X b 7 A
il RWEN T EE WA R RAREE. MRWELTRRNA, R E 2P B % E i
P g 45 R R AL TR 7 A 3R 5 55 I R .

RTHREREO~Sem RN AFIHERERR B HRWEBBKRE Foo >F2F, s, M RELRY
2D HRMBEBRBREBHEE Foos >F2Fy 0, WHXTINRES —EHWH, AEZREE R
EFWRHB>D>C>A TMXt5~10 cm WHENKLMEREY,D BERBREREHEL F=F, ., MEHE
EWEERE NMEZEZWHEEERD>A>C>B. P AEREARE TR R R B E AR REEmn
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Fi B RS A L0 ~ 5 em Kb HNEG AR B, P Y IR R AR A 1F 6079 1 4R BE A K, T S R AR ) LA
FEYIAR R IR O 3, R0 E 5 e 7 T

R7T ZWENEWERTEZS5EHFESIR

Table 7 Analysis of variance and significance of influence factors

T EFKR BB ForF B FE BEE
A 2 2497.71 1249 18 * %
c 2 2087.17 1044 15 *
BN
D 2 34919, 82 17 460 250. 96 * %
RE I 4 278.3 139
B 2 21 447.25 10724 2.94
c 2 30 985. 57 15 493 4.24
D 2 49 048. 20 24524 6.7 (*)
REM 4 14 632. 38 7316
B 2 223.20 111. 60 8.38 *
., C 2 11.99 5.99 0.46
0~5cm D 2 157.51 78.75 5.92 (%)
RE T 4 53.21 26. 60
A 2 15.93 7.97 2.38
, 2 4.80 2.40 0.72
5~10 cm D 2 194. 82 97. 41 29, 22 * %
C -2 4 13.34 6.67
B 2 2.99 1.50 26. 30 * %
VB ERK c 2 0.39 0.19 3.43
0~5cm D 2 0.73 0.36 6.39 (%)
RER 4 0.23 0.05
B 2 0.96 0.48 12.76 *
THBEEN 2 0.79 0. 40 10. 53 *
5~10 cm D 2 8.07 4.04 107. 60 * %
RE 4 0.15 0.04

e RE F->~Fo,99,mﬂﬁﬁlﬁ?%?ﬁ"ﬁﬁﬁi%,iﬁﬁ“ * %7 Fy o >F?Fo,951mu%®%%uﬁi%’iﬁtj{]“ T Foos >
FzF, o MBREFE—EHWM, LR (*)" ;5 F<Fo o MHRHATERELR, BAIEFREKERENE.

XFFRHBERIIENR,0~5 em WELPWHERER B BERREIKEWRE F=F o,  TUEHRER
ZDHBERBBBBHE Fops >F=Fo s RTHE M ATHERERKNBEENB>D>C>
A 5~10em FILMARER D BERBRRERHELE F=F ,, MEKHERENGEEE B CHEXN
Rif F{E 205 12.76 1 10. 53, (M BB R Fo o > F=F,, HARMBHEWI HEWEE, AT H
KUMKW BERRAD>B>C>A FYPEAREEWEERETMERELR G MBS ERENHEE
B L2 SR, WX RS R A KB S L RAE SOE LA RS R A BTk, RO AR & B
THBEREAE FEEW.
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3 HWEMBERZEBRBEAAS

RAGA MRS ERRRABRRMAGTENE DLW AR ERERE , RS/ B 4845
W EERERUGE IR EE MR KR. F5h, a8/ x S5 b A B SR8 snAUE b f (8.

WE QIEN -40% , AARKBHRFEERAIEERD Q. r MBBRENE SN H 30% ,H 3 K3
FRTE 2 M ST AN E AR iR QAEN -40% , FH QIE N -20%. LILIMEE KK 9 S
100 43, 32 S B4R 1 S35 Q(/NF ) 184> = (100 x224. 68/56.90) x ( —=20% ) = -78.97. B IiX U5
WRHMEN RS/, M SSRGS -7 64, G5BT RPEETENERRREELAS.
GEEHEEEBRENNERNES9 iR, A WEEREZERXNN SR ERRBEXAZTHINRB & E

HE.

WK 8 R RV RKIA 8 Sk, HARERN 4,B,C,D,, Hik,8 SR 9 HA A H I
BREAE HRIWBREIHTRNLSEBEN.EFRID>C>A>B, 55 AR ESHBRTH] I I
B 5 K X B 97K F A B K F, BT 18 SR R &9 A, B, C. D, BIE R 1: 1.5 =M A5
EM4 | 4 BB BB+ B BRSO SR N (B R B HRERER LR 4.4:1:4.4).

RS ZEMBRERZLERSHE
Table 8 Results on synthetic weighted mark method

R8I
T T 3 R (2 R
CUN) e(#m) (0~5cm)  (5~10cm ) (?iifk) (ff(iik) Gaa
1 -78.97 -68.58 10. 36 10. 48 27.16 27.91 -71.64
2 - 66. 36 -63. 40 10. 13 12.30 21.70 20.15 -65.47
3 -36.91 -41.62 15. 00 13.90 15. 00 15. 00 -19.63
4 -20.00 ~50.07 13.22 14. 09 27.05 15.31 -0.40
5 -81.02 -57.41 10.73 11.26 24.32 21.58 -70.52
6 -38.84 ~-27.98 14. 63 13.03 18.05 16.02 -5.09
7 ~-62.22 -59.60 11. 87 11.55 22.07 18. 11 -58.20
8 -23.82 -20.00 14. 28 15. 00 21.48 15. 41 22.35
9 -81.47 -61.26 13.85 11.72 20.73 30.36 -66.07
R ZAENESERESTR
Table 9 Range method result on synthetic weighted mark method
EmRER
HEKF HEW
A B Cc D
-52.25 -43.41 -18.13 -69.41
I -25.34 —-37.88 -43.98 -42.92
m -33.98 -30.27 -49.45 0.77 ~334.68
HZER 26.91 13.14 31.32 70. 18
4 it
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Experimental Study of Influenial Factors of Slope
Protection Through Grass Jetting on 3D Geomat

XIAO Cheng-zhi'”*, SUN Jian-cheng''?, LIU Xiao-peng'
(1. College of Civil Engineering, Hebei University of Technology, Tianjin 300401, China;
2. Civil Engineering Technology Research Center of Hebei Province, Tianjin 300401, China)

Abstract: Based on ecological slope protection models through orthogonal tests, the comparative analysis of
effects of slope protection is conducted by considering the types of geomat, density of grass seeds, types of soil,
and slope gradient on erosion modulus. Shear strength of surface slope soil, permeability coefficient, and the
sequencing sensibilities of influential factors are presented. Furthermore, the optimum combination considering
various factors is obtained with a general weighted scoring method. Results show that the optimum effect for
general consideration on erosion modulus, soil shear strength, and permeability coefficient can be achieved when

using the slope gradient of 1: 1.5, EM4 3D geomat, silty clay, and the maximum density of grass seeds.

Key words: 3D geomat; ecological slope protection; slope; erosion modulus; orthogonal tests
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