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Fig 4 The analytical results of
ground w ater in the flood
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Fig 5 The analytical resultsof equipotential line
and velocity vector in the flood
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M echanisn of seepage failure in levee foundation and
the protecting methods

ZhuW ei
(H ohai U niversity)
Yanamura Kazuya
(N IHON U niversity, Chiba, 275-0006 J apan)
Abstract

W ith the problem s encountered in protecting the seepage failure of ABU KUM A river
in Japan, we discussed themechanisn and the influencing factorsof seepage failure in the
foundation of river enbankments using the saturated-unsaturated flow FBEM analyses In
this paper, we discussed superiority and inferiority of the protecting methods aswell as
the applicable conditions for then. Furthemore, al® discussed some key points in the
protecting project

Key words river enbankment, seepage failure, piping and boiling, FBM , influence fac-
tor.



