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s =  Saturation volumetric water content 

i =  Inclination angle of the i
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n =  Normalized volumetric water content 

 =  Friction angle 

u =  Undrained friction angle 

’ =  Effective frictional angle 

1
 

= Friction angle of top layer  

2 
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r =  Reduced friction angle 

 =  Internal friction angle of homogeneous soil slope 

 =  Matric suction 

norm =  Normalized matric suction 

*EMC= Equivalent  Mohr-Coulomb Criterion,  

**GHB= Generalized Hoek-Brown Criterion 
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