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Finite element modeling for earth-fill dams based on 3D survey
and dynamic response analysis
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Displacements of transversal direction at top of
embankment (high rigidity)

Fig.6 2 &IcET VIR oA (KRIE)
2D acceleration distribution (low rigidity)
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2D maximum shear stress (low rigidity)
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Displacements of transversal direction at top of
embankment (low rigidity)
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3D acceleration distribution (low rigidity)
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3D maximum shear stress (low rigidity)
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