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Fig. 2 Calculation flowchart of pseudo-dynamic Swedish circle method
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Fig. 3 Slope reliability analysis process combining pseudo-dynamic Swedish circle method with Monte Carlo sampling
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Fig. 4 Slope calculation model
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Fig. 5 Variation of factor of safety with initial phase
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Fig. 8 Locations of different slip surfaces
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Fig. 9 Probability density functions of ¢, and factor of safety in method 1 and method 2
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