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Method for Stability of Loess Slope of Cut Based on Topology

WANG Dongyao, SHE Xue-sen, YE Wan-jun

(Key Laboratory for Special Area Highway Engineering of Ministry of
Education, Chang an University, Xi’an 710064, Shaanxi, China)
Abstract: This paper analyzes the calculation means of connective function and dependent degree in the appraise of
slope of cut stability, and establishes the classification criteria of slope of cut stability which is adapted to exten-
sion theory, combined with Topology engineering method and the appraise of slope of cut stability. The example
evaluation consequence agrees with the result of fixed value calculation and project reality investigation. The ap-
praisal method of slope of cut stability based on extension theory supply anew feasible path for the problem w hich
can settle the slope of cut stability appraise.
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