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Soil Properties for Slope Stability Analysis in Forest Area:
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Mnanunsaliunnuiinegiselomasaifouiugeu wa. 2564 vilriAndunasludunis
Fugnenusisndwlug Heandes gae nu. 23 S nu. 29 $1uam 9 90 afeanudemedents
Wiunedyas mstesiuauaaulu@alimnssudgiidesfnydeaudinianienintasirnssuvenu
dethlugmstinsgiiafiosnmussainiu mafnuidingUszasdiiieAnwmantiruiidmasonis
WRvesiu uarlinnpiiaiiosnmaindu Tnsnsyavihdafiu nsmenudsiu uazifiusegefuluy
ALANNULAZLUULUA BUANIW 1 madauAEuTARS o MUNIRTEIU ASTM n193aanssuugil wa
nsAnwmEEaRY aansauUsAteonld 3 duniuainudn Ao 0-30 wu. 30-80 Y. waAy 80-120
w11, AindpanTRRuaatuiy S Afdaman 47.4 % adiinanadin 18.9 arutuivluanie

555UUR 18.7 % Amaetmiinuesiu (y) 15.24 kN/m? nssauunedadiu Sadufuuszan sw
(Funsefifinngnszatsdifia) auszuuiennin nMsvaasuksudouluulagnssvesiuluaniog
AU TIITRRzANTULL nuth Anedsussdaudsewihadedu © Wit 96.1 uaz 7.1
kPa mudfy Anadeyuidsaniunigluiniu (o) Windu 40.4 wag 36.9 ssm MudWy HaN3

aa

NAFDUNEDRN (t-test) VBIAINIAISUBTHADUVDIAUIUABIANIITAIUTU WU AAITULANGN
RN EGRGRREE

>

fiszdu 0.00 nanFieszianduiusseninamassuusadousvandBusg |
WU ALduTuSBauan Teun Aot midnuis (0.51) aruduiugidsan Téun auduugin -
0.81) NANITIATITMATEIAIMNAINRY WU AIERTIATUAIINUaBASY (FS) vesainAuiianiae
ANTUSTTUYIRLAT AT LT U ALY 5.3 way 1.3 auasu n153tasivsidounduile

muualvien FS = 1 Wud A1 ¢ 9g5enine 0-5.66 kPa A1 @ 8g3¥1INe 26.8-32.6 03 auUanuf
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g anad WULAINUAIAITULTIAY uaga FS

AdnAny: audRny, Aunaulugneuuisniiuilvg, NMsieseiadssnInueain

Abstract

In September 2021, continuous heavy rainfall triggered nine landslides on the main
road to Khao Yai National Park (Pak Chong) between km 23-29, disrupting transportation. This
study investigated soil physical and engineering properties to analyze slope stability for
landslide prevention. Soil profiles, dynamic cone penetration tests, and soil samples were
analyzed using ASTM standards. Three soil layers (0-30, 30-80 and 80-120 cm) were identified,
classified as SW (USCS). Average parameters included: liquid limit (w,) 47.4%, Plasticity Index

(P1) 18.9, water content (w) 18.7%, and unit weight of soil (Y) 15.24 kN/m?3. Direct shear tests
under natural and 24-hour soaking condition showed a decrease in cohesive (c) decreased
from 96.1 to 7.1 kPa and in internal friction angle (@) from 40.4 to 36.9. The reduction in
cohesion was statistically significant (p<0.001). Shear strength positively correlated with dry

unit weight (Y4: 0.51) and strongly negatively with soaked water content (-0.81). Slope
stability analysis yielded safety factors (FS) of 5.3 (natural) and 1.3 (soaked). Back analysis
(FS=1) estimated c at 0-5.66 kPa and @ at 26.8-32.6°. Increased water content due to rainfall
is identified as the primary factor inducing landslides by decreasing c, @, shear strength, and
FS.

Keywords: Soil properties, Landslide in Khao Yai National Park, Slope stability analysis
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Usingnisaiunnutinluriafeutuseud we. 2564 Tulufignenuuisinlg vilvinu
wgmmmzlwa'meﬁaué’mﬁae&'mﬁaﬂuum’msﬁqumu°1 Henges IfarauuTinaiidusuaumin
AnAundunsztedn seudrvdnilamnsd 23 f 29 Wusiuou 9 uis AufinduldTadudunis
grunIvugdng q ldanmnsadunadi-eeniiudild n1sfiagnsuannmuesnininfundulunig
Fmnssudgiidndusesfnuivaudfinisnenimuagdenssuesiu suiudeyay3unasy aniwgl
Uszne ieliTieseiiafiosninvesainiu Sefoyamanidmianisinwlufiufidangn fifes
MsANwRLnANYRY uASUNS wavaae (2565) Tudaunuiidhessuugliansaume

Aunauinanninedeuiivesinaiu (Soil mass) asgiislnsusiliudsvedlan Aufilqliids
Hugingauaranadu fhilemafnfundugs YadeiddgiivhlfiAnnisnauesiufio Usinamisu
Sodupnaunuarfuasgtuiuinlifuiamsduiiniu s hdssusadouresiuanasuinfundy
audivesduiifgfosiuamdsfuusadounesiu WWud arwdumaivesiu Uimnudulufy
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wietmTnue Ry (Zeng et al,, 2024) LLiwmmumivmmm@u wazgudsaniuaigludamu
(Istam et al, 2021) fafu mansuAaTRAumED fanansassUsuiiumudssdioziiniundy
sudwnuuamsilostunasduiieseivadly Suduiivesmsinulundsd ToyaautRnuaziluly
Ainsziaiosnmvesainnu selusunsusiada Hycran wazvnmsiasizidounduiionmuntgas
yosmantRnuhlssnduaudasadoegluseduings (FS=1)

UIZAIAVBINITIVY

1. AnwauiRvesiuiifnasomaifnfuady Tudunstugneuuisniialng denges .
UATIIFAUN

2 Awsziaiosamatanuluuinadiiafuoay warnsiaszddoundu Wowgiswes
auTRAuTv e nRuiis @ uaulasnsaindy 1

YBULIANITIRY

AnwaudRfuitieadesiufiuaay Yszneude msnszaemvsuiiniu Aifdnmad (w)
AAANANARN (wp) ARAANARTY (We) ANFYENAIERN (P) A1AINENTUNIZVDIAY AUIEmn

] 1 5 o v ! & a ] = 2 a 1 ¢ =i

33 (Yr) Antniinuiie (Yy) Aanuduluiu (w) Agadeaniunigludedy (@) Aussgamiler
sEninadaiu (0) anfegrsAuiinuuuanidudawioouy Tugedl 9 veudumnugneun uas
AnTeiiatesnmainfulagisnisaunadnda Limit Equilibrium Method (LEM) #11359@4 Bishop
(Rao et al,, 2024) Inglglusunsuswada Hycran

A/NIANUUNISIY

1. N1981993A1AFUIY Uﬁzﬂaw’haﬁ’wsmaquﬁﬂsmﬂiuqmﬁ'Lﬁmﬁuaa'u W ovin
LUUIaReIUTENATLAY SnvarsossesuasfiansfiinAuaay nsnonndaiu Lﬁa@mimgma
%a&ﬂaﬂmﬁﬂuazﬂaﬂmuﬂu%aﬂ%uﬁu ﬁaawﬁaﬂmaﬂwéﬁ%ﬁau Simplify Dynamic Cone Penetration
Test (SDCPT) a1u195574 DIN 4094 wagn15yamUanaudnsia Lﬁa@wﬁwﬁmﬁu SuuntuRuge
41901 AMUNENNI5V0Y Little AL, (1969) uazLiufio819mus URULUULUE suanImsIuIY 5
AlanSu. LaTLUUAENINTIUIY 24 ATEUBN

2. N5NAFUA28E19AUTURRIUHUANTT Usenaunien1snageuaudinianienInyessiu

LA A 8., w, wi, Wp, e Y1, Ya, Cor Co, 9MUNTHARUNNIAIAINTTY Tnansnnaauynaudfnu
Julunusnsgiu ASTM m193anssulgil wazn1snadeuautin1alcmngsuuesiu As c uas o
LarAINIAITULTIRDU lngn1TnngouLsuRouluulanenss (Direct Shear Test) lTugosaniizhe
dnMTALTUINSI IR LAEAUTIHUMSuugth 24 Falus WileldeuAauty

3. N5IATICUHRANIEDAVIIFNURAAUAIG 9 AnszimnuuanssvesanTRAuluLazdy
AuF833n1531AT 1z ALLYSUTIN (ANOVA) nsneaeudiaudinuluassanizanudy 14nns
NAABUAIUUANA9VDIALRE 8USEYINTT (t-test independent) wagn13TiATeviArandunus
(Correlation analysis) 31I9AIMAITULTILRDUAUAIANURAUAY 9
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4. MFAATIRADEIAINAINAY LTTaYaINAIeg1AUNIANANINAGEUIINYRIUURNTS

AB A1 ¢, @, wae Y uldluaunisiesgiadesnnvesainsislusinsusiads Hycran luaasaniig
Aumude 2.2 Fsaglinadnsae Adnsdulasnde (FS ; factor of safety)

5. meleseidoundu Tinnwianudssigfamnnsaifiuaay Wefvualvie FS = 1
a7 xfinsusudsumantinusg q auiiliauianis3 R mudsnisves Nassirzadeh et al.
(2024)

NAN15398

NANTSEN529N AU

aquﬁﬂizmmaqﬁuﬁﬁuﬂéuagﬂuﬂmizﬁummqa 650 9 662 WATIINSERUL ML &
auandeslunsiiansSusendounie Sanuatnduaeds 31 09 uIRTEsTRENITIAARUAEY
23.1 fmi 20.5 M aamﬂsséﬁ’uauuﬂssmm 6.5 Lum3 HAN1SYALUAVANETIARY mmammqﬁuaaﬂ
imﬂu 3 dupy (1wt 1 9ne) seil %umw 1 aamum‘u 0 9 30 au. Auluduidaviidvnageu 1ie
AUTIU YAY mmwmﬂuasmmumn Fufud 2 Sszauan 30 81 80 . mﬂmuummw%ﬂuaa
tovunnouunulail WeRudeutiamilon Wukeu awnseduunnldaeile orudthaauuuns i 1130
a9 9717 WANNAUdIUIUNaNN Lmaﬂasimu%guau LLazsi?uauﬁ 3 fi5gAudn 80 D 120 @y auiu
%’uﬁimmmwmﬂﬁﬂgaa HAunaulnguay Lammmmmumu 1@1mmam‘tﬂmLmﬂimm&mamm o
fulldnuaizmider Fienatuuns fauduninduiud 2 mamimaﬂ‘wmmu (A nfl 1 927) wana
nsMsEIINeALENvesAY (unu Y) FuAmnuLueRuaInswIuASfinenuds (wnu X) wuin Aud
ANuANINARTl 270 . widulvgjazegiszes 120-160 @y, ATmLLLYesAY uUdld 4 Frsmny
ANEN AB F29UsN 0-30 Y. (Auvady) SAnuuduiuTunuauEn ¥aeaes 30-80 @, (Rumaiy)
audulaingy ¥2eay 80-120 wu. (Runduiiunans) danunuiisdumuanudndiuinnia
grausn Wudraiifianuuiuannniigiedue 9298 dnuanndn 120 g, (Funain) Al sty
1NYIIAN

HansAFaUaNUAYERY (AN519F 1)

1.1 Apugsdmngiie 3 dufu Senadowiiu 2.676 Fudue o.n. vesdulaeiiluiiey
1939 2.600 4 2.800 (@79 UazAy, 2549)

1.2 Adasiaeudumaivesiu i w uduiui 1 wasdusud 2 Sanudunanainuiu
nanadtege drutuiudl 3 Sanudunanafings f P lududud 3 fangedian (24.1)

9
(%

1.3 ANUFUIUAY NITIATITIANULANAIIVDIANNTUIULAAZTURY WU TUFNIZAMUTU

A O a o AN Y N O a A X '8 ' Y a o
SITULIF FUAUN 2 AANTouNIITUAUN 3 (p-value = 0.005) TUaNIIZANTULLUY WU FUAUN 2
a X v N S a A ~ P ~ | X &
1ANAMNTULDENIITUALN 1 (p-value = 0.032) wazlilolUIsUTIBUAMULANAINUDIAINTUTIIEDS

o

401 WUINANULANFANAURE 1B d AgBInsadifnsesu 0.00 (p-value = 0.000)

1.4 yhgniingay (Yy) wud Fuaud 1 dandeenindusiui 2 wastuiuil 3 sgeiidudfny

N9EBRTISEAU 0.05 (p value = 0.019 wag 0.001 AUAIAV)

1038




0::00.2

MsUsERAmINSkasEeNaITsEAUYA AT 8
“fmiwreunanuignisfsuulauasiauegnedsby”
Tuil 23 weuaeN WA 2568

Y

1.5 Mg mtinuing (Yg) wudn Fusuil 1 Iadesndnduaui 2 wasduaun 3 sgeildudfay
NNADANTZAU 0.05 (p value = 0.003 tay 0.003 MIUEIFU)

10
20
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—e— sD1
—8— D2

& A 3 70 —e— 53
YUN 2 |- 80
1 %
30-80 wu. M 100
110
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140

AnwAntuiu ()

150
160
170
180
190
200
210
220
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240
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280

AN 1 ANAATUAULAZHANTABN IR

o 2 a a o & « sk ¢ & a a4 | a

1.6 NNSN5LANYAVBBAAAU AUNG 3 TU TLUBSHUMLTAAUNLTUNIIEUINAITAUNEND UK
a a | ra @ a P 1 1 1 P21 1 a a a v a
AULNULT muimyjmmmmmuﬂmgmﬂ 0.02 uy. A1 C, ey Cc wansliiud Audaunnfinaziud
HANITIMUNAUNIIIFINTTUSIETZUULDNAIN (USCS) Wudn Fudud 1 Wuiunsiedunznau (SW-
SM) FuRu 2 WuRunseluiunsnaukasAumte) (SW-SM-SC) Fufun 3 Wuiunsiefdvuinidie
a v a
AUAAZAUA (SW)

NANISNAFAUANUANIIAINTTUVIAY (A519% 1)

2.1 A1 ¢ TuanMeANTUSIINYIR AU 3 Fu dauuanaseg19liddudagynadan
580U 0.05 (p-value = 0.133) uanein FupuldifinaneAussdamierssuinadanu ualuanie
AMNTULTUN A1 ¢ TutuRud 2 Autuaun 3 aulanaiuegslidedAynsadanszau 0.05 (p-
value = 0.034) WiaUSeULRigUAT ¢ SEUINIANUTUSTTUTIRLALAINUT UL wuInluaniae

ada |l dl U 1 EOJ 1 a v o L2 QI QQdI U U
sysumRdA NNl uaN MU o819l AyYBaneadAnszau 0.00 (p-value = 0.000) L&A
mnfulasuANTuluge 31-35 % FaTUAIAMUTUVDIAUANIUNNTIYUN 24 Flug aevinliien ¢
anad dalinulAIANULDILsIanaT IMAsSULsIRaUNtEAITUREINY donAaRIRUNANISANED
P94 Islam et al. (2021)

2.2 A1 ¢ TENMEANNTUSTINYIR TUAUN 1 dAdesnintunun 2 sgrsiitdAynisadain

[%
v a1 1

56U 0.05 (p-value = 0.013) LALUANIZALTULLUN AU 3 Fuilan o uanasae1eliiidodfny

N9adANIZAU 0.05 (p-value = 0.956) Lanii1 FuAuliinasen ¢ WeollTaulfisua @ 51INg
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o w a

ﬂ'J’]lIGU‘Uﬁiill‘lﬁGlﬂ‘Uﬂ'J']lIGUuLLSUU’] ‘W‘U'J'] llﬂ'ﬂllLLWﬂG]NE]EJNthIHEJE‘!W]EQV]NE{G ﬁi%ﬁU 0.05 (p—
value = 0.415)

A1519% 1 guiRveshulunundne

2
[ [

duUAnu azy;é’nlwaj %ine Y *
(A28D) 1 2 3

ANUEWT WL RRY Q.. 2.656 2.687 2.685
AINAWAT (Liquid Limit) Wi % 46.4 44.0 51.7
AfinaNaadn (Plastic Limit) Wp % 31.1 26.9 27.6
ANNAANAFT (Shrinkage Limit) Wek % 22.5 22.0 21.5
sstinanadn (Plastic Index) PI 15.3 17.1 24.1
AT W % 18.9 17.9 19.4
i ming Voo k/m® 1478 15.36 15.59
mhethminuwis Yo KN/MP 1212 1285 1277
FUARUNIIFINTIY SW-SM SW-SM-SC SW
SuUszansmnuaiiae Cu 11.04 14.06 13.07
Fudszansaulag C. 1.16 1.00 1.12
LLiﬂgﬂLMﬁﬁJ’ﬁﬁﬂ’jNLﬁﬂau C kPa

ANTANLTUETINTIR 90.08 83.00 115.30

ANTIEATUL 10.09 7.61 3.50
yudsanuaeludafu & NGl

ANNEAMNTUSTTUYR 31.4 49.5 40.5

ANTEATUL 35.2 37.6 38.1

* SrnunAdenvasauURfuwas i Wiy auuesgIvivinmiesnssuugh

I 0 v v

2.3 AMNAISULSIDOUVDIRU TUANILTITUTIR TUAUN 1 UAUDENINTUAUN 2 hasTURUD

1Y

3 pg1eltYEIAYNINERANTZAU 0.05 (p-value = 0.020 uaz 0.003 AINAIRU) LALUANIIZUYUT AU
3 3 U Aunnsnseg1elifidediAynsatfnseau 0.05 (p-value = 0.329) WolUSsuliguaA1A18s
%’ULmLaauﬁuaqﬁuiijNamavmm%uﬁssmwaLLa‘vmm%uwdﬁ'] WU TUanN1IZANUTUSTTUYIR
zdlAnannninauduuieditedd S mnsadaiszau 0.00 (p-value = 0.000) @onndosiuna
N15AN®IVDY Yalcin (2011) mmammmLmammmmwmumawuLmLaaumwummmmumu
nsnauvesiuariifnanat uasiiolinmeianduiusseninsiideduusadeuvausinu wui an
)~ v v & a d' J & a 15 A v o &a d'
Ya Hauduiusi@auinuiniian (0.51) wagArmnududuluan1isuginiauduiusidauuinian

(-0.81)
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HANISIATITRER T WANARULaZNISIAsIZRSaUNaY WU A1 FS vasaapufildaudh
auluannzautusssurAtuanuduudin e 5.3 way 1.3 s wazdledinsizvdeundy
wuin Anssdamieaszninadiedusening 0 81 5.66 kPa wazAmadsamunieluiinfuszwing
26.8 4 32.6 83A1 N aIARUIlA1BRTIdIUAINUAEASEWIAY 1 Tlemafinfundugs

dyUuazafiuTenansIvg

nsyantFady ansnsauteiuld 3 $u fe FuAuil 1 8n 0-30 wu. Tudud 2 &n 30-80 @,
wazduRuTl 3 8n 80-120 au. MImenwdaAy w1 AudeuwtuseRuUIunans fivasnanudn 80-
120 %y, Fremudndu q aumnuutilussiunann AaudRag o dAeds 2.676 mutueds

Tuan12s555uvR 18.7 %, w( 47.4 %, PI 18.9, Y+ 1aday 15.24 kN/m? Ussnmaeasiusadu sw (Giu
neitliuasafunasiuR) AaudRnuiiodnseinuduiu luan1nysssunnd wuin Iasidadu
w1 FuAnd 3 WuAuiifaudunataings a1 w A w, A uazdien Pl gesndnduiudu 9 (24.1)
vaneds Suunldufiuavaauluduinn (Latitha et al, 2021)

MR C o wazArtdssuusLdouveiu Jadudimuudausiiduunisiinmu
pay Tugosan1izaudy wuin a1 c warAfmdsiuusadounesiu luanieanudusssuiay
mﬂﬂ’iﬂuam’;mmu%mmiﬁwa&i’]qa‘jﬁsﬁ’lﬁ’m?jqmqaﬁaﬁigﬁu 0.00 wansliiuinAnududuauds
Auiidrdnlunsiinfuady (Wei et al, 2019; Akoudad et al., 2024; Zhao et al., 2025) iiad
AATUINLINNTY M1 ¢ wasAfdadunsadouresiuaranawnnviliiAeAuadyldig wagluanie
Ut Mdsuusadeuiienildunnaneiulunsasduiu (o-value = 0.329) wansin lugnnil
Fudufuluded aunsaianisoduldnnduiu

'
vaa A

N193bATIENANFUNUTTZTNINAINEITUKIHADUTDIRUAUAIANTRALDY ) WU AT Yy &
Auduiusidananinniian (0.51) wazaauduiuluanngurihdauduiusidaavunian (-
0.81)

Arensautande (FS) vesampuluaniizauiusssuyatuanuduugii da 5.3 uas
1.3 pudsu wansdsdvsnavesauiulupuivilianudasndovesaiaiuanas wasAauTARuidl
W ltusen1sinAunas e A1 c 521319 0 B9 5.66 kPa a1 @ 55319 26.8 B9 32.6 aan iold
F3mundoundu Anuduiiudu drulvgldsuindnasnusunaduiinnasuuaiae
sypznaarauvinuIeuian SuwildufivsAefiuaauluseduainudneing q fu (Ren et al,,

2023)

JalduDLu
1. mIshnRA30dliafnn ungAnssuatnfuluauy Wy 1nseinUTunadily, 1n3833nn1s

=

\AROUAIYDINIAAY, Observation well ieansiaaeunsilasunlasvesszauiilanu aglvdoyad

'
o w =

APialdlun1sIATIZMEDgSAINANAY SUDIRARULazkLRaulal ol laA T AUNI1AN

o

g
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