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Abstract: The study on simulating rootsoil interaction using finite element method is a novel point of root
soitreinforcement mechanism. T his paper probed some questions existing in the finite element numerical
analysis of rootsoil interaction, such as the foundation of rootsoil composite finite element discretization
model and units constitutive model, the ascertain of rootsoil composite units constitutive model parame
ters and the appraisement of afforested slope stability, then the suggestion on the development in the fu-

ture was put forward.
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