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X®=[31.733,0.76, 23. 1, 160.9 2.3]|
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: 6. 074 26.934 0. 16872  41.7642 5. 822 3. 1205
142.472 —95.388 —0.0564 5.822 10610. 8  1047. 742
L—23.566 —111.766 2.20599  3.1205 1047.742  508. 811 -
[ 84.328 43.55 3.189  23.235 571. 83 —1.2515 7
43.55 34.667 2.357 19.733 444. 02 —2.635
- 3.189 2.357  0.2233  0.5845 24.575 0.3658
: 23.235 19.733  0.5845  66. 085 —82.67 —2.821
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Table 1 The datidics of original data
1 Gl 24 25 0.3 18.5 200 16.7
2 Gl 20 30 0.29 9.5 200 1. 51
3 Gl 45 40 0.1 14 333 5
4 Gl 40 20 0.12 7.46 100 4.5
5 Gl 50 60 0.6 20 129 12.7
6 Gl 30 15 0.5 15 350 80
7 Gl 45 41 0.1 19 240 10.4
8 Gl 30 25 0.25 9.5 39 21
9 Gl 30 35 0.45 19 54.2 16
10 Gl 30 30 0.2 8 140 0
11 Gl 29 30 0.1 29 120 2
12 G2 20 30 0.43 15.3 200 1.3
13 G2 45 40 .5 18 333 3.1
14 G2 45 41 1 33 240 0.3
15 G2 30 25 0.5 16.3 39 5.2
16 G2 30 35 1.2 29 54.2 5
17 G2 30 30 0.41 17 140 0
18 G2 29 30 0.3 33 120 1. 25
18 2 0, s
0 b
2 2.4
Table 2 Judgement table of original data s (5)
W(x) W (x) W) )
T >0 7 =0 13 <0 )
2 >0 8 >0 14 <0
3 >0 9 >0 15 <0
4 >0 10 >0 16 <0 ’
5 >0 11 >0 17 <0 .
6 >0 12 <0 18 <0
’ ’ W (X) - 09
© b
3
Table 3 The data of sample in studying area
1 35 24 0. 41 16 150 20
2 27 20 0.6 12 210 7
3 26 23 0.6 15 130 35
4 40 36 0.9 17 260 1.1
5 23 17 1.2 13 360 0.9
6 30 27 0.8 18 170 6
7 28 26 0.6 12 160 4
8 30 24 0.9 15 210 2.2
9 19 16 0.9 16 97 0.8
10 27 25 0.4 12 156 1.2
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3 Table 4 Judgement table of differentiated sample
3 s 10 s W& W&o W(x)
(5) C . 1 =0 5 <0 9 <0
10 , 5 2 >0 6 >0 0 >0
' ’ 3 >0 7 >0
’ 4 >0 8 >0
[1] s s PN [ : 1999.
[2] s . [ , 1998 16(1)53 ~ 38.
[3] . [q. : »1988.
[4 s . .. . N [M] . : , 1994.
15 , . .. [M]. . . 1997.
[ 6] s . M. : , 1993. 138 ~ 147

DIFFERENTIATING AND FORECASTING LANDSLIDE

CHEN Yong-bo, WANG Cheng-hua
(Southwest Jiaotong University, Chengdu 610015 PRC)

Abstract: It is one of the most important researches to differentiate and forecast landslide for geolo-
gist. Through qualitative analysis predecessors have had a lot of work and acquired important achie-

vement, On the base of scientific research of predecessors , the paper attempt to find a new method

by the aid of mathematical statistics to quantitative analysis and forecast landslide .
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