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Table 1  Statistics of failure surface of Layue slope
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Fig.1 The sections diagram of body structure of Layue landslide
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Table 4 The contrast of constructional surface between geologic model and test model
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a BAVAN4E L T RBME L5 (the cracks of model develop into massif structure)
b BRIKRTSE SRR & A A1 B, 51 5 SO B AU 4K A5 TF (the cracks of model begin to enlarge and

connect)

c IEEIRTER B B AT I b, MRS r 4540 T A8 55 R F B HE 81T ( the key massif in front of model

occurs displacement and result in the deformation of the rear massif) .
d RiFREE M 3l , S BOE B & 4 (the fore massif slides and results in landslide occurrence)
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Fig.3 The diagram of the breakdown process in the landslide model test

6 AREMIR S AW\ R LY

BEVARBIRLEAT 438 5 Ao B OB EIEE
EAMERATREEE QBRI AHTE L &
et G ALK RAE; ORERRARBIETE R
RIS, Rt R BB SFFIR T B KR 55T ;
OB A0S 1 L SR S ] Sh R SE AT
Hah, W TR AL MES; OYBERE
B, iR R R, R B MEREAN TR,

EEHABPERRR, BARETHA KSR
TRBWRE, HREMNBYIXRABSZEEBEH
T ER DY B A R N3 1) S4B A 1R B A R,
B SO A Y B R 2 58 AL 5 2R AU 1]
Bl DU A BB R, WERRI R BRI,
B A (EREER)ELFER 0.214 47 (L
B AT R Bk, B R IK 0.877~0.890;
TH(THREER.FER)EERD, ZHELH
0.032; T RTZR# 5 (T &0 AT BD) BB T #FiR ¥, 28
B EF R 0.375, ZFENRUWT hERENE L,

TR T [\ RN R AR, FERHE] B, TGk
RIBT BRI R ETE , iR RRACHI G RIHREETE , ik
EWMUNANEERERBA(E 4), B TFHEF
ERIE SRR E S K, RBER EA,
RENLIREE; T T B T PR sk Rt E,
RE IR 7 AR (R BT8O0 32 B8 (R p R T A8
B3 AR A0 T N B3 o, B AR , ik 7S 18 U7
A /R R FE IR , LA R BIE 40 R

LB, shif g ek

TR A Bk

I TEARB6RE |

LB ARk

$8%g%5%8%$%89
L S & & ¢ a4 = >

B4 BEEEET RS E

Fig.4 The chart of relative deformation of each part of landslide
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The Model Test Research of Breakdown Process of
Layue Landslide on the Highway From Sichuan to Tibet

KONG Ji-ming
(Institute of Mountain Hazards and Environment ,
Chinese Academy of Sciences & Ministry of Water Conservancy Chengdu 610041 China )

Abstract: Layue landslide is the typical rocky landslide on the highway from Sichuan to Tibet. The joint fissures
developed very full in the slope body near Layue and they cut out and combine each other to form the body with
the characteristic of different blochy texture. Especially, the rock block of the different structure feature inter-
lock reciprocally to form the body structure with different stabilization situation. Because of massiveness break-
down, it bring about that Layue landslide has slided. The model test of breakdown process of Layue landslide is
to analyze landslide’ s occurrence process from mechanism . The test adopted the method of equivalent material
model test and up build similar test model in order to recur the landslide’ s force situation, deformation and

breakdown process.

Keywords: Layue landslide; breakdown process; model test



