27 4 457~ 465

Vol27 NO 4 P57~ 465
2009 7 DURNALOFMOUNTAN SC ENCE

July 2009
1008 —2786— (2009) 4—457—09
A -G AN VW WK
o b2 3 12 4 2
FHE ., EEERLVEE LEH K LALCT
(1. . , 61004%
2. . 610041 3. , 701013
4 , 050016)
6 67% . 4 8%,
s 8. 85% - 16%7
(Co) . s ,
P42 23 A
b ’ ~
. . , .
. . 6. 67% . 4. 8%,
b A o b
. , 8. 85% ~16%, (G
1
N . ®) [ ]’
b b b
, .
o b 64y0 b
’ 6% ~10[%9 ’
~ ~ ) 9 ’
. . 27.7%'2,
b ~ ~
b
o b
b b
b ’ o
(Receved dae), 2009— 03—27.
(Fomdatin jtem), (40671026) ., [ Funded bYNSFC (40671026). |

( Bicgraphyy (1944—) . . [WaBYWi(1944—), Re

searcher ( Prof ), Specia]ized in ohservatona]research on theojogica] chamcters and forecast predication ofdebris ﬂozy] Te:1 028—5246169
Fmail wyyzoUu@ inde a¢ cn



458

2940 ™ (3 ~5 m)
1 . (195. 5 M), 12. 3 10" ™,
. 48 6 K,
; . 13. 3 Kk, 26. 41%.
’ ° s 300 D
94.6%' . 70° ~80™ ",
. , 1[ 2]
. 16. 4
kot 36.27%
[2]
154 2 .
. 30° ,
43 , 9° ~23.6.
25%,
56%s 9%
2 m .
, 35 ~45,
>5m 50 m
. 37.32%.
2
5 ~10 1’1”1 )
L. R 2. V53 R 54, IV 55, T 16, 1R 50 m( I )
1

Fig1 Debris flov pmaton at Jjangjia Ravine



4 s — 459
15 ~30 &7, 23,
; . <2 m 21 10 d
, 08 , 20 d
2,21 5. 81 mm
, . (0 ~40
. an) 2% , 80 ~ 360
, m 2. 6%,
. 120 an 1. 4%
. 9, 1983—05  —>4.4% 360 an
~10 . ,
15. 39X 10' ™, 1983— 11 ~ 1984 —04 . ; 210 @™
4 47X 10" m, 68° , 210 m 78°
(15.4x 10" m) (447X 10" , ,
mi) 345 80 ~360 M
2.2 .
, . 27 22 22,9 mm 7 23
. 7. 1% (8. 85% )« , 0~20 @
4.8 C 1) 6.67% C 2% 8.99%, 80 ~360 an
4. 8% ( 1), 7. 8%. 20 ~ 40
221 A) m 6. 9%
. 70%%
7 . .
40C ~60C . . 3 4
NW10; NE—NW L7021 (264> 1 23
360 T (A) 10 @ (7.8% ) 2,
1. 2 1 2 7 21 5. 2%.
1 b, ()
Table 1 Canparion of soilmoisture of debris flow deposit in gy © different one in surface and inside of Jandslide
h—1 p—1 bi—2 lp—2
2008— 07—23 0. 082 7 0 111 6 0. 063 3 0.074 8 01113
2008— 08—01 0. 0489 0. 09 3 0. 0317 0. 0520 0.089 4
2008— 08—10 0. 068 6 0. 077 4 0.042 1 0. 0277 0.1389
2008— 08—18 0. 0820 0. 065 8 0. 057 0 0.0359 0.109 5
0.0705 0. 08 5 0. 048 5 0.047 6 0.112 3
2 (A O
Tablep (Canparjson of sojlmojsture in collaPse to one in Jandslide
A=l % A=2 % A—1% -2 % C—1% Q-2 %
2008—07—23 9.00 7. 83 11. 03 16 42 8 58 9.52
2008— 08—01 7.02 6. 17 14. 05 10 80 13. 78 9. 00
2008— 08—10 5.99 6. 03 9. 98 11 95 13. 83 11. 02
2008— 08—18 8.53 8 12 13. 62 12 18 14. 59 11. 35
7.33 6. 67 11. 69 13 06 12. 07 9. 85




460 27
EKE (%) 21 8 18
0 5 10 1 .
0 , 3 21 B
0 C
50 (0.92% )
0. 7% X 4 9
100 |— B C
. 150
g 2 :
& 200 15 ~
% 250 : 1§ ’
| &
—e— RJ1 | ? (28.33 ~21.31 mm) 40
8001 . w2 S mm : ( D
350 —&— RH3 —L—l— ( 2)
—-X—- R¥4 3 6 24 (3 )6 28
400 —*— #J%5 4 39.32 mm(15 03 +
' 28. 33). 43 36 mmM(]8. 01+21 31) 8 18
(EAFEF1.2.3.4.5 45158 2008 4207 -21.,07 -23, (8 Y15, 06 MIM( ) ,
08 —01.08 —10.08 — 18 3% 5 A H A8 %66 )
30 ~20 mm , 7 2 G N7 11
2
mm
FE, Plmbi€ change of soilmoisue of font (7 ) . 29. 84 (11. 78 +
surfce i shear outlet of fndslide 18. 08). 19. 52 (10. 6-+8.9), ( 2)
( 1)
3. 2 3, 4 8 1 .8 ’
10 .8 18 . 8 1
14. 11 mmg + 5.61+ 12 | —— 1 |
8518 10 11. 47 MM (5 07+6.4) 8 TR R
A i3 |
18 15. 06 MmM( ) W= ———t
’ 8
>
222 ~
uy s
X
3 (B O « J
(NWg*), 357, 2
. N\W5° ,
sm 3 1. 2 0 —
y ( B) ( C) 0 2 4 6 8 10
657 AR (HRSES VO
0~20 m ; 34
B C (AEEFERI 1.2 50 FEHE B 5 C REZ LEEK
’ B,E53 4 09 EREY B 51 CRZUTFT KRS KE
20 ~210 m 5 ) AFAEARBL )
40 an 60 9 100 M 140 M 270 9n 3
8 12 F#&3 Plunbing change of soijmoisure in different
3 21 4 9 ’ 3 ~8 ground covers of landslide

6, 24 .6, 28 .7 2 .7 11. .7




461

3
. ( 3)
. 4.96% (6 24 H>>521% (6 28 )
8.600 (7 2 NT7.98% (7T 11 )
255% (7 21 ) 8 18
(7.04% ) 221
7 21 ,
(1. 7% ),
(1. 7%) ,
(2.5%) (2 1%)
0. 4%,
223
1 B o} 5
m ’ H
5 3m | | m . NWg”,
30° , 70 @ 60
an b))
h—1 k—1 b Ip
(0 ~20 mm) ;s bi—2  h—
2 h p (20 ~ 80
mrn)
3. 4 7 23 (.8 1 (b.8g
10 (9 0 ~20 ™M 20~40 M 40 ~60 M
HKE (%)
0 5 10 15
0
10 | A 7
20 E
= 7.’
< 30 o
NS
»K,\- 40 | | 1
' —e—%Jla
50
= «fl= =%%b
60 —A— 5
4 70 @
Fig4 Plmhbing change of soj|mojsture jn surface

and dePth of Jandslide inside(7g an)

(2. 8% ~7.5% )

1. .
0.11,
2 —1
7 23 8 18
, 15h 7
22 22,9 M 8 18 16
(16 5 mm) 17 (2 8 mm) .
1
lp—1  bi—1
. lp—1 H—1
2. 70 an
(0 ~20 ™M) kp—1
lp—2 .
l—1¢( : 8 85% ) (k
—2) ( : 4766 ) L
() )
@) (W)
. (¢)
, 11. 5% (
1) W>11.5%4 ¢ 2),
W<<11.5% C 1) 305
. q®) (
3)I4l
W11 5%, ¢=-—34 9W +32.03 (D
120
~ 100 |~
3:: 80 |- '_’/'\
5 of
o400
E 20 |-
5 . .
0 5 10 15
EKE (%)
5

Fi8 5 Change curves of shear strengt of grave]

soi] ajong8with its mojsture



462 27

W>11.5%, ¢=—106. 5W +40. 13 2) . .
C=0.03982(W)—0.95 3) ; ,
(tw=CH+(P—R)
tanp ( P . Ry ))
, . 11 69% ~12. 07%- 13.06%
11. 5%, « 5 ~9.85% (2
. 2.078 i,
0. 366 321
(0. 368 ( A
). . ( 6 24
5), L : dy =
, 3,79 MM <73 mm 44. 85%,
. d, =19 34 mmy <2 mm 1. 99%, 6
’ ’ 120
, 100 |
:‘; 80 —
’ ’ ~ 60 |
2 ad | f—
, o 20 | —— i
. . 0 i AT
15~30 d 1 0 100
, FRRZ (mm)
7~8 . ,

6
F€ ¢ Grin canpositon cuwves jn upper and under

layer in co]lapse and landslide

2 .
3 45.51%  47. 711%. (€9
(Ks) el
0. 008 929 MM/ $( (009 205 MM,
’ ' ' 39, 68%,
O ’ 0.008 197 1y s
’ 45", 68" ~78° ,
. ’ 322
[2]’ L 2 (A)
’ (O
, C _ (Il’l
', (15.4% 10" ) P= 1 2009
(11.69%) (A—1)

(4.47X10 ™) 3 45



— 463

4
(7.335) 4 36%. Q—1¢ ; ((Q—1D 0~5
30 am) (12.07%) m (8.58%) 5

(A—2) (6.67% ) 5 4%. ~15 @ (8.65% ) 15~25 @m
, (10.4% )
323
2. : 7 :

23 8 1 , 5% 8 A). 8% (B,
8 1 14. 11 mm( 5 61+ 8.5) 11. 5% (O 12.5% (D) s

7 23 20.53 MM 7 22 25. 1 B 6 mm ;
mm ) g 42 M 8 1

6h .7 2 i5h ,g (Re 8 :

| Cl—1 0~5 W)
(14 05% ) 7 23 C1—1 8 L

(11.03%)  3.01% ( 2). « 5

3. . 6 h 0 ’
: e 1 ’ 11. 5% ’Y:—o or
a-—1 0~5 @ ‘
(14. 05% ) (C1—2)5~15 o)
W>11.5% Rm=12 86—92.0XW 4)
an (10. 85 ) 3.25%. 7 23
W11 5% Ru=4 11—11. 83X W (5)
(G—1 0~5 m (
(11. 03% ) (Q—2)5~15 \ ’
an (16. 424 ) 5. 39%. ’ 3 ~5 an
4. 7 71 23 0-~5
a (11 03% ) ’
5~15 an (16, 42% ) ’
15~25 @ (15. 86 ) o g ’2 . CD
BKE(%) 25
0 10 20 o}
0

NN
10 1.

R
REEW

25
—— il L ——— T

B (cm)

7
Fig7 Distrbutng statsof sojlmojsture jn upper and

under Jayer in collapse and landslide

f&/KE (R, mm)
=

10 15
BKE (%)

—p. REIRIH A KR il 155 & K 2

8 (W)
(R
Fi8g Relatonship beween sjope flovs fomed by different
mojstures and Precipit@ation need hy co]lapse



464 27
AB 4.7
11. 5% ,7~8
AB Rm= aRKy=2571—92* W 6) 60. 87%,
BC, Rm= a-EKy=30.72—154* W @A) 71. 4% .
CD, Rm= a—By=61.82—437.33* W (8)  19.3%.0.6% 8 7%'*".
. , 119
. 11. 69% ~ 12 07%. 13. 06% ~ . 66. 4 X 10"
9.85% ( 2) o, 27.7%.
’ B
, 200 - —— FhhE
’ 20 %
153 10" ™, T 150 5
(240% 10" ™M) 4%t B 100 -
E 10 g
50 } w
4 15 &
0 0 ®
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
A
6% ~100A9 .
, . . BH9 HEEMERMEAMNTHHLE
8% ~ 13% ( 1) Fig. 9 Change curves of erode quantities on slope
along with different month in rainy season
’ ’ - y=-0.5177x*+14.604x*
F o3
’ ° S -129.79x+376.22
1983 ~1984 . x B F
( 11 4 ) o g 2 F
5~10 : = o0
10
¢ 9). , D s
1983 (mm) & .
(x 10" o) (R/s) 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
. : A
nmm
4 ’ Q3 (T 0 EHLMEESAHELHE
10 m %6 (9.66 ™MM/X 10 m > 7 Fig. 10 Change curves along Ratio of sand to rain
(7.73 mmyX 104 i X8 (7.05 mmyx 104 i ) with different month in rainy season
— 9 (13 15 mmyx 10" m) 10
(21,33 mmyx 1@ ), (R/9 5
6 3 . Y=0. 978 (
10). 1. . N
[7 —
. 9~10 , 7. 98%. 4 85%,
( 2~8) D (5""6 ) 667%,
’ 4. 8%,
; (7~8 ) )
’ . 2 y
9~10 ) .

, 11. 69% ~12. 07%. 13.06% ~



4 s —_— 465
9. 85%, source area of depris flow in jiargjia mvine[ A] . Obsewaton and
Research of Debris Floy (], Beijing Publishing Campany of Sci
’ nce 1996 66~ 72 | . .
153 10" (240 % o o o
’ 66 ~72]
10 1) 64%, [4 WagY Y, FnC D) YmB Y Debris Flow Stuctie and Rheol
3 ’ €Y My, Changsha Publishing Canpany of Science and techno jogy
6% ~10(%’ ) lnHunar}[ N , , .
[ M. : s 2001: 43~ 54]
’ ° ’ [5 WangY Y, ZouR Y, LiouX E Reltionship beween soi] era
8% ~1 3%’ sion and critical rair{ J Jouma] of ©i] eoson and ©i] and water
o CONSCNVATON 1999 5(6); 34 ~ 38[ ,
66. 4 10 ™, [].
27 7y° , 1999 5(6). 34 ~38]
[q zang ], P, TangK L.i Manpover rajn mode] for rlax ©i] ©0 start
— up pnsource area of depris flov in and scouring exper‘men[ J
( References)

[ 1] WangY Y, Jan C D, Chen X Q Shifoganization criticality of
debris flov theo @Y ],
1857~ 1861

[ 2] WuJ S, Kang 7 C’ Tiang [, Q, ata] Obsewaton and Research
of Debris Flow i Jiangjia Raving M, Beijing Publishing Canpany
of Science 199 197 ~199 | . , -

(M. : . 199Q 197 ~ 199

[3] HUE ) Tian [, Q Prlmninay sudy of he jandslid tPes n

Chinese Scienee Bulletin 2003 48 (17).

[7

Jouma] of Mounw@in Science 1999 17( 1) 45 ~51]

’

[l
, 1999 17(1) 45~51
Wangy Y Jan ¢ 1) Horg Y, ata] Analysis of the character of
emded sediment for dehris flow n different periods of rany season
[ ]. Jouma]of Soil and Water Consevation 2008 22(6), 118 ~
124 s , s

[ ] . 2008 22(6); 118~ 124]

Analysis of Rheologica] C haracterstics of So1] n Source A rea
ofDebris Flow to Answver Process t0 Ranfal]]
WANG Yuyi2 JAN Qiandeng® YONG Hong 2 TIAN Bing* ZOU Renyuang?

(1. KeyLakorory ofMountain Hazards and Surfae P ocess ChineseAadamy of Sciences Chengdu 610041

2. Chenglu Instiute ofMounta n H azaxls
3 DePt ofHydraulics
4. CollegeofResources

Envioment Chinese Acadamy of Sciences Chengdu 610041

Ching
Ching

O @an Engineerng  Cheng Kung University Tainan 70103 Ching
Envionment Science Hebei Noma | Un jversity SllijiaZhUﬂn8050061 China)
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