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ol 2" & 2A? g 53

Vst X AR T ZIIX| B EME
st x| ARIA M T2 EAPY ol g

IF) puUSHI BY x2YLEATL

E

£ dpoAE AGFEALZH(GIS)E ol8dte B ¥ 9, A 8d FPRE AN 2
28 5 YT 5 JE ARA2EE ML olE Y8 AT HE =4 F 94 2 g 2
A 7ol B AEA, 9E4, T4, HRM, HAMY 25km F& Skm 93 A disf Fx=
#d A8, 4% A= #d ZH, (PPN AR, 714 FR, 87 A 934 3dE AR 5 4F
37+ dojElol A28 FE3A agln FEHE T dolguolAE e HE AW 34, A}
B AEAZES At & JRALRE B8, B8, AERT, dojolxq, 24
EFRE 5 52 FHHY Urh B FEA2H J)5d FEE 3T dHolHulo|2E dY, AN, &
g ool Ay W AE ¢ Ha 6, 2d A4, sd g, 4 A: A4, 29 2y, ¥4
DB ##, AEZRAY, =% 5 viaksltt B ARA2AHELS ArcViews 23 HE AolQl AvenueE
ol &3t MIHYR FhE vy F ofo]E WA Yty AR AMEEZ] A EEHA
58 F7t dolguloj 29 /dE ARANAEL G4 L A #E 2 BMS AT 712 Aw 4
=72 AHE 7 I

1. A&

QW A HE ARE QPR =FH0l U] 2§ SO g AkFA 4%, FYAF F
P2, B AW, G VYY) AT, A PASE B B2 S Y 44 L WAt
227t AEan glom AE gAel FAasst 93 gk IYEE B AFAE B2 Fu9
S A BHE A% 4% ARE doledolzststel $F 94, WA B4E A Nz
AEZ BEE ¢ YT S F 34 3 WG] BE AaAE v AFeN AEAY
8¢ A48 PEay] da A5 Q¥ ARG BYOE A¥E BY 2 Wk AEE AE AW A8

2 43 2@ ZA}eti o] & GIS(Geographical Information System)E ol €3] ¥4 9 AAle) A=
B AT Fod J)xr)w A8E T volguolaz AA 2 FHEsh aga o]¥A +5F
¥ Izt dojguio]2E 9, M &Y F #YE ¥ F v Ax d¥ 34, AE ARAI2H
& st

F&E 7 dolEuolAy HE AWMS Ao F4A BuA JF5AH, AEH FHH F 57
wAd dis) 2x #8 A8, 4% A A5, A £4 A8, FE 25, 94 24 A5 Folv.
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T2 Ex 3 AEE =24, 9 € A5 AMBoY, Ak A5e AYE, AR, EGE, 9UE,
EZol4E, XYY Foltt. 758 AFEA dojHulolAEs IERXE AHAE, ZAMEE Z§
E, $9718E Foln #E713AEe §F%4 A, §3544 dd %, A1 71, A 71, 3T
71%, FEZTEE, AT RE Sl 34 Es @F FAHE 94 ARt o AFE
& 9N 9 AALE B 98F J27MARERAN FUY AFAN Bol BEHE ABEo|tHo]
ALZ, 2000, 1998, Baeja, and Corominas, 1996, Carrara et al. 1995, Chung et al, 1995, Guzzetti et al,,
1999, Larsen and Torres-Sanchez, 1998).

a8z o]FA FEE 34 R AAE FzthojeiHo] 28 ¥, 28 ¢ HY 5L ¥ 5 U A
BA28S st sdd AR FRAAHE GIS Z2a9Q ArcView 37394 ArcView
31 Z3dE Ao Avenued o|&3te] fLEH{T. ol FHA2HL HI|EA HolEHA, X}
ES, dololxdd, ZR2AERR F /R FAH glen, 7ed F5d T HolHHe)2E
48, 34, 28 ¥ oivz A5 ¥E, A5 2 ¥ WY, Fd B4, AW Y, 4, Ax JA, 2
¥ W3, ¥4 DB #d, AERA, 2L 5 tdsitt. £ AMBAZE HYsA A F UEH
Window #7914 2y AR UE|Fo]lx BA& st EohE vl R olo]Eo2 FA
Aok, & HFE I G4, A FEA2EY A 2 98] A3 84 L s=dolE Pentium
H ol49 PC, 0SE Windows9%/98 &2 Windows NT, ¥ 8% Z 219 ESRIAMY ArcViewol
. olH¥ Avenued ©] &3 AHEAVF Bad V%S A FRE & UARE WAY F A3, A
2& 71%E AT 54 45 £+ €8 Z2a38 e + gtk

2. 32t dio|gfHjojAa M T FHYUH

Holejulo] 2 MAE wlojgjulo] 27}t ofFA HoHT, o|FA g, Y R HrtHesE 24
T FAYoltt. & wlolgH|o|xd FFH T o]EHQ 3} THE AT Roln. GISE A 4
AE F3 vlojHulolaE FHANT SH(FA) F 74 B9 ARE EFsoF g o)A I3
% &9 Age & ARTFRE Zeh B AQGCME A 2 75& GIS 2339 ARC/INFO
%2 ArcViews ©]€3t% 2, ARC/INFO % ArcViewel A& F2& F, A, 222 £759 #4749
JEA R dlojgslol A ¥7F AAH o F3F HolEMolA & oY AHL BEAl, B4,
R4, 954, T 8 Axxde did ¥R 25km, Skm7tA 9 FHE T Flo|HH) AR
TE35et. AEAL BS felvatddA da) AFgEE UTM (Universal Transverse Mercator) =
U7 Bessel BHUAIE AHBsiglct. 223, 75 g A FHE ZE 999 34, WAHE £40)
gad 2% ARSS AL AHAYL, 7% 99 H2ZoIA 25Kmst 5KmZ th2A & olf
gl F A ZA40A dog A8 HAE 2ol nesty A HEeld & AF,
EY, 949 dte A2 dFoz 26mY F Skmel 99& AR o AW A, EY,
98 Fol A77t FE3 A 24 olgE ¢ A7) WEolth au AP R 714 #Ed
B AAE A4S 93 B93ez ANT ot Yo A2 ¢F Sm¥ F 10kme IG5 A
stk 758 AR FH, I, B F3 F2 HYE, A85Y R 75U Table 1% 20

2 d7dMe 4% A8E 33 volHWolAR T5E VA BA FoAE, FAAE A B
1M F& FHNI, B 2] Av7t Yol AR FF R Al wet qAEeld FL &
MY, HEteld e T3 ARE dHAAE oA WY 4Y Ao me} AAHNUG. EF
HAAE7t CAD A& £& GIS A82 Ho e A% ol o|d %4 ArcView Shape 3
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Z g Z& AY AHLEAth olFE 3L A dFd AsE I8 4 8489 FAE IAA
A F& 949 94, 3% 999 39 ABE £45E WY, ARE 4 AEAG 2Re 9 ¥
W3 Axo dE FA4 # 48, AEE FANE Ak FF €22 T HoEHo|22 T5HIUL,
AR AZAYS St
Table 1. Data layer of study area.
. o Scale or
Classification| Sub-classificiation Type ) Source Area
Resolution
Line Line Shape 1:5,000 Topographic map
Facility Line Shape 1:5,000 Topographic map
Station Point Shape 1:5,000 Topographic map
Rail Buffering from rail
2.5km Polygon Shape| 1:50,000 i 2.5km
Bound line
ary Buffering from rail
5km Polygon Shape| 1:50,000 i 2.5km
ine
Topographic map | . o 150000 | T hi Skm
ine Shape :50, opographic ma
(150,000 > PORTADHIC Thap
Topographic map Line Sh 15,000 T hi
ine Shape 5, opographic ma
(1:5,000) p pograp: D
M Geological map Polygon Shape{ 1:50,000 Geological map 2.5km
ap Forest map Polygon Shape} 1:25000 Forest map 2.5km
Soil map Polygon Shape| 1:50,000 Soil map 2.5km
Satellite JERS BIL 18m x 18m JERS 5km
Image IRS BIL 5m x 5m IRS 5km
Land-use map GRID 30m x 30m ™ 5km
DEM (Altitude) GRID 30m x 30m | Topographic map | 5Skm
. Slope GRID 30m x 30m DEM 5km
Topographic
v Aspect GRID 30m x 30m DEM 5km
analysis
y Curvature GRD | 30m x 30m DEM 5km
Hillshade image BIL 30m x 30m DEM 5km
Station location Point Shape Report 5km
Meterological data DBF Report 5km
Meterological B o Probability
Probability precipitation BIL 100m x 100m L 5km
data precipitation map
Probabliy maximum Probabliy maximum
S BIL 100m x 100m o 5km
precipitation precipitation map
Rockfall Rockfall Line Shape 1:5,000 Survey
Photograph TIF Survey
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3. 2z} clolgslolA 25 Lo

2 ATAYY 24, FHY, 994, BAH, 954 § 50 =4 Fadel dael AYE, X
A%, 9AE, BT, EACISE, 949, FEIY AE, AW @7 2} A2 5 94, e
#d9 2A8L I doleulo| 22 FERAKFTANY, 200). F w4 42 B9 =dL
SEEER EE SRS DEEDECIEE Y-S

A= doleuolas AT BA AMEA U I delguolaz Mz, Jg AT BA A4,
4 5% TYYTh oldE BE dolHulolx F 42 2 Jlg A= BA AYE 1500 L 150000
#3 NYEE GIS ARE WS ¥ UY AAs FEAAEY 150008 S A=) $Ioz
He Ae EQUE B2 dolEMel22 Tt adn =4 FAF B A% A4 dol
Bilolat BEHZAN $HOR 247 25km FL SmEl £ AN WEo| PEAUT,

A% doleliol el AYE, NAE, EFE, YT, AYGY, EXCISE 5 43 =9 % 9
4 94 5o 9t AYE deleuolzy FYAAe 1500 ¥ 150000 #X AFEE GIS A
22 WE 9 B A FEEUS. AY dolguelat FHo] 1500002 A 32 dolE
ozt 2, 94 FA, 54, $TY $9 A2FOZ, S50 150000 F$ 2 doleulo)x
£ =2, 44, 53, 93 FA, A4E, 48 5 AB302 FAT Yok 15000 FAAFE
AR $EoZ w4E A EQUE 3 dolgolaz PEHUG. AAEE ael
93 59 3uE 7Kz gon NAE dojuel2g BY Asto] F doleuolxz
YAn EYEE 7, 5, e, FEEY, Y 59 308 HD gen EFE oy
g 9y Adste] L doleldol2z TEYAL. EFEe EAE EF QR 27l oA 2
Aolwl, BAE Ego] o 4022 YYHYLIE, rt B9 okt F MrHEItE,

4 o o

o [y A du o

ot
il
o>

L

< EYY A FAE, AL EYo] BXF A9 P& 74 e d(F&IEFH A&
AAFA, 1971). JAEE 94, 48, 98, 2% 59 SHAHRE /AY, 4= HolE oA
3 Agste] Tzt dolEdlo]22 THHAT. IAEY YAFTFES A HF ¥g £ YR F
FE Ui, 43 U7 F12 AAE, 93¢ YT 88, 2=t Ui A Hes 47
VERITHI AR T4, 1993). #1497 dloleMle]20lE JERS ¥ IRS $14%93AE7 Jdod 713
33 By & 94 Hels Fd +3EUY. JERS 942 18m X 18m9] HAEE JMXE 3 W=
oF Ad 949, IRS 4L 5m X 5mY HPEE 7IAE @Y W Fgelth ol A
e 9, A ARAQ BAE oy NAFE ot 2 A3 gobs 8 FEHAD. EA
o] 4 Fzt diojEjulo] At A9 LANDSAT 948 718lsts B4 2 2F 5 94 AdE F
A TEHAT. AYE dolHdolx F T4 2 £, A4H F 1EE BAE FEUS F
%3l olg wWH3sted DEM(Digital Elevation Model)S W& ¥, ¢] DEME o| 83l 1E8 ¥ 7
AL BAPEE, 28, 29715 delgdolx & F&3d FEHUT. IEEIEE DEMES o83t
o BAHNeY Zk ARG xS deRdth FAEdANE 4A€ DEME ol&stq Z AzG 7
Atgtol AAEIR T, Az 3 AA} g geE £2 soln. AAMETeAE A" DEME ©]
&3t ZF ARG ZAAre] o] AMIEAL, oA XY A 7 ALY g vHE =2 H
otk FEREEAAE AME DEME o] &3t 2z A% ¥ o5 52 ESFNE FHA
o2 Yeifle FE#0] ALHAS. SV EEAME A49Ed DEME ol &8t el HXof o3iA
AARHE 29E olvjA3 s

FEZI diolgulo] 2o A Z2FAYX, £E7EAE, HNGERSIE, NeHUFEE 5& F
b dolgule]AR TEIQY.  FENAAEE 19869RE 1998974A 9] I AEFE Ha 7L,

o2 do du
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A3 712, WF 71L& 5& AAH JABSLE2 dolguolaz TRAHY. FEHLIEE )
@712 2 ASASNE 3 FEHo2 WY + & A F9FE UB RlT, ASHuRsT
EE oJ2Hoz B4 A7 F 54 waAd ois) EHez shsd A FaRe Yedd
(AYLEY, 1989). olE ARE FINE VA YT SRAY e ueld e

S delgulol2E B ool AU YRS BUHE Lol e} ZASIA, AR A
4, ALY, U, ARZHPE, AN 2 AUREE, 25 2 A% o8, 84 8¢, )
% 9 WSE 4%, 2959 4% 5 89 248 3% ARE dolguelaz 759 18
I @Y M ARG TAZ o, AF, BF, BHA, o}F BA 5AZ kel 34 919
3718 #3, APARE Holgulel2z TEaAT,

4. AR AlAH”H Px

= ARALRS B7184, HolgR%, AERF, dolopr@R, T2=AERE F A 5749 87
22 F45H o A FHlly, sty d olejZoz FHH ok B Azde F2 1Y
B0 eF=NRT. o]E¥ B84 FATAHL Fig 13 2o ‘AaVE, ‘=AM, BE
DB, 'A=DB', ‘A F €4, '$EDB, "4ADB’, ‘"Y', ‘1o, ‘A8, 2, R, ‘2L § 3
13749 E0h& dllir R 27709 ofel2o2 TAH gtk AA T2 DB A4 2 ols} #d
T Ade sk o iR 74€0 5 DB A4, 'HEDB, 'ASDB, 'AEEY’, ‘DB,

i ol
< B o

SGAHDB sHFulrelA, 71t AL ArdE, =AM, WY, Ro), ‘ARS, aY, R, E
&2 sHelirelA &tA |k
e b dolgulolx T4 Fig. 23 o] =AY ¥ 4F I vlojguo]2s Ay o
A% 5 A=E T Yok FAHL A FE dolEHols, AL dolguols, AYRY, &

1
T HlolgElol A, G4 dolewe]22 FAE o] grt

Fig. 1. Main menu of railroad rockfall and landslide information system.
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Fig. 2. Composition of rockfall and landslide information system.

5. B AIAH s

B A gy Fx a3 AAjE JrA A F8 AL RIIBHNA dEE o] F
oAtk WA AE#Y FRuwolA AYUdEs AL 9 HolHH |27t Efle UEEE
g A3 F =AY oA e At =4S MEdit. agx FEDB, X =DB, A3
4, $EDB, YA4DB 59 vlwolA 93 5 Jg93te sidd EAsH drh

Fig. 3& e S Mg F FEDBoA x4, o © HAMQ5kmS} 5km)& 3Hdd EA)8ta A
EDBAA 15000 A¥x F Y3l A8F S AYgsle dojgiga WAyl s A" ZSolt.
o]8g AEDB FrvFolME AYE, (AL, EGE, 8L, 948394, EAoLE § 94 2 4
Ate) Ao "ot Z+F I ARE AT § UEF Yo Y= V%S s, Fig 45 HY
A9l JERS 949 4E ol A Aoy, & X2dojrE JERS $14%42 vdii= 9 oF
HEeZ FATE 4 9o, IRS G4 BA & F Utk ol d HA 4L AW B H7E A
& AAFz viot 2 #3 sioto] o]fdtt AHEAM IFRdy{Ee IEEIE, AR, A
5 2E e BE 508 1A i Fig 5& HUHe] nERIEE A3 Fold
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Fig. 4. JERS satellite image with railroad
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Fig. 6. Probability precipitation with railroad.
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AU A A%, Ao, S A4, A9 5 ARIH BAD J5L FANW, 19 A¥eRE F

o

r

228



o Nze a9 D 71&9 dolHuHoAE FAAAL BAG & 4k J15E FAvT B S
we Hdd gt 35S Ad F& 1% S0, 529 ARt & AuA2dd B 43 =2
e AFRY. clolze F 2 clol2os FHHY Fue WA AFIHE A% F AF A
$9E 715 2 89 &2, FU00F 5 HW AY /15EE FHo TG

Fig. 7. Rockfall hazard assessment with survey data and photograph.
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