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At e TR Qe el dig A, DA aA9 £, AFHHE o83
EYUHY 2 EXA ZAAH e AT A7 T A2 JFA Eokd 2AH AT
Hol 23 Yot olEF AT EL S AF Y AAF HLo dRELR B
Zdo] olTgd oF F LA} e BAY HFHQA BAHYL A ¥4d
olth. o] g FHAA Erhd AAe] ¥ x(landslide hazard map)s RE 7S
3l AL A, BAAH JGAEAA Qo] 7Y FREAN & 98S FYgth 2
o EolXe At £46 GIS9 Fztu|olE 9] AibsE, A LolH T B
HE o] 8% A7t EU3A AYHT Yok B AFME GISE o] &3 M
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2. AtALER 9I8lx (Landslide Hazard Map)® GIS

Varnes(1984)el] ¢]8}®, natural hazard<= o] &3 717t Yol #AHA Y ZAA
A HIE U Aol TAY FES Y|, riske 5 AIQEFoE of
7189 AW Hs, AAEL L2 FAGFTY Fojd dI d4FAE 9ui. ®
g hazarde &9 /IEE EFSA 1 A e BAAA AT 2HE F
v #HFA(susceptibility) = FEHAT. whElA, landslide hazard mape AbAbe) 9]
A7l disl, 5399 landslide hazarde] 539 TNy EXE 7[A3 8
A=E 9njstH, o] landslide hazard map2 3| FA G dojd 4= e B
< Fei o ARAMEO didh A17HE, 323 58 T QojoF & ¥ ol o
Ao Fe 2 FE, A fFYY Sx9 7 FHT A AA okt 3o
(Soeters & Western, 1996). %3t Einstein(1988)2 AtAlej9} #HEE mappinge] ©A
£ 59A 2 FES e, state-of-nature map, danger map, hazard map, risk map
12]3 management map®|t}. state-of-nature map¢ ZA$-= O E3F3I MY ¢l
o] @Ed A7 AT F3= 1, danger mape 7t ol FAH(EA, o
EF F) 2 3799 fAYEE HYsles AXol8, hazard mape ZHzte) A9
BHEE &2 AAS F1, risk mapol e Sl ) AL F de YHEIH,

&
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248 Fo BEAE WEE X84 =, AFAHQ ©AJ management mapol
£ hazard mapdlX B 7}A] 82F F7H8te AtA o] niz A& HAH £ Y
gA e Axg 9rFy.

AYPRAEHE o] & At #Y AxY FAPL FFHA TR A
#g A= ARG o 71A "HelAM FHE Az JAo. A Holy AAs F

7
A

ZAAA 2u e RAolmg AAFEE g4 veid F de HE § F U
T3 HFE ARHE oF doloje 7] FHBANAY T3 SAsAT, 4
758 golojd e FIHAY 0] &olstn, LAY Aol AoiME A
TAHY W v 45E vEe EHIHA o ¢ dolrt #Ed Ay ¥ oly
2, £4& T3 dolF AR Fol s vlolHulolAE FHF YolFerH, O
Fo o]FofAE 4o hal Eo e ARE JHT 5 JA o

- Landuse Map

- Landslide Inventory

- Distribution of Yegetatio
etc.

State-of-nature Map
- Geologic Map
- Topological Map
n

— Statistical & Stochastic Method

- Bayesian Method (Chung & Fabbri, 1999)

- Logistic Regression Analysis (Lee et. al., 2000)
- Monte Carlo Simulation (Park, 1999)

- Fuzzy logic Approach

Weight of Each Layer
\

Danger Map

- Type of Landslide
- Size of Failure

- Velocity of Failure
etc.

. Probability of Landslide
\ 4
Th tic M
I Hazard Map l L cmatc Map
* Social Cost & Economic Cost
<« - Transportation
- Population
A 4 - Buildings
I Risk Map | Jete
\
Management

* Decislon Making
- Flattening Slope
- Drainage System
- Enforcement
- etc.
* Monitoring
* Construction DataBase

<29 1> GISE ©]&3% AH BYA= JAd3 FAZY



LALEN 24 GIS layer &S 9I8t SHIY HB 23

A 7Y 8L o3 GIS £49 JAxAQ dolo 5 Hex g2
A4S FY3A doh 1Y 12 gGA dFT 5EAIY AAE #E Az Yo F
AA Yol 2o GAE Yepd 2ot 2N B upel o] BAH 7]
He 2719 712 #oloje FHA Z #oloy 7tFA FAd o] FEFHA &
E Azt 98E FYP3}r7]x 31v, danger mapAel 7 HAo| JAle HAFE
#E A ATF2EHN hazard mapS AT o]E 3} A&EHE T4 71HY
o) 2=, bayesian ©]&(Chung & Fabbri, 1999), ZX 28 3|# EA(c]Alz2 9,
2000), EEI7HEE Al BF o] M(Park, 1999) Fo| 1tk

3. RXIAE SR

AAEe) BAE 4FH Ade) g e WFY A=) wewsolth we
A eI ARYY PO E o] Wee] SHE YT 4 Yok ¥ 1& A7 4
P4 2 wgusd gt g2 85t o8 23S Yudc
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em, oo W weHsst WFHoE Yehte 7 £ 28l o
A BaM, 4, A 53 ol WEWRY A% T AolAY eA¥Y WFE
2 WEY AEEL YHYS APWSTE ol gatel AYsnA st 3
AYARYo] ALGHTh wrEle] 2A2YHARY L APWr} A5W AEAE A
A4 ZAHAZYH Aolg RAG § 2YL FEN 2A2gHARY R
227)E ¥t olF E¥Y sl¥o) Pt P4t 2A2Y $524 1Y 29 2ol
E@ol Hm, 39 2014 BE ks 2ol 29 ghol S THUT BEE FEBRL
002 £, BHE zghol Fo) PRUYZ B4E FLFL 12 £Y5E 5L
Holth olAg SHe ox Adel W4 45T HEZ WVAY & AE o)
gow, 449 AL 2a(ogino e WBE AHA A%} o FojAt e

logTini g eldt.
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oeg ZAel tal AA AAA(E + B + Bxy + )T T & U
o %, oldhst Be He 2e 4 Utk

IOgT% = By + Bixy + Boxy + -
o] A& T3 B Aol HAEY FEL UH 2ol =& ¥ F Ao

p = exp(By + Bix1 + Boxy + )
1 + exp(B + Bixy + Boxz + )

f(z)

i
- 1+exp{—(+x))
_ 1

L+ exp(~»)
=1

1 f(+x)
" Vb exp(~(=o0))
_ 1

1+ exp(x)
=0

1{~x)

— 00 u— z - o0

<ad 2> 2ALH g

AR e A5FHe BAE 2A2YHARHS FalA FBsAT o
AL 981N 19595 E 20019 84X AF 69 AGe AgHATE WA}
HEd HEARE oSSHATh AAEEA ARE U 4N VA JAAME
EA QoiA Rolth F, Az BASFAAT A% B AN B A
Fe AYE REst @ sbsdol flome, Al HAeE s AF F& A2y
A7t wAE Aeve TRT Aok EF 2A2Y AALHY Y 297 3
AL BTEHI A B4 7120 Q& BLE P T, FARY =2
99 SAS v81g AMgste]l BAE st I 23 oldst Be ARE U
o, o] Aol M= 19 HhZ$Fol 00mmeld A9 ojRskel M AAteh7}
SAY BEol 80%E Yo, 3UT TALFFol S0mmE P& BT ohuvt
A g0l £&HT ot T BEAQ golo, ol HA AF L ANAHE Y
27l AAE YL B0 BASTHE Aol F1Q%
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Z = 0.0301x1L¢ HhF+&F — 7.6028
Z = 0.0188x34FH3+F — 7.9210
Z = 0.0127x143NE+F + 0.0142x 3L +H3¢ZF — 7.9645

<¥ 2 194U 337 39742+ F 479 2 BE 43 AAq%E
7<% (mm) 50 | 75 |100 | 125 | 150 | 200 | 300 | 400 | 500 | 600 | 800

o] x © aro
14 AiZ3d 02(05]10|21|44|17.0/80.798.8/99.9199.9(99.9

Q] =& rlo ako)
39 FHATF 01]02103|04/|06]|15]|93 [40.1|81.4]/96.6|/99.9

<E 3> 193U ¥ 3T FE A 2 B9 94 RAGE

14 A F5+-F
0 50 80 100 | 150 | 200 300 400 | 500 | 700
50 0.1
80 0.2 0.3
100 | 0.3 04 0.5
150 | 0.6 08 1.0 | 19
200 | 11 1.6 21 3.8 7.0
300 | 44 6.4 81 | 142 | 238 | 526
400 | 161 | 22.0 | 266 | 406 | 56.4 | 821 | 94.2
500 | 443 | 53.8 | 60.0 [ 739 | 842 | 950 | 985 | 99.6
700 | 932 | 952 | 963 | 979 | 989 | 99.7 | 999 | 999 | 99.9
1000 | 999 | 999 | 999 [ 999 |{ 999 | 999 | 999 | 999 | 999
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Y A FAGES =23 E UG =¥ 1G9 HNG LS 3YF AL FS
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4. 2HFIER AlE2dl014(Monte Carlo simulation)

ZHZIEE e A1 Ade] TEHEA F2 FEH)AY EFHA e
EAE £7] A8 d5E SAAA e ot ZHIIEE W] @A A
A 7 FHd AA Feo dErgg. oAy o Whieg Yol U
AE A o Be A5 wEe] Wasite A Akl Aol wel 4]
T ¥8E n3tA givke ol o] WY dyeltt. ATt o] F AHE o] &
A, &4 ALEHE 24z Wl di 34E RXEAHLEREY FAHE F
e £AE HEAA @ WRE £99T, TN 4B REL $A 23ee] B
28 syt oldd BYL 3 Wo| Wt 33 &E (probability of
failure)s =&3 9 = Atk

AA &S f8 GIAEY Hr)EHe) g HEE FIe WY F &3
o] 85 W< Hoek and Bray(1981)7} A|t3t zHeFald& AHE3IETH 7|53
= mAsE Vi) BASH, AR, ANE 4R 9oz o$0Q AuAYe 2]
7b vlnaPgeg Qs HAFHe, o APre AdF Fxd AIe 1A
@3 ok o el AHEHE Mol slddd vy 19 3% Bk Y of

AE E o a3 JEgE ¢ dAFF 7 F EESHEY nAdH ZHAE 9
This B Ol ARE AFRIARAA S Fo| H, 7 ®e) %A 8 3 ¢ o
A& 1, 20 Uig HEAY co} wp@AF ¢ Folth RPN L FLLEEE F
5714 55mAYRE SlaARAA A AL ZA, P00l I EE
Aol tia] AL AEE EWE 248 FIAT 2AARY BAgL2FH
Fisher #X & w2 H4dE Jo= 100007 #3210 F, ol& °l&3A 73t
34 dHge TG 1 F WL lojakz WoiAA He HFE olgstel 3
AEES & 2 e oy E 49 Zoh ol Yed Ho UFAUVS
g% BRAgolnz, delo FHA FQE AAAE A9 BE LASAHEE
o], N9 Ax, Z¢e Ax F)S LAH UE FoldsFdY FHE T, Bk
Be adso XY WA AYES FEE 4 ATk

o

zl
ah

a



LLALE 24 GIS layer REE 9I8H E3DIge HE 27

<Z1g 3> Hoek and Bray9]
A He Mg

<& £ 74 AN o JAFERE Hole H2] =3 HAFEH

Slope ID Probability Joint Slope ID Probability Joint
(%) (%)
A-1 10.8 J1 & J2 B-8 32.8 1&]2
A-2 3.0 n&j2 B-12 332 1&]J2
A-3 10.5 1&J2 B-13 33.6 1&7J2
A4 18.2 J1 & ]j2 B-15 389 J1 & J2
A5 4.7 J1 & ]3 B-16 30.2 J1 & J3
A-6 135 J1&]J3 B-17 43 2 & J3
A-8 453 J1 & ]3 B-18 54.7 J1&7J3
B-2 33.3 1 & ]2 B-19 20.0 J2 & J3
B-3 13.2 J1 & J3 B-20 12.6 1&]J2
B-4 38 12 & J3 B-21 28.8 1&]J2
B-5 14.4 1 & ]2 B-22 30.1 J1 & J3
B-6 94 J1 & J2 B-23 12.5 J1 &J2
B-7 40.1 J1 & J2 B-24 24.5 J2 & J3
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AR £4 L 3] o HSFEY BA W BEHolgte HolAM GISE
o] &3 B4Rl HAsirh ol GIS ol&d o], A} HF=S #ojo] 4
—4 Zf Ao isl oA &E9 & Yeolol 39, I &EolFde FAE AMA

FAH 71¥e Aol Bedt. I HE9 2N, 2ALY IJAEYL, OF
Exlé‘il IALHT Zo] o HFEY FFFEE vaFdezH 7152 HdA
e 71EE AT F7I1x 840, Fo A9 23 wel APHes FEL
A FE ot £F BHAER AL volE Y BEFAAHL AN 2
g3l & & Ade FHE 7HAZ A ol GISE ] &F At #Ee A&
HA AA #FA% B FE BH2HE AdMMe, AYE, AL, FARG 2
< 718 dolof, 93 FAZYEE o8 A3}, 123 landslide inventorys} 22
AA TAHelEEo i HolHuolag 758 BoE I

A =2
E d7E 1999 2T ZA TSI (995-0400-002-2, FF-A T ZA
TEAT "H= At S GIS &89 B A7 A 3 o]Foixen,
ol ZAt=™Ut}
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