2003 NFAA-F53] Fr1F3] € <=2 w3y /20034 44 108

AAE e 2y A A5

Quantitative Prediction Model of Landslide dependent on Lithology
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AN E Feyg A4 U Eo] st Q8 FFZ BHFAT ol & Fei(type)dl wek
A BEFE o A2 Guk(fall), EZ(topple), €8ol=(slide), &% F(lateral spread), 7%
(flow)e2 R F32(UNESCO Working Party, 1990, EPOCH, 1993), szl ¥e] R % (form)
o olstd BFE wle FWA(planar), #7](wedge), A D(stepped), ¥Z(circular), ELZ
(semi-circular) 522 BEFE & vk EF o]59 o) EFHA F{o ot AU}
obd7zlel] wet YU(single) EE  EF(multiple) ol £4E AMEEHVIE o
(Hutchinson, 1988).

Fujoll A HAEHE AHAMEE iR 2 EA R(debrs flow)el]l si@std, 7, 884 HITHE
390 A EY $EvEte d HFE F$F 1200mm F9 Auk o]ie) 7, 84 RFHIL
HZ 3~447 A71E dddiN 248 A ostd 2~340dE Hd 600mm o]
o] 7129 vt AUTHAHYL G 9, 2000). Olivier(1994)E 24A17t F<te 7ol & BF 7
9] 20%E 2HY AF tE GAEzE dold & dvm Rud ub 313, Brand(1984)
8} Premchitt(1986)= #HS Aztd) Wt AZHSE AZzAoY FEANZ =A% 34
ol g S 9od F Jvkz Eud b ed, ol IAFAU ARERS €A
3 XIANZE F JE AH F-FES gudn.

a3y, AFZAE7 A e b A ddeolARt FURZE AF Ml AALa
o) Ex0) wa} AAtE FANE Y gAdo] geEpRich 2B R At TS AF37] 9
HE ANEard EAL Aotslm o AP A ESREe HAY et o,
o] AFAME FZ FEL FP& & A AT E T3 AT AFE FFH A
B d&nds AAsnat gk
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AFEz A4 e dFRAe A A8 Fulel g WA RIS OE
ANFFHE HANAL AVIEE T4 HrldoE dEHE HAYH, 371E 45AY
o R¥ste A, FE L3S FHOE ¥ 37 HAYF) g F
g Aoz Ay oERde fdstnz Atk £33 o] AFEL Ad £33 A
Wagolgo] b Be o2 Hoidh A4t Q@ &zt LG
A SHAY EXAE e E AERSG FRAFE o2 1,70099 709 AHAHE
g ZAbE R, A48 AFdddaA 99719 AALelE b 2AMEIRG. HHY 2 sk 22X
AA = 283709 AAEE tid oz ALY 2 AR 78T EYAE AAE 5

AW E4ANEE TP
HAY R g £xA AAH 5EE A

Hedd 2 7HEEA

TAAR BY 1EE AHEst At S dFsed o] Mt B34S HES B
71 A8 B71E &)1 - ¢ AR 774 AN =3 1574 ARz, 44, A=
¥(gravel, sand, silt), A TA, &%, 24AF, &4
H, §&9%, L3UE, AAERAL, 15)E AHESte Abd 48
Bo)l 2 4 AAFHA FHAM =oHo] $d HEE BFAN FAY BES £F
3 d & e 7hedE Fdstn 953 e B S dAs.

o ] A 24 2 B34 AEE ), AaE 2 d3dS F= 9AEIAN E
ARg2E 42, B8, AxLE, AERE, FEASE, AYAREE 25, AHEWE, A}
AL AP AR BALE 4 AU ARH 2 ALY B HHAQA o
L9e AeFes AZdyg. a2y, o] AFdMe Z¢ %S Adsta ALLIE F
Aol FFS viAlE 8AE FHotsy] A B7AY W FRFo]l T AFE WL

Aol FFE PINE WFSY ATABAR o WHEo] A B4 FHAA B
Ao YEAT FAY A2 B A 24 23, O volrt Al 24S HEHS
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[1-3] A2Y=(Dry density) AHAFE] 2 Ao f9]2 Q0 J3FS nH},
ERX(USCS)E AHAte] gt fol3 9 93g )3
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[I-5] E<A4(Permeability)s= AHAE] @A {24 d&-E vz,
b2 O] AP A 2 Ao Fo A TS v R
[O-1] 2 =(Elevation)= 2ALe] Aol fo1&Q J3F

I
x5
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[I-2] Ahd43k(Slope dip direction)& AHALE] Aol |92l |&& vjFid
[O-3] A}H73AKSlope angle)x AMAFE) 2AJo) {2 A<l g&E nzY
[I-4] Ard AR XA (Slope top angle)y AMALEl Ao fo)A<Ql Q&S
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AAE EAAZE AT AEE FARE A9 F ERS UGN A7 2AE A
A 797&, A P A ALE dFoz BASG £, Y AGe) A
457 A% RUALE A% B7GR AR o) AR FAGL Yo WAt
A% AR 2071, A B2 A 204 F F ERS 5848 Rkstel 2ae AR
%, 293, FelA BE whe Zo] WA L WAL W52 F oY WEsh HAT
Ak o7hel We F Y=REe FAL A dolEst obd Y5 woleieln), 1 9 77)
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2229 3A L4 (Logistic Regression)
ALY AAE #A e tE 2UES o835t FF DAV T AMAMHE dF
e AR AE M5 FARA Wyl dEde AT F, A S
‘FEEE 3 AAHE 7] AF AgEe e adeSHNeE Ao AAH
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Azt 239 JAAFE T FAZLE FstA RS W Eo] oz dAH Wy A
@ ] (Stepwise method)& F3} AAbejo] H&S vl e {943 WS AASY JARY
< FA& Bt
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YozA, of WAL Fal A98 el FANCE KA 9L WAL WrE E
ARRzE 43, A2YE, YERE, FHA5S AYHE2E AE, AWAA 4959

’

o weA o 6719 WMEE ogsd Al 45 9 AARYE FAN £ 4 9o
¥

oft
o
4»
O_u

g, AAAA BHAN FFe E£F MY B4l Fo¥ 9L vNE WEHD AS
Hol olg Taste] % THe WHE olgde] 2ALY HARYE F4 BY W 2

t}(Table 1).

LOGIT = 1.4068xLithology 1 + 0.1135xLithology 2 + 0.0823xPorosity
+ 6.6785xDry Density - 10.3138xUSCS 1 - 10.0153xUSCS 2
- 11.5952xUSCS 3 - 11.5204xUSCS 4 - 1233.79xPermeability
+ 0.0087xElevation + 0.1726xSlope angle - 10.7014

o714 AbAte) 24 HEL 95 2o

. o s EXP (LOGIT)
AAE @A SHE = (1+ EXP(LOGIT))

Table 1. Result of logistic regression analysis using stepwise method

. Regression . .. Degree of
Variables Coofficient Wald statistics freedom P-value
LITHOLOGY 7.1616 2 .0.443
LITHOLOGY(1) 1.4068 3.6699 1 0266
LITHOLOGY(2) 0.1135 6913 1 .9031
POROSITY 0.0823 3739 1 0923
DRY DENSITY 6.6785 3.8878 1 .0140
USCS 5.9514 4 5233
USCS(1) -10.3138 0095 1 B770
USCS(2) -10.0153 .0009 1 6858
USCS(3) -11.5952 .0048 1 6398
USCS(4) -11.5204 0111 1 6421
PERMEABILITY -1233.79 3.9825 1 .0007
ELEVATION 0.0087 4.4712 1 .0819
SLOPE ANGLE 0.1726 11.7587 1 .0000
Constant -10.7014 .1009 1 6765
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EA8 299 43 Sol AA ok = AR} HAbe BAEH ASES ML 23
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Ag 24 % 2%
Zt Wd g AAtE 9FE AE WFE Fol7] As) T-TestE dAAM&HH. 21 T
FFe viAE RoE #dd Wye IR, AMEZEAL 358, A2EE, IUE, GEE,

3y, 235, A2 744, 2y

T-test 23t 2A2E HAZYHE T3 H4Y G H 87 22 4R A
T-test 23} ENE FZIAZ AP A& o] &3 tFd 222 FAsNaH, ofF
7V Aol #& 22E dSF %01 A A8 tH(Table 2).

olt"

LOGIT = 83902.0xDry density - 71.7306xSand proportion + 268.5xSlope

angle — 197.1xFriction angle - 135232xSaturation density +
140355

Ao FAHoR FodtA dFES vXe WSFE Dry density, Sand proportion,
Slope angle, Friction angle =121 Saturation density’} A€ =t watA, A go] F=2
BEXste XFAFAAE o] 5748 AFE o] &3 ALY 45 & T IARY S FAH
g 4 Uk

Table 2. Result of logistic regression analysis

Variables Regr§s§1on Wald statistics Degree of P-value
Coefficient freedom
Dry density 83902.0 245484.50 1 <.0001
Sand proportion -71.7306 64.30 1 <0001
Slope angle 268.5000 314.34 1 <.0001
Friction angle -197.1000 68.80 1 <.0001
Saturation density -135232 1 <,0001
Constant 140355 5984.44 1 <.0001
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2ol B2 HolHE Yot F BRYEA Ak dE FRYL Aous AL oS
Fa3th o8 4%sl FE Aol A2 ¥ #ZAd RMAAE vEst Aojoh

AAFEZE QojuA e 42h AY F 3970 AGol Byl s AAtH Aol @
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Fig. 2. Landslide probability map of Sangju, Gyeongbuk.
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