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Analysis Possibility of the Landslide Occurrence in Kangwon-Do using

a High-resolution LiDAR-derived DEM
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ABSTRACT : This study investigates the use of geomorphic analysis results obtained from high-resolution
LiDAR-derived DEM. The results of analysis, slope angle and eigenvalue ratio (ER) were derived from the DEM
for 3 landslide and 1 non-landslide occurrence area. Results of this study highlighted the importance of geomorphic
analysis in characterizing landslide feature as well as the various contents in their future occurrence and activity.
The relationship between the results of geomorphic analysis and landslides are well expressed in this paper.
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