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Risk assessment of blocking the river by Jiaodong landslide
in Parlung Zangbo

ZHOU Xuecheng', XU Zhenggiang', HU Yi', ZHANG Jihong
(1. Sichuan Institute of Nuclear Geology, Chengdu, Sichuan 610052, China; 2. Inner Mongolia Third Geological and
Mineral Exploration and Development Co. Ltd., Hohhot, Inner Mongolia 010011, China)

Abstract: Taking Jiaodong landslide as an example, this paper analyzes the collapse time and historical activity of Jiaodong
landslide by using multi-phase optical images and sentinel-1A orbit reduction data. According to the analysis results, the slope
area of Jiaodong landslide is divided into three areas, including two already sliding areas (area A and area C) and one potential
sliding area (area B). On this basis, through the calculation equation between landslide debris flow and potential energy of rock
mass, the volume scale and average thickness of the sliding mass of the sliding landslide are inversed. Based on the prediction
of the possible disaster caused by the sliding landslide to the potential sliding area, it is considered that the potential sliding area
has the risk of blocking the river under the condition of full unloading. This study believes that on the basis of remote sensing
means to identify landslide activity, using remote sensing images, DEM and other data, through calculating the relationship
between landslide debris flow and potential energy of rock mass, we can estimate the landslide scale and average thickness of
the area where the measured data are difficult to obtain, and then carry out risk assessmentduj to provide guidance for landslide
prevention and control.
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Fig. 1 Location diagram of Jiaodong landslide
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Table 1 Check calculation table of high-level landslide
volume calculation model

sy L B H d oo Vg Vuguy TR
/m /m /m /m /(°) /m’ /m? 1%

etk 728 15 515 1.5 40 071 16143 15000  92.92
MM 579 218 428 1.5 35 0.74 544436 500000 91.84

x2 BBEHETHEETER
Table 2 Calculation table of average thickness of
high-level landslide mass

HERI LN Ve’ Spgge/m’ Sgmg/m® hggy/m
B[ pEEEN 15 000 16 359 19971 0.75
[ERIINEEEN 500 000 65199 79 593 6.28
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Fig. 2 3D image of Jiaodong landslide slope area
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Fig.3 Time series curve of average deformation in three slope areas of

Jiaodong landslide
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Table 3 Quick evaluation table for minimum dam height of
landslide blocking river

?EJ’/G\'EQ?'S Jﬂ//ﬁ’iﬁ)ﬁ Klﬁjyﬁﬁiﬂ:fﬂlﬁk1¢fﬂ Vg;fimgTEglﬂ1$EE/m

Wim al/(®)

2000 m’ 4000 m’ 6000 m’ 8000 m*
30 18.71 31.93 40.33 47.36
40 35 22.28 33.43 44.79 52.52
40 23.26 34.53 48.73 55.73
30 14.37 26.86 33.41 41.71
80 35 14.67 28.33 35.84 45.68
40 15.04 31.71 38.07 49.17
30 11.26 18.05 28.06 36.23
120 35 11.39 19.51 32.76 37.38
40 11.97 21.61 34.00 39.19
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