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Metrological analyses on literatures of shallow landslides using
CiteSpace software

LYU Jiaojiao'?, FAN Wen', GAO Xujun?’, ZHANG Youke®
(1. College of Geology Engineering and Geomatic, Chang'an University, Xi'an, Shaanxi 710054, China;
2. Powerchina Northwest Engineering Co., Ltd., Xi'an, Shaanxi 710065, China)
Abstract: Based on Web of Science database, 1 240 papers retrieved from journals of shallow landslides from 1999-2019 were
taken as samples, and CiteSpace was used to conduct bibliometric and visual analysis on the national / institutional, discipline / jour-
nal and high-frequency keywords in this field. The results show that: international cooperation in shallow landslides research is
very common, and Italy occupies the core position in shallow landslides research. Both Italy National Research Council and

Chinese Academy of Sciences play an important role in this field. GEOMORPHOLOGY and LANDSLIDES are representative
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journals of shallow landslide research. Hybrid model is the hot topic in the field of shallow landslide research.

Keywords: shallow landslides; CiteSpace; Web of Science; document analysis
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WAL

1 BIESHEE

LI Web of Science 4 5 Hr A% 0 & 8 AR b 3C
MR . KR 4. 58 “shallow landsli*”, B3 3= 3
“shallow slid*”, ¥ & ¥ By 1999 4F 1 A & 2019 4
8 H, SCHkZEAIBE - Article, TLAG RS 5] 1240 554
P o Wt 1240 £%dE T A CiteSpace v5.5R2 F #4743
Mo BB S B R 4F X 19992019 45, Y A B
14F, B{EIESE Top30, AT HLALBRIN R GEEHE . 15 R
SRR E S ALK L 2ERE L PR SC R AR R 5]
A h R 5 SCERE 295 | 8 3k [ S 5 1 TG bk
VM S/ X LA S5 () 25 AR5, b DR U2 — T
W AR B ik, i B ZA h STk 5k |

T hWR, 8 H B W SCER A B2 85 R, IR
AT BRIV T A A AR R e A, ARG AT T O T
H(2015—2019) By [ % 7 15 o

2 RSO

2.1 [EZEMX AL 8

A 75 ANEFMX ST RE R, & 151
TR SCERE R 20 NEFAIX, I AL T AT SCE
SBR[ M X kS B BRSSO, R
20 A E Z /M X, 9 ok | R, 6 Sk A . A
FIRRT 326 5 KT RZ WAL, hE & SCEHEA
520 198 e, Hk &L 187 K, H AR 1045, Fi+
85 Fi o TRIZWILW W E PR GEIEH Hil, £ 1
18 A [ 52 /M X 1 [ B 5 VR 328 ik 50%, 1= BT
JEIR T 100%, 3 KA E BR A VR R KA 42.33%, 7
[ BRGAE A SCHEIR 138 4 o B RFIE 2 7 4~ B S8 /Hb X
M2 A EER GR 1), Bon AR 25 Eir &
YEr i 3 Sy, 36 E RIS, S 4 A 50H X ) e
ZHERE%E . TENRZEERZ LR, G1ERCE
FA8 o AR b Tt i, BV Bl i 22 1Y R )
JI3CHK, U & SCHHES 5 20 A7, (R SOk T
B REUR R . GRS RE, BRRITERZ T

R1 REBEARERME TOP20
Table1 Top 20 most productive countries/territories in shallow landslide-related research

2015—2019

EETILS K3k EIZEEE ) REAERAMX WA T
=il 326 138(42.33) £ (34) 22 11.21
i 198 103(52.02) FHE(18) 13 5.08
X 187 127(67.91) BAFI(34) 15 8.38
H 2% 104 75(72.11) hE(14) 8 3.85
i+ 85 75(88.24) ERA(14) 9 7.21
hE AT 76 27(35.53) HA(9) 6 461
(LIS 56 53(94.64) ERAN(12) 7 7.11
2% 50 49(98) EHRAI(R) 7 9.00
bEE| 49 49(100) ERAN(11) 9 9.83
| 48 38(79.17) R (7) 9 6.31
Bopg 41 34(82.93) HKA(6) 7 5.11
it ] 41 35(85.36) HHbF(4) 9 10.95
v 38 35(92.1) FKME(5) 7 8.20
=N 32 30(93.75) hE(S) 5 5.92
A 31 25(80.64) FRFN(T) 6 5.23
WA FE 28 27(96.42) T (7) 7 6.47
HRVEiE 23 22(95.65) FIA(9) 7 28.57
L 21 13(61.9) K (4) 4 2.93
R 21 21(100) LR PEIE(9) 6 11.87
E979 21 20(95.23) AR (11) 8 33.86
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PR A A 5 22 S8R K, it #0 K 2  IE BR A A 3 e ik
96.87%, 184 8 WM EIFRGAVERMLT 50% (£ 2) . M
I Z G EVEE, ok A — BRI A K2
BAERR, &2 14 MU B R Z B AEPLIE K A AR
E%. kHBERFMEZIRZERSWA KD
T (16) - Hr 51 8 (13.8), v FE A2 B 1 P 331 5| FH
BAEAR B0 13 F1 117, AL [R] O 12 1 o p 9T 1Y
fRFPENLH
2.2 “ERHEGIR 2 )

TRIZ WY K a2 B 45 BB AR,
LA i ) 22 S 3k (i A 2K ST AS Wkt S i v R B 22
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TR 2 W Y5 v K B E R R AR B S = A2
o H— 2 MERRL2E, 1 F R Bl R, &SR
B K, VR JZ I WA — i UL i b 3% b T ¢ 58, b R

220 B U AT IR I B AR 3 5 S e R
19 h R s 28, W B AR O AL . 25 )2 O K
WRF . AR SRR BRI # G 2 2R, XK
B PR E) £ rR7E 2000—2007 4F, A3 T S5 E Wk
1) A 5 R R OIM DG 228, ik 2 e o8 1 2= 8
AR T SEeml . 5 )RR, R TR, EAT
FREE2E L, X B TP AE 2008 4FE 22 J R, i a2 )
25 A28 X, DA KA 2K T RSB, F— 9 ARt T
IR NG BRI E, 45 h T 24851
i, X R UNR)Z M T 2= B A h e MR, 75 2
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W & SCHEEET 10 (9 12 2 1 38 95 01 P8 T 3 4
GEOMORPHOLOGY(MiSi %) & SCE i KRy 132 5,
Wl LANDSLIDES( 3% ) 127 %5, NAT HAZARD EARTH
SYS(HRK FH HSHIR ARG HF)8T o 5 TR K
F2ERE R M KR, 5 A P4 IXAE 2 X B |, AR
ENVIRON EARTH SCICABE HiERBL2#) 6 F 4 X 5|
BAa bR J7 i, h N B A T LANDSLIDES, ~F- %
B 51 W B = A9 W S GEOMORPHOLOGY. NAT
HAZARDS( H 3K K %) & SC i~ 66 F (& 32 HE 26
4), (A5 1 IR E e R — M . CATENA(1-45%) i 51 4
MBRE 1 IX, PR AR A S A e R e +

K2 XREBEHRIM TOP20

Table 2 Top 20 most active institutions in shallow landslide-related research

P S N Al 2015—2019
B RS EFRAECR) FZ BRI (B AR ) e T

FEZRMRZ R 2, BAA 79 36(45.56) Ve BT K, FI(8) 16 13.82
hEREBE, T E 52 27(51.92) UK, THE(S) 13 11.7

S R, 35 39 12(30.76) B R 20 K, SEE(12) 7 7.81

FIBIEEE R, B 35 23(65.71) IR ST, Hii 1 (3) 8 12.47

JRABER TR, i 32 22(68.75) LA 3R, fif 22 (6) 8 6.61

IRBL DRI T 2= B, Fi+ 32 13(40.62) IR S5 AT, Hii 1 (10) 8 8.44

TR, HAR 32 31(96.87) rhE R, T (3) 6 5.75

W2 FLR2%, BRI 31 25(80.64) FERMRZE RS, BAFI(14) 8 11.08

IR SeFR AT, Hiit 28 25(89.28) INERHEIDIR R T 24P, Fi+-(10) 8 9.47

BRI, BRI 26 14(53.84) FE RIS Z 545, BAFI(6) 9 11.65

KL, BAH] 24 13(54.17) fARIE K, Hit(4) 6 5.60

ARAS 3 A HLA L 5 5 — K, BRI 22 3(13.64) RV Z 5 4, ERRI(4) 6 13.50

E 5K, P E AT 20 5(25) RTF R, HhE (7) 3 3.00

T2, 22 1E 19 9(47.37) BRI R, BAHI(3) 5 11.00

PG 2% - M BRI L, B 18 16(88.89) T SR ERSE BT, BiPE 22 (3) 4 5.15

HINFLR, Bt 18 10(55.56) {ARIER#, Hit=(13) 1 1.00

BB 20 K2, EE 17 8(47.06) & EH R R, 22 (12) 4 10.75

JINZE% Je B TR, PHESF 17 10(58.82) BRI R, BORRI(3) 5 11.00

{ARIE R, Hit: 16 10(62.5) H M ELR, Hi -t (13) 1 2.00

i E R, 15 7(46.67) o E R R, E(2) 3 2.26
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Table 3 Top 10 most productive disciplines in shallow
landslide-related research

¥R} R RIBAEG 20152019
WHET RS IRE

kRl 860 1999 28 8.90
KGR 367 2000 19 7.49
T REHLR 2 270 2003 19 8.91
EP/SIEEES 226 2000 16 10.88
KL H5RAR 193 2003 14 7.20
IRl 177 2004 14 7.19
W TR 58 2009 8 4.93
T4 46 2007 9 8.15
TART AR 41 2013 9 5.54
)% 30 2012 7 6.43

AR ok S M 3R A 2 ST 5 0S8 ) B R, 7R TR E M
WG B 5 IR B bR R I — M. IR E E T
T J MT SCICLL MR 2227 30 #E AT V2 i 5% & S
HEAT 10, Z W) 2004 4EB T, 2007 49 SCI IR, £ %
fRIEAE A SR ZEIE S 520 T 1L M PR 5 3 AR 5 a] Rk
KA AR DGR 3, HOCT B ShAk il X iy i 5 7 1
B L B 2= B 5T T S T T2 MO TE, (HINER 4 &,
91 R v 2 i B | BB bR B AR . 275 D L,
GEOMORPHOLOGY M LANDSLIDES “Jy ¥ )2 ¥t W BF 5%
AIARR M T,
2.3 SCHERIAE AL ST Hr

E 1990 &, Web of Science | 1 L & I 4513 &
V5 SR R], X SCFE 19 3 A G T A R AT RS 25 0 4
TRP, 33 B SCHEE B GE T A T LR 23 A 0 5 A S Y
WARNY, BLA S IR DO RE AT ], B B8 T M AU Y F Y

T o

HF 1240 G SCHR Y GBI I [R] 3R 4 A~ Be 5]
I, IR [EI TR T A A B B R 1Y B e, SR e
W B R R Y 22 AN DGR B AR S, [ 1SR AR N YOG
i) e g ) 2% K], T B, OCHER HEBRBE T shallow
landslides. slope failure, debris flow X ZS iR, FEH T
X ASTR AR YA 2R B R Bl ke 2R A A 1 BT

AT LA H, V218 3 0 9% AH 5 SCHR i DG 5 1) 22 [l
%4 slope stability (RHEFa e ) . GISCHLHE B R 450) UL
J% rainfall threshold ( B FR 8L ) JEE T, B0 4338 40 F « Ab3%
R PR Ayt B L B8] e e 1) DG 3], 3X — S SHEIRIE 4 S
B B . L4 shear strength (P8 58 & ) 5% )2 W
I RS e PR U AH O, (B iz OGS a) H1 B LU 91 2 T R
B I N LA F A H factor of safety (%6 4= 22 40)
¥, root reinforcement( R R Jil [ ) 1 Ay S 1]

landslide susceptibility (¥ 3% 7 & 14 ) /2 48 X 5t — b
XA AE B T B & AR T I A 28000 L AR (SR N2 []
3G LR AT R B OUE MEPEART, R B 2 T 4 A
B, H AR BB Wr BTt . 1% 58/ landslide inventory
(M o 538 ) 7 1 2 B GE BY AIMJA A 5 45 M I 25 64 7,
T GIS il remote sensing (18 JBLE A ) 1 AS W 458 Ry v
V2T A A 1 ek D B 3 B e P LA A ) o A T
FEFRAE T AR KAE RO, logistic regression (2 55 [7] 1) &
T3 T S A RS PR 08 FHGE 2 A0, 3l 2 At
Bt N LA artificial neural network( A T # £8 W 2% ) A3
MR TR IZ M3 ) R VRS 0 4 B, (R Tk
J2 5 1) AR AR R B SR /DN, 3 2 AN BN R T4
XU 2 T risk assessment( AU PEAY ) B9 BIF 58 A" 12 ¥ 1
2, BT @4 [l H R AT #E4T soil erosion( 1= HE{R )
HIPEAY, B TR )2 T B R TR B A v, IRt Z 0 L T
BRI 5 V2 W A B e A HUAH B e, YR

* 4 RBEBHEMRETIZXE TOP10
Table 4 Top 10 most productive journals in shallow landslide-related research
et St S VTS 2015200
AT SRS 1AL
GEOMORPHOLOGY 132 HERAFF21X 15 15.65
LANDSLIDES 127 HERALF21X 16 11.49
NAT HAZARD EARTH SYS 87 HIRAR3 X 11 8.81
NAT HAZARDS 66 TR 6 6.00
ENG GEOL 59 HIRAR22 X 10 8.59
ENVIRON EARTH SCI 44 HEERLA4IX 7 6.22
EARTH SURF PROC LAND 40 HIRAR21X 7 6.71
CATENA 32 LB X 6 8.30
B ENG GEOL ENVIRON 30 TARHARIX 5 3.90
J MT SCI 25 I3 5 3.73
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Table 5 22 frequently used keywords related to shallow landslides

A B B GH B LA

PSian - 3'6
1999—2004 2005—2009 2010—2014 2015—2019
slope stability 252 18(27.27) 31(19.38) 67(17.91) 136(20.00)
rainfall threshold? 197 4(6.06) 8(5.00) 38(10.16) 89(13.09)
GIS?T 154 2(3.03) 17(10.63) 34(9.09) 79(11.62)
landslide susceptibility 118 5(7.58) 11(6.88) 36(9.63) 66(9.71)
infiltration 84 2(3.03) 12(7.50) 26(6.95) 44(6.47)
monitoring? 72 2(3.03) 4(2.50) 17(4.55) 49(7.21)
logistic regression? 52 1(1.52) 4(2.50) 9(2.41) 38(5.59)
shear strength| 50 7(10.61) 9(5.63) 14(3.74) 20(2.94)
unsaturated soilf+ 49 0(0) 5(3.13) 15(4.01) 29(4.26)
remote sensing? 39 1(1.52) 0(0) 9(2.41) 28(4.12)
landslide inventory 38 2(3.03) 5(3.13) 13(3.48) 18(2.65)
LIDART+ 37 0(0) 2(1.25) 13(3.48) 22(3.24)
factor of safety 36 1(1.51) 5(3.12) 11(2.94) 19(2.79)
root reinforcement? 35 1(1.52) 2(1.25) 10(2.67) 22(3.24)
DEM|] 34 6(9.09) 5(3.13) 9(2.41) 14(2.06)
risk assessmentt++ 33 0(0) 0(0) 8(2.14) 25(3.68)
artificial neural network?+ 32 0(0) 1(0.62) 6(1.61) 25(3.68)
antecedent rainfall{+ 31 0(0) 2(1.25) 5(1.34) 24(3.53)
early warningf++ 27 0(0) 0(0) 7(1.87) 20(2.94)
TRIGRST++ 24 0(0) 0(0) 5(1.34) 19(2.79)
soil erosiont+ 20 0(0) 2(1.25) 6(1.60) 12(1.76)

TE: 1=t BB BT, | =B T, +=Rl 3B BU SR, ++=I5ar 2 i B B SR

A i AR A 5 3 2 3 ) DX RS A A AR — R R 6
K, LIDAR(HLARIOG I ) VR g — Tl 84 1) 18 g
AR, AT AR 2 AT T S SRS B2 1 DEM (B 5 o R A
AU (B} DEM BIBFGE ST Rt

o TR 2 Y% 2 T W ) o gk R PR 2R, 3R S DG
B 3 A FNRETN B4 A5, 451 Sk % W B {H . infiltration
(A ) #l antecedent rainfall (Fij 3 [F% R 5= ), AP PR )
I B a5 2, S50 b, 4 RZHGRZ |3
monitoring( ) F1 early warning( % ) #f 7% th J& & T
RFERIC . BbAh, B AR BRI AS bR AR R A Y,
PELIH DA unsaturated soil (IESRLFN - ) (9 A B L F90 R 2 T
e o Ry BE A, AR M A A 0y S B e ) A S W T
TRIGRS (F& T BEAS A 1Y A% DX SR A v MRS ) i
T GIS V&, #iA T AB . K SCRBHE R e M i a2 A
RY, AT 437 - K AR /AR TR LIRS R A A MR,
IS TR RO

2% IR PR I 1 R e 8 R0 1 5 i B N B0 b A AR
A3 v i SRR iR], A T R 4 2R B R R B 4
26 NIRZ AR R R, 2565 5T LA H, #
AR MR AEAH 2 B P 2 1 2 A A A AT OG
HE], HE A 2010 4F 22 J5 5 B iR Bt A o8 I i A 1
W 3G I, X R 10 475k %2 Mok A T 258

soil erosion . gslide inventory
artificial neural networklandslide susceptibility
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Fig. 1 Map of frequently used keyword
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19T oMM R, IRINHbAR 8 TV 2 i R e o i 2
WL 4k N TR ML 2 )5, BFFE N B SR DK 2 Rl A
TR ReHIL 1T 2 A AR hybrid model (52 & 45 74 55
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Table 6 Burst keywords related to shallow landslides

SR SEPE RIAFAR
slope stability 7.8822 2000—2007
DEM 7.565 4 2002—2004
LIDAR 37512 2009—2010
unsaturated soil 3.5415 2009—2012
artificial neural network 32225 2010—2014
early warning 3.476 2013—2015
TRIGRS 3.749 2014—2017
risk assessment 4.127 6 2016—2016
soil erosion 3.848 2017—2019
hybrid model 1.684 3 2018—2019

3 Hig

A HF 58 LA Web of Science Y5 3% 19 ¥ )2 15 I 451 55§,
1999—2019 i 20 4E 4 1 240 F 1T SCHk -y Bodi I, %
HI CiteSpace #FiEAT TR ATHE 22 25R

(DEKRAEFT 326 FXLTERZEIENIS L, &
SCEHARZ S 1,3 5 A b Tk 22, FEIR 2 W ARG
d R A . PO O M AT R B T LA R T,
FI 0 [ 90 22 51 S5 A 25 DLAG v e s 1Y b TR -
Bi g 185, h ERFE B 5 A ArHE 4 BRI S, R
KM TE AR 4 T AR

(2) B2 W B R 2B ] 430 = A2, H A
L, RE S 2R 32 B4 B TE M BR R 2 S
T B 2 A RHRYE, A MR e . Ty
I, GEOMORPHOLOGY H LANDSLIDES “} 1% )2 8 3 i
FEMAR IR,

(3) VR JZ W Y 5% 2 Bl e Rl e e M . GIS D KB
B {E T, KU P4 . P . TRIGRS 43K 10 4R 1Y
TG IRA, 276 QBRI IL I G T S L B R 1], & A A
RV R 13 2 0 A A A T 9 44
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