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Fig.1 Schematic diagram of composition
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Fig.2 Schematic diagram of landslide classification
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Fig.3 Map of the risk evaluation results
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Research on Risk Evaluation of Large Landslides in Chongqing City

CHEN Xiao-lan, HONG Bo
( The 208" Hydrogeology and Engineering Geology Team, Chongqing Bureau of Geology and Minerals Exploration,
Chongqing 400700, China)

Abstract; In this paper, distribution, material structure, formation, stability and characteristics of the large land-

slides in Chongging city were analysed, while the risk evaluation model of oversize landslides was established, the

probability and risk degree of oversize landslides were determined basing on typical oversize landslides. Combining

with the risk evaluation results, risk management strategies and counter measures of prevention and mitigation

were proposed according to the characteristics of oversize landslide disasters.

Key words: oversize landslide; risk assessment; risk management; disaster prevention and mitigation



