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Abstract

Based on engineering geological mapping, drilling, indoor testing and stability calculation, this pa-
per systematically analyzes the topography, geological structure, hydrogeological conditions and
landslide deformation characteristics of Caijiagou landslide area, and reveals its formation mecha-
nism and stability state. The stability of the landslide was quantitatively calculated by plane sliding
method, and combined with the analysis of the residual thrust under heavy rainfall conditions, the
comprehensive management plan of “anti-slip piles-intercepting and draining-crack sealing and
filling-monitoring” was proposed. The results provide theoretical basis and technical reference for
the prevention and control of similar landslides.
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BEGVRVE HAT F DU )11 45 e 22 1 44 1L [X 2 FH A (E103°08'43.26", N30°06'31.15"), #4411 B384 5 km.
T DI B AL R L W R B, MRS A, T RS e EAUR . 2024 4E 7 H 24 H, %
ROz MR, S BTS2 5 R AT S, B 11 7 39 A K S00kV = Fdi FRIE L, TETEL BTN
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TEIL X R A IE R e Fe 3t (P 1), 8 RRAIR R S, G E 705~745 m, HX 22 40 m.
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Figure 1. General photograph of the landslide
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2.2. MRS S EHE

TF 9 DX DX 3t Jod ) 36 S8 e ST SR TR o RE M TS RIMEAT Y, TS el ] Ll i i oty 7 1) — B S T L
Rb R L R A R RE S M FE AT (3] B FL X MO TR IE R, H R AR IR 2752110, F
R BEWHILYEE: 1) PR 82°485°, [MEEZ) 0.5~1.0m, FEMKJEL 1.5~2m, ZHE-FH, WHKE, %
f: 2) PR 175°278°, [AEE 1~2 m, FKIFJE 2~6 mm, EMHKE 0.8~1.5 m, ZMEMHEEA, FERIHES
JB o WFIC X A FE B AR IR E BN 0.10 g, [SEAFAE A HIE N 0.45 s [4].

WX HLZ B B RO R A S T2 (Qa™) 2B RAEF GRIEAUZ(Qa ), TRFEE =R
G4 LB (Erom) M2 o ZIE T F BT ABAN R EHMIE, JE 0.5~0.8 m; MUK LR E,
ATHR, fEM SR ST B R 0.5~0.8 m, TERTZE 1~3 m; SRR B D 7 BARAL (0, IR L,
BRIRAIR, B GHA, JIFEIUEE PRI R~ EIE, BRI R, BA
teRe 1z, BK G R, AT ETREE 8.5 MPa (R4R)/5.4MPa (171).

2.3, IKICHBRAHE

WEFEIX H R 7K R R AR KA, DA TSt 77 = a3 R AL HE S, 35040 #h 3R 7K i~ iz 07 k.
MR K BN HEA K, HE KM EREEZE, KRS 4~10m, 200 T hmET, 32 B0
WGBS . RIS R E R, EREATE P A — R (& 2), FEAK, WERNKEEA, R
T2 0.05 L/s, /K7 ImRERE %Ak .

Figure 2. Exposed photographs of springs
B2 REHER

3. B R BFHERR AL
3.1. KEIHE

3.1.1. MZRFASHHE

TP R E R A 3), W TR R AR, SA A SRS RRIE A T
. WHURGSET R, DI SRS N RN REAE N s BTG R K TR R T, A3 B RS
PG AN TS A B4 S SR e . A KL 120 m, B 5L 90 m, W) 2747,
EETHESm, HEL 8.6 i mi.
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Figure 3. Landslide plan
3. BIFEE

3.1.2. BHGAF4HE
W RS LAk Z44E LF1 T 4), 24K 2 69 m, %8 10~30 cm, B G, MEIESE 2T
0.5~1.5m, EMSETTREAREE.
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Figure 4. Trailing edge boundary (tension crack)
4. [FEIL R (FIKREE)

WHAM: KEBIVIZSE LF2 (K 5), K2 40 m, %E 10~30 cm, FEAE
0.2~0.6 m, HE[F 58 A —.

o
=
3
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®
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Figure 5. Left boundary (shear crack)
& 5. ZMLF (BII54E)

WA KRB I8 LF3 (9 6), 285K 4 15m, % 5~20cm, FERMEEE, M EELIE 0.1~03
m, HE R S5E3077 A

Figure 6. right boundary (shear crack)
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Figure 7. Leading edge boundary (bulge crack)
[ 7. ATGaA R (BRKELE)

3.1.3. BT RAHE

1) W Esh

IR AT 0], T 2024 47 H 24 H 9 WHF, SREEM A AR, SRR REL,
R ARk EE, TEIRGRI UL B R R R A bk . BYY) . Sk AE, RBETRTE R B
R PR IBINBOR, WRARIRN “SEMEH7 .

2) WAL

TR TERAE 5 H R BN . HER 20 I8 R I 5 Seh Tk R 4% 5 11 Zx s I 9 B[R A (n 14
4~7 iR, GBS BRE — 3 M ol AN £ “ AT R AR, =k E X\ AT
WS CEIEAEE, 2020) [5]. KT IRZAE B, W0 RS R EBORA A TR G, W5 P 302 3
YRtk e E8 K ik S 8t Rk fa (B B HEEE, 2019) [6]. IbAh, TEEEEZ RKE TEEHR Lkt
FOETH 2908, Qs g 5 S S RS 42 51 RN BY VIR (BRIESE, 2022) (7] IZIE S AITE b L
e “PEWN - B - B” R, 5o 42 XIZ 3 R mlOf & E 4, 2021) [81RA &
FERRALE o

LB R, WIS W EEIE 1.5 m PSS, HAERIH I 2 K T WA 5 1 BE L )7 ) ik
ARk R W BRI S &N A MAAAE— I &, FAMUAEE — 2 RIS, B T —Hi
FERE( 8): THIL TS K B X RS, T TS M uig 1 A, 71 35 A H I AR F R e e
TRB A )12 SRR SR AR 1] e EE 9], INREER B AL BAGE FRE, FER BT B XA
WA KA S, HE R, RS PR RE .
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Figure 8. Lower trailing edge pull-in groove

8. [E& T RBRIFEE

ZWMERIL 9 MECRRLE, HPokiusE 5 %, BIUIREE 2 %, wIKARAE 2 5%, SAMERTAETH D
fr B ABER b, B2 B R, KRR B EA 4 %9 KA KR AE. AR H MR HERE 5(
FHIE: MR — BT — RIS . FNERWEHTG A Rt d, 0B E.

3.1.4. BRI RGEMFHE

RIGEGRTORE, X R T ZON R EH SRR (Qa™) 20 R &H S PR (Qu),
TR =R PG Eom) MU

WA zsiat BBk L SR~ AL SO i 5 SR IR B, R 2R L

T SR A T XA I S T A R T 3l 9 AT ok i e AR T K AN S 3t KR T
TR g5 (14 9).

Figure 9. Drill holes to expose slip-zone soils

9. HILIBERTL

TIR: NBGERHRTR S, A B, IR 2752117, DNIZA .
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3.2. TR

M AR AR AT A, AR S S e B T o N 41 R, KRB KIB AR SE T, FERlE I
WIHERS 5 S0 A T I R HE B, S B0 ek i th s Rl B0, JRE R R NI K Tk
Ju i S A R AT BT S . W E A B R B S AR O KK EE, 1
AR T 258 R B X 55 IRRFAE

YRR AR R AR IL S N R G AR R AR, S R i s
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1) HuE S 5 15 3 PR 2

T X SRR RITh I S, RARIRIE AN, SR R A 8, BRI Y, ATE
W E T Sh IR AL T4 R %1

2) TREHLJR 5K SCHbTR R &

R B TR S, HiRKZIBAUR, KEZHEK R, EE 580 o )AL 2 T
BE KA, MR — Sk B PUBYSR AR MR TT I, Al 3 R ik 7 vl RE T 7R I T

3) AMEHAF

CTIKANE T R R) R R A, DT BTRIER B4R 2 O AR A 1 SR R T AR e B R 2]
[10] iz RFE P RAET 2024 47 A 24 H, Wi — AN RXIESBFEN, HE T Y RENRE
163 mm. FERARBHZARRRE XA T, FBIE AT, Wkt E e RskES), #Bing
WIBEE S, N RN EEH KRR,

4) NARE

R XN TIEESImE, TEABEERE. AU EIEEE, SEAARIET 7S, iR s
PEAEANARERE R, (R B AS B RR AR R S RT R A R R 3~5 m BIBEIR, TR T A R I A T
FIF BT H .

FIRWANAIEFEEA, SEOHIZETUE, SRAHRE, X—IFE5 7R X R0 S kAR
BEROREEE S, 2021) [S1FEWIG . oSBT R 2 B X 20 RUZ 03, DR RS W1
FHEZ
4. BIRBEMTES
4.1. IR E MMV

AT B K, Sk B Gk A AT W R Ak S K R, Wl T L RRSEN . SRPE N
B, WHWAAER IR RE . WA EFE, W RRIRES T FRARERS, BN TR
TNRETAFRERE
4.2. BB EMEEITM
4.2.1. HXHBEHFSHEE

TR 3 B = AR B 3% K B R ARG T AT U, W - HUET SR S HOUMR S + Tk 4 R
R S AR IUTR AN R P SRS e B AT UL (2 1)

422. HETAREGHEES

WA EEAM R+ SRR RS 2, MK EEONEARBUK, HitRBETE, HKNE
K, RERERN TH T, SKENARZM. Hik, fERTEE LD EREEE + KES. &4
IX [ LERHEAE . ARFEHLE e e, Bse AT RAR AN W 2 b Tl B AR E L (R 2).
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Table 1. List of values of calculated parameters for slip bodies and slip zones

F1. BESEHFITESERE—RR

PUBY R
7Y H (KN/m?) PN W
+EER
C (Kpa) 9 () C (Kpa) 9 ()
R AN KRR FW KRR FW
HERES 22.0 23.0 15.5 20 8 15
K / / 7 115 6 10.5
Table 2. Calculation of landslide stability conditions and load combinations
F2. BEREMTELRARGHRESR
TS R/ e Ry
1 RIR LA HE + KL
2 ML HE + &8 + KEH

423. HEERSHESE®

R A T AR IR T8 G DA R R s P S R A AT %o T B ) TR A T e T R T
W TE DX T ORI Z S W, 2RI By s 2 R AEIZ RS, WHRASNELE, ARk
H1-10 2-2° SRk (P 104 P& 1) RSP shidk it S aa e bk, 15048 B R -0 L% 3.

wa. ’ b8t

LE, = ' o
SRR — o BRI RHERAE 7

[ st A ik it WO

Caxm:  Z7wests E=wrnps

L I T MRS o | 2 QRS

215° Z11° (10° 59'54")

[ 5 o5 9 %5 % % 4 4 s 8 6 65 f 75 s & % % 10 15 uo s 10 1% 130 1% 1o U5

Figure 10. 1-1' Profile calculation model

10. 1-1FEH HER

Table 3. Landslide stability calculation results and evaluation table

3. BRREMITRERLTNER

VAL T T e ZHU(Fs) Fase M VEARY 24 ZH(Fst) T AR AHE 73 (KN/m)
’ RIRLIL 1.136 FEARTEE 1.25 262.77
- R L 0.998 AFarE 1.20 488.76
RIRTL 1.143 FARE 1.25 190.65
= R L 0.999 N 1.20 378.43
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Figure 11. 2-2' Profile calculation model
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2RSSR E ISR LAY £ .

5. FRREAFR
5.1. pEAaBHRSEN

1) ARG ER R EAT L0, AR TREEEC S E, ZaBaranl, soREs
THEIR N ATE 3R %

2) WRELTREM R AT REH B F T A S fae, REEREE Lk, SBOLNIR L.

3) Biia TARRIE 2. UG, LR RAEAR, T4, B,

4) Biif TAERUR AT RESAL AT, 5 B ARSFOWAI YR, 53l s B A P

5.2. BIAREAR AR

52.1. FREGESHK

MRAE VS TR T 2 BCR J O e adh , T R 3 XS AT 2R B B YR, AR H DL N AR BT &R .

TR PumhE + EHRPER - Hoki + REERIEE 12).

1) SRR, R AT R B U TR, SRl A BPUEAE 18 AR, A BUAEETE 1.5%2.0m,
PEMEEE S m, K 10 m, #RE B 5 m;

2) ARSI R, WEE AP T, B85S S m, TIYE 0.8 m, MIEMIRIEAE 1:0.3, HEEM
RHEER 0.1:1, FRAR S35 S s [l 4

3) EPHEIE R E AR, K 200 m;

4) TR AESIE, 52 280 m.

5) VAR TAR R HE T 22 A4 s DU AT VA R W i, [RD R A 37 AT ) W O AT S A 7 g = R A A
ARTFEAE 11 A, ALFE 3 ANHZRALES I 2R 8 ANPUIE AT T A7 A% il A5

TR EAPURR L + E R+ HKE + R,

1) EEXITESCRAR, IR E B AU R s, 8BS Tm, THYE 0.8 m, [IHMIURBEEE 1:0.3,
W MIARE R 0.1:1, FFi% 1:1.5 K [RIH;
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Figure 12. Layout of treatment measures and monitoring points

B 12. SRR RSN S HEE

2) Hpthiti 5 s —HH.

FRAE LA EPIRA BT S8R i S AR, A NERBE IR ATAT IR PUIRCR MR e o mi S5 07 T AT L
Wo WATFHETTINT, TR ENRIRT TR, TR-ERRT IR, AT LB J7 1
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P8 “ozanlRE, SUFAE, BORE4T, METOAE” REN, JELL LS A ik, BT XN
WG TR B R —1E NI T &
5.2.2. FESMITIERT

1) Prigde: KA GG TR 55 TH ALY (DZ/T 0221-2006)F (15 5k, AL HIE
AT BRI i B (U HERT) SR KBTI, WitS B E 4. %5, iHEE R
% 6.

Table 4. Table of landslide design parameters
F=4. BRI SR

Uy o
25X H (KN/m?)
AR TR FAR okl
NS AN C (kPa) o () C (kPa) 0 ()
TR, 19.1 19.5 35 13.5 30 10
SR XA IR TR b A 22.0 23.0 15.5 20 8 15
T / / 7 11.5 6 10.5
Table 5. Table of rock design parameters for sliding beds
=5 BEREARITEHE
s i B L: A2 o KL Y8 TR D AT R D
KAR kN/m? 22.0 242
1 HE
AN kN/m3 23.0 24.5
KR MPa / 8.52
2 PR E
AN MPa / 5.43
3 Hb LA R E kPa 240 800
4 5 T AR, 45 i kPa 270 360
5 R EE R 0.35" 0.45*
6 B, AR 1:1.0 1:0.75
7 M AKCERU I R K MN/m? 20 60

Table 6. Calculation results of anti-slip pile design
Fzo. BRI EESR

R SRR m)  EEBCKm)  BEEkdEm)  REe BotERm)  BEEER(m) TR K AL (mm)

A 10 5 1.5mx20m 8 10 5 35

2) Pk WAERPATE RS e Bt EAR . SRR 20 m, &5 m, TH%E 0.8 m, MM
AR E 1:0.3, HRRMURAE 0.1:1. $45R A C30 JREELBH . £ 1155 10 m Bigigs—18, 489 2~3
cm, N, WL AP E ARBIAZE, BANREANT 15 em. $HEBHERMES LK it
o, WRNEEMHENESHINE T, HRERIE S,
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Table 7. Retaining wall design parameters

F7. HEERITSHER

BEETN  BEHEL mEEIAE WESHE O HELAR 1B1F J5 Hh 3t WL BRI
FEEEAIC) KB SI(kPa)  (KN/m®)  EBEEEEAC)  WN/md)  REBUVEHMEE(kPa) BEEMC) R

35.0 0 19.0 17.5 18.0 200 30.0 0.35

Table 8. Retaining wall stability calculations

T8 HEIEREMITELER

T TR P BRE Ke Ui 78 %5 KO eI I | 0o
EEGRE E faber 1.518 3.050 125.003 0.120
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BT @ WEFLTFAZ AR P R R AT AN TR LY R B R B AEFLAN IR AL, L DY R B
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P T 2% . ME B RE: L R, NBREOR iRk, @ WIS S T EE T . S AR
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N RIS, AN A VRRE R HE .
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RIS, PR P R IR AT, N 35 Somm B AH)Z; © K5 R EET 1:5 i, BiJeik
HIE K EE L, © WEHEEERAEKEGIRA L, a8 R E.
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SRIGERBRE I — 2 50 mm 25 3RS LB A L FAR 5 (KRR IR AT B @ TRE 5
SEHE R BRI R b et N VR MK B RS R TR B - R

6. &t

1) AR BORL T, 0F 7 DX SR /N RS A = 1 4

2) i e B A B TR P T BA TS T, BRI SOR IR O R O AR, B LT
AREE, LRSI E RIS LAY .

3) MRAEIES TR AR A BRAE . RN AR VR i, AN 3 b B A e BT, 7E
AT R X BB A b, RIS B PR X Rt DL AE IS G S pa L B A HE KA

4) WO IR FIR A B, LR AR, X TR AL, G K TRV A
HEAAERMEEE .
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