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maintenance to carry out precise landslide susceptibility assessment along the Sichuan-Tibet traffic corridor. In this paper, a layer
adaptive weighted convolutional neural network (LAW-CNN) is proposed to evaluate the landslide susceptibility along the Sichuan-
Tibet traffic corridor. According to the field investigation and influencing factor analysis, the influencing factors are selected, the
landslide catalogue and the spatial database is constructed. To optimize the initial weight and the layer number of the CNN
network, the channel weighted method and the network layer optimization strategy based on the influence factor information
entropy are proposed, and the LAW-CNN architecture is constructed by multi-channel weighted convolution and multi-layer
classification convolution. The optimal LAW-CNN structure is searched and the network parameters are trained to obtain the
landslide occurrence probability in the study area, followed by a susceptibility classification evaluation. The proposed LAW-CNN
model can fully represent the deep characteristics of the factor layers with different weights and depths. The experimental results
show that the area under curve value of the proposed model is 0.852 8 and the landslide density in the very high susceptibility area
1s 1.251 9, which are better than the SVM and CNN models. The very high and high susceptibility areas are mainly concentrated
on both sides of large rivers and the Hengduan Mountain Range. The LAW-CNN model can precisely assess landslide
susceptibility, and then provide a scientific basis for the construction of the Sichuan-Tibet traffic corridor and disaster prevention.

Key words: landslide susceptibility mapping; Sichuan-Tibet traffic corridor; layer adaptive; multi-channel weighted; convolutional

neural network; landslide.

1 % A2 388 AR 18 2 T 1 OE 7E AR Rl A i Y E K Bk
% TR 2 A ] 5 St 7 R T R £ A i
i A 2R 1 T R ), B ORI R S, X
B KK IR A 2R  4 Uk o R ez R AR
(R FAE,2017; 2 7 045, 2020) 1|6 A2 8 iR 18
2R 1) VG 2 B D 1| 2R b R v D DX sl b b 5 AN
by S5 AR 15 AR Ry A% W By R R (K A
2021) 3% DX B K A2 35 44 09 RS T B CRE L T 3
B I B A W R — o€ A Pk R A3 A LT
HEA — @ Btk A R K F (Sun et al.,2020) . 1
e I F W R AR B B it T U RS s R A il
K B R (Zezere ez al.,2017). R, A 5500
U Y 3 U X0 1) S A A AR T A U 4 S LY R X
BN B AT B 52 e, o i )11 22 38 JER 18 11 4k T 3
RMWTAERAEZENIRLE L.

T 5 R PEVE M R 25 G A B AR XN Y 45 A
N7 AN b T R B & &/ B AR 7/ BLIE N E 2
BEFR L WF 5T DX AR Ok R A T A AR 2 (B s AR
& 20135 T %48, 2016; Li er al., 2017 ; Reichenbach
et al.,2018). H AT 3 Sy K M6 B T i F 850 R
LB N R GEAT 70k (3K 3R, 2010) JZ IR
GrHT (Lt er al., 2018) 5 58 3H B AL, 40 450 5% 1L 12
(Li et al.,2017;Zhang et al.,2020) {5 B ik (E/h
i ,2020) AL (385 1E 45, 2019) BL&R > J7
2 (Ermini et al., 2005; 8 J¢ % , 2014 Sun et al.,
2021) LA K P32 B 4 7 15 (Pham ez al., 2020 [
4 ,2020) ARk BB THEHLEOR TR FE 7 2] (1)
£k R, B B4 M 4 (convolutional neural net-
work, CNN) 7& B 14 43 25 (Krizhevsky et al., 2017) %

(C)1994-2022 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

J7 T U T AR GRS AR GE AL &R 2= T O iR A
P, CNN AT L o 4 A2 A 8000 32 U AR 0 TR J2 45
fE , AR 4 b 4k 38 9E Ze M A) 8. A, Wang e al.
(2019) F YCKE CNN S B N7 78 3 3 5 % 1 Al 1 T
PE, $2 7 3@ T 3 5 M4 A iy CNIN-1D
CNN-2D,CNN-3D # % Sameen ez al. (2020) i i
A L0 4 A o A CNIN i 2 Bt #5428 1T
CNN H R (1) F50000KS B . Yang ez al. (2021) 1 X $2 H
B¢ CNN-1D $2 R0 45 A 7 ] 19 A OG5 8L, 5 CNN-
2D & U 25 [ 45 B AT RGN 4 i 3 3 5
il P S8R . b AR 2 3 TR CNIN USSR 37 31 3 B
Gy R LR T 5 v B IO T B 45 2R

H IR B 43 WF 5% 349 35 T I BRI AE 1Y 45 IR 2
BB R B AEAT I, W 1 3k AR AR O
WA H U B MR R FORM R BB R B
L& AFAE—E WY1 22, [A) i Jo ik 58 20 1] CNIN A
RYTE 25 (8] £ 4l Ak 22 7 T B9 A6 A8 (Dou et al., 20205
Wang ez al.,2021) W3 0 kA2 Z R N AN RN &
52 ), A [R) AG BA J2 BLA AN ) /) ) B SR i 2
FEJE X 3 % A2 1 DT R R B N AR IR L R T B
i) L, A SCHE T — 2 K0 B 3 A A R A 2 1)
%% (layer adaptive weighted convolutional neural net-
work, LAW-CNN) R H] F ¥ 385 5 4 P il P e, AR
1 5% e [~ 51 kA2 BE (information gain ratio, IGR
B) 5] A Z 38 8 G B, X 4538 8 WAL, F— 2D 3
o 1S I R0 s [A) I B T 05 BV SRS R 2
TR A [R] AR R R XA R IR AT E B A
G3 AR K I 2 BOAS ) PR 2 1) R J2 R AE

AR SC LA B I A 1 11 R A 3 JER T Y 2k X

http://www.cnki.net



%6 ) LW A

B

T2 B8 T OIS A R b 2 T 4% 14 )1 S 3 R T e T B B R TR 2017

AR R R 5 X, A ST W M U 2 ) B HE R 5 MR
TV M 5SmSR SO R N TR IR Bh A 154
S0 DR ol R 21 b AH G 2R BIORN M5 B 25 L X 52
M) PRI 24 47 0 3o , O Ao A 0% 2R 20 5 o [ 4
MAE B FE RN N 328, W E LAW-CNN £ 8 X}
DV 68 A 308 JBR 3 VY 4 R AT 0 3 B e MR VT A, O ) &5
HEAT A BT i8S )1 0 3¢ 38 JHR 18 VR 26 B K TR LRI
BRI Rk K T AR — 2 5%

1 BT XA S s T

1.1 HREMHER

U 80 38 38 JHR T AR R DU )11 48 AR T, 48 e B
FE LB M S BE B, 2K 1 543 km, B
Hby B 52 VG R AR AR . 32 e D 5 BN R T Y S
D68 A8 38 G A T A2 AR 45K, ) KSR 2 L F 5 X M
Ab B3R i e 5 30 RO H T R B LA R R B A 54
FR A2 5T X AL 2 R S AL AR KR
FVAE 2 B T 1 [ 2 1) VG 3% 3 3k ek 1] 9K 52 3 JEG 3 34
5 MR YT K AT A BT A VDT I YT AT

EAg R A VT VT, gl e 1) kR T L K L

J B L PR T L Bk B B B A ik A WK
ik, 52 %) Hb 5 B 55 R TG BKC A S A 1 A R T o
FEH TR FERRE .

AR S35 | 9 52 308 JEG S ) 50 ke S BT ) 2K %
JER 3 Ay B A 9 X 0. 2 ] K RSB0 R E
HERLR , AE =T (& VU0 R VT BT IR X,
Bk B P 150 km P AY 30 km 7 38 22 o X 08 48 A B
G DX ] 5 R MR VT R Y VT 25 R 65 5 A VLI
I, AR K 5 0 100 km P9 1) 30 km ] 38 2% i [X 44
NI DX BB AF 5 X R A b A7 G PR 1S

1.2 HFEEFERBEZWEF
AR SC Bl G 3% 60 455 7 S T W A R T R
FEUE L i InSAR (interferometric synthetic aperture
radar) ¥ M (5K B B 45 , 2021) . Google Earth H # i
P S e RE CHE G A AR 5 L 2021) 45 7 LR G
Az, I 28 S 4 2 SR AVER TR T v Bk e Sk
AT WF 5T X N A W BB AR 1 031 &b, s [) 4y A1
QP TR R 1031 Ak 2 ko7 B A A B AR AS B
PEAE 7R BE 1 3 5242 1 km 58 o X 41 i A1 356 B
(7] 50 114 =l S A Al e B A B £ A Y
et al.(2020) FPREAS NF X 465 RS J8E 52 0 3B 0 7, A
SC LAt 3 AR 1 3 R TG B 240 mX 240 mHY
TRV X AR Jhg A 225 (] 91 L, O K e Y L ) 522 i [
5 A A A AR by A S S 0 B Al A o B A R TR
7:3REHL AN R RN R AR I 2R AR 3k 1 442 5K 5
B B L 620 5K AL P i U R AR A 1,
A0 BB AR AR T R 0. — 8 B EE b 2 i B ARG
JE I 3 TR R S4BT 3 T R A B R A& T R
AR — e E= 0~1 |
Tl A T8 3B RE AR A0 B I, ¥ 3 5 el R 0 2 R
X TS VR R A B E EREN] . B,
Xt R W A e Rk A S — 1 s i
(Pourghasemi ez al., 2018 ). A% SCHR 4 b 5% X Hb Jit 5%
FF CHT AR ST R DL K 52 3 25 4, 43 il N E |
it KO NG B L B 5 A DT I I T 15
SRR T R WORE Bl i A S I A )
7t A2, M R AR BE L st SROMURE T, MR I R 4
(topographic wetness index, TWI) , IH— b 48 9 5§ &
(normalized difference vegetation index, NDVI) , [

[R5 = o 1= B RO SR SR U DN R

BT BIFY DX b B B % 8 3 A
Fig.1 Study area and landslide inventory

(C)1994-2022 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

http://www.cnki.net



2018 HiEkF#  htp://www.earth-science.net 047
AOREES AR R e R LR 1 o A I RILREE B NAE N R A L RET s

J2 B8 8] 25 18] 3 B AR 0 — EovE R B A TR 1 = B
AR E R AE 2 30 m 2y B i AR B % TR
GRREA 5 IS UERE AR SR 8 X 8 K/ Ml A B Hi , 45 5 i)
7 an 181 2 B s

WF5E XA, 3 4 7 0 e 32 AT TR 3R RS A I

P A AR I A R R A 4 AR s A AE I
FALAE BT A XL AR B N2 TR I 345 L
VRIS NEE A5 i Y AG UFEE 37 1IN E S hi]
AR R b SRR RS ) 2 T OB RO FENTE R R
2 — o XA R B R B R R A 7 A

=1 HERE

Table 1 Data source
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bR https://www.webmap.cn i FE A A E 30 m SRTM DEM

6 T At https://gpm.nasa.gov/ b TR PR 30 m SRTM DEM
NDVI Landsat8 OLI 14 TWI 30 m SRTM DEM

P2 )10 52 3 AR T 9 4 T S R 2
Fig.2 Layers of landslide influencing factors along the Sichuan-Tibet traffic corridor
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Fig.3 Flow chart of the LAW-CNN model
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0 IGR A # & . 4 0.098 5, 2 W 4 1 2 A2 F 0F 5%
DX ¥ 3 A ) B R B I R R R ND VLA
T 1 2R A0 T R IGRAA 2 0.059, TWLHE W J2
B P R I VAT O B B B N T S R AR A —
R A2 T A o 25 R T R AR B B IGR (A e 1K, 3R
HH 3 A1 DR X A 9 X0 M 1 & A R AN L
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Table 3 Information gain ratios and weights

S P 15 B IGR w

iR / 0.014 4 /
e 12.619 0 0.009 1 0.021 6
Weim 14.229 6 0.0210 0.049 8
iihy =% 8.353 9 0.0015 0.003 6
RTHES 17.000 8 0.058 6 0.1389
IHES 17.002 0 0.058 7 0.139 2
W7 22 1 BE 3.983 6 0.024 5 0.058 1
P YO 4 B 7.129 6 0.0326 0.077 3
P T [ 1 B 5.670 1 0.017 5 0.041 5
ey 2.8823 0.007 5 0.017 8

b R B 2 / 0.009 1 /

b TH] AR R RE / 0.005 4 /
NDVI 16.735 4 0.058 7 0.139 2
TWI 15.2339 0.033 6 0.079 7
ok B 10.110 1 0.098 5 0.2335

x4 AEBEANHTHAICHE

Table 4 AIC values under different cluster numbers

RBIA 2 3 4

AICTH 21.794 6 14.538 8 16.859 1

PRl AHOCPE Al e Mt B 25 SR TE JR 2 il Ik &) &k

AT e 7 S B e R L b T AR R B L b RO B 35

M AL, Ly 124 I T 0 2 i oA

32 LAW-CNNREIHTERBEENSESER
F3WoR T 2258 TE AL A B b X A [ A 7 4 B

B B R SEAT INACE BB ALEE W, IGR A 8 K, Xt

I P PR P R OGS N A A A

YIGRiE 28 T 2 ) AR b fE 2 Ry
+ k.

F 3FMELS T 4 5% X BT 6 A AR B
1B (8RR, R 1205 ) X & rp i 288 100 47 5L B
F & Al K-means B2 18 5 0915 805 L E 47
R, RAGH T ILMR R R LT 025 W15 B
+# (akaike information criterion, AIC) , AIC {H
(Akaike, 1978 ) J2 JH > i £ ¢ 144 R 400 & 0 R 1R 19
— PR AE, ATC (B ISR R AR s v LUE
R EON 3, RRBOR I i, Iy SR 2R 45
RME SR . HLRARFRENFELEEE FR
i B 3N AR R R AR A SR B
-1 il R R ONDVLLTWIAA T 5 5 S
SRR OR S RN SR G T SR = s e e e 5
67 B 45 A FE BT )23 0 R B R TE B OO B B M 3
A ¥ .

4 SR AR Ko b

N7 BE— B LAW-CNN #55 i fE J7 8
554 45 i CNN BB (Yi et al., 2020) Fl SVM &
(Yu et al.,2019) #5471 Xt , bl 855 A1 1 5 T Py-
thon 3.6 *F & Ml PaddlePaddle 2.0.1 £ 42 52 38, {ii
il VE 4 19 82X 8 X 12 /1N Ay i 3 A0 I i 3k 5 B0 48 1o
AT B ALY S5 3 ek 2 e X B A S B AT R AR, B
245 5 — 2 fe U S 80, FE v v ] 2 E0TE oA B
ReL. U, 1 fk %8 fifi ] Adam, ¥ 4 2% 21 % 4 0.000 1,
CNN A A 1 4tk R /N 28 i /N 3k AR Uk 504y 391 R
64,800 F11 799 ; LAW-CNN % # fly 4t /N L% i K/

KIS AL R R ESE LR ES

Fig.5 Information entropy clustering results of influencing factors
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R3S AR YA 3) Ry 32,750 F1 1305 SVM A 4 1)
ZHBCH0.5,gammaly 0.01. 3 1 52464307, JZ2HH
TN R 46 B e b X 45 R TR S Y PR T R R
HHRNS(MAERE WM AZ D 2EER),
R R R )2 R E R T3 B RZE 3
WALE R 1A 2 EH)R) 5B F & 0 8 25
WENIUNHBRZ AN Z 12 EEE).
41 BEHSH

T S S R A R DI S A ) T 3R
B0 % DX SRR LA

_ Num ’ )
Area

A7), Num 7R 5 XN 18 S8R, Area £
Z DB A, P LB R 43R 1 o i BN 43 A
PR T SRR R T R A DX T B R
2 W2 DX S8l PN 98 33 0 A BB 2 DX B A e Y
MEZE MR, R Z IR Ll LA B R G DX 3
KB L Al LAV B A P 03 FOSCR I 438

Z A TAERRE #H 2k (receiver operating charac-
teristic curve, ROC) fl i & T~ M L (area under
curve, AUCE B &8¢ 1z 1 T 1 i oy & Ve ARG
BT A (22 BB 45, 2017 ; Wang er al., 2019; Thi
Ngo et al.,2021).ROC f#h £k (Hanley ez al.,1982) LA
£ BH 1 2R (false positive rate, FPR) Ry - il , B FH PR
(true positive rate, TPR) A y 3l . IFHE AT .

FPR—— 1+ (8)
FP+ TN’
TP
TPR=———, (9)
FN+ TP

K (8)~(9) i, FL 245 5L 5 T 25 5 34 Sy o e Bk Ay
H A PE (true positive, TP) ; H 5 45 5 5 F N 45 5 15
ARG B R A BB (true negative , TN) ; B 5 25
R T 2 SR A IR W R Oy O B M (false nega-
tive, FN) 5 L5225 50 A6 T Bk, 0000 245 28 Sy ok 3 hy
£ BH 4 (false positive, FP).AUC {f /& ROC i £k F
J5 1 T AR, S FBLE O~1 Z 18], AUC {E B ok, Il 7R
SRR () TE B 500 R R BB, R U 2%
SVM # B CNN 5 7 Fl LAW -CNN ## 5 ()
ROC fh £k 40 & 6 B 7, AUC {8 4 5 4 0.763 1,
0.841 0,0.852 8, LAW -CNN #% 1 iy AUC 8 It
CNN & 1.18% , lb SVM 5 8.97 %0 , 3= W fi FH o 2 11
14 A5 Y SE AT i B B kP R TEURE BE 4F TR SR CNN
B RY  [R) B R J3E 2 2] O W 0 AL e i BL s 2 20 O
L RE T ER LA I B R B S R i R 2 ) R 2R
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Fl6 ROC HiZk
Fig.6 ROC curves

PEER X4 R T IGRH SR 4K T2
B R IR A B T 2258 TE I ACE BLAY
FIAT R S AR b B W B e MR TRl R L i P L L 8K
ROC £ a5 5, T LUE 1280 A 18 1 46 BLURR I XF
AN TR) B 3 3 5 e PR o P 5 3 Y 9 4 2 RHR IO
RURFE , A 2GR S B R TU Ay, () B, 22 38 T8 A Be 6%
(R )RRV ST NIUR (RE R -WIE L E Wil NN
FIRRAE | X s 25 L W] LAW-CNN AR (1) £ 58 18
BG83 A BLUR 2 80 A A8 B 4 BLRE %
Fe 03 A 7 2 G B 83 38 TR 1 FR Ak
PEICERE A AT in o B 0V B o MR
42 BESEMHFHBEMNERS W

it FH U 2 G 19 A5 700 6) A A% BRL 0 E AT SR, 45 )
B AN M A B0 T B T Sk Y A R B B R A
B, LAE A T 0~1. F K M8 B0BR K 38 738 12 1l DX 25
Sy R, R Z AN Gy kA b 8 A SR
W K A i B ATE 5 X S B T 4y S AR o e X AR
Gy KX A Gy X B e DX R i By K X5 A A
G RSGITT 3FRIE T () 5y KA S X A%
AT I M S G B A3 AR G .SV M AR IR F 45 S e A
o KX oy R X AR Gy e X ARG e X AR
by KR H 43 ok 16.73% .21.43% .22.90% |
21.53% .17.40% . CNN # 7Y 11 ) 25 5 vh i & 5 &
X . EmH KX PEG X ARG KX WIKS KX
B b Fe @ 4y 9 R 15.30% . 17.87% . 18.60% .
20.58% .27.66 % . LAW-CNN H 5 15 0] 2% 5 b 4 755
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Table 5 Statistical analysis
SVM CNN LAW-CNN

53 AR FL(A) SN (%) 53 SR HL(4) SR (%) 53 AR FL(AS) I (%)
AR 5 % IX 47 987 600 17.40 76 258 529 27.66 93 129 820 33.78
iK% & IX 59 369 589 21.53 56 739 083 20.58 52 724 600 19.12
TS K IX 63 155 306 22.90 51 278 826 18.60 47 748 787 17.32
o KX 59 097 511 21.43 49 266 609 17.87 46 530 453 16.88
W5 2 & IX. 46123198 16.73 42190 157 15.30 35 589 544 12.91

T BT R kAR G I

Fig.7 Landslide densities with different levels of susceptibility

Ty KX oy R X AR gy e X AR G e X AR 5
KX BT 7 B )43 ) R 12.919% ,16.88% , 17.32% .
19.12% .33.78%. Al LA t , SVM A HY it Fi Il 1) 4%
Jer, S5 ) e DXL M8 g v, i CNIN RS 7R R LAW -
CNIN A58 A fip 150300 4% A% 55 % IXC L0 01 e v, W v 5 % X
LE ) f A%, 22 B CNIN AR 28 AT LAW -CNN A5 784 ) il
W &85 5 T A5 A S PR AE O . R B4R A LAW-
CNN #5289 151 I 45 21 1) B AR 2 & IX R 5 & X L )
b CNN BBV /N 5 5 kX R & 5 & XL )
il Ny

THHM TS E X S S EEN LR .
M7 ] LA G, B S PR S5 90 W R i
S R B 2 TR O B R DX R
K WA Ty e DX B 508 B de /D, R DL 3 A 7R il
fi% 1 S e Y 38 s R) 0 A I 9 B R g o  LAW-
CNN #5270 55 5 & DX R 55 5 & DX i ke o % v
T SVM AL F CNN B AL IR 5) & X FR AL 2 & X
B % LT SVM BT AL T CNIN A2 L, 3% 3
LAW-CNN A 5L A5 $5 KB W 5 2 B IX 40 3, e

(C)1994-2022 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

3 DX 45 ST A A W B 0 s 8] A AL BRI, AR SCHRE
19 LAW-CNN £ A1 Af [ 1% 48 (19 CNN #2581 fil SVM
BERL B HF — 25 4 o 10000 1) o 0 O A 0 B
Gy R ] TAE:

i B 3 i ASE U A5 3] 9 BIF 5 X0 3 oy kP 3
B8t . AT LA Hh | 4545 780 i 245 5 LA — 52 1 A
L, 5y 2 PR Hp RS 4 DX sl 30 g T Sk A1 5 A IXC
AR 7y % X, Bl AR 0 A6 T 1/ 5 & X R
0 5y KX B S KRN i 5y % IX 2 B RV R ]
A 43 A, LR DB 1L X8 ) & M R = B ke X
W2, S K MK B AR I X35 32 40 A 7 JH —
T A7 30 M A DL K T R A AT JE A 5 o R
o7 5% T B 3T A X3 T i AR Y A ) )T R 5C 3 JER
TH Y W By v R B S AT o By g R
9 7 . AR BIF 9 X R VTR IR 3 4 Ry 5 A4S F Bt 4K - i
T — ROV AT G HE 2B VTR L & VD VT A AT —
TR 9 YT 3T S R 5 g A VT R A e A n 1 8 P
N8 TRl DL H B 4 VD VA SR AR T — e v
VLA, FLAth 38 38 P A AR 5 & X B 1 v, S
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K8 Mo R
Fig.8 Landslide susceptibility maps

W Y — R U8 T 3L AW I 5 IXC o ek 60 06 B i
Ty R DX R Sy e 1K B 91 i DR ) DX sl o 25 VT
SRR | Fin A M R TOR AN RS = i TR 8 4
A Ty R PR A 25 VTR SR AT — v VA e,
U IR 8 U T T ol RTIHE 5 A T 300 28K, 33X 2 i [X 3B JP
AR T, BRI R, N 2 T D R 0 Xl [X
SRy P 3 DR — DR TR el T 3 e A ) A
AR, 32 W 45175 6 R 2 R /)

5 it

JZ R T R0 25 A B AR AN TR A £ R 00
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fff FH K-means B 280 34~ 28001, XF 2.2.2 95 h Ry A Ay
5 Ff AN [ R BE 1) I 28 R A7 BE AL A &, L 20 B 7 Fh A TR
M2 G4 RS B D 5 BE b S B R s By
55 1 2 #0439 A 3-5-7 .3-5-9.3-7-9.5-7-9 .5-7-11,
5-9-11 F1 7-9-11. 43 S FH AR K % K5 4 42 % 7 A A 74
HEAT U S5, LA [R) 1% 0 5 X6 TU 21 G 1 A58 R0
PEAT I E . B 10 R T LR N 6] 41 A 0 A5 Y 1
ROC #h £k . AT LAF H 5-7-94H & AUC e, M
0.852 8;3-5-7 4l & fx 2, 7 0.838 1. Xf [t 3-5-7 Al
359G W LLVE BN THFEEEFEENIN, LK
7 2 Re % 0T Gf M B JE R AE 5 X B 5-7-9 F1 5-7-11
HE,TUEREREFE S0 E M 1120, 5

http://www.cnki.net



% 6 M

B IRR A B T2 R B O A A U 2 T 4% 14 1 A 3 R S 9 2 3 M B R R VAR 2027

PO 1A T R I 45 B e o R P e IR

Fig.9 Statistics of landslide susceptibility in different sections of the Sichuan-Tibet traffic corridor

B0 JURA R4 B ROC 28
Fig.10 ROC curves with different combinations

AUCH TR, H, % TE R F &N, 920
P28 R B R — > I P )2 B A b 3-5-9 .39 AL G
M 5-7-11.5-9-11 40 A, vl LA O T B miE b iy
FH, TR R AR SR &R T 2
W2 2 ) T 5 (A5 IS, /0 T 8% )23 5 sl 3G hn ) 4%
JEEER o (A AURE B R X b 3-7-9.5-T- 9l &
F15-9-11.7-9-11 40 &, 7T LA H 5 )2 Y I 28 TR B X
T A T B 2 0 BN aE S AE X AN TR Y F
% DX 35N AN 5] ) B 54T 55, 340 7 35 436 B o 45 35 114 Y
ZRURFE
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6 4Eit

AR SC D] 9 58 380 JHR T8 T 26 H DX R BIF 5 X, 2 R
T Y Yem ihF OF i3 5w R ONDVILCE
PECTWI B W7 J2 05 5 o] 3 B 8 I 3 ik IR s
W S 124 B S W S R MR R R AR —
i LAW-CNN #4783 o VeV 18 40 T LR
ghis .

(L)t R A5 B 1 25 Pk g S R T BT 38 5% i) [
T 5 W PR A Z R R, RIS X R A1
TR0 R W ONDVIL S iR 5 R
TW LA 0] 0 1) BE B

(2) 32— i 2 550 [ 38 BN R 28 ) 45
HR A A7 S5 308 25 b330 495 SR X6 22 3 3 Jin A, 48 T A A
YIZREE ) . A B, % 4 IR )2 SR AT A5 L0 SR 2 AR 4l
P & {5 B0 = B Mk A 3E B TR B A TR Y AR IR,
F 43 4 RS PR I TR 2 AR AE A | 52 3 JBR 18 1Y
LW T RER .

(35T X PN i 2 e X R 8 5 % IX 32 L 4 v
G AT VL UL R R Y A VDI HE B VLA R
TR AT T 00 55 BT L X 2B T e 4 T VT ek
VAT, — W 7 VT 3k 5y P 7K P A v IR VT — KU
T W& &= E DA e TP o K A
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FEXN L LAW-CNN AR 4T 18 3 5 4 PR3
F14 U 45 S U0, R A8 R M S MBI T DX 3 )
KA o AR DL

(5) AR L i Hh 1) A58 80 B8 9K A )1 R 52 368 oG 3
2 oy JMEVEM T A o BAL GE 07 16 AR, R B
e DX I T BP0 A2 %, A% B Bl A TR R R A
(], DRI, A R AT S B A, i i 1| B 52 3 g
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