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Satistical Analysis of Valley Morphology on Debris

Flow Gully in Mountain Area of Southwest
——Taking Xiaojiang Valley in Yunnan Province as Example

HOU Lan gong
(Collegeof Civil Engineering & Architecture, Southwest
University of Science and Technology, Mianyang, Sichuan 621000, China)

Abgtract :Debris flow gully has various morphologies because of different type and developed phase of debrisflow ,and it isim-
portant and practical to study the debrisflow gully. The valley area,gully length, average bed dope and average valley width of
32 disastrous debrisflow gully are analyzed. At last ,severa conclusons are got ,and they will give reference to the assessment
of debrisflow hazards and prevention to debris flow.
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