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Analysis on Formation Mechanism and Stability for the Landslide
in Songping beside Daduhe River
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Abstract : Deformation of Songping landslide is mainly creep-cracking at back and creeping in the front of landslide.
Part of the slope is unstable. Therefore, analysis on the slope stability becomes very important. This article analyzed
the formation mechanism of the landslide according to its structure and morphological character, and determined that
the failure pattern of the landslide is creep-cracking. The stability was calculated by methods of geologic analysis and
quantitative evaluation. The result is obtained that the stability is well in natural situation. But when it comes to nat-
ural storm, the landslide is instability. Finally, reasonable control suggestions are given based on the above analysis.
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