%529 B4
2014 4 10 A

JOURNAL OF CATASTROPHOLOGY

Vol. 29 No. 4
Oct. 2014

TLE o, HusE, BEL, % A RFERMRETN L] KES, 2014, 29(4): 215 -219. [ Gong Shangging, Ye
Siqiao, Yang Wei. Probabilistic Method for Rockfall Hazard Evaluation [ J]. Journal of Catastrophology, 2014, 29 (4). 215

-219.]

EAORERKEEMBTENAE
Awm', I, R

(1. FPRAgE RS &+ TRROESEHT, K 4000745 2. RSO ™ BT K m il L Js ARG, HpK 4011215
3. {LHARSSHEBF AR, Y15 H At 210017)

B E: HBOREBRIEN K E &L RENE S K E B BT, JF LTS O SO RAE B ] BE

AN SR M TE R FAEBOR ™ EE s LA . 7% i 30 2 Ul DX T REPERIT S0 80CR 26 al, 3 7y
Ml i, BT8O BORMEAR T N fa R TR | Vi A B 3K U DI | 7 i PR SRR =4, i)
PEATREAIEANY, JFR I T HARE; (RSO WA R, 5k A0 RE B BIRR,  TRRIE
WD it , BEREVE A IKCE AT R, SR T A1 9T 2 U7 S AR i ] 152 B WU(E s I A BESR PR 7
ETERIMFEA G A, BB RACHEROBRERERE, 7e TRN b Al A SOl % a9, IF hE

fea PR TRAE 1 oA

KB EOKE; RIEEN; BRI MK
XEHS: 1000 -811X(2014)04 - 0215 - 05

hE SRS P642.5; X43 XEkFRERG: A
doi: 10.3969/j. issn. 1000 — 811X. 2014. 04. 039

VEAO R F IR W AR RE, HfakmtE

PRI o W™ RO BN, 18] 438 PR B A X A
SOFIEREE P A W SRR Lo I A1 ICE SE B T

Xt I H e A 1A AT B R A A AT U4
PETHAE JCE P REMITE IR . AR, R S 5 i A
B, v A it TR B T R SR AR 3 . A o A B
WA, FHAT, Xy 0K ECREENZRAZ
BT L, BEAMMER . L, o5
FPERPEIN AR, BT A NS . AR
48, O kR TR P O RAFROR . E N I
JEEFH O BRI B T Uk — B, LR AR
WX BB, 4t T RE B ik ks
TR TN e /\ A - AR BB 8 IR A 4R 3
W, M Z I I 1 X X BOR £ K 2 0oy o
AR SR AR B B AT T A R
KRR HE AR, 7&K H IR
MEW L LI 2o T M i RKE R EKGE R,
DAV AT EUI M 3 MR IR 2R 3R vis A B9 T g
PERE M, AT 32 UL R S TR PP A K 1 3 Il
WLEE SIEAY, BE AR KU K, N2V A K
BRI PN R AR

« W H: 2014 -03 -24 f&B H . 2014 -05 -01

1 ERHREER

wAORFOREQWEHAED: HREEA
VRO A, e R K e e, WA
SRR, RIJGT A1 CE BUR AT REYE ;s ARG 2K A
PP G T RS S H A JE A L X
e N U IIED Y i U NEN i N D S
AT PR LR R, D O A VR AR
FERE, EOBORIIBEAR 00 BT A K
ARERI AT, TR T BURMER R = O
fEA T A QT A1 23K U X B3 O
VAT R KA HE AR o
L1 EamEmR

fo e T R SRR S S R T RE T Y E
7, HETEE B 7 AT REIE A3 J7 vk 32 24 = Fh.
fe ekt RBOL™ L EREERD . TS AR
SIE0IE A, AR SO LL B =FO5 it T 2R
I, RG4S R B, AR PE A X3 1K
FIERMEME AR M T ZE (R 1) o 7RSSR AR

FEWH . FHREARPAEES(51108488) 3 WP RACT 48 T 2N By TRl EPCHT A 4R Bh-2 254 (CSTC2010BB4265 ) 3 FE KTl
TSR E R BB E . BT A BKRARORE ;R e AT B R B BT (KJTD201305)
YEZ . DLEMI(1987 - ), B3, VUBARINA, SLOrseA:, FENAE L 5 HRRERGIIE L.

E-mail; 740478344 @ qq. com



216 U4

# 29 %

P B DU e 45 1 Y 07 R AR BOBE R, R e %
BT MMERG B I L AT, A AR A v n] = A

J7 IR s RSO EE T o
#1 BEEEEETH
éég@ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%% 0.99 0.9 0.5 0.1
W s kpw AEE BE

L mors
BE e <10

= (1.0, L1)[1.1, 1.3) >1.3
AAk i <10

(1.0, .2) [L.2, L.5) >L5

BAYE <1.0 [L0, 1.2)[L2,1.5) >15
faly VR WELKR GR R Be
Bk VE =80 70 60 <40

B g 206 0.6~0.2 0.2~0.06 <0.06
WOEE yow wE WEWE

LR

1.2 ERIEEMXEGTR

fEa v Ja A i S RE 1 AR R R, IR TR R IR
B XA AL T RS, WA S EUH IR,
BUKRTRENE N 00 T A1 RET A A3 V& 12 3 2= B X
s, BRI AR PR I S AR, AR A A
Bz sife )y, ¥&Aisshid it 2 SRR H R
(BEBURFAE, BEsh B4 iti) « Kriz sh & 1F b
RN T AR A RSE, 3R,
SR S AN U § 2 NN i ( NI UTE k= ) RS T1
PIIRAE 36 A1 A s hRE T, Jm TR AL 12 Bl B
(G S O oe S IR S St et B R 1]
JE 5 SR 2> Ry RHRS Tk B — 2 K 10 DU T
gy, R sl 10309, 27 4 (RE3 /90 ¥k, 1
K20 3 KA o BOERFIEE 1P, FRAE A1 115
JEUM X 3R] REAE RN, At B A5 T

i 1P,
R (1)

A IP, D5 i R T RALR M E s n 2R
TR IUT SR TP AR K IP EF AR A1z 3]

S X % P, (F2)
x2 ETIPENERIEEHXEEE
IP {l 1 3 9 27
WERE 4t /% 1 10 50 100

AR 1P {HA% N ARIE U, G130 1P = 18, WAy
75%

XL B, o I BOR BEE B P, 4%
VA E-EZER M N 5 2E A7 P 5 SR G 2 2 Bl sl 3l
Bt , Do — MR i A B 2 WE T #Eh
AT PP B0, WIRHIE (R 1P R BRI, Ak 5E o350
TRIEAT T 58 B A A G 2R, 09 32 sh By 47 1 i 14
LR SR, XTI B SE ARG B0, 0 A5 A
PN GO SR b5 — RS
1.3 FERTHRRREHRR

A A L A R A E 1 A Y
AEH, S G V&G, BRI, 598 il REAR 5
B ICE A AT REAR i AT AT N 5L SR A

SEARIAMA, A S A SE N RATE, ==AY
ERHRIR BTG DL T, ¥ A0 9CH A AR IR 1o Bt DA%
RAFEIME AL T ZH T A HOR KR R,
VAl ORI IR B RO v O SR R I R
SN o

RRAEFRE L, LU T B ZE, IR
A1 R RIBIREE , 7] 4] 3 7R AR FEAR SR, e A
BRI | S Bt L AR i 2k TR NI
ARSI TN A 7R TSI TR ST T 5
/NG I/N TR RN

(1) #Ad P sy

L
PH:Ltio (2)

Py g PSR L, WS B,
AT WU 0 i SRR T K B = 0 B L, =
S Lyys Ly B KA 1 R
(2) #AdH AR
OF-¥eh b esiiy/ LN
AL P AFAEN DL AT — g I [E] M, B S S g
B, N2, Fsemt B, LT 30A N Bt LLHSR A
T AR A S0 N 2 2 N B I AE T Y Y
B
P = (3)
AP, g NG BRAE U N 1 I TR AE 385 T, hy
NG B U N A 4 G R], T 2 AR B
PATTAERSIR]T 5 T R 55 DL b fe) o33, 3%
AR AFER A T o 1 4ERE]
AFYFEAEN SO T , N SRR, 2%
JERE R o BEAL 1 fh A B - 595 £ i v R 5, 1
ENAGT RS Pro= 0.5, 9% A dh @5 m
N A -
P, =P, xP,, (4)
Q@ #adhiT A
— MR, VA SR DX B R 1Y, 2
JoR DX PR IEA T N G AR I, I 2 3SR R A i R AT A
WA A SCRIURST i T 2 S A A B A
—E RGP AT , 5 i i gUb X 5 BTN
P L, (m) s 17 NEBE R L, (m) 3 2473 Ny
Vp (km/h) 5 @B XN A DB AT AR BN E) T 5 e H4E
NN Qp o i FE, T& A1 AT NRIMEARN

TpLy

Py = 365 %24 x (L, +1py)° (5)
Ty :LP%PLMXQPO (6)
(3) V&t h 44
@ & A1 v b b ) ZE 5

DRl D DAL o0 4 A0 L 5, 3 6 v BT, T
SPEC R UM X P T B UL DL B 4 A B
D DA o BRI A S A R P 0 A 5 3R
TR BEBEN Ly (m) 5 ZEAM AT L, (m) 5 —4F Y



414 JLH, 4. O KELRIEREN Ik 217

®3 BEAORESIEZENAITET AL

EOT T E AL Wi LT AL
N > 10 NN = E N N 3
r 5.0 <10 EPRE AR RS G A 25
. 25 -5.0 NIRRT S G B 2
L5 ~25  BSABEOLN KB A AL !
0.75 ~ 15 Gl AR b B AR b bl T T A B 0.5
i 0.1 -0.75  (EHITAMEIT G (G 19/ B 0.03
<01 0 NHIBIX ST SRS T O 0.001

DX g PRy iy B ST [ R T, (h) o SR £ ol v e
1L IR «

TiL,
PC!

7365 x24 x (L, +1L,)° (7)
@ P& A AT R P A
Sk AT N — 1, A8 4 900 AT B

T, (h) P9 ABOE G230 LA — 2 [A) R, 3% S AN [A) 7 38 2of

JEHR X 3 A A T A B G B B, SR E A —

FE R E TG Uk kR U5 A B, 8 DY B R Y i K R

L (m) AR L (m) |, 4 [REE L, (m) |, D558

JE V. (km/h) N QR 7 4F) W AT 4

TRIREZR Ny -

(L + L)

Pe = 365 %24 x (1, +17,) (8)
L +1L,
r, = b, (9)

ARG L B2 3, A5 9 A e PR AR R
A AN TP IAG A A v AR SRR 7 A B K b XM
AR, ] ARHR A e A SRR TR AT
EABOINME = fEa R x
VEATRIE I X R x P PRI (10)

2 EABREEN

T AT BORMER AR 1 9% A0 9CE R A BT REME,
VAT RCE TR R A R F R BOR G R, e i
RIS o MAG A BB AT 73y N B3 40
R o
2.1 AR#HEK

NGARR IEAL T NBEOR , vl 275 HoA
JEHEF A RIET I I AT R E S
BN BETHRR AL, WM SR O PR, R R
JETEAT B SE PR DL o i RSO (o FH A A 5 N
PR E AT EREL T AR (£ 3) 1
AR S B E
2.2 &K

VoA I HAT IR RIS 1 o S8 o i o
HRRAAHR R AR, LA —HRa 50 LT A
B A A o BT A g A TS AN T ABE + B
DX A EE SRR AR TR 1, A b 2 A IR i, B
PR YR BE ALY 5 25 @ S NP L it
AEAHF B9 5 OB DX P9 400 69 A (EC A ), T 42 e

DA AR E AR 22 B IR TR R L
ST E AR R B0 S 453 1, 39 BE 40 RS A9 R
K[ 4e S WeR G Ty 1k (3 4) |, W% A3 LY
R UENLIE N

S:zwixvio (11)
A W R RIRARANAE, ISR S Vi K
PRGN
F4 ETFERERHSHEIUE"
FRIKAR Sy EIUE

P 7oy Ao %Eﬁ% <1 m3 0.10
%?ﬁg%% WAL ~5m' 0.20
- AR > 5w 0.30

3 HARREWEZREAKF

ST 7 19 S B AR R SRR
SHERT 2 IR 7K th D LR 1 28 9 IR
AT e | SR K T 1 B S T Ak ¢ 3
TR PRI , LA 2 MO 28 3  4h 23
KT IR AT E KL 4518
31 ERRE

P i S 23 B 1 DX 3 ¢ T 3 L
BRAE G T IO R L TR T BRI £
S0 4 DA R K s T L A
ALARP J5U | P 9 71X, AT 45632 . i 2 A 1
BT

ANATE 52 AU

%A FEB KRR
=

RET SN

0 10 10° 10° 10*
AN (N

BT A fi MU R



218 U4

&

29 %

%

3.2 ZFRkE
2R IRV 2 i 5 A I BRI A A Ak I A S B
FE M B ST KBS G0N (3 5) o &5 KBS 251
IR E S — SR E, AR — i, 2
PEAS ] s 1 Ml DX S K-, 283 B E 48 B KU
TE R 5 AR 4 T T H 350 Hh 19 T A S80I 2% R 48 355 4
I, LERIEL 2, BIVAT ) 5 2 540 2k 1 B 1 A0 T i
KU K o
x5 BFMRBEIR

ER — - = Y £

MU/ JiG <30 30 ~60 60 ~ 120 120 ~ 600 > 600

. .
10 E NN

AR

0 10 10° 10° 10°
ZEYRIRRIT IG

B2 Gy bR

4 I IENHE

SEHLA fE i O T B RO MR X7 — A, X
AR AEAH 500 RN, 75 AH IR S AR — B/
F oSV TGS BUBUM X G 32 B I T Bk %
S RAEEN /AN EI 2 PN Y aNe

BB B e s W7 S Bl e s
I BE R SR [8] R RBGEIT R A FL =
L2 b RASEARAS, 1 SCHR[9 ) ek k5
3/ = 61791, BB FIBRAL G 2 3%, $2 i fE I 2
e, LA A IBOCR 0. 9 W& S5 RARRT 5 o

IR VBT A B 3 Bl DX SR A3, W77 fi e b
W2y 53 my PRI Z 3105 BARBOE A HAIE |
EMIR YR BGRIRRZ /N T 0. 1 my 33w /b
IR, A P R D DUR O J2 5 WTT fa s
YR, KN 4w’ fE A T OB A B, A DB
AHIPE g R R Pl = 9,IP2 = 1,IP3 = 27,
IP4 =9,IP5 =9,IP6 = 27,IP7 = 27,1
iIPL

p = =2 941 +27 49 +9 +27 +27
T oon - 7

= 15.57,

(12)

MG 2 TG A0 B 3K B X IR0 0. 705 ¢
A PRI, XS A2 B B Y
SEHIVA R R, LRI 58 2 AE U6 Bl A, B A 22
A1 REIE gl A% DX, W 5 oy RO B, OO S

THRBFHEAMEAR:0.9 x 0.705 = 0.634 5. A\ 5}
BRI vk A di gt R & a2 51 % BB, Rt n]
HRTE AT KRB I R 5 W77 fa s
POMTRTE T3 A5, B K 192 m, SZ U R JEE L,
= 150 m FIFKPELL L, = 260 m i, 51 F@ 1 TR %K
8 YA A4k 80 km/h, b DA EABGE AT TS i
Al KRR -
SXL":L’
T 24 %60 x60
(150 +260)/(80/3.6)/(8.64 x 10*) =0.0017, (13)
L, 25 5 fE A R TEE A 0. 9, 78 40 B i IX
125 0. 705 A7 47 PRI RIS 0. 001 7, ek %6
AT R
P =0.9x0.705x1.7%x107 =1.08 x107°  (14)
MR 3 FPANEAESET- AR 3 N TR iR
FEALE B BRI A AR Ok,
IEHMBE SEAENRA, 2Uriidksy 200 J1t.
BN GET R G AESE T ABURA K 1,
A2 AR s v A B S 25 BRI
B2, Bl ANATEsZ A

P, 8 x

5 g

(1) LR A1 K SE B vk R J7 1%
B AR F R I A ST REME, B G RK
FORBUGTENE, HE TEOKFR R,

(2) B A7 BORME AR % BTG Rt G i 9 1
R VR AT EIR U DX R v Al R R AR
REATTH AT . AL T M IR, 1 T
NAEMPE R T, [a5CHE 4R B A
W

(3) F A i FPORIARME R m] o i AR MR A R K
AR A AR R I A AEA SO B R K
PREARIT R A N HI I, AT 225 AR A SR s
RAUTGOLREAT 5 BLME 3 5 A8 4, 19 2095 5 LRy
BRI A

(4) T TR KARI b, K v 41 R F e
RPN G TG Te A Kk PR oy, BEAT DA,
AR T v A KH KR T 452K, 4 T 257
A AR DU, i A R B R St T Bk
HME o

(S) B KCE VRO R ENE . RE Ak R
et Wi a0l LB AL MR Rk, X
RUIMER VAN 7 ¥k HORAT & 9 A0 0T R iU 2B
MO, o8 G 2L e — AT RE 9% 1 R F P bs
HEAEJEA)

Sk

[1] Pritchard M, Porter M, Savigny W, et al. CN rockfall hazard



414 JLH, 4. O KELRIEREN Ik 219

risk management system: Experience, enhancements, and future HUJ]. SA SR 5TTRA, 2004, 23(4) . 614 -619.
direction[ C ]//Landslide Risk Management; Proceedings of the [9] m™pusr, FELaM, O LT AHP-Fuzy J5 kWG A GG JE
International Conference on Landslide Risk Management, Van- PEM LT, SO oA F R 2R, 2006, 10, 30(5):
couver; University of Michigan, 2005. 800 —803.
[2] Federal Highway Administration of USA. Rockfall Hazard Rating [10] m™-pusf. BEIiER OEIE AR EWFKSHIRID]. AR M
System; Particpant > s Manual [ M ]. FHWA SA - 93 - S K, 2008.
057, 1993. [11] R fast v A1 9 fa W T4 S Bl VA D SR O i i se [ D .
(3] WAIRM, BRI B3RV a XBmmorss )], g, WK ERAGEKS, 2011
1996, 18(4): 95-99. [12] sk&fe, &0k, 1024, T B A R ATEIN R 5B
(4] SARH. BBEASE BN EpgEl)]. Bl TR, WO HA 5T, 1998, 17(5): 544 -551.
1996, (2): 182 -190. [13] Jordi Corominas, Ramon Copons, Jos'eMoya, et al. Quantitative
[5] SKEEW, Balik. 2SSV 2088 VR A 10 IXURS: 43 BT 48 1 T 5 assessment of the residual risk in a rockfall protected area|[ J ]
[J]. %7125 TRSE . 2004, 23(21): 3700 —3708. Landslides, 2005, (2): 343 —357.
[6] ki&d, wEk, KIR. NERVSL 8 A 0 XS 7 [14] ERM-Hong Kong. Landslides and boulder falls from natural ter-
WIS [T]. A A 125 T4, 2005, 24 (Supp.2): rain; Interim risk guidelines[ R]. Hong Kong: Geotechnical En-
5543 —5548. gineering Office, 1998:. 1 —15.
[7] FBBLHH. SERERmg) B R dpvs 0 9 Kk e S simi [ J]. /K [15] ANCOLD. Guideline on risk assessment. [ C]//Tatura; Austral-
SCHL R T ARHL R, 1994(1): 13 —15. ian National Committee on Large Dams. 2003: 24 -30.

(8] BRULHL, RRLUMG, T MRPEIK fin R R T
Evaluation Method for Probability of Rockfall Hazard

Gong Shangqing', Ye Sigiao'*> and Yang Wei’
(1. Institute of Geotechnical Engineering, Chongqing Jiaotong University, Chongging 400074, China;
2. Postdoctoral Workstation of Chongqing Bureau of Geology and Minerals Exploration, Chongqing 401121, China;
3. Jiangsu Transporiation Institute, Nanjing 210017, China)

Abstract: The evaluation of rockfall hazard would be consist of the possibility of rockfall causing hazard and
rockfall hazard seriousness, which will be characterized by the probability of rockfall death of human beings, and e-
conomic losses. Based on the current research of possibility of the dangerous rock collapsing and the possibility of
the rockfall reaching the threatened area, the probability of rockfall will be calculated by rockfall’ s probability a-
bout caving from the slope, reaching the threatened area, hitting on the stricken body. Though probabilistic analy-
sis, it will be a quantitative evaluation method. Combining the risk level study on dam and landslide with the char-
acteristics of rockfall, the method will analyze the vulnerability of stricken body, set the acceptable risk level of
rockfall hazard and give the proposal risk level of victims and economic losses. Applied to the rockfall hazard evalu-
ation at Caidigou rockfall point of Wanzhou in Chongqing, the method shows that it can quantify degree of rockfall
dangerousness, solve the problem of how to evaluate the rockfall hazard and provide basis for rockfall mitigation.

Key words: rockfall disaster; hazard evaluation; probabilistic analysis; risk level



