532 55 9 W s+ Vol.32 No. 9
2011 49 A Rock and Soil Mechanics Sep. 2011

XEHS: 1000—7598 (2011) 09—2798—05

ETHRESEESEKREHNRIFHR
REETUMEMR

£ wm, BHN N, kAhm !, Xk !

L EH RS GRBO TRE2ERE, B0 4300745 2. B0 ST =0 e DO T A HFIT b0y, 30 430074)

OB AW TRREATIIN, X I R R A AN IE MR, AR A B2 5, BRI, BRSNS kR
SERIAh, B RNRAN RIVEE M AT PR 7K AR ) BR8P M AT 9T o LA =0 7O P i DX B TR 3 3 S8 A T SRS, 43
BT KALAE 175~145 m [BJLL 0.5~2.0 m/d ZB4LINT 4 FIORRIVSIE I B B IS REE s T LUK R o FIfR e AR (LR
VPR ERER, BT A3 TR EE KR B 4 F F I R e MR A A . BETUR A, MK R Rl 16-0.107~-0.322
N, Rt B Ep &k, Hbfia B/NTHEIEERINZEL Wb Ma 7-0.644~-769.231 I, Bia H/DEETEENZES A2
WAHE; Ma 18 576.923~769.231 W], FE/KAL ISR E 2 IR D Mo 75 0.107~384.615 I, R a 518
EMR B WAHICHEAT S o L4k T T 122 DX T 33 1 M 0 TV A 5 o 1) I PN

*x B KR BB KEEYG EAKEMEREG Rt

FESES: Pod2 CERARIRED: A

Base on permeability of landslide and reservoir water change to
research variational regularity of landslide stability
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Abstract: During the trial operation of the Three Gorges Project, there are remarkable differences between the deformation of
landslides due to different geological conditions and permeabilities. Therefore, besides the geological structure, more attention should
be paid to study the regularity of stability variation of different permeability landslides under the condition of reservoir level change.
Taking the Huangjingshu landslide at the head area of the Three Gorges as the computation model, the seepage field of 4 landslides
with different permeabilities are studied as the water level changes at a steady speed from 0.5 m/d to 2.0 m/d. As the evaluation index,
reservoir water influence coefficient, the ratio of water level change speed to permeability coefficient, and stability change ratio is
proposed. And the regularity of stability variation is obtained under the condition of permeability and water level change. The results
show that when the reservoir water influence coefficient  changes from -0.107 to -0.322, the stability change ratio S is the largest;
and the S decreases as « reduces. When o changes from-0.644 to -769.231, the £ almost unchanged as « decreased. When « changes
from 576.923 to 769.231, the reservoir filling had less effect on the landslide stability. When a changes from 0.107 to 384.615, the
correlation of « and fis not obvious. It has some values for the landslide monitoring and warning in the Three Gorges reservoir area.
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Fig.1 Geological profile of Huangjingshu landslide
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Fig.2 Generalized calculating model
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Table 2 Calculation parameters of landslide stability
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Fig.5 Influence of permeability on the stability
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Fig.6 Curves of stability change with the water descend
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Fig.7 Curves of stability change with the water level raise
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