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Fig.1 Flow chart of rainfall-induced landslides hazard assessment
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Fig.2 Aerial imagery and monitoring layout of Nan-Shi-Keng landslide
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Fig.3 Regional geological map of Nan-Shi-Keng landslide
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Hydrogeological parameters of Nan-Shi-
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EEET] (kPa) 15 23.6 170
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FAFALE 035 0.42 0.39
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