WA il 5 5l 10 ojladd /piie Jlo 550l 0> Capde doliimgly

il b e g (553l pgle ol
3] sig> o sulitagy

2 S99 axbly (59 SVl Gy, Slamslie 2L
(Oledo! ST 5u50] 095 15390 axlllae) (338 (o) s (gxaeiy

Uy I 5 T 58 g pele Ly Lo e

(elireza.ameri91@yah00.c0M : Jggue odiam 33) ¢ ylaeld oKD (yaoj pole 0uSild (yoydo 5 (ywyde Con i olKuild (g59058)90855 ¢ 5S> (gozmuiiils =)
Ol ((65)9liS gy g ijeel (Ol lojlw «lptuol (b mlio g (5570liS” Bigel 5 Clisizg 3 e (S g Ol cbblis Clidss yisy bolil Y
o)l oKL cyani pole oSl pwlid e 05,5 ¢ bolisl ¥
WYY el )b AFMNNY el fo b

EXV.CY
Sl 51 ool b s 3,5 OB (15380 (e @ oof (S Comliss > @ STy 09 Il gy ol 4
313 )8 dndS duly piio (ylgie Laau»,.d O S yy awidd GPS bb‘i’«'.w'.b‘ e Sldos 5 oWl o0 81,5 9199
3590 Jo (Piw Ll (61 (o) 580 (owej Y g (giludite sl (Vo) (380 comoj VY (33 como3 VYo S Slass
(ST, O (cad JSG camd S i a0 Joldd (W58 e )3 yige Jelge sBaY wow (B8 1,8 ool
0L g S grsi Caghy el @l pl o515 wdlpl 51 alols (S 51 alols wsls 51 abols ¢yl 650, (g5l
D38 S Jao 31 o3isal U G540 (a3 fge Jolgs 3 W3l (e oot Al 023,5 ad e OIS S iy
305 i 93 ) dhawglo oS oS (S WS g ) 93 e Sl AlE o lod 12355 oo (SlglyE S g axdly
3,55 duglio (g9 ol 3wl B Jue (g0l dls o y3 a5 b 538 oo b gl o oy liel Cua 93,8 gabald
Cawdy gl 93,5 duwlne 38 (o) Comvlus LGS gl Sove ) Colus g 8490 )5 oy ROC Jovie Ldlako
CJAVY g ( VF/E) +/VVE Gy @ andily (439 9 (F9lpd Comnd s JM0 (510 AUC yalile oS 33 i xiw L] 31 el
(P Ll Bleg il oo asBly (59 Je I Fmwlio (Jlglyd Comd Juo o 315 (LS gl onl s ailioe (YY)

[ Downloaded from jwmr.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-18 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147 |

1y ol adlaie 43 990 (w3 e (WO g Comlus Al jI ols lS oo 1) oS Culsy @illas

STg 0395 caxdly (959 (W95 c(slgl 8 Commd (g ¢ 38 (a0 ( GNAR 1glS s2jlg

Dby el 4B Spse ok slagiagh )bl
gl Clialie p JolS jobo 2 & Cnsl (A7 (o3, (5,50
5 il parass pilply wwl jlgil (old)lS il
Cul bl LSS @l 5 Gad Ojpe @ g
Sl s obel p aib (slabay blio ,o (FYOANY)
ailaie yulyw )3 (o) bl pd & Sloj ladd g bl o aels
ok w5ls b3 glal 5 Sab Cans 4 adlls 350
loiisy 550 s 5§ (OAY) e Ll b5 cazal
Ol g lalie p e (63945 b g Slpaiiae it gLl
g5y VL b s 6ylel Slasbes 5 olidylS 4yl
9 48ly 059 sy b daly 53 (B) WSbie (B3 (e
Sk 4 Sl 4B 90 (53h5 Sl Sl s
o) Coplus 48 and jghate 4 (F) ()1Sen g o5 oS
asdly ()jg YLl Jae g SleMbl (35)] 4o 93 51 034
o S 3 alols Jaloe 51 oozl b k08 oolizal
g anlpl 5l alols wwd Can wowd 4y (gl)] ( wlis
b 00,8 s GiiH e Comolue 4l ooyl dlold
Ow0j 3l oy AYIY g AYY sy 4 a8 o sl oLyl
I So gl ol (g ok sl adb ) b
o5 ) el 438,57 51,8 aBly (g 9 ML )] sl S
e pglate 4 oyl g5 )5 3 (VY) olSen 4
53,8 oMl (g )95 5 (03 (o) Caples il
ol (533 (305 £589 )3 g Jale W I Gimghy wl )
VAE ] 63 oS o0l olts ysSie e b)) gl e,8

EVRTN
Jolgs 5l (S glsie 4 ojlgen Jae il bl
Ol (YF) 00,5 o0 amds (gpudy golen 0dlS Woags
bty Lol sl anb slo il d e3> bhes ol o358
$2lS Gide 3 o il g (il eals wile Sldas plol
el @yle (38 cpoy (V) W8T mais 1y o) Wles o
(b oo Jold i odimd S dlge Sy
Lwg & ol 5 bslse b g Lesias (glazslil «SB
b33l (F)) Bgdion b als ulb cuomw & JB 590
Jold dwgn wr @ Sl e lunld axs
i) 35 Sl 5 s (G0)k) Sjglsyin slaauly
Jolos (FY) ttan Sl el 5 355 oole
(Bloo] bl (bl ooy bl able (o3usie
Sl g lgp g Ol ulidcsn) sl (S Candy
syl sl algie 5 4niliS Lol amely K ol
O Comslus 2B agg o Lol 1Y) Ked a3
Sy sl Spytaby pSeda s @ 534
ol gl wel)l8 gy oleie 4 ol 1 le o cdidion o
0,8 ool W35 e 5 b Jbo 5 s Slhls
At Cope sl wre (0 (03 (e 408 ag ool e
23ty dagladl (S5 Cutel pglite & B3 e
Sy 0SB 1Y) ol G lamo 5l clilis ¢ el
a8l gy b (03 (e Sl 4l 4


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147
https://jwmr.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-851-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jwmr.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-18 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147 |

VYA O3 e et (caaiag ) gl s g aBly (59 YLl slabg) slannlie o))

W ywg; 9 319
addlhe 390 ddlaio

R R S e T
2 05 Cawg Cauol 0030,5 2Bl laduol liwl 5l pysows
s ok $od9ixe, )> 9 0392 )Lim \FAM‘V RPNES
slodys 9 OV YA 7L 0V A 07 Jlilas
JSa) s A3 o VT b Y 8 e
05159 Gl —gaie )L 1) 5 eie> il ()
Sl (Wl (o) LB 4 4298 b )l )5 &y
anle 9 Sal (o ol bas 4 a8l adl jgeis,
oS (plled sloijlo ¢ Selyof )3 dajg Lo S
Sal (yle sl ¢ anl S (Sl slassly 5 556 (b
lasile @ by 15eglSS 5 Siw awle unglyd 4
LD (Sl cilowl wul i (lilad (oSS
Slgesy b olyod )l (5130glKS 5 9> ()9 4 bguye
5 oy Sloalyy doaisEl by wpie g o8 By
R @ Blite Gl yian Sl g Gl awle 5 (e
bgya QU2 soly 4 by jo (ig0id) (pyidin Al pol>
Ogeidy (pieS g Cal it (Bl Sl g sl
el ke Sl 5 cple slts EU ol 55k 43 bgsye

31°45'0"N

31°30'0"N

U~ L1 1Km
024 8 12 16

cax (VF) G 9 sl sud)S dply aop
Sl )98 9 GIS 1 (23 (o) sl (saiing
P8y » Fop Jole N0 iaghy ol )3 03,8 odlitul (pj
slodSug) b abding g lolid adhaio 3 (553 (e
B oy yiadig oS D LS ol pols .cd )T ploul alises
£ o S s 423 e 5 51 85 sl e Jao
izl odle | alols 3 (siglyid ks b s iy
OB e slad ganaiy 5> (VA) olSer 5 g 38
5 ollyg 2y ol (i ()98 Sl Ma )9S )
w9l slagbyy lawlie Qb1 4 (YV) of)Ken
W dntg S (SglE s 9 St (g5 0ol
4 (V) o)Sen 5 (ghoomo il (B3] (e Sl
aBly (59 9 sied pamed «(Slghd Cum (glagsdy) duslio
OlidlS 'tw‘)su’»ﬂijwwww
dl)ladl,\)sMJMJxM) 5 ol dy g AB Doy
ol 3 Gue Ll Kos sl Jde 4 Caws oYL LK
Cund g asdly (g slagbyy lamlie (b)) ek
W5l ool b (5530 (o) Jlad oy dig e (Sgli3
03l cwd Cheed (o)) olib Lol e
diolh ¢ JuS 5| Alols canl gl 1515 canl ol 51 alols cughs,
5 GBS iy, (S5 csigsid (sl sl s ]

byl

lii:k.z
:"“3-"_ o em =6
RIRT S TS B T Y B TR )

| ﬁﬂi{h‘f e

Low : 1857

adllas D)0 adlaio 5:/.&.'3?0 -\ JSw
Figure 1. Location of the study area

@l pl 5l alold wogb, adls wwd Cas wcwd ol
sl el sl ) dlols ¢ S ) alols canly] oS15
i)l 2990 cd JSB g (AL by (a3ld «(siolsd
it (B3 ey sl o U] ey 2 5
LIl oo Clas 4 65908 0l 333 bl oo
5 ololid 5 bl ogge olon clouSe ;] odlizl
il (2l b Se jpuds @b @b})‘ st 4
Ol badds dply Gyas i 35 ddlaie I Jlie
2 ol (e A I asle Gimgdy ol )3 eoliul 3)90

S o9,
PRl O3 ) g9 0 Pee Jelee ool
o oghte s Cusl jlad cpl dliyg) (eabaing dlye
S ool b ddlaie > (333 (305 £959 ) Sge Jelgs
(YAND) iy Olaiods dalllas g (gloylonle pglas pands
]a...’x.a pLl 4.‘09)),0 db:d.w.o.s 9 L;iLwL.w
‘wl.uu u,ul.wl » ..\JJ)S @99) AreGIS10.2 ‘)B](:)J
& ol odlaiwl (glndigy g g (Sllllas ddlaie Cuxdge

Gl bl (3 oej shad ganaig plate


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147
https://jwmr.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-851-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jwmr.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-18 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147 |

AAR

oslizal elis) oghy oo Sl s S5 255 e (1)
(P JSa) 5

S b cuns (iSej (51 i piSe) oSd oS1y
b jiS 0 o515 dx .l iyl 0> Colue 4 aaaly]
e glaglb iy G g (Bl (6 pdded Sl Juiy
5 oozl | iSn; a5 w515 4l L(FY) aly oo el
by add plojle Vibeeer 098y (Sl S g add
(Y JS5) 13,5 aues ATCGIS lases )5 jauiS

b iS0; aSus jl alold and @ iSa; aSus jl alols
aids lojlw Viderre 058y (B See8 add | eslawl
¢ Reclassify 4 Distance xlg Jlosl 5 g5iST gyl
oo > o o34 ey iiSTy ads b ol 5,8 Union
(A JS3) 135 s ArcGIS

3 il ol wle sl clacalled mools ) alols
B ed 3ble 3 (B ey A3y belse (ke
)‘ oalazwl b ol )1 dold asss (\a) .)J)fu.c Cguo
2945 S Glojlo Vil v v 0098y (Sl g98 Al
o5 Union 4 Reclassify 4 Distance mly Jlosl o
and ArCGIS Lo ;5 b o33l e (iiSy aids b ol
(8 JS) 5,8

3 55 o5 583 0 omiee G5 oS 1S} Lol
Vilowooo ol ey Al g9y jl adlaio gla JuS
S alol gy 4Y cgjlo 008 Jl o oS 035 gl
ISK5) w08 ans AreGIS o jo WS 0 JuS
Ine

o) o £989 0 ()l S (9% i) s )
2 e dml )lge Sl gyl 3 5 (Vo oF) ol S50 (353
Q) Caol o sy oyl Gep el copo; jl oolazwl g
el sloylanle pand odiis oyl ganadl julol p
i Coro JyiS g alypue 05k s ETM+ cuwid ouds
(0 JS5) 4005 g e (1) 5,05

el el ol gaie Jldle g (owlidime) isTelgn)
o E95 e § S Cuaglie 9 (5)luly > BB
soaie & (F) 3900 (B33 (o) £989 et > 5 SL
oslizl V:Veeeos olidope; 4kl aY ol gl sl
Y JS) w8

.. Al Z & N &

NDVI jlaie ¥+ 5 Jlo ETM# 005 53,5 a5 p0 (s
2 oblS b ylp wadls laie 4 S M duwle
(W JS3) (¥+) 0 oolizal o 5] nan]

WA il 5 Jla 110 ojladd /piin Jho 550l 0> Ca e dolidmgly

AREERE u»l.\.a.o Jp u;‘}{b LSLR’L)‘&L AR U“’La"“
b ool sl aids Nideeer ulde b B8l )Sesr s
CussST) ETM+ (cholgale ppolas g ViVeoooe ko

ol 5o edlawl dyg0 ;eS8 VY L3 3 b e (Yo 08 Jlo
Cunl 00 ol ] Sl and 0955 5 Limgy

Oloie 4 adlaio o eyl @l ibp pdaw 1 gl
(\‘\‘) 39»)(_;0 [SPwwC ) dlb)ﬁl‘ UKP .)L’>U| 0 )Jyo J@LG
ly i858 &b o515 Olie 9 Uly) cua Jolo
Vildowos u.‘il)fyy Ad )l odlawl 1) ‘3“5@ J/WS
JHe iy Y ol (2bogy 9 )9S 5yl 4 (lejl
(¥ JS) ol 04y )5 ags (wMS 0 pd elas)l 008,
ORIl ol dlse ol b oSS G el Gy s
Gl odgr WS > £o8g 0 1) 15U o pud o i diold s
sl Gials &S adaw ccud asly Lialiel L L(VY) o)l
b plPl lanies g (Hpl (S ) by i
st G553 5 By 3 yiaS gl slmaials ol
Jde 59y 51 ArcGIS10.2 Lo o s asds (V)
0, Reclassify jgiwd b Gugw ol bl i)l 008,
Jop & Slulwe pl gle W25 auddl WS
) ; (¥ JS8) 2o
‘uL.‘Bl )9 uslﬁm )»lJ c.).dh.)uluu s S HEW S
Cuol calire glacgs o)l g S g p)5 sladl
AreGIS10.2 )l38la 5 51 ooliiwl b cand Cga alis (YY)
o w35 4w (DEM) (ol cagd) Jae (55,
3DAnalysis ¢4 Surfaceanalysis 43 jl 4 & g0
G g a5 B 00)S |yl 1) Aspect 438 4 bl |
{F) 2235 48 G5 w92 9 06 w52 G Jlod
ojg 1) ead (g Comsd & 035 il 5 Sy 55
e mi97 il et (s (asld )08 o iles o
Aoy Aogs 48 Sl o5 I iy o 3 ST gl
(YR) Wb e dnle LB Y
TWI = In (Ag/tan 8) ()
2 cud LS P g gl ojes colus AS o o oS
3o i |y SWlas
&S Gl cpl il S awlxe ((Curvature) cus JSUs
yia b (CONVEX) Lo pdaw S 5l pasuiio yiso L
5hoolatul b adew S p2d5 g i .l (Concave)
SNl i > Jgie Sy boks e Jolsd
o) bzl (IS gbas 900 (s (GIS) (oLl

ol log jd (yahe) (dhie g (o) Cute polie o

1- Topographic Wetness Index

2- Normalized Difference Vegetation Index


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147
https://jwmr.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-851-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jwmr.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-18 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147 |

Vo O3 e et (caaiag ) gl s g aBly (59 YLl slabg) slannlie o))

o SPISVE L SCM0E g —

=

La ) Ay qud

|
j | i
| | |
! | |
| |
z. 0-5 R L |
S 1530 £ >3300 f &
S 30-45 = ®<2500 12
= 3300 =
ml -5-15 — | lemy
| @45 @ 3000 !
' @ 2800 I
036 12 18 24 | o e % gh- 1
TUUSIOIS0E s R (e nBM ey 0 |
51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E
b 4t Y S5 ool Slib 4t Y S
Figure3. Slope map Figure 2. altitude map
51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E, - 51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E

| B i Qadld
:z: TWI z
5 s =
5 o3 3
- 8-10 -
| @10-15
|
I KM
036 12 18 24 BEEEH | i
51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E 51°150"E 51°40'0"E
Cugb) a3l ail 0 S o g Akl ¥ JSS
Figure 5. Topography wetness Figure 4. aspect map
51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E
51°15'0"E S51°40"0"E Y S "l
P i N | Tk |
! I |
' . I |
]| aal i a8 [ |
| GoASa S ?—3: e JS ; :
Ll @>72 S s :
s @7 Fiooo 1
B72 m e |
1' 5.5 [ |
| 4.2 | [
| KM : KM :
036 1218 24 AeeSE® 0200 | a6 L 1624 TN . .. .. ..
51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E S1°15'0"E S1°40'0"E
anlpl oS15 adss - S s JS5 4 -5 S
Figure 7. stream density map Figure 6. Plan curvature map index

31°40'0"N


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147
https://jwmr.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-851-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jwmr.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-18 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147 |

A

WA bl g 5leg N0 oyled /i Jlo juul 050> Capto daliimgy

51°15"0"E 51°40"0"E

51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E

:_ ___________________ : | y :

| g |

| ada ) Alalh g A aluald ,
7 2 Bl s $
5 <500 [ B W00 =
S ©500-2500 . F 1000-1500 1
=l @2500-5000 | & ©500-1000 15

| 50007500 L ®>1500 .

| " | I |

lr— — KM {* I ' — KM |

036 121824 WEGEH 00 | lo36 121824 N 00000 !

51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E 51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E

|

|
|

|

| P BTE L

odly 5l alols ass A IS5
Figure 9. Distance from road

S1°15'0"E 51°40'0"E

st i
el

036 12 18 24

31°40'0"N
SN o A 0. S

51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E

G_.zl,l el s VY S
Figure 11. Land use map

51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E

(AL lidiy padld

NDVI ’
0-0.2

@036 - 0.2
0-0.31

036 12 18 24

51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E

$2bS Lide (adls add VY S
Figure 13. NDVI index

anlpl 5l alold ais A JSo
Figure 8. Distance from river

S51°15'0"E 51°400"E

A— =

@ <3500
5000-10000
3500-5000

31°40'0"N

|
|
|
|
L >15000
|
|
|
|

T sPaON

S1°15"0"E 51°40"0"E
5 alols Ve S5

Figure 10. Distance from fault

S1°15'0"E 51°40"0"E

31°40'0"N

&
4
=
S
—
Lag]

31°40'0"N

SI1°15'0"E 51°40'0"E

R
Figure 12. Lithology map


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147
https://jwmr.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-851-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jwmr.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-18 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147 |

VoY O3 e et (caaiag p> gl s g aBly (59 SVl sla by, slannlie o))

Asleys 5l eolatel b cas cuwdd (gloloale slaoals
W s 058 4y S oo bl g Wilodd yewds ENVI
Combso (35> 2l lley plxl b s dspe
asds & obj ey b GPS oKy 1 eslaiwl b i34
3 odd plols (53 daeVV e o 5L (VF JSE) el
dae Ve odaw (o34 eej dde ¥F dalllas 590 ddlais
o3 ooy 2de YA g il Kiw dxe YA (glojyls by
Gla (55 e 3l laiges (V) UG joadl o on8

ol 0a 031y ioled Sy iy o3 &y

Sy o JUl 55 ome; 0 S8
Figure 15. transition Landslide in west of vanak

Shoeolawl b lwl jelaie ol 4 Q) 20,5 0 eolatul

il 5 Jole a Jotxe clagjy (V9 V) sladlal,
20,5 o dumlee )l 4 bgyye

()

W = log. [P (B|IS)/P (BS)] (")

Wit = log. [P (Bi|S)/P (B|S)]

2 okg 4 5 Cgrmw g 398 bulgy sy S pobaie 4
ool 2l (s Lled 5 (Y0) 235 0 )l (0 5 F)
Owej 3 sanai shaie 4 Jelo ja (dlp (FY) Ly,

(Y5) 8,5 ;1,8 oolazul 590 o 33)

o s30T 4
ooyawd g OledMbl 5 ua bl (iSTy, slaadas
DSl sladid X5 e arg (e slagplie )
Jaod g 4325 )3 (5998 y9e95 Clalllan ) ol bawgie
bl 53 5 (Vo) G553 o) slagSUl g eyl ladlaie @ jgs
Ome) Sy 9y (bl byl jglale 4 ey WL
sl b3 lgl (0y] )3 4k & )l )8 o3
dabis glon oo pWSe lanl o Slalllas odgums ;o 03y &)
OEmen g (@Swgpl gy 4 VFeee ulide L

51°15'0"E 51°40’0"E

31°40'0"N
ESTDSLER b L b, R
31°40'0"N

51°15'0"E 51°40'0"E

La,u»),.l o) STy ks —VF S
Figure 14. Inventory map

andly oj9 Yl o9,
aly bzl (b Sl b (WOE) asdly (59 (b,
2 (F) A5 02ld drwgi Jdre (sladiins BlissT o olwlid
Copmlus (@bl Ghmogy iz B 5> by ol 41335 and
Q) ohlsen 5 LS canl oni d‘*ﬂl"}"uﬁ}"‘l B3
Om ) Neddjyl gyl (do b Jleasl 3Ll a8 Gadixe
BBl g clie Jelge (B9 ofg Ml Jld ganaiy
Bl Ly 6o Al et > o Jle I
sladie jI (o plgie oS (V1) Canl jome 03l (o3,
il Cunl oss aslis as (0,5 B j5 g 4 las
265 oo o ((brd) (B g ((brd pf) LS Sl
3y9lp yolaio &y L_;?lf sodly &8 Sboj ybgy ! 5 (YY)
b s (bl 3okl Jatue Glegsge wd Cucnl

(1) (39 b ol el g =) Jpir

Tablel. Four possible combinations of a potential landslide conditioning factor

A o) > D el
sy Npixl Npixz
> pis Npix3 Npix4

(Npixl/(Npixl + Npixz))
(Npix3/(Npix3 + Npix4))

NS S5 > i o Sy S Ny il g &S W = log,
i) - (ks S > b3 gl Sy JS i) iNi,
i) Ny M S S b Sy
Sy B slaJuSy slas) e S gla Sy w;
M) (4 S b fuSy JS 3a) Ny (oS

()

-1 (Npixz/ (Npix1 + Npixz)) (%)
(NPiX4/(Npix3 + Npix4))



http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147
https://jwmr.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-851-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jwmr.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-18 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147 |

Yoy

olatwl Jao clib SS& cds ol slp b
3 Jre coma b (omiw sl jglate 4 (1 Jgia) 23,5 o0
5l ROC Gowo (YY) w08 ookl ROC oo
Wl (s Cmogad @l ) Loy, cppal,s
@l Joe €8s plie o Cuslapiuns Gapin 5 Jl
ROC (ixio 5 gaws (FAXD) &S o 251, (o8 50
3 s (it ey e Sl 398 oeal TAUC o
0318 ) @by Cunyd o35 3 ol Uly ey Gk
o) E89 pas) ) g8y pas g (55 (e £959)
i)l Sl (ROC (oia) (i £ ol ol (U253
b b e o5 el Gple sbsie 5 S

(N) 28l oo S (o0 it

» Foe Jelos 9 03 Omej o LS I Jol> gls

Peslawl bl 51 <o e 31 Gl 9 (23 (o)
o8 &I Y Jgd )3 (Slgld o 5 asbly (459 slasty,
YO+ 5l S glasyl oS ol i gyl ) ol gulis .ol
B9y > al o3l olaidl 39 a1y by o yide e
(VIOA) asdly yj5 gy 0 9 slstel (VIAY)  Slold s
OB Omej s Cales (e )] RISl
polie (3elgnd odimd i adse pl &S Canl 4Bl ials
Sl 5 el (glacs ) Stwd 5 Y olelis) 3 dilai
35 4 Iy slael eVl aeps YOl 5YL ol oS
2 kel (FIVE XIFY) oy 4wl o olaisl
Ol e (L g asBly (59 9 (S1gl8 s sla by,
Salp o8 ced 3 b R (B (e 4 Sl
Soxs Jl b pglie Slagys & Cunl (Jype 4 gy
pal ddlaio )3 1) (B33 (e £989 Lulyd g 0392 45 jxe
anlyd 55 0b; s slacws o Jlis o ol 03,55
O £y sl BB SB g e e S0y ol
S amd e Ui b S iy 98 (o b B3
O el (VYO VOV b cwiy & oy Jlad s
Caa o > & sl antly (53 e g8 0 1) 56
Jled Cap p3 pde Casb) 392 9 I3 bl (b5
S e Ol b JSB ) Jols s bl )8
@b 580 5Ll (Y/AY VAV b s 4 Cdze slacad
i Slgie Jolo nl g conl atdly (B33 (e £989
CuwdV I JUi) sl )8y 5 2l Sen 55 3L
alols claygiSE )y il asly 4 cand ol @ 0je>
€989 50 o b (e o3l aAlols b a8 sy Lis ools
Bee 5l yieS WS &5 sk 4 Wb (BRI 3 ()
E589 0 1) b oy i jlatel (Y/AY F/¥0) b iy 4 e
oS ol ol gasge ol ol el anily (i3 e
dabis Joley o 500 Ojle 4 g b Cundg ool
29 Syl 329 & 90 S Shp g e )
celi g 2o 3y Lol L ol ol el is
daly Kgdiee o3l s So3p 3 S o) GRIF

WA il 5 Jla 10 ojladd /piin Jlo 550l 0je> Capde doliimg}y

S o Jusy slas) ~(add Sy (B33 sladuse S5

(oS
€ =W~ W] )
Wrina = C/Sc (V)

039 Wrmal st 9 Cuto slagyjy Jolis :C ol yo oS

L ﬁ‘){ &S Cuwl .))‘MLL»I d‘)wl :5;_' 9 04 .))L\S‘.L’.wl u)LQ‘)
bl ite g Cute slagyy 5l S pa il i
913 Comid o9,

g Lot (e o) ple (oS LS (Slgl s
1 Slege Laseda |y ol 5 8,06 Gilise cla pite
S 53 3 5103y Camd (Slglb o 35 (e
g odel Cuwd 4y b yiia) S 4 Cuns IS ,50 sla S
o ddhis Colue JS 4 Cuws (oM maw Cuns
2 b sy 25 e b caled 3 035 (o0 drle
dibaie JS & Cons oW 0 Colue 25 W
oo jo18 o IS Slglp s adlllae )90
F ol uln Gl cuns awlxe Jolye 33,5
ool 0 oyl A dlasly > (533 13 Fae sla Sl

_Gp) _E

FR=4 -1 (")
B oM yo > sl i claJuS sl A oy &S
S JuSy 2l :C ojex JS (o853 sl JuSy ggene
JS ol Db 3 Sge slayess S WS 5
2 oo olsy dop B il e dibhis S gl uSe
Colue (i 2o)> F g g0 (slaygiSl 5l WA o 2
029l Sy sl Ml e Colus JS 1 NS 5 e
2 5B el B3 (eeg 215 & ol a3l
(V) (3 daly) 33,5 oo gon ;555 L GIS Lo

LSI=%(FR); (i=12,...,n) @)

FR ) ey 3, Jwily asls LSI o 5 a8
el (399 5155 ggeoma N 5 )5S Jlglyd s
Wao ot

iy Slo 2559 gove ool b iy oyl 4o
5 (FR) (sl cad l o3lizl b 5 (s, como (ROC)
Oon SSE cE (SCAI) wwd Joho s asls
9 o 2390 SlolB s g asdly (159 slade > Clik
Oism Jio b sl 4Sal & 55 b 235 1B 1
odlatwl (gandigy jo & D903 odlal u)hbuu)aj Ol.o.h 5l
Jde lat sl aopd Ve (i34 bla o 51 (V) wiloas
(Ve) €855 )13 olisal 3,90 Jaa (bl 1y 22yd Ve
S ) (YY) A s lg¥ oo |y Jo gaisands ¢d>
i o > (559 s Cols o (FR) gl Conn
589 Jbd gy Clib I G Colus do)d Cus
Cuol addo ya 50 03kl 561 ola o358 Mo pd a4y 538 e
Sodan b Ss ) ke i &S asls 95 4 (F0)

1- Frequency Ratio

2- SeedCellArea Index

3- AreaUnder Curve


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147
https://jwmr.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-851-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jwmr.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-18 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147 |

VoY O3 e et (caaiag ) gl s g aBly (59 YLl slabg) slannlie o))

bl o35 g Lol S i pasls | ool
Jlanl by cod SBgaaisly, o S alS by
9 oShie LS Lidey b @ble 5 (5 (e S,
LS b 1y 353 o) goBy Jlein] op S (IS
2 eSS 5l ol pls oyl cdllas (YY) i

ol 0a 03ly L Y Jgae

56 03 owes ehy b anlyl g JuS 5l Aol (sla)sste
Gk a ik el Gl Heslh il
&S amd o i JuS g wldg, wils l dols wyp
Fo 0w Gl S g 0 Bee yia Ore Sl S sla S
Slo o8 Sl sl (23 ouej £589 )3 |y 8L it
2 el JuS g anlpl sl o b (53 () (Stasor

S99 asdly 59 (SYLoinl o Sl ekl b (3340 bl g Sge Jelos 1 S o oy bl -V Jouo
Table 2. Spatial relationship between each landslide conditioning factor and landslide by WOE and FR models

— G. . "
12 s — A N
: & { : G uy = = o = Y 8
L k& S i 2 ¢ 8
Yo .< d-FAAY A7R% A YIAY AR —/eY -IY¥ e e ofen Y/0A
YO+ o=YA+o AQQAYY YA/+0 o A R4 AR Nied e ofee e VY'Y
% YAeo Yoo YAYYAY \Yd \& VA —/\Y N4 /v e e e vy
= Yooo XY ATYVY. \7A) WY \IAY —\A o[- —/YY e ofen e =V/vY
YYee> VAAYD A4 Y - IV¥ —/v¥ o[e¥ —/YA e ofen e Y/AR
Jles YYYAAY VF/AY VV/AY <IN —/Y\ ofey — /Y0 o[e¥ ofeN AR — /A
Gy ot Yo 005 WIYA VY/A¥ A4 —/-¥ ofee /¥ o[e¥ ofeN <IYA —\s
E Gyb YAYYOR a/sA VISA VY AR —/-0 -I¥Y e ofe\ R < Jv&
%‘ G Cgix VAV a/+) MY/ VYY .y —/eY -IYY RN ofeN AR vy
' i YFIFVO YW/ VY/AY \ o]y e e o[ev ofeN <IYA — /sy
g YVa. oy VF/A. WYIvs Y —ee]ey RS —/-q o[-5 ofeN IYY — /XY
Y g all
(Y:r w0 wn
%{ N 5’ - g —~& jul = = 0 o
A2 & Fo-f -y 3 § § ° 3 37 8 g
g‘ -~ ~
Oyt Y¥A) - WY NYS JEY ¥y /-0 —.Joy S\ o/ -IvE BY/S3
Oy Sl YYESV- WY VE/SA V7 SEERY) SR WY I ¢ -yy o5 A A VY.
Yo. < FYYARD YY/YY YY/AS v/ o[-¥ —[-Y o[-5 /Y /oy -IY. -IvF
(g YO — 0. FVAYY - Yo/o¥ \O/5 - RN ¥ Y — 5\ /-0 A At —v/vY
N Beee =)o FAYASY YO/AY Yv/ov A% o5 YR o/-A /¥ A AR pig
£ Veoor —=N0ees V£V0AD AsY \o/5- VAN NI —/-¥ /2% /-0 A -5 Y/o¥
“ Ve e o> V8- 0 SISA SIEY N R VA YR Y oo LIya YN
! 4S8l by e g, TAAF Y YV/YY NYS ¥ - /a¥ -\o RYRY <\ of\ <IYF —¥\§
J:‘;;P_g),,l;,_;&i \SVE. A oee s e e YN e e RS YR
Galie oS Sal Siw YoPAY Va3 AN Jos o o —/0A \ ofee \ —[dA
Sal Ko 74 \SIVY YNY¥ W <oy YA -IEA /-y A AR Y/YY
Oole s Sal YYEYS ¥y vIvE VYA -lov —/oY N <Ny e NArd Vg
e AYAY 150 ofes e ofes e Y N ofes s o RYRY
&l ojly Sal K ¥Fo-5 YI¥A ofee ofee ./ ley YA ¢ ofes ofee DAY —-IY0
Gpolia oS Sl Siws FESY- Y/YA VIvE Y/-A Y —/-0 ANS VY e NAvd Y/YN
o8 ) B3gy Slgw, Ao -If5 NN e ofes o —ofe ofee e ./ YN
% |0glSS 5 Sal \Va-FF a/vo VE/SA Vv -/fo Ry -0y o[5 A -Ivy VA
ol YAV Y/-0 oo ol o B —/eY oo o Y — /Yy
&l w539, Ly AVYYYD FZIN oo e o o[-5 /-5 oo oo A —IV\
Sal g1 jelss \INGYA) AfY Y/sv JFE /Ay o[-0 —+/AA A o -/o /vy
ole 9 Sl Siw YAVSVA WV/EY YIVO NAsi —V/¥E A —\oy XY ofes RINN —Y/sY
Sslowl oyl YYSya Vs /a4 Y/ay V-5 YN 4 A -IYo e -/0 Y/VF
e g 15aglSiS o« Sal \SEeY Nov yY/.y \IN% -/a¥ A A /¥ o[y Niss /vy
Sal Glosws b 1peglsss YEI¥D \/va <Ay AR /¥ ofes —/¥F \ e \ —Iv¥
o238 (gl peglSiS £0ay A e e ofee e o] e e AN ¥
> _Ys Y VYD Iy e e e YA YA e e NN YN
g /Y= A-¥Y . ¥Y/AF YA/BY AT aY —\A oY A VAR —/ay
= =¥ V- OFVS- o8Iy SNV VA NN Y AR A ooy AR RN
Y/v< OADVY Y/\Y V/AY S0 oy A —-Jo¥ -/0 oo <IV\ —Iv§
12 YIN=¥/Y FAM-Y /.Y ¥/0% YAV AN -\/¥0 .Y o -/f0 B IAV
. ¥/Y = 0/o YYOR¥- YAIVS Ya/¥o A A —/N o[-y /Y A RARY DAY
3% olo—vIY £eAAVY Yv/05 YV/EN VA NAN IRy Nl /-y A AT VY
vIv> VOASYY Aoy \#[0) V/a¥ -I55 —/-A /Yo /-0 A A y/ay



http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147
https://jwmr.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-851-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jwmr.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-12-18 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jwmr.8.15.147 |

) WA bl g 5l V0 o los /i Jlo jusul 059> oo doliiingy
Y Jods aobl
% © o
E:_ & g - g % u = 2 9] Q
£ & oS¢ -g 2 F F oz 3 8 3
£ x

w2 el e el FYYOM  YY/aY NYS AL T NEANY SN ey Y YA
J3ead g gy TESAYY VABY \O/5- BN VAN ooy A Y R R D Y | N A

% Syo b olelis)| INSATAS YY/o/ AV/A- Y/a) N /A N A YRS SRRV S R AL 720}
= 2L o)) lies FEVAOY YY) WIS oA e f0d S NY BV [N Y Y YIFY
& Sr ol ye AOM i oo . oo oo mefee e e A e
w J3e2d ye YYE. \IYS \iia AN ofen —/ey o[y ofen ofes ./-a AT
Slel giye OFA-- y/ay /Ay AR TR YAY oY VA \ oo \/- AN
ér’@&@u]w‘)} VEYES A4 e ofee e e ) e e e efeA
e dee< FAORFR YEIFA N2 YIf6 V-5 -/¥\ /vy /N ofeN MY YIAY
N Bes — YO+ SOVAYE YF/A Yo/sa AN Y EdA L NRY 2 SRV A UYL A N VAV
é{ YOeo —Qeee SEVNSY YOINE \ -IV¥ A A AL AN B R Y AL Y AL S v/ Y2
= Beve —VYOe- SYSA YIYY NY§ /¥ AN /-0 /¥ AN XY WYF YV
N FADY - - Yo/ AIYs XY NF </¥\ Y R A T P Y S S VAW
6—10 ¥o-¥-y Y¥/-0 \Y/AF SOy =5y <Y A (AN O SRV PR JIYA YISy
g \O— Y. TYAIAD Y./ \a/s. DA i /-0 Y B S R N AT A VA
Y. — ¥ YESYAQ WS \Y/aA¥ VIV Y By AR I8y VS Y R YA NS Y/a5

fo> YISV \SISE YV Y/ Y7V i \IYY Y2 B O R ALY 7 74

<A 455y N \IvS VY Yy - /00 SN[ Y Y/va
4 AN FEVEVY YEAY  VY/ey A =Y /ey YAV Y 2 SEY RS WYL § S
S Ve -0 FAASY \Dird a/\y S0 —e/As Y — /Ay /N SN Yy YIAY
V0> N4 y/ave Y/s5A VYD SNY O —e]e -IvY DA IR R /b /¥y

g J YAVOIA \O/¥D Ya/vs \/¥D N A YAV <IAY D Y A YA Y/a¥
. JIINY \YOOY-d  SV/.Y YAISY Y xY -/¥¥ Ry A7 NNRY R WY P WY AT G- VAR N
ﬁ? i TYAAAN N7l YY/-y V)Y YA SR bY Iy VRS Y R YA A VAN
3 ey Yooy YVIEY  YOIVA DLVIRY % § oY SRy AT 2 SERY R WY AT Y| v 4
L3N Bev—Yeon FAAAY - YIS Va/vy JVE =Y o/+A AL TRY S SERY RS UYL § Y/ y
by Veor)O YYFES WY A4 <A —/\. o[y —/\Y Ry ol DAL I\
§ >\ Yavyay ALVZY SR AVA v RV 4 SEY =Y -Jos DR Y A YA Y/5A

UL,

3174

31300 N

chwgie obj obj (b N &y 4 (V- ¥UF) b
saig | ol mls 03,5 o o5 (LS g o5
JSB > Gyl s gy 3l esliel b (533 (e ylas
odd o3y ol (VW) S5 5 asdly 59 (bsy b g (VF)

S1F1S0"E T1OWMNE S1°450E
£
=
tr.
I
lt",
I
I
I
£
1=
=
b
|=
I
Km
_________ o 03 1 18zt !
51°15'0"E SI30°0E S1%450"E

asdly (59 Obg) b (sdnaigg 4 VY S

SN

3174

31300 N
G
S
¥

9 083 (w5 £989 53 Fgm ST (g S Sl o

o2 b Gjy glaadd jsShe Jelo sl oIS > o oy
bl g 83 e Culas oled AdE 5 00D ren
VB Y Lulyy @b Jlghd cons 5 addly (55 slois,
ShcwsSd ol p jefde il e W35 Jolb

SI150"E

S1°MIOME

J145'0N

3173000A

Km

ey
B (R B 12 18 24

51°15'0"E STE30ME 51°45'0"E

(S S gy b ssting 4285 15 IS5

Figure 17. Landslide susceptibility map produced by WOE model Figure 16. Landslide susceptibility map produced by FR model
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Figure 19. Trends of FR Index in models
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Abstract
“In this s_u%Y, Vanak catchment because of high sensitiv_i(tjy to landslide was selected. Then
with geological, topographic maps and field survey, Landdlide hazard map was prepared using

GPS as dependent variaples. A total of 110 landdides were mapped in GIS out of which 77
(70%? locations were chosen for the modelinfg ﬁurfoose and the remaining 33 (30%) points were
used for the model validation. Then layers of the [anddlide conditioning factors including slope
de%ree, dope as#)ect plan curvature, atitude, lithology, land use, distance of road, distance of
fault, distance of drainage, drainage density, topographic wetness index (TWI) and Normalized
Difference Vegetation Index (NDVI) Caculated. The relationship between the predisposing
factors and the landdlides were calculated usi n? weights-of-evidence and Frequency Ratio
Models. Finally, the susceptibility map was classified into five susceptibility classes: very low,
low, moderate, high, and very high. In order to verification, the results were compared with
landslides which were not used during the training of the models. Subsequently, the Receiver
Operating Characteristic (ROC) curves were drawn and the area under curves (AUC) were
calculated for landslide susceptibility maps. Results obtained from validation showed that AUC
for Frequency Ratio and welghts-of-evidence models are 0.917 (91.7%) and 0.890 (89.0%),
Therefore, the results revedled that the Frequency Ratio model is more suitable than the
wa?hts-of-evldenc_e model. Finaly, verification indicates satisfactory agreement between
resulted susceptibility map and existing data on landslide location.

Keywords: Freqéjgncy Ratio model, Landslide, Vanak Basin, Weights-of-evidence, Zonation
mo
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