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geometlv parameters

Definitions

MACE

[l4CEF

Height of landslide dam, from river bed to overflow point, AD

Characteristic height of dam, from toe of the dam to overflow point

The width of the triangular dam in downstream direction, E

The width of the trapezoidal dam in downstream direction, E'D
The width of the triangular and trapezoidal dam in upstream direction, DC
The width of the triangular dam bottom, EC

The width of the trapezoidal dam bottom, E'C

The width of the trapezoidal dam top, FA4

Maximum length of landslide-dammed lake, AG

Eiver bed slope

The angle of the triangular and trapezoidal dam in upstream direction

The angle of the triangular dam in downstream direction
The angle of the trapezoidal dam in downstream direction
The area of the triangular dam

The area of the trapezoidal dam
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