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Abstract Because of the existence of a front stable rockmass
barrier, the failure pattern of an oblique inclined bedding slope is
conventionally recognized as a lateral rockfall/topple, and then a
transformation into a rockfall accumulation secondary landslide.
However, the Jiweishan rockslide, Wulong, Chongqing, which
occurred on June 5, 2009, illustrates a new failure pattern of
massive rock slope that rockmass rapidly slides along apparent
dip, and then transforms into a long runout rock avalanche
(fragment flow). This paper analyzes the mechanism of the new
failure pattern which is most likely triggered by gravity,
karstification, and the processes associated with mining activities.
A simulation of the failure processes is shown, using the modeling
software, FLAC3D. The results show that there are five principal
conditions for an apparent dip slide associated with an oblique
inclined bedding slope are necessary: (1) a block-fracture bedding
structure. The rockmass is split into obvious smaller, distinct
blocks with several groups of joints, (2) an inclined rockmass
barrier. The sliding rockmass (i.e., the rockslide structure before
movement) exists along a dip angle and is barricaded by an
inclined stable bedrock area, and the subsequent sliding direction
is deflected from a true dip angle to an apparent dip angle; (3)
apparent dip exiting. The valley and cliff provide a free space for
the apparent dip exiting. (4) Driving block sliding, which means
the block has a push type of effect on the motion of the rockslide.
The “toy bricks” rockmass is characterized by a long-term
creeping that induces the shear strength reduction from peak to
residual value along the bottom soft layer, and the sliding force is
therefore increased. (5) The key block resistance and brittle
failure. The pressure on the key block is increased by the driving
rockmass and its strength decreases due to karstification, rainfall,
and mining. The brittle failure of the karst zone between the key
block and the lateral stable bedrock occurs instantaneously and is
largely responsible for generating the catastrophic rockslide–rock
avalanche. If there was not a pre-existing key block, the failure
pattern of such the inclined bedding rockmass could be piecemeal
disintegration or small-scale successive rockfall or topple. The
recognition of catastrophic failure potential in such inclined
bedding slopes requires careful search for not only structures
dipping in the direction of movement, but also key block toe-
constrained condition.
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Introduction
On June 5, 2009, a huge catastrophic rockslide–rock avalanche
(fragment flow) took place under a mass up to 60 m thick at the
crest of the Jiweishan Hill in Wulong, Chongqing, China, with a
long runout length of 1,500 m. Seven million m3 moved towards
the valley, disintegrated and covered an area of 0.47 km2. An iron
ore mine was obliterated, with a loss of 74 persons (Qiang et al.

2009). This catastrophic slide occurred in a sequence of coal
measure strata. The sole factor responsible for a catastrophic
behavior was the apparent bedding orientation.

This massive rock slope with oblique inclined thick bedding
structure is widely distributed in the southwestern carbanite rock
areas of China (Yin, 2008) and the failure pattern is convention-
ally recognized as lateral fall or topple with a short runout
distance. That is, due to the existence of a front barrier of stable
bedrock, the rockmass laterally falls or topples first and
subsequently accumulates on the lower gentler slope, and then
converts into a rockfall accumulation secondary landslide
induced by overload, rainfall, or other factors (Fig. 1). The
Jiweishan Hill area has also been recognized as a rockfall risk
zone since 1994, and many mitigation measures have been
undertaken to reduce the rockfall hazard. These measures
included the establishment of a monitoring warning system, the
relocation of the village of 300 citizen in 2005, and the closing of
the road within the risk zone several days before the occurrence
of the rockslide, avoiding an estimated 1,000 injuries or deaths.

Unfortunately, the risk zone prepared by the local govern-
ment did not allow for such a large catastrophic rockslide–rock
avalanche (fragment flow), and one this size was not expected to
occur. In assessing the means for mitigating geohazards for The
Jiweishan village, there have been four deviations from the
planned scenario that occurred: (1) the failure pattern, was not a
rockfall but a rockslide–rock avalanche with long runout; (2) the
sliding direction did not occur in the predicted easterly direction
but instead, progressed in a NNE–NW direction; (3) the volume
was not 0.2 million m3 but was actually, 7 million m3; (4) as for
runout distance, the length was not the predicted 100 m but was
much longer, at 1,500 m (Fig. 2, Table 1).

The instantaneous failure of the smaller front rockmass is the
main reason a rapidly moving, rockslide was subsequently
triggered. Many scholars have studied the stability of thick-
bedded rockmasses in view of a primary, or “key block”. For
example, Hoek and Bray (1974) put forth the concept of
“keystone” and emphasized its controlling role in the stability of
total rockmass; Shi (1981) presented the mathematical criterion
for the stability of a key block by combing set theory and
rockmass structure; and Yin et al. (2000) proposed the ideas and
methods for stabilization of the key block.

The above studies mainly regard the key block as a separated
wedge, but in fact, the instantaneous rupture of the key block
along the karstificated zone and the sliding of “driving rockmass”
along an apparent dip exist, as in the example of the Jiweishan
rockslide–rock avalanche. Hungr and Evans (2004) distinguishes
block slide with toe breakout (toe-constrained slide) that some
structurally controlled rockslides exploit discontinuities which do
not daylight at the toe, so that the rupture surface must break out
through the rock mass and the behavior of these slides depends
on the rock strength, similar to the distinction between slow
slumps in weak rocks and collapses in strong rocks. Of special

Landslides 8 & (2011) 49

Original Paper



concern are slides involving a combination of a steep planar weak
surface and a short toe breakout zone in strong rocks. The extent
of the disaster caused by the rapid long runout avalanche is very
difficult to predict. Hungr (2006) proposed that runout estimates
are preferably derived by an empirical approach, calibrating

simple rheological models by means of back analysis of existing
cases.

In spite of that, the knowledge about the mechanism of a key
block for apparent dip sliding of a declined bedding slope is
incomplete. Herein, the failure pattern for an oblique inclined

Fig. 2 Layout map of the expectant rockfall and the real rockslide–rock avalanche (fragment flow)

Fig. 1 Schematic diagram shown
oblique inclined bedding slope
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thick bedding slope is studied by analyzing the geological settings,
the influence of mining, and finite difference simulation by using
the software FLAC3D.

Geological settings and mining
An oblique inclined bedding slope is a particular pattern of
inclined bedding slope in which the creeping and sliding direction
of rockmass is changed from the true dip angle at the beginning
to the apparent dip as a result of a barrier of stable bedrock in
front of the slide(Figs. 3, 4 and 5). Generally, the tendency of the
layer is between reversed slope and inclined slope and the dip
angle is less than the gradient of topography. This massive rock
slope has a typical “dualistic structure” with rock complexes of
higher strength overlying those of lower strength, i.e., the steep
rigid rock layer of more than 100 m at the upper part and gentle
soft layer of less than 15 m underneath. In geology, the slope
mainly occurred at the two wings of NE fold axes formed by Late
Paleozoic carbonate formation with a dip angle of 15~35°.

The typical structure pattern of slopes has been studied in the
Three Gorges area of China (Yin, 1994). The slope is made of so-
called coal measure strata. The thick-bedded limestone with
intercalations of six types of carbon or argillaceous shales is cut
with two sets of near-orthogonal vertical joints and a set of soft
material layered into huge blocks like “toy bricks” with a volume
of several to 10,000 m3. The thickness of the shale soft layer
intercalations varies between 10 and 30 cm. Beneath this, is a shale
stratum containing coal, iron ore, or bauxite with about ten or

more meters thick that has been often excavated out in the course
of hundreds of years of mining (Fig. 6).

The structure of the slope in the Jiweishan Hill is the same as
the above mentioned slope (Fig. 7, see also in Fig. 5). The detailed
descriptions for formation of The Jiweishan Hill from top to
bottom are as follows:

1. Maokou Group (P1m) of the upper part of the Lower Permian
System. It is made mainly of gray thickly bedded micro-
crystalline limestone with a thickness of about 50 m.

2. Qixia Group (P1q) of the middle Lower Permian System. It is
made dominantly of dark gray and gray medium-layered
bituminous limestone with a thickness of 90~130 m, inter-
bedded with calcareous shales.

3. Liangshan Group (P1l) of the lower part of the Lower Permian
System. It is composed of hydromica-claystone including
hematite, with a total thickness of 10~14 m and an iron ore
layer thickness of less than 2.0 m. The P1l stratum is exposed
at the foot of the eastern cliff.

4. Hanjiadian Group (S2h) of the lower Medium Silurian System.
It is made of grayish-green silt mud shale.

Figure 7 indicates that the Jiweishan Hill is a cuesta, with a
height difference of 450 m and a slope gradient of 20~40°. The
attitude of bedrock is N 75° E/345°<21~35° with intercalations of
multi-layered carbon or argillaceous shale.

The slope is fractured by two sets of dominate steep joints with
smooth interface. One is a “compressive joint” parallel to the strike

Table 1 Comparison of the real occurrence with the expectation of the prevention preparedness of geohazards

Expected result Real result

Failure mode Rockfall Rockslide

Runout 100 m 1,500 m

Sliding direction East North

Volume 0.2 million m³ 7 million m³

Fig. 3 Deflected angle between true
dip and apparent dip of oblique
inclined bedding slope
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of bedrock with an attitude of N 85°W/185°<75°. There are spaces of 1
~3 m between the rows and an extension of 10~20 m for the joints.
The other is “tense joint” vertical to the strike of the bedrock with
smooth-jointed surface that has an attitude of N 13° W/77°<80°.
There are spaces of 0.8~2.5 m between the rows and an extension of
10~20 m for the joints.

The sliding rockmass (i.e., rockslide before failure) of The
Jiweishan Hill was cut into “toy bricks stacked on the inclined soft
cushion” by two sets of joints and a set of soft layers. There were
karst caves, sinkholes, and voids with themaximum diameter of tens
of meters, and additionally, yellow secondary argillaceous interlin-
ings adhering to the western side that obviously decreased the
strength of rockmass.

The mining activities in The Jiweishan Hill had existed since the
1920s. The mining area lies in the iron ore layer at depth, with a
thickness of 0.96~1.35 m (the average thickness is 1.12 m). For a long
time, the tunnel and gob areas have been excavated within an area of
50,000m2 which could affect the stress distribution and deformation
on The Jiweishan Hill to some extent.

Rockmass structure and pre-slide conditions for the Jiweishan
rockslide

Characteristics of separating planes
The sliding rockmass of Jiweishan Hill was separated from the
parent bedrock by two wide karstificated fractures containing
small caves infilled with clay materials and a sliding plane: the
rear boundary was Crack T0, the western boundary was Crack T1,
and the bottom soft layer was located at R2 (Fig. 7).

– Crack T0. It occurred in a straight line along the EW-direction of
the original tectonic plane with a length of 152 m and a depth of
60~70 m. A terrace was generated at the interface between P1m
and P1q which shown an obvious long-term tensile process. The
karstic erosion zone of the crack is about 2 m wide. It is inferred
that the crack is over 10,000 years old because within, there are
three dense karstic fissure belts that have developed.

– Crack T1. It occurred in a straight line along the NS-direction
of the tectonic plane with a length of 530 m and a depth of

Fig. 4 Oblique inclined bedding slope
of the Lianziya at the Three Gorges
(Colluvial landslide is formed by lateral
rockfall)

Fig. 5 Overview of formation of the
Jiweishan Hill (5 h before sliding)
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60 m. The karstic erosion zone of the crack is about 2 m wide.
Also, it is inferred that the crack is over 10,000 years old
because it contains small sinkholes and karst caves. Due to the
lateral slide of The Jiweishan rockslide, a chain of sinkholes
with a dislocation of 0.5~1.5 m along T1 crack was formed
under the unloading process and dozens of horizontal large
scratches with reverse-steps occurred on the surface of the
crack, and the large-sized indents can be seen at the lower part
of the crack as a result of rockslide scraping.

– R2 soft layer. It was the bottom sliding plane for the rockslide.
It was created by the long-period creep process of the
interbedded stratum containing carbon and bitumen, and
has a thickness of about 30~50 cm.

Characteristics of structure of sliding rockmass
The inclined bedding rockslide presents generally a “creeping–
shearing” failure pattern controlled by soft layers. Huang (2007)
divided this failure pattern of the slope into two sections: the

upper “driving area” (section I) and the toe “passive area”
(section II). Under the gravity load, the rockmass in section I slide
along a soft layer and the rockmass in section II is pressed and
cut by a process of shearing stress. As the reduction of the
shearing strength occurs, the sliding force is gradually increasing.

The Jiweishan rockslide had the same structure pattern. The
sliding rockmass before it began to move was similar to the
prismatic body with a maximum length of 720 m, a width of
152 m, a thickness of 60 m, and a volume of 5 million m3. The
prismatic-body-shaped sliding rockmass could be divided into the
rectangular-solid-shaped “driving block” and the triangular-
prism-shaped “resisting key block” (Fig. 8).

– Driving block. It had a plane shape of quasi-quadrilateral, with
a length of 480 m, a maximum width of 152 m, an average
width of 141 m, a thickness of 60 m, and a volume of 4.06
million m3. The block is made of Maokou limestone (P1m) and
Qixia limestone (P1q). Its eastern and northern sides were
intact, but the southern and the western were completely

Fig. 6 Profile map shown the relationship between the creeping of the sliding rockmass and the barrier of dipping stable bedrock along the true dip direction
(downslope dipping; section location shown in Fig. 2)

Fig. 7 Apparent sliding of the massive
rock slope along inclined bedding
slope

Landslides 8 & (2011) 53



separated by crack T0 and T1, and the bottom was discon-
tinued by the R2 soft layer.

– Resisting key block. This block had a plane shape of a triangle,
with a length of 240 m, a width of 130 m, a thickness of 60 m,
and a volume of 0.94 million m3. This block was made of
Maokou limestone (P1m) and Qixia (P1q) limestone. Its
northeastern side was intact and the bottom was separated
by R2 soft layer.

The resisting key block and the lateral stable bedrock were
not separated thoroughly due to the fact that Crack T1 gradually
faded away towards the north and turned towards the karstifi-
cated zone with a direction of N 21° E from north and a length of
273 m where the vertical karst pipes, sink holes, and fissures were
located. The maximum diameter of the karst pipes was over 3 m
and the voids were filled with brown-yellow residual clay. A
accumulated width of karst pipes was about 165 m that indicated
the ratio of the solution space length(165 m) and total length of
the karstificated zone(273 m) in horizontal was over 60%, i.e.,
only 40 limestone remained to connected (Fig. 9).

The key block obstructed from the driving block through the
following two manners: (1) a lateral shearing resistance supplied

by the remained 40% brittle limestone rockmass with an
accumulated length of 108 m and (2) a bottom sliding resistance
along the R2 soft layer.

Pre-slide conditions for the Jiweishan rockslide
Since 1994, the Jiweshan Hill has been listed as a geohazards risk
zone of by local county government, and the village-based regular
and simple observation has been undertaken.

Before 2005, the previous site of the village within the
geohazard risk zone was relocated to the new safe site. The
village had a population of 900.

In 2007, the special geological investigation on the
Jiweishan Hill was conducted since the heavy rainfall. The
result of the renewed investigation is almost the same as before,
but the mining area had not been encompassed inside of the
risk zone.

In the morning of the June 2, 3 days before sliding, Mr. Re
Guangmu, a monitoring person, watched the 1,000 m3-volume
rockfall of as it occurred near the front of the rockmass, i.e.,
the key block, and continued watching as the slide stopped
abruptly in the road, which was where the evacuated village had
been located within the risk zone.

Fig. 8 Geological model of the sliding
mass of the Jiweishan rockslide (before
exiting)

Fig. 9 Karstificated zone and brittle
rupture surface at the side of key
block (remanted after sliding)

Original Paper

Landslides 8 & (2011)54



Fig. 10 a–c Simulation results of
shear strain increment and velocity
under nature condition
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Fig. 11 a–c Simulation results of
shear strain increment and velocity
under mining condition
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Fig. 12 a–c Simulation results of
shear strain increment and velocity
under key block sudden failure
condition
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In the morning of the June 4, a day before sliding, rockfall
occurred again with a volume of about 3,000 m³ in the front of
the key block.

At about 9 a.m. of June 5, 6 h before main slide, local
governors and monitoring persons went to the risk site, looked
around in front of the key block and took three quick actions: they
set up a warning boundary to stop anyone from entering the area,
closed the road, and increased the monitoring frequency.

No one knew at that time that there would be a rapid long
runout catastrophic rockslide instead of a short small rockfall,
which is what was expected.

Simulation of the failure processes for the Jiweishan rockslide
The finite element method, discrete element code and finite
difference method have become powerful tools for simulating
slope failure. In this paper, the failure processes of the Jiweishan
rockslide are analyzed with the assistance of the modeling
software, FLAC3D (Griffith and Lane 1999; Itasca Consulting
Group Inc 2005). The sliding rockmass of the Jiweishan rockslide
could be analyzed by equivalent continuum approach while the
fractured blocks are equably distributed. FLAC3D is applied since
that is an explicit finite difference program to study numerically
the mechanical behavior of a continuous three-dimensional
medium as it reaches equilibrium or steady plastic flow. In
FLAC3D, the general dissection of the four bedding rockmasses,
two cracks, and one karstificated zone into zones is performed.
Each zone is dissected automatically by the code into sets of
tetrahedral groups.

FLAC3D also provides a description of large-strain deforma-
tion, involving large displacements, displacement gradients, and
rotations of the key block and the bedrock collapse at the margin.
None of the boundary conditions of the problem consisted of
surface tractions, concentrated loads and displacements, body
forces and initial stress conditions that are imposed as given. But,
a null material is used to represent the iron ore material that is
excavated at the bottom and the key block material that is
removed from the failure at first. The stresses within a null zone
are automatically set to zero. The two cracks and the karstificated

zone are regarded as interface elements that are characterized by
Coulomb sliding and/or tensile and shear bonding. Interfaces
have the properties of friction, cohesion, dilation, normal and
shear stiffness, tensile, and shear bond strength.

Modeling of the Jiweishan rockslide
By using FLAC3D, the natural evolution condition, the mine-
disturbed condition, the key block failure condition and the large
deformation sliding condition are discussed, and four observation
points 2#, 3#, 4#, and 5# are established at the western edge of the
sliding mass so as to analyze the displacement for different parts.
Figures 10, 11, 12, and 14 show the simulation results under various
conditions.

The Mohr-Coulomb yield criterion is adopted to simulate the
sliding of the rockmass. Because a non-specialized test was
conducted for emergency work, some of the physical and
mechanic parameters for the Jiweishan Hill rockslide of are
produced by a combination of analogy and back analysis. Many
parameters were cited by using studies of the similar Lianziya
unstable rockmass of the Three Gorges area (Yin, 1994). The
parameter values for the driving block, resisting key block,
separated planes (including sliding plane), and bedrock are given
in Tables 2 and 3. A null material model is also used to represent
tunnels and gob areas that were excavated due to mining at the
bottom.

Simulation under a natural condition
The rockmass creep is simulated along the R2 soft layer with the
attitude of N 15° W<21~35° under natural conditions. According
to the study on shear strength of the Lianziya unstable rockmass,
the peak friction angle for the soft layer is about 30.1°, and the
cohesive strength is 280 kPa. Figure 10a indicates the maximum
shear strain increment occurs at the bottom sliding surface of the
key block, with a value of 100~105, and the maximum value zone
of velocity nephogram appears on the top of the key block and at
the bottom of the sliding mass adjacent to crack T0, with the
maximum velocity of 1.50~1.56 mm/s. Figure 10b shows that the

Table 2 Physical and mechanic parameters for the Jiweishan rockslide

No. Rock type ρ (kN/m³) Φ (°) C (kPa) γ G (MPa) K (MPa)

1 Maokou limestone 26 25~30 200~500 0.24 100 200

2 Qixia limestone 26 25~30 200~500 0.24 100 200

3 Sliding mass 26 20~25 100~300 0.24 100 200

4 Key block 20 20~25 100 0.24 100 200

5 Mining bed 15 22 45 0.15 50 200

Table 3 Physical and mechanic parameters for soft layers of the Jiweishan rockslide

No. Soft-layer type Φ (°) C (kPa) Kn (MPa/m) Ks (MPa/m)

1 Crack T0 8 0 100 10

2 Crack T1 8 20 1,500 10

3 Karst belt 20 50 2,500 100

4 Sliding surface 20 200 2,000 50

ρ is bulk density, Φ is friction angle, c is cohesive strength, γ is Poisson's ratio, Kn is normal stiffness, Ks it shear stiffness
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displacement direction is changed from N 15° W to NNE–NE.
From Fig. 10c, we can see that the displacements of points 2#, 3#,
4#, and 5# are 10, 25, 100, and 600 mm, respectively, and it shows
that displacement of the rear mass (point 5#) amounts to 60 times
more than the one in the front part of the mass (point 2#). The
displacement result indicates that the rear block is driving and the
front block is resisting.

Simulation under mining condition
The mining activity has been in operation since the 1920s at the
bottom of the cliff. The thickness of the iron ore layer varies
between 0.96 and 1.35 m and the mean thickness is 1.12 m. The
mined-out area of the gobs, and tunnels has been excavated
within an area of 50,000 m2 (Fig. 2)

The method of backward, retreat mining was applied with the
mining rate of 85% and the roof was supported by the room and
pillar system. Mr. Jiang Wenfu, a mineworker from 1969 to 1995,
told us that the iron ore was over-mined in 1958 and the
deformation of the railway occurred in the #5 adit and some
rockfall happened nearby. Since then, the mining activity has been
stopped. The #3 adit collapsed before 1969. The #4 adit has been
stopped since 1985 and is stable. The #2 adit was mined from 1989
to 1990 and is stable. The #1 adit had been mined and also is
stable. Three days before sliding when the local rockfall occurred,
a special inspection group went into the #1 adit and found that
room-pillars, tunnels, and roofs were not obviously damaged.

The disturbance on stress and deformation of the rockmass is
simulated under long-term mining condition for iron ore under-
neath the cliff. According to the characteristics of FLAC3D, the
mined-out area, i.e., tunnel and gob, is setup by a null material
model. The maximum shear strain increment is still located at the
bottom sliding surface of the key block, but the value is increased
to 150~160 (Fig. 11a); the maximum velocity on the top of the key
block and at the bottom of the sliding mass adjacent to crack T0
is enhanced to 2.00~2.10 mm/s. The general displacement
direction is NNE–NE (Fig. 11b). However, compared to that in a
natural condition, the downward displacement component is
increased greatly, and at the front edge of the key block especially,
the downward displacement vector is nearly vertical, which indicates

the failure character. Figure 11c shows that the displacements of
points #2, #3, #4, and #5 are 50, 100, 450, and 3,600 mm, respectively,
indicating that the displacement of the rear mass (point #5) amounts
to 72 times the one in the front mass (point #2). Similarly, the
displacement result indicates that the rear block is driving and the
front block is resisting. Compared with the one in the natural
condition, the displacement at the driving block is increased from
600 to 3,600 mm, but the displacement at the resisting key block is
not obvious. Therefore, we can conclude that the sliding force of the
driving block is increasing step by step, and the strain energy of the
key block is accumulating gradually.

Simulation under the instantaneous failure condition of the key block
The deformation and translational slide of the driving block with
a volume of 4.8 million m3 is simulated assuming the instanta-
neous brittle failure of the resistant key block along the
karstificated zone due to the overwhelming driving force from
the back. The key block falls suddenly and the front edge of the
driving block loses its support (Fig. 12a). The simulation shows
that the maximum shear strain increment zone is generated at the
front edge of crack T1, with the value of 350~375 and the distinct
high-velocity zone appears at the front edge of the driving block,
with the value of 2.80~2.98 mm/s. The sliding direction for the
driving block mass is mainly NNE and the vertical displacement is
obscure (Fig. 12b). The displacements for points #3, #4, and #5,
with the value of 200, 480, and 4,500 mm, respectively, that show
displacement at the rear of the driving block(point #5) amounts to
25 times greater than the one in the front of the driving block
(point #3; Fig. 12c). The simulated result of displacement also
indicates that the rear block is exerting force. Field investigation
indicates that, a few days before the occurrence of The Jiweishan
rockslide–rock avalanche, obvious compression bulges and local
falls with thousands of cubic meters in volume were generated in
the key block. The simulation result above is seems to closely
coincide with the real situation (Fig. 13).

Simulation under the large deformation sliding condition
Without the support by the resisting key block, the driving block
with a volume of 4.8 million m3 rapidly slid and it dragged the

Fig. 13 Front bulge and fall of
resisting key block (5 h before sliding)
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Fig. 14 a–c Simulation results of
shear strain increment and velocity
under large sliding condition
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bottom bedrock at the margin due to its weight and mass and
force of collision. The rockmass of the driving block disintegrated
rapidly and fell from the perch of the cliff due to the open front
edge (Fig. 14a). The shear strain increment is still 350~370 and it
is unclear as to whether it changed, and meanwhile, and the cloud
contour of velocity is not obviously changed as indicated in the
simulation of FLAC3D. Figure 14b shows that the displacement
direction is dominantly NNE along the sliding plane and the
downward displacement is obvious. The field investigations show
that the bottom bedrock between the sliding plane and the mined-
out zone at the margin had collapsed, which coincides with the
simulation result (see also in Fig. 8).

2D analysis for factor of safety under a lateral resisting slide
For an oblique inclined bedding rockslide, the lateral disconti-
nuity plane is very important to allow for the change in the sliding
direction from true dip to apparent dip. The above simulation
results clearly indicate the sliding characteristic along crack T1
and the shearing characteristic along the karstificated zone
between the key block and the lateral stable bedrock. In order
to further study the slide-resistant characteristic of the lateral
discontinuity plane and the apparent movement of the sliding
rockmass under the lateral bedrock barrier, a simplified plane
model is analyzed by using the strength reduction method of
FLAC3D provides a given in that the control processing of the R2
soft layer is the same on the whole rockmass. Thus the factor of
safety (FOS) along crack T1 and the karstificated zone can be
computed. Similarly, gravity acceleration acted on the lateral
crack T1 and karstificated zone should be decomposed. If the
given dip angle of the soft layer is 30°, then the component
acceleration (gh) on the crack T1, and the karstificated zone
should be 0.5g, i.e., gh ¼ g� sin 30� ¼ 0:5g.

Generally, the slope failure is identified as having the
failure shear strain develop from the toe to the top of the slope
by reducing the value of c and Φ gradually until the slope
failure occurs, and the corresponding reduction factor is
defined as the factor of safety (Matsui and San 1992; Dawson
et al. 1999; Zhao et al. 2002). The user’s guide of FLAC3D

software specified that the “strength reduction technique” is
typically applied in factor-of-safety calculations by progres-
sively reducing the shear strength of the material in order to
bring the slope to a state of limiting equilibrium (Itasca

Consulting Group Inc 2005). The safety factor FOS is defined
according to the equations:

Fr ¼ arctanðtanF=FOSÞ ð1Þ

cr ¼ c=FOS ð2Þ

The computed results for FOS under the same four
conditions as the above 3D simulation are: the natural evolution
condition, the mining-disturbed condition, the key block failure
condition, and the large deformation sliding condition, and are
listed in Table 4. This represents the resistant sliding processing of
the crack T1 and the key block on the rockslide. When the key
block failure instantaneously occurs, the sliding direction is
deflected to NE and the anti-sliding force is almost zero (Fig. 15
and Table 4). It is worth pointing out that the computed FOS factor
for the rockslide here could not be represented as the conventional
FOS due to the missing of slide-resistant force on the bottom sliding
plane in which the component acceleration (gv) on the bottom soft
layer should be 0.866g, i.e., gV ¼ g� sin 60� ¼ 0:866g.

Rapid long runout movement of rockslide–rock avalanche
It was not imagined or taken into account that a rapid long
runout catastrophic rockslide–rock avalanche could occur at
the Jiweishan Hill, or even in the Chongqing area. The
overview of the Jiweishan rockslide accumulation looks like
an oblique long horn, with a length of 2,170 m, a maximum
width of 470 m, a covered area of 0.47 million m2 and a
volume of about 7 million m3. The volume of the accumulation
is 1.4 times the volume of the original rockmass of the
rockslide, that was about 5 million m3, i.e., the enlarged index
(Ie) is about 1.4 (Ie=/volume of accumulation/volume of
original rockmass). The accumulation can be divided into four
zones: the main rockslide accumulation zone, the rock
avalanche (fragment flow) accumulation zone, the rockslide
scraping zone and the scattering zone (Figs. 16 and 17). The
initial break up of a mass of falling or sliding rock occurs by
the opening up of pre-existing joints and other discontinuities
to form an assortment of blocks. As their speed picks up,

Table 4 2D factor of safety under lateral resisting slide of the Jiweishan rockslide (without R2 softlayer)

State Shear strength of sliding belt FOS Note
Φ (°) C (kPa)

Initial state Sliding block 35 150 1.71 Peak strength

Key block 35 200

Creep state Sliding block 23 100 1.13 2/3 peak strength

Key block 23 140

Critical state Sliding block 23 100 0.96 1/3 peak strength

Key block 13 70

Failure state Sliding block 23 100 0.15 Key block is null model

Key block 0 0
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Fig. 15 a–d Simulation results of
shear strain increment under 2D
lateral sliding condition
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collisions between these blocks and between them and the
substrate will occur and they will begin to shatter (Hutchinson
2006).

– The main rockslide accumulation zone. This zone occurs in
the NE valley with an average thickness of 30~40 m, a
maximum thickness of 60 m, a length of 800 m, and a
maximum width of 470 m. It was generated by the direct
deposit of a high-speed sliding mass at an elevated position
when it terminated. It is mainly composed of stone blocks of
P1q and P1m limestone, with a maximum long-axis length of
30 m and a volume over 15,000 m3. The huge blocks were
strongly karstificated, which showed the weak characteristics
and the active groundwater acting on the rockmass before
failure. The rapid runout sliding mass violently crashed into
the opposite side of the valley about 500 m away from the
area that caused the following three effects: huge blocks were
disintegrated and smashed and as a result provided abun-
dant material for a long runout rock avalanche (fragment
flow), the opposite slope was scraped, inducing some rock-
falls and rockslides, and the vegetation was destroyed by an
air blast.

– The rock avalanche (fragment flow) accumulation zone. After
the collision, the broken sliding mass turned into a fragment

flow and continued moving with high speed. With the energy
dissipation, large blocks stopped at the main accumulation
zone gradually, but the sliding materials with relatively small
grain size continued moving ahead, causing the formation of
the rock avalanche accumulation area with an obvious
streamlined characteristic.

– The rockslide scraping zone. During the process of rapid
rubout of the sliding mass, the convex isolated hill at the right
side was stripped away. Meanwhile, a NE-strike hill lying at the
front edge of the shear terminal area was carried into the
rockslide accumulation zone. Because of this added supple-
ment of the scraped rockmass, the actual accumulation
volume should be larger than that of the rockmass in the
accumulation area.

– The scattering zone. This zone was mainly located east of the
source area, predominantly consisted of isolated large stones
and overspreading broken stones and fragments, with a
thinner accumulation thickness. Influenced by the powerful
airflow during rapid sliding, the vegetations in this area was
blown down and flattened, with directional array.

Discussion on the mechanism of apparent dip sliding
Based on the above analysis, it can be concluded that the failure
mechanism of the apparent dip sliding of the Jiweishan rockslide

Fig. 16 Layout map of thickness contour of the Jiweishan rockslide–rock avalanche (fragment flow)

Fig. 17 Profile map of the Jiweishan
rockslide–rock avalanche (fragment
flow)
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is as follows: first, the thick-bedded limestone was split into “toy
bricks” by two sets of joints and the bedding composed of carbon
soft layers; second, the sliding force of the driving block was
gradually increasing while the shear strength was decreasing due
to the inclined rockmass which crept towards a true dip of NNW;
third, due to the barrier of stable bedrock, the driving block
deflected into an apparent dip of NNE and destabilized the
northern supporting rockmass, which is the resisting key block;
finally, the key block failed instantaneously both for the reasons
of the increase of shear stress from the driving block and the
reduction of strength and stiffness of the key block under the
long-term karstic processes and mining disturbance.

Noteworthy is that the thick-layered structure of the rock-
mass and the key block to resist are factors that are necessary to
be in place, for this event. In fact, for the thin layer structure “toy
bricks”, successive lateral fall and topple is easier, and if no key
block exists to resist, the sudden large-scale rockslide, it is
improbable that such a large rockslide would occur, and instead
the expected occurrence of the small-scale translational rockslide
and rockfall would take place, due to the excessive separation of
the rockmass and the suitable inclining angle of the soft layer.

Hungr and Evans (2004) identifies a translational rock block
or wedge slide (Type C) of massive rock slope failure and
proposes that a simple translational sliding failure results where
major weakness planes exist, dipping at or near to the slope
direction. The weakness plane may be a weak direction in an
anisotropic rock mass and other two planes may combine to form
a wedge failure. The cases of the massive rock slope failure are
common in moderately folded sedimentary rocks, particularly
carbonates. Many similar cases have been researched in China.
Prof. Liu et al. (1995) put forth the concept of “apparent sliding
force” by studying the failure mode of Lianziya unstable rock-
mass, in the Three Gorges area; Dr. Chai et al. (2009) proposed
the “toy bricks” factor for slope deformation under control of a
rockmass structure; Prof. Shi (2006) advanced the method of
considering joint polygons, cutting joint blocks, and finding key
blocks for a generally open surface.

Therefore, based on aspects of this research cited above, the
following five conditions must exist for the apparent dip sliding of
an inclined bedding rockslide (Fig. 18).

– A block-fracture bedding structure. The rockmass is split into
obvious distinct blocks with several groups of joints, similar to

“toy bricks” and is separated from the bedrock with at least
three sets of large boundary cutoff features, such as, large
joint, fault, and a soft layer. The structure of force mechanisms
of the “toy bricks” will evolve from a network to a tree
configuration, and then to a line shape due to the unbalanced
movement. This indicates that the stability of the rockmass is
decreased step by step.

– An inclined rockmass barrier. The sliding rockmass along the
dip angle is barricaded or blocked, by the inclined stable
rockmass and then the sliding direction is deflected from a
true dip angle to an apparent dip angle.

– An apparent dip-related progression of the slide. An open space,
such as, valley and cliff, exists for the sliding rockmass to progress
along an apparent dip. The results of the FLAC3D simulation
shows that the driving block movement is toward the North
along Crack T1, but the direction changes and turns toward the
Northeast near the open space especially, and downward move-
ment is predominant after the failure of the key block.

– The driving block sliding. The “toy bricks” rockmass move-
ment is a long-term creeping that reduces the shear strength
along the bottom soft layer from peak to residual value, and
accordingly, increases the sliding force.

– The key block resistance and brittle failure. The pressure on the
key block is increased by the driving block and the strength of the
key block is reduced due to karstification, rainfall, and mining.
The brittle failure of the karstificated zone between the key block
and the lateral stable bedrock occurs instantaneously and are the
major factors responsible for generating the catastrophic rock-
slide-rock avalanche (fragment flow).

Conclusions
Taking the Jiweishan Hill as an example, a new failure pattern for
inclined thick bedding rockslide–rock avalanche (fragment flow)
is studied and introduced here, by analyzing the geological
structure, and the destabilizing iron ore excavation factor. The
failure pattern was then simulated by using the software FLAC3D.
The result reveals that the five basic conditions exist for apparent
dip sliding of an inclined bedding rockslide. It is important to
model the triggering mechanism of the instantaneous failure of
the rockmass, and model both physical properties, those being
that the sliding force is increased by the driving rockmass and the
fact that the strength of the key block is decreased. It is worth
noting that the mining activity associated with the iron ore layer

Fig. 18 Conceptual models of
apparent dip sliding of oblique
inclined bedding rockslide
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(with a thickness of 2~5 m, at 100 m underneath the sliding
plane,) must be given further consideration as the mechanism of
the mining-related trigger, and must be further studied.

As a result of the knowledge gained through field analysis
and modeling for this rockfall, raising awareness about these
conditions through education and a possible warning system is
one option for hazard mitigation. As there is already a risk
analysis for the area, the possibility that it could be revised to
reflect the new information is suggested. Also, the option of
stabilizing the key block through engineering methods must be
given consideration by local government and/or community
decision-makers.

Acknowledgment
The authors are sincerely thankful to Profs. Min Wang, Fengjun
Guan, Yuan Liu, Runqiu Huang, Qiang Xu, and Liqiang Tong and
Dr. Shengshan Hou for their valuable help in this study.

The authors also express our gratitude to Professor Lynn
Highland from USGS for her time on English editing of this paper.

References

Chai B, Yin K, Chen L (2009) Analysis of slope deformation under control of rockmass
structure. Rock and Soil Mechanics 30(2):521–525

Dawson EM, Roth WH, Drescher A (1999) Slope stability analysis by strength reduction.
Geotechnique 49(6):835–840

Griffith DV, Lane PA (1999) Slope stability analysis by finite elements. Geotechnique 49
(3):387–403

Hoek E, Bray J (1974) Rock Slope Engineering. Inst. of Min. and Met., London
Huang R (2007) Large-scale landslides and their sliding mechanisms in China since the

20th Century. Chinese Journal of Rock Mechanics and Engineering 26(3):433–454
Hungr O (2006) Rock avalache occurrence, process and modelling. In: Evans SG et al

(eds) Landslides from Massive Rock Slope Failure, 243–266.© 2006. Springer,
Netherlands

Hungr O, Evans SG (2004) The occurrence and classification of massive rock slope
failure. Felsbau 22:16–23

Hutchinson J (2006) Massive rock slope failure: perspectives and retrospectives on state-
of-the-art. In: Evans SG et al (eds) Landslides from Massive Rock Slope Failure, 619–
662. © 2006. Springer, Netherlands

Itasca Consulting Group Inc (2005) FLAC (fast Lagrange analysis of continua) slope
user’s guide (Version 5.0). Minneapolis, Minnesota

Liu X (1986) Discussion on the mechanism of Xintan landslide. Rock and Soil Mechanics
7(2):53–60

Liu C, Shi T, Zhang M (1995) On the Mechanism of deforming-cracking on the segment
of cracks T8-T12 of Lianziya cliff dangerous rock body. Journal of Engineering
Geology 3(2):29–41

Matsui T, San KC (1992) Finite element slope stability analysis by shear strength
reduction technique. Soils Found 32(1):59–70

Qiang Xu, Xuanmei Fan, Runqiu Huang, et al. (2009) A catastrophic rockslide -debris
flow in Wulong, Chongqing, China in 2009: background, characterization, and
causes. Landslides, online first

Shi G (1981) Method of geometry analysis on rockmass stability. Sci China Ser A 4:487–495
Shi G (2006) Producing joint polygons, cutting joint blocks and finding key blocks for

general free surface. Chinese Journal of Rock Mechanics and Engineering 25
(11):2161–2170

Yin Y (1994) Geo-engineering and anchoring design on Lianziya dangerous rockmass.
Geologic Press, Beijing

Yin Y (2008) Landslides in China-selected case studies. China Land Press, Beijing
Yin Y, Kang H, Zhang Y (2000) Stability analysis and optimal anchoring design on

Lianziya dangerous rockmass. Chinese Journal of Geotechnical Engineering 22
(5):599–603

Zhao S, Zheng Y, Shi W et al (2002) Analysis of safety factors of slope by strength
reduction FEM. Chinese Journal of Geotechnical Engineering 24(3):343–346

Y. Yin ())
China Geological Survey,
45 Fuwai Dajie, Xicheng District, Beijing 100037, China
e-mail: yyueping@mail.cgs.gov.cn

P. Sun : M. Zhang : B. Li
Key Laboratory of Neotectonic Movement & Geohazard,
Ministry of Land and Resources,
11 South Road, Mingzuxueyuan, Beijing 100081, China

P. Sun
e-mail: sunpingcgs@gmail.com

M. Zhang
e-mail: zhangming8157@sohu.com

B. Li
e-mail: libin1102@163.com

P. Sun : M. Zhang : B. Li
Institute of Geomechanics,
Chinese Academy of Geological Sciences,
Beijing 100081, China

Landslides 8 & (2011) 65


	Mechanism on apparent dip sliding of oblique inclined bedding rockslide at Jiweishan, Chongqing, China
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Geological settings and mining
	Rockmass structure and pre-slide conditions for the Jiweishan rockslide
	Characteristics of separating planes
	Characteristics of structure of sliding rockmass
	Pre-slide conditions for the Jiweishan rockslide

	Simulation of the failure processes for the Jiweishan rockslide
	Modeling of the Jiweishan rockslide
	Simulation under a natural condition
	Simulation under mining condition
	Simulation under the instantaneous failure condition of the key block
	Simulation under the large deformation sliding condition
	2D analysis for factor of safety under a lateral resisting slide

	Rapid long runout movement of rockslide–rock avalanche
	Discussion on the mechanism of apparent dip sliding
	Conclusions
	References




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


