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Abstract: In this study, a two-dimensional numerical landslide model was developed to investigate
the effects of the amount of rainfall and lateral flow on induced slope failures. The Richard’s equation
was used to evaluate pore water pressure distribution in response to moisture content variations
induced by rainfall and infiltration in soil mass. The slope stability was then assessed using the limit
equilibrium method of slices, and the moment equilibrium was considered. Several hypothetical
cases involving various rainfall amounts and durations were simulated using the proposed
model to investigate the possible tendency toward slope instability caused by rainfall time-series
processes. After the rainfall conditions were analyzed, rainfall patterns were categorized as uniform,
intermediate, advanced, and delayed types. Furthermore, the lateral flows running through the
upstream and downstream boundaries of a slope were analyzed to investigate the lateral effects on
the hillslope. The results indicated that the lateral flow may increase or reduce the groundwater
table and, thus, accelerate or reduce the occurrence of slope failure. In addition, several rainfall
threshold curves that accounted for the rainfall amounts, durations, and patterns were developed
and appeared more realistic and to approximate real conditions more accurately than those created
using one-dimensional landslide modeling do.
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1. Introduction

Rainfall-induced landslides have posed a serious threat to human lives and property at many
locations worldwide. The rainfall threshold concept is commonly applied to landslide forecasting and
early warning systems to prevent the disastrous consequences of landslides that occur during unusual
precipitation events. Thresholds of slope instability can generally be obtained by using physical or
empirical approaches. The empirical threshold for landslide occurrence can be simply derived from
either the critical cumulative rainfall amount [1] or the rainfall intensity [2]. Caine [3] studied the effects
of rainfall intensity and duration. Several studies [4–6] have investigated the climatic effect on slope
stability by normalizing rainfall intensity to the mean annual rainfall amount. Govi et al. [7] developed
another frequently used rainfall threshold method that involves correlating the amount of accumulated
rainfall until a landslide is initiated with the maximum rainfall intensity. In addition, Glade [8]
considered the influence of antecedent rainfall on the rainfall threshold in landslide occurrences.

As mentioned previously, the empirical rainfall threshold for landslide occurrences has been
comprehensively studied to examine all of the possible effects of hydrological factors, including
the rainfall amount, the rainfall duration, the mean rainfall intensity, the maximum hourly rainfall
intensity, and the antecedent rainfall. However, physical processes, such as the hydrodynamic and
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geotechnical mechanisms, are not considered in empirical approaches to analyzing hillside failure, and
empirical approaches can be influenced strongly by site-specific conditions, especially the physical
and mechanical properties of hillslope materials. Therefore, several studies [9–12] have proposed
physical-process-based numerical approaches. Many researchers, such as Tarantino and Bosco [13],
Collins and Znidarcic [14], and Tsai et al. [15] have investigated shallow landslide models by using the
Richards’ equation and have extended the Mohr–Coulomb failure criterion [16] to describe the shear
strength of unsaturated soil. Furthermore, physical-process-based models that involve the hydrological
modeling of nearly saturated soil [17–19] have commonly been used for assessing rainfall-triggered
shallow landslides [20–29].

Tsai [11] applied the modified Iverson’s model [19] to investigate the influences of rainfall patterns
on shallow landslides in saturated soils caused by increases in the groundwater table. Tsai and Wang [12]
examined the effects of rainfall patterns on shallow landslides in unsaturated soils caused by the
dissipation of matric suction. Based on the one-dimensional landslide model, Tsai [11] presented
the rainfall threshold for representative rainfall patterns. However, one-dimensional modeling
cannot be used to investigate the influence of boundary conditions with lateral inflow and outflow.
Two-dimensional infiltration modeling has been combined with the limit equilibrium slope stability
method [9,14,30] to assess landslides, and the lateral flow and boundary effects were considered.

In this study, to reliably evaluate landslides, a physical–process-based model was developed
using the two-dimensional Richards’ equation and the limit equilibrium slope stability method to
simulate local hillslope instability phenomena. The mathematical basis and computational procedure
for the two-dimensional landslide model is introduced in the following sections. Using the established
landslide model, this study investigated the effects of rainfall amount and patterns on landslides.
The results revealed that rainfall threshold curves with various durations and amounts clarified the
effects of lateral flows on slopes and illustrated the advantages of using two-dimensional landslide
modeling instead of one-dimensional modeling.

2. Mathematical Basis

Infiltration flow is an essential triggering mechanism that must be addressed when studying
slope failure after a period of heavy rainfall. In this study, both saturated and unsaturated infiltration
flows were considered in evaluating pore water pressures by solving the two-dimensional Richards’
equation. The pore water pressures were then used to evaluate the factor of safety (FS) of a hillslope by
applying the Bishop slope stability analysis method. This study only focuses on analyzing a particular
site or a slope. The theory of infiltration equation and slope stability analysis are briefly described in
this section.

2.1. Infiltration Equation

The governing Equation [31] for calculating the groundwater flow in response to rainfall
infiltration on a hillslope can be obtained using the Richards’ equation with a local rectangular
Cartesian coordinate system as follows:

∂ψ

∂t
dθ

dψ
=

∂

∂x

[
Kx(ψ)

(
∂ψ

∂x

)]
+

∂

∂z

[
Kz(ψ)

(
∂ψ

∂z
+ 1
)]

(1)

where t is time; θ is the moisture content; ψ is the pore water pressure head; and Kx and Kz are
hydraulic conductivities in the x and z directions, respectively, in a function of soil properties.

A solution of Equation (1) was obtained using the appropriate initial and boundary conditions.
Regarding an initial steady state with a water table of dZ in a vertical direction, the initial condition in
terms of the pressure head are expressed as

ψ = Z− dz (2)
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where Z is the elevation. The boundary condition subjected to rainfall intensity I at ground surface of
hillslope can be expressed as:

I = −Kx(ψ)

(
∂ψ

∂x

)
sin(α)− Kz(ψ)

(
∂ψ

∂z
− 1
)

cos(α) (3)

where α is the slope angle. When the ground surface is saturated, the pressure head ψ of the ground
surface is equal to zero; thus, the boundary condition can be expressed as

ψ = 0 (4)

Solving Equations (1)–(4) requires a relationship among pressure, moisture content, and hydraulic
conductivity. For isotropic soils with respect to hydraulic conductivity K = Kx = Kz, the function of the
water retention curve proposed by van Genuchten [32] was employed in this study:

S =
θ − θr

θs − θr
=

(
1

1 + (ξψ)N

)M

(5)

K(θ)
Ks

=

(
θ − θr

θs − θr

)1/2
1−

[
1−

(
θ − θr

θs − θr

) 1
M
]M

2

(6)

where S is the degree of saturation; Ks is saturated hydraulic conductivity; θs denotes the saturated
moisture content; θr represents the residual moisture content; and ξ, N, and M are the fitting parameters
(M = 1− 1/N).

2.2. Slope Stability Analysis

The stability of slopes is commonly analyzed using the limit equilibrium method of slices [33]
and based on a consideration of the moment equilibrium of soil mass. The soil mass is subdivided into
a number of vertical slices that exhibit a width bn above an assumed circular slip surface (Figure 1).
The maximum shear stress τ of unsaturated soil acting at the lower boundary of a slice is related to the
total normal stress σ according to the Mohr–Coulomb failure criterion [16] and is expressed as follows:

τ = c′ + (σ− ua) tan φ′ + (ua − uw) tan φb (7)

where c′ is the effective cohesion; φ′ and φb are, respectively, the angle of shearing resistance and
friction angle with respect to the matric suction; and ua and uw denote the pore air pressure and
pore water pressure, respectively. Evidently, when the soil is saturated, ua and uw become equal, and
Equation (7) reverts to the classical shear strength of saturated soil as follows:

τ = c′ + (σ− uw) tan φ′ (8)

Equations (7) and (8) are used to evaluate the shear strength of soil in physical models based on
hydrological modeling in nearly saturated soil [17–19].
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Figure 1. Slope of Bishop slip circle.

The shear stress acting on the lower boundary of a slice is assumed to be τ/FS. Hence,

τ =
1

FS
[
c′ + (σ− uw) tan φ′

]
(9)

The equilibrium of moments relative to the center of the slip circle can be expressed by equating
the sum of the moments of the weight of each slice relative to the center of the circle to the sum of the
moments of the shearing forces at the bottom of the slices. The depth-averaged unit weight γ in a slice
can be expressed as

γ =
1
h

∫ h

0
[(1− θ) · γw · Gs + θ · γw]dh (10)

where Gs is the specific gravity of a soil solid, such that the weight of each slice is γ · h · b. Therefore,
the equilibrium of the moments can be expressed as

∑ γ · h · b · R sin α = ∑
τ · b · R

cos α
(11)

where b is the width of each slice, h is the height of each slice. If all slices exhibit the same width, then
the FS can be derived from Equations (9) and (11) as follows:

FS =
∑[(c′ + (σ− uw) tan φ′)/ cos α]

∑ γ · h sin α
(12)

In Bishop’s method [33], the force transmitted between adjacent slices is assumed to be strictly
horizontal. According to the vertical equilibrium of a slice,

γh = σ + τ tan α (13)

When using Equation (9) to calculate the shear stress, the following expression is obtained:

σ

(
1 +

tan α tan φ′

FS

)
= γ · h− c′

FS
tan α +

uw

FS
tan φ′ tan α (14)

This expression can be substituted into Equation (12), yielding the following FS:

FS =
∑

(c′ + (γ · h− uw) tan φ′)

cos α(1 + tan α tan φ′/Fs)

∑ γ · h sin α
(15)
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When using Equation (12) together with the shear strength of unsaturated soil given by
Equation (7), and assuming that the pore air pressure is atmospheric, the FS in Equation (15) can be
expressed as

FS =
∑

(
c′ + γ · h tan φ′ − γw · ψc tan φ′ − γw · ψp tan φb

)
cos α(1 + tan α · tan φ′/Fs)

∑ γ · h sin α
(16)

where γw represents the unit weight of water. In Equation (16), when the groundwater pressure
head becomes negative, the soil is unsaturated, and ψc is equal to ψ, which can be obtained from
Equation (1), whereas ψp is zero. Conversely, when the groundwater pressure head becomes positive,
ψp is identical to ψ, ψc is zero, and the soil is saturated. Equation (16) reveals that slope failure occurs
not only in saturated soil because of an increase in the positive groundwater pressure head but also in
unsaturated soil because of a decrease in the negative groundwater pressure head, indicating that a
dissipation of matric suction has occurred.

The physical-based method of landslide simulation has high accuracy in the condition of adopting
the field-measured data and laboratory test data. However, it ignores the other factors such as
vegetation or drainage.

3. Computational Procedure

To solve the Richards’ equation in Equation (1), the implicit finite-difference scheme [34] was
applied. When using a backward finite-difference approximation of the time derivative and assuming
two-dimensional propagation occurs along the x-z direction, Equation (1) becomes

θn+1,m+1 − θn

∆t
− ∂

∂z

(
Kn+1 ∂ψ

∂z

)
− ∂Kn+1

∂z
− ∂

∂x

(
Kn+1 ∂ψ

∂x

)
= 0 (17)

where ψn is the approximated value of ψ at time step n and iteration m; and Kn+1 = K
(
ψn+1) and

Mn+1 = M
(
ψn+1); θn+1,m+1 is expanded in a Taylor series as follows:

θn+1,m+1 = θn+1,m +
dθ

dψ

∣∣∣∣n+1,m(
ψn+1,m+1 − ψn+1,m

)
+ O

(
δ2
)

(18)

where O
(
δ2) represents all higher-order terms. When substituting Equation (18) into Equation (17)

and neglecting higher-order terms, this equation yields

θn+1,m+1−θn

∆t + Mn+1,m

∆t
(
ψn+1,m+1 − ψn+1,m)

− ∂
∂z

(
Kn+1 ∂ψ

∂z

)
− ∂Kn+1

∂z − ∂
∂x

(
Kn+1 ∂ψ

∂x

)
= 0

(19)

When using central-difference approximation to calculate the partial derivative of ψ with respect
to the x and z directions, Equation (19) can be expanded into the following form:

1
∆x

[(
Kn+1,m

i,j +Kn+1,m
i+1,j

2

)(
ψn+1,m+1

i+1,j −ψn+1,m+1
i,j

∆x

)
−
(

Kn+1,m
i,j +Kn+1,m

i−1,j
2

)(
ψn+1,m+1

i,j −ψn+1,m+1
i−1,j

∆x

)]
+ 1

∆z

[(
Kn+1,m

i,j +Kn+1,m
i,j+1

2

)(
ψn+1,m+1

i,j+1 −ψn+1,m+1
i,j

∆z

)
−
(

Kn+1,m
i,j +Kn+1,m

i,j−1
2

)(
ψn+1,m+1

i,j −ψn+1,m+1
i,j−1

∆z

)]
+ 1
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Kn+1,m

i,j +Kn+1,m
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2

)
−
(
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2
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i,j
∆t
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ψn+1,m+1

i,j − ψn+1,m
i,j

]
+

(
θn+1,m+1

i −θn
i

∆t

)
(20)
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where i and j represent the discrete points; and ∆x and ∆z represent the nodal space in the x and z
directions, respectively.

Equations (17)–(20) require an iterative procedure (Figure 2) to be solved numerically because
of their nonlinearity. The groundwater pressure head at the ground surface of a hillslope is first
obtained by assuming that the infiltration rate equals the rainfall intensity shown in Equation (3).
If the pressure head on the slope surface is less than or equal to zero, then ponding does not occur
and the calculated results are acceptable. The computation moves forward to the next time step. If the
calculated pressure head on the slope surface is greater than zero, then ponding occurs, when the
water depth of overland flow is neglected, and the zero pressure head can be used as a boundary
condition to recalculate once in the same time step. The computed pore water pressures in the slopes
are substituted into Equation (16) to evaluate the FS of a circular slip surface. The same procedure is
performed to determine the minimum FS at various slip surfaces.
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4. Effect of Rainfall Amount

To clearly observe the rainfall and lateral flow effects, a specific geometrical and physical case
were adopted. Figure 3 shows that the case slope geometry exhibited an angle of 31◦ and height of
6 m. This slope was like a slope from the hilltop to the mid or the bottom. Thus, this case can ignore
surface flow or infiltration from the upper side of the slope. The boundary conditions are listed as
follows: ab represented impervious boundaries (rock masses); ae and bd represented the Dirichlet
boundaries with a prescribed total water head; df represented no flux boundary; and ef was the ground
surface subjected to rainfalls. The initial groundwater table was 4 m below the ground surface of the
hillslope. The soil parameters in the case study are listed as follows: θs = 0.47; θr = 0.17; Ks = 0.031 m/h;
N = 2; M = 0.5; ξ = 0.01; c′ = 500 N/m2; φ′ = 26◦; φb = 13◦; and Gs = 2.65. The soil was classified as
sandy loam [32].

Figure 4 shows the simulated results of the FS with respect to time for various rainfall durations
in which the uniform rainfall amounts were 300, 400, and 500 mm, indicating that the FS decreased
over time during rainfall. After the rainfall, the FS increased over time and the minimum FS appeared
at the end of the rainfall period. For the 300-mm rainfall events (Figure 4a), all the FS were greater than
1.0 that the slope were stable during the various duration. Figure 4b shows that the 400-mm rainfall
events that occurred over durations of 12-h, 24-h, and 36-h triggered slope failure, during which the FS
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below 1.0 for 10.5 h, 22 h, and 34 h, respectively. Conversely, the 400-mm rainfall events that occurred
during the 6-h, 48-h, and 60-h durations did not trigger slope failures. Furthermore, the decreasing
rate of FS was faster in a shorter duration (higher intensity) when the amount of rainfall was the same.
The results indicated that a higher rainfall intensity was more likely to trigger a slope failure when the
rainfall duration was the same. However, when the amount of rainfall was the same, no consistent
trend was observed. That is, there was no obvious positive or negative correlation between the length
of duration and FS.
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Figures 5 and 6 show the simulated groundwater pressure heads relative to time for a 400-mm,
24-h rainfall event and a 500-mm, 36-h rainfall event. During the rainfall period, the wetting front
propagated downward, as shown in Figure 5a,b, or Figure 6a,b. The matric suction decreased and the
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groundwater pressure heads increased relative to time. When no more water flowed into the slope, the
pore water pressure remained similar over time, as shown in Figure 6c,d. This is the reason that in
Figure 4c the values of FS versus time were approximated to a constant. After rainfall, the groundwater
pressure heads decreased and the matric suction increased relative to time, as shown in Figure 6e.Water 2017, 9, 722 8 of 17 
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Figure 5. Pressure head contours for duration of 24 h with uniform rainfall of 400 mm at time: (a) 12 h;
(b) 24 h; and (c) 36 h.
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Figure 6. Pressure head contours for duration of 36 h with uniform rainfall of 500 mm at time: (a) 12 h;
(b) 26.5 h; (c) 34 h; (d) 36 h; and (e) 48 h.

5. Effect of Lateral Flow

In previous section, there was no obvious positive or negative correlation between the length of
duration and FS. Thus, this section analyzed the correlation between the FS and rainfall infiltration or
groundwater outflowed from the slope boundary. Figure 7a shows the accumulated rainfall infiltration
during a 400-mm uniform rainfall event on the slope surface (boundary ef in Figure 3), indicating that,
when the rainfall duration was longer than 24 h, all the water infiltrated into the slope, and the amount
of infiltration during the 6-h duration was smaller than the 12-h duration. It indicated that a higher
rainfall intensity is more likely to cause ponding that substantially influences the rainfall infiltration
rate; thus, slope failure was less likely to occur in cases (Figure 4b) which the rainfall intensity was
higher and the rainfall amount remained the same. As the ponding effect occurred, the true added
water mass (inflow from boundaries bd and ef; outflow of boundary ae, in Figure 3) during longer
rainfall durations was greater than that during the 6-h duration at the end of the rainfall period, as
shown in Figure 7b. At the end of the rainfall period, the water mass added during the 24-h duration
was greater than that added during the 48-h duration, indicating that groundwater outflows from the
slope boundary were greater during the long rainfall time period and, therefore, a slope failure was
not triggered (Figure 4b).
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Figure 7. Slope surface inflow (a); and mass added (b) for different duration with uniform rainfall of
400 mm.

Figures 8 and 9 show the pressure head contours for the 400-mm rainfall events during 6-h and
12-h durations, in which some of the rainfall ran off the slope surface because of the ponding effect.
The water wetting front did not reach the groundwater table during a short rainfall period. The matric
suction was unlikely to decrease in instances of increased rainfall intensity when the rainfall amount
was the same. During the long rainfall period, the groundwater table increased because of an increase
in positive pore water pressure (Figures 10 and 11). The pressure head contours of the 400-mm rainfall
events during the 36-h and 48-h durations indicated that the increased groundwater table decreased in
cases in which the durations are long as a result of the lateral flow effect. Therefore, the lateral flow
should be introduced to study the relationship between the rainfall duration and the FS. As the lateral
flow affected the different results of slope failure, the anisotropy can also strongly influence the results.
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Figure 8. Pressure head contours for duration of 6 h with uniform rainfall of 400 mm at time: (a) 3 h;
and (b) 6 h.
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Figure 10. Pressure head contours for duration of 36 h with uniform rainfall of 400 mm at time: (a) 30 h;
and (b) 36 h.
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Figure 11. Pressure head contours for duration of 48 h with uniform rainfall of 400 mm at time: (a) 40 h;
and (b) 48 h.

6. Effect of Rainfall Pattern

The various rainfall patterns in Figure 12 and hillslope conditions identical to those described in
the previous section were considered in plotting the FS with respect to time for the 400-mm rainfall
event during various rainfall durations and rainfall patterns (Figure 13). In each rainfall pattern, it is
clear that the decreasing rate of FS was faster in a higher intensity when the amount of rainfall was
the same, but the FS varied according to the rainfall pattern. Regarding the rainfall duration of 24 h,
the intermediate rainfall pattern (Figure 13b) induced slope failures at 20 h and the delayed rainfall
pattern (Figure 13c) induced slope failures at 21.5 h. The slope was stable when the advanced rainfall
pattern (Figure 13b) was applied. In addition, the slope was stable during the rainfall event 48 h in
duration when the advanced and intermediate rainfall patterns were applied. The delayed rainfall
pattern induced slope failures at 44 h. Slope failure may or may not have occurred during various
durations. As mentioned in Sections 4 and 5, the rainfall duration causes significant effect on slope
failure, and groundwater outflows from the sloped boundary may also affect slope stability; moreover,
the results in this section revealed that the rainfall patterns play a role that also affects slope stability.
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7. Discussion of Landslide Threshold

According to the results in Sections 4–6, the rainfall amount, the length of rainfall duration and
the rainfall patterns may jointly affect the FS. Thus, in this section, we considered all these factors
above and developed several threshold curves of slope instability induced by rainfall and lateral flow.
The rainfall threshold curves were developed (Figure 14) based on the four representative rainfall
patterns with various durations and amounts of rainfall. Figure 14 shows that the rainfall threshold
curve for each rainfall pattern divides the computed domain into safe and unsafe regions. If the rainfall
amount and duration correspond with the right-hand side (unsafe region) of the threshold curve, then
slope failure can be triggered. Conversely, the slope is stable if the rainfall is plotted on the left-hand
side (safe region) of the threshold curve. For example, 400-mm, 48-h rainfall induced a landslide when
the delayed rainfall pattern was applied, whereas the uniform rainfall pattern applied to the same
rainfall amount and duration did not cause slope failure.
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Figure 14. Threshold of slope instability induced by rainfall and lateral flow.

As shown in Figure 14, the threshold curve for each rainfall pattern indicates the lower and
upper bounds of the rainfall duration threshold. For example, slope failure did not occur during
400-mm uniform rainfall when the duration of the lower bound was 10 h and that of the upper
bound was 48 h. Regarding the duration below the lower bound, a higher rainfall intensity of the
same amount of rainfall was more likely to cause ponding. The matric suction was likely to increase
and the slope remained stable. The region above the upper bound in Figure 14 reveals that the
slope remained stable because the outflow from the boundary and the pressure head decreased.
Each rainfall threshold curve indicates a minimum rainfall duration and rainfall amount, different
from the one-dimensional modeling results provided by [12]. Moreover, the results of [12] indicated
the same minimum rainfall amount regardless of the rainfall duration or pattern, whereas the threshold
curve in the one-dimensional model provides no upper bound. Slopes in which the duration is greater
than the lower bound always slid, because FS < 1; in other words, one-dimensional modeling does not
account for the dissipation of pore water pressure caused by the effect of outflow on the boundary.

Sections 4–6 did not systematically consider the location of the sliding surface, but two-dimensional
modeling was necessary to assess the location of a slope surface and the occurrence time of slope failure.
As shown in Figure 15, one can find that the location and occurrence time of slope failure were different
for different durations under the same rainfall amount with a uniform rainfall pattern. The slip surface
partly under the ground water table in saturated soil (Figure 15b) was deeper than the slip surface
above the groundwater table in unsaturated soil (Figure 15a). Therefore, the depth of the slip surface is
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also influenced by the intensity and duration of the rainfall, and the amount of sliding material is not
always the same for all the considered scenarios.Water 2017, 9, 722 15 of 17 
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a specific rainfall duration and at various rainfall amounts were analyzed, but no consistent tendency 
was observed. However, rainfall patterns play an important role that affects slope stability. Therefore, 
the threshold curve for each rainfall pattern, developed using the proposed two-dimensional 
landslide model, revealed the lower and upper bounds of rainfall durations. The results were 
dissimilar to those obtained using one-dimensional modeling, in which the influence of lateral flow 
is not considered. Thus, Two-dimensional landslide modeling is necessary because it enables the 
effect of lateral flow on slope stability to be considered and, thus, provides reliable results.  
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8. Conclusions

In this study, a physical-process-based numerical model was developed to reliably assess
landslides by using the two-dimensional Richards’ equation and the limit equilibrium slope stability
method to simulate local slope instability phenomena. The effects of rainfall and lateral flows on
hillslopes were thoroughly analyzed using the proposed approach. The results revealed that slope
stability is strongly related to rainfall intensity and duration. The depth of the slip surface is also
influenced by the intensity and duration of the rainfall. Under the same duration, higher rainfall
intensity was more likely to trigger a slope failure. However, when the amount of rainfall was the
same, slope failure may or may not have occurred during various durations. During a specific duration
and rainfall amount, the slope instability is influenced by lateral flow caused by the variation in mass
flux through the hillslope. The groundwater outflow from the slope boundary may cause great effect
during a long rainfall duration. As the lateral flow effects, the anisotropy can also strongly relate
to the slope failure. Besides, the effects of rainfall patterns on the slope stability during a specific
rainfall duration and at various rainfall amounts were analyzed, but no consistent tendency was
observed. However, rainfall patterns play an important role that affects slope stability. Therefore, the
threshold curve for each rainfall pattern, developed using the proposed two-dimensional landslide
model, revealed the lower and upper bounds of rainfall durations. The results were dissimilar to those
obtained using one-dimensional modeling, in which the influence of lateral flow is not considered.
Thus, Two-dimensional landslide modeling is necessary because it enables the effect of lateral flow on
slope stability to be considered and, thus, provides reliable results.
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