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Abstract:This study aims to evaluate the applicability of various deep learning models in landslide susceptibility assessment and
to explore pathways for transforming complex models into practical tools. Taking Yunyang District, Shiyan City, Hubei Province
as the study area, ten landslide conditioning factors were selected based on geological and remote sensing data to construct the
dataset. Five deep learning models—AlexNet, Inception, ResNet-101, DenseNet-201, and GoogLeNet—were constructed, trained,
and validated. Model performance was evaluated using ROC curves, landslide zoning statistics, implementation complexity, and a
comparative analysis with a Random Forest model. The results indicate that the GoogLeNet model exhibited the optimal
performance, achieving the highest AUC value of 0.84. In the high-susceptibility zone, the landslide frequency ratio reached 48%,
and the landslide density was 3.06 landslides/km® . Furthermore, a deep learning-based landslide susceptibility evaluation system,
integrating factor selection, model training, testing, and validation modules, was developed on the MATLAB platform. Deep
learning approaches can effectively enhance the accuracy of landslide susceptibility assessment. Specifically, the GoogLeNet
model achieves the best balance between predictive precision and computational efficiency.
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IR BRI 9 F, 7 E U N RAE AR U PR e A, JCHAE IR T R R R 1 X (Dowling and
Santi, 2024; FZHfi K, 1987; Tanyas, et al., 2017). B}, #EGHFITE I ) K EPER AT BT RIER « 38 2 LK)
g A EEE

[E  oh %ﬁxﬂﬂiﬁ%kﬁﬁmaﬁﬁkiﬁﬁn TR R K R IZ A 5635, W5 AT EL:
EVETERT BB (20 ﬁiéa 60 FEAR) LLE F P02 9402, Dobrovolny (1964)H2 4535 E Anchorage Hh[X [
JRHIEEE, R FIE a5k XA oy . Wi R BRI KA K, FOPEREE, XA R
%E@Eﬁ%%%%ﬂh R e R4y T 22 BV BE (1970 4EJ5) LUZ IR 43 M8 4% 0, T.L. Saaty
SR ARV B bR o AR E-HEN 277 RIE W ZE H 451, DeGraff and Romesburg (1980)1‘&*54%%@
T35 ks, B NFERE— SR 56 DA 3 0 22, (R 75 & SO0 SR R 743 3T 47, &
PEZ AR St PN BrB (1980 4 Jm)gtit 2 7 ikilid @ ST OR A2 5 S A S 8 T8 IR F okt
1T 5% KMV (Huang et al., 2020), £ E A EHESEHE L. {5 2 & (Mandal et al,, 2017). &4 [FJH (Fang
et al., 2018)%% . IR F I ) 23 A R 81U 73 A b BB AS B PEREAT 1 0B, WHE AR SBOR AR B DA K B
RATEYE IR TEEAT T o s, Ay P DX e BTN TR (B, 1986); HLER Y S
M B (21 20 J5) 3 BV EFE LR ENL (Ge et al., 2021) BEHLARFK (Chen et al., 2017). logistic
A4 (Lombardo and Mai, 2018). A LfHZ M4 (Xiong et al., 2019; Ermini et al., 2005). #5EH (Yeon et
al., 2010; Tien Bui et al., 2012). JR[E2%>] (Wang et al., 2019)% . X EET7 L IREL S &M VPAN VR A T



Perm, HuaTEH R USRI BT 2, BRI PR R R 2], AR MER IR T 22 BRGRRCE R 2 R A\
I ) A LE BRRFAE, MELA TR IR RN B 2 [ JEZR A S (Andrieu et al,, 2003). K, IR
I RIBROR I RHE SR I S HAE AL BERE /7, E T SN 0 VRIS SR, 820 (v BT UE A . A8 ad 38
SEEARES 7, IR SRS T — R AIRBE (Vincent et al., 2010), 7] UL H B3¢ B 2R W7E 1S
BUL B R EAR IR JZRFAE o TR FE 57 ) SERARA LU R LS 25 > S5 0 Il K PRV RFAIE B2 EDURD 50 AL 2 e
(Wang et al., 2021), DEH D FE KGR MILE, N H B HUTT AR 140, Wang et al. (2019)55 & IX
W BRI Z W0 2% N FH BT 2 RAVEVEAY, BIE AT 3 P N B % A N B 2 28 fa N Bl (Wang et al.,
2019); Sameen et al. (2020)%f &R ZE P25 AT DI i At EBEEE (2019)18 &R & W 255 5011 7
B ERWHIX; FRERHZE (2021)R A YOLOV3 #EAL [ S i ik 5 i s B s LS 2408 Liu et al.
(2020) FJH Faster R - CNN VR 22 > ) H AR IIAESE, Je TRt VGG16 X & A7 MR REAT FF AL R UM
o), RASEL T AR R RS AE IR .

COARIE AR, TR 5% STAE T IR0 o 1 B FH R 8 25 48 i It . AT BIBAE LT B 7ieh, &
BN R 5% 2 73 (41 AlexNet Inception S5 RN BEAT H ol 3 TARE X I 3 5 R AETEAT,  HF B
T RIFHUR (Ge etal, 2023). SR, X EEA T RO AN AR AL E B AL SR i (0 LU BLAT) 75 12— 2B IR N
I, ABFF AR RAE T (DX B R B A AL B DUE & 5 KAV S m b AR s (2) Z4ERERTELIR
FE2ESIRETY, BAEAES I Ph AT IR AL, I8 [ 0 bUAS R B 2 ST B AR M 3 5 A PEVE A R B,
IR SRR RS I ZE 5, i — BRI R Rz AR D Sl (3) BRI &G
IR, WKFE MATLAB V&K “REA TR —BR I R —IHA PP —45 RIE” T — AR5 5 &
PEVEIT RS

1 BRI XS HR

1.1 FR X HAR

WFFEIX oAb HIERT R X, SEARZ) 3863km? (& 1). %X Hikb g 2204 B 57 B s Ra 4t 1y
MRS R A, FERE R RMER R LT AR R A BN G AR 2R . 1 B I 2 A e -
AR (AR )& XA SRR, 6] T HZ @G SRR R FRRE . XA HERHLZE T
AR TIGE AT, ATERIER R . W A SR UA A . AURSEAY R R KRR A, A
PSR 10-16°C, 1 AR 2.8°C, 7 H iR 28.5°C; T[4 /K& 760.9mm, 5-8 H NBEWNEFH (&4
SAEREKIEIE 50%), 7 AMKERARE 426mm, AKRTAREEE) (QFHT 0 /K ZE 5 8 ik 22 # %
209 5 316 [Hi K& i SaC BN )L, R EIEHNEBEINEHEE . B, XKNEKE
T 646 4b, THEEEIL 16.57 Ab/100km?, & HEAT VI 5 & PE VR 1 iR [X 45
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AW FUTOIN M 3 5y e TP B B0 R 50 R BRI T F 4, Al (1) WFFEIX 30m 43 3%
REH TR s (DEMD $dl, FFHREGEEE. . mfE. FiiehZ,. TOBIA fE¥& LR T
(2) Landsat 8 TEREBFAZIRIGRIN NDVI K1 (3) 2020 4FREFH X F /K B0 42 B BE X 4 i &
Bl (O @ REIH TP RS A&, 15 21/K REE0EE B R 1 T8 B R i B A1
(5) RIS BT RBFHIX 1: 4000 HbJs 5 35 VRN R £ X 3 TREH R 26 A A I, SR ECHh 25
7 2 R B 9 R o A 0 3 4 2R B K SO TR i R B ARt , BARCRIE S S8R 1.
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Table 1. Data Source Table
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mhz, PR, IR http://www.gscloud.cn/

TOBIA f53
WAL 7K S BT AR M BT 22 1:4000
T 5% o2 A 2 S 1:4000
i 2% A EA s Al R s 5 7
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AR e —
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i A4 NDVI) IR Landsat § (2020°7H) 30m
https://www.gscloud.cn
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AW T LB FH X AE AR A R, EEAS LR 4 Ny (1) Bdusbs. i Jy s ssort,
RERGUAR . B AMR A SRR 11 3500 3% 5 W UK TR 7 Il e A DA 23 B R0 9 25 B 58 R ECBLE Y
K2, B N fa S I 2R e & s (2) IR E 7 K EVEA: #9% AlexNet. Inception-v3.
ResNet-101.DenseNet-201 FI GoogLeNet TiAPIR L2 I AL, FRA4 I St B AL i ATV 3 By R 1tk 1l e 5

(3) BERIEGIE: FEM ROC MZE. WX Git. xS &SRB R L, 4 MERR
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2.1 R EFIREL

(D) DX 5 PR 12 B e R A P 1 5T o 3 A A R . TR R AreGIS B ki iR
BZEhIhEE, LA 200m AIEIRE, HIPEZEMH X, 4351282 0-200m. 200-400m. 400-600m. 600-800m- 800-1000m
H1>1000m.

QHFEHFR R T RN 7t DEM B4 GIS HA B HE: A, M. Sm. iR,
FRRERE . BRI RA, Wm0 N ARALA (0-459) . ZRTH (45°-90°). A Al (90°-135°). A
(135°-180°). VHFgIA] (180°-225°). Pl (225°-270°). LAl (270°-315°). dbfl (315°-360°) 8 AN2K5;
ASCHAREC T PR T R A R 3 ANAFER R E T MR R IE ] TOBIA fRERAE
(1),

TOBIA =(cos 8- cos S)+(sin @-sin S) - cos(ax — A) (1)

Hrb s MR BTHIE A, A HUBSA, 6 HEWM: o« SRR (8 ETFE, 2006).



QYK R R : BT KREIFIA ArcGIS EEEZMIIRE, LL 200m ARG, HIEZMX, 45
N: 0-200m. 200-400m. 400-600m. 600-800m. 800-1000m #1>1000m.

@SEAEEME: BT HEWERIRNEE, RFFCRA T 2020 S5 0% N & 5 A FEAE N P R 4 .
ARG IR AT (2) AR EPESEE (NDVD KN 30 K:
_ NIR-RED
" NIR+RED

HHp NIR RRIELAMNE BN RS %, RED fXGR 6B RS %
G)NKTAEES): 1 BFEHT 7L X A B BRES EOIR R B HAE R A ArcGIS BT 11 BE B 22 v Th e,
L 200m JylalRg, FIVELEMIX, 45514 : 0-200m. 200-400m- 400-600m- 600-800m. 800-1000m F1>1000m.

NDVI (2)

2.2 BUR EF ik

TEHTIEEECR R0, FTEZEEU X P SEhR GO, IR A TG . W0k 5 Ik £t
Ty KVEVPAN 685 RS MEOR, ARBFFUN DI BT R KO BT AR, AR TAEESN S 5 07
M, 2 nlfich )z WrZsgm i s, SR, Bonl, mfE. HERMREEE . K REmIER . NDVIL [FFW.
TEPR R EE B4 14 AR AR, YRR E AR R AT REAEAE DL R a7 R 2 o 38R
TURFEPRACHE A R s F 53 DR 1 2 T8 1) v A SV 5 M VA 45 SR I HERf 1 (Rossi et al, 2010); HAIA
2 XA Rl G R X i A et e . PRIk, 9@ mvP i g SR B T St 7R EEN R AT IR IL, S
BRAH MR -, 4% 5 RYESS RGP SErE . ZE BB 2 AP & IS0, MeRAX A
AT TCE R ) Spearman AH IS R EGEAT 047 -

6> d’
=l
n(n’ -1

HrrgRIR Spearman AHOC R A d BRI IR AL IRAE 2 225 n PIMIIREARS FHC REL
AERHERT 0.8 I, YONEA AR, bt 14 DR AT 7047

2.3 BIREHESE

3)

=1

ORI VRO PR 52 45 1) _ BB — 3k, AWTFTLL 5 OKKEELH) DEM 8l JydEdt, Ky Bl K 2
G2 5 KRR KT R HRA SR EE (W1 30m i) NDVI A 150m FIFERENE D, O~
LR B T AR B O IIE R T Bt AR4d1E Y% (Nearest Neighbour Interpolation) B H H RAEZE Sm, itk
R BEAWTTTX R 73 1,334,646 D& HIC. FEABIREIME S B MIEREAR QSO JTia: AT 646
AP ST SOR A T 50m SEf X, i e BRI TR L T 6,951 AT IO . Rl
—APE RS, RATESE A NIE A Tkm 2P X AMBEHLIEEN | FS5EHE (6,951 4> KR
A AR TUREA . XM REARSEIL AR B 1 ELE 13,902 MREA SR, JEREENLRI 7 70%
FIIZREE (9,732 MREAS) I 30%HJMIIAEE (4,170 MEEAD o UIZREE T TR 2 IR R B A 5 I 2%,
DA 020 DA R N 2R 808



4 REFIERE
FE T A BB R X i AL 255, #J% T AlexNet. Inception-v3. ResNet-101. DenseNet-201
F1 GoogLeNet TLFEREE S SIAAL, F T8 3 2 KA VEOY o
(1) AlexNet 7Y
AlexNet /24 MR CNN A, O MHAETIEIE ReLU WU ek BUR AR FEE 2 ml ,  FE5IN
Dropout =7 Ik 40, & T A B R 78 R IR Z ARG MERAE, 5 B R 18 3 fos.

i -

[ﬂ %R m i )R m oKk 2 LR
m Dropout/z m Softmax/; m Classification)z

Bl 3 AlexNet ¥ 5 2% 2] B 28 )
Fig. 3 Architecture of AlexNet deep learning model

(2) Inception &7

Inception 152 5L G R E AP 2% (AlexNet 57, LeNet A58 4], 1ZAR T o AN [/ R~
GRRIIBIRZ DI T Rai & . B T N EREP SRR EE, 19 7 W& RIREM
W, NAS5IANE %E’Jﬁrﬁii, HAREITE 4 fir (Szegedy et al., 2016).

fﬂ B P i ' T By At ) 5t
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K] 4 Inception V% SJ AR A1 424
Fig. 4 Architecture of Inception deep learning model

(3) ResNet-101 f& 7Y
ResNet-101 5 T Bk 224150 0h, B I HR 22 A B2 ST N S5 I AR ZE WS, R Rt J2 X 4 1
FEW S il 8, BRI R BRI 1 P SR IE AL 3 5 25 1380, Hasi B R 5 B,



1X1 3IX3 1X1

: P Ix[ X3 Axi
: 1%1 : @ :

' B2 ' )it 4k 2 ' 2V

‘ Classification (@) Mt 2 B e 2z
K 5 ResNet-101 ¥ 527 > R 444

Fig. 5 Architecture of ResNet-101 deep learning model

(4) DenseNet-201 524!
DenseNet-201 R “#EER N, & ERHTI I Z AR, SRR IR SRR,
WG R ER, BT IZEOR A T R Ak, KA IR 6 Bizn (Huang et al., 2017).
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Fig. 6 Architecture of DenseNet-201 deep learning model

(5) GoogLeNet % 7!

AT 7% ) GoogLeNet 45 7 My fai A4 J5 ) Inception-v1 A= 7Y 5 i S A1 Inception FETAN [H] 2 Ab 2 -
H A I Block #ibse MR, a2 Block Fb i e, 78 RIERFE IR EURE /7 5 RN PR3 2
FePE, ARBIENAE 53 . GoogLeNet 45U~ 7 Fis.
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Fig. 7 Architecture of GoogLeNet deep learning model
FrERARHCR ] ReLU 0GR AL, DI BEA ROw IRBE L 2% 1), ELiH SR pR, bR RS,
1 Adam AL, BRIHEERL W AR RS, W T R R A s dE S Mot . oAb
1B E, AlexNet BRI T Dropout &, HARVUFERINIR A 1 $2 A 25 R S o 38l a2 &
WA IATZHU, i E RIS B R .

2.5 {HRVEITAE

N T T G I I B 0d A AN I T DX PRI B 2 SR, ASHIE 5 1 SR B IR ) TR A0 A4 i 7
X (3L 1,334,646 APk )IEAT 2 1H VRS0 KLV . BEAS IS BT HOR T — A~ 0 3 1 Z (811 2 R 1
FeH, JREOMIET 1, ARBREME . I ArcGIS HrRFX BT 45 5L 5 b 3 i R AT 686, ARk
T AR L1 I S RPN . NSRBI B AT R, R B SRR B A M HR A
R G BUG By BE . SRANER . R SRR A5 R AT RGN LLIGAIE, ARSCRA T 2
g5k, FEARE:

(1) Geitediid: A VAR AR T B2, [ G707k, Giit 5 PSS e SR A
PARZL . I ArcGIS At ZAEHRICE DI RE, B MR FE 57 S BRI 2y R A Jy X 25 SR A B T A
AW 55, DA SIS FE RS AR b o 3 R R R L A A S R s

TR = (4)
N
§ S N;/ N
W = ——— (5)
S; /S

Hrp, NAREGANEL S R XIS SR, N AR S KA X G 28 CEN D X AT SOR
AR 5o XTHAR & B AR LG Z R R 2R ) S ARGREEAN S Z 5 e XGRS R 5 Atk o)
D AR o B e AR AR R AL 45 SR
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(2)ROC Hi%k: ROC Hh4ilH H T 8 BB R gt 2614, HULEIEZR (TPR)N y B, LME
1IEZ (FPR)A x fll, %] ROC ElE. ROC Hh&Eizin e A, BB AL T () #ERR LB = (Ciurleo et
al., 2017; Tsangaratos et al., 2017). ROC 115 AU :

P TP ©)
TP+ FN
FPR _P (7
N

Hodr, N ONIIRRPE A AR AR W AR AL, TP N TN 4 RN SEBR gl SR I SIS £, FN N
T 5 SRR AR SRl R AN A S E, FP oIS S T B AR 52 R 2 SR TR SR AR
IbAh, KA ROC HIZR T AU TE I 5 R VRSB M B HEAT 8 VP4, AUC {EBREEIR 1, SRS TR
DR b . B B O R AT R R R AR T I L 13902 AN Kicd, 4> BIIRAE 1 A0 0, & RMEAE
FISZFRMESREL ROC HiZE.

(3) BRI, TMUREEE S IR R T G HEZE e, ORI A S B R a2 . AR AL Z5A0 5
RAEVET BT A = A FZER B PP AR B A, ARG vh T &8 58 il R = AN B BT R B ]
W I () RN A T SR S VR RE I PPN BRitE 2 —

(4) SIESBERRT L4 ARTTCRN i 7 ER S S KA T R BEPLAR AR (Random
Forest, RF) J7i%, {E NGNS BB AR IAT R LA, DASSUERLZY (R e af i FOL R . RF 38
T AA I 25 2 BRSNS AT T o i SVETE N SR R S NBEALIE, B B AL EOORE A R0 B AL I B
TESRA B — BRI, S . o, RFE AEALEE BT Yo Sem i 70m 45 3t 47 2 2R ek 51 V2 ok 45 v 4
AL, XPHLHIEF B R R HER 1

2.6 ETREF IERS X TN RER0H R

ALET MATLAB -5, L App Designer AR TH, ik 17 —iEETIRE I 5 K EVE
#r App, £ App FSEEUIEIL D) R AEPGEVEOY . ARAEE ST RAEVEIN R IR AR, TR 3 5 RPN
RG, GZRREEG N4 MY BRSO

(1) Bk, WHILHMEm B RARZ, &0 S bR o500 % 7, 7 2R I EUR B
TEARHATIRIE, HIFARIE BRI 1. R E 2, SEEIEICAR, [F 5 1A M K5
M PR 25 S (2) IZRMBiE, FEAFFRANHERE . AL, SHORES . EHEARRIRE IR,
WANNGHIESE, THERSEINSGEER, 3) WREEL, JIZEre G, Kt N H 2= I 20 R
B, I RAEI GBI HERTE: (4) SRR, [EHSH T, Ak S R TS R A Em e, €
VPO TORMEAY 1) J R Ve TR AR 2
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3 &R

3.1 BUREAFOH

(1) XML R 3 2 55 1 B A 1 22 A RIS S (Ciurleo, 2017), XT3 AR € M0
B WNE, 2013). FFFEXHZBCN R, BAPAERERR. SR K JHZEK, oh A2
WA b= A AT . W RIS IR e VRS R E R, SE AT R T, SR R IC A
/% . Psomiadis et al. (2020)55 A\ $i5 i, BEE B2 BE RS 3900, J8 3 05 o S R 2R Y mT Re k2 AR . AL
X BT Ry PR RO B I 2y, 76 P A 2 BT A R /0 A K IR Y, AL X (3
WA RO, 4l 8 (a) - ().

(2) HIEHSRA R B X ISR 4SS, SRR B, R, MR, R
WAL WX AR, 3 P ke () e B B Ay AR AE VG AL LA S a3, WIF L X PP I 2%, 7
DU ISR B B0 05 ASHF 70 X (IR FE RN 134-1786m, i ZE7E 1000m 247, fefgdioi X E AL
HRLERF 8 X ) ARG 7 o 50 L X5 AR SO E T ST it 26 350 T h 28 A0S 35 i 26 3 AN [R] ) h 22 R 7
A e 7RI R AN 5 RIS e — e i, SR BRI 7S X A R R (Xu
etal., 2015; VFM&E, 2012). HFMAEE ] RAEM R M A AR T, XA R MY, 7EHTE 71
G PR FEHER AP IRREE, 7E GIS A3, MR 2 S ekt 3R S R R PR JBE 1Y) B BEH R AR (B
RAFEE, 2006). SRR, BT IX M FRE A FE AR AN KA s i . 45 R L 8 (d)- (D).

(3) ASCHUF R HFFCIX N IR R R EEFE R TR thARENMIESE. BN
DT, LARAERRBH X 5 8 6 LA FACHI T DK . B FRIER Y, X D, HaFHT D%
XMW AFREN . DULESLRARZ, A THBAXEE A, XTI i SR s ok . Wi 8 (g)
FT7R o

(4) AEREAFAE: RN, JUHRRIN RN AR, 25l RIS, BRI BE M
T RREEM AR E, A A, BRI R, R AR . Sk EE AT
X BRI, PR S ARG w = HB R B A A R S R R e —, Bl K LR
SRPE, BRI AN AR A EEAE A . BFCIX A NDVI SRE E R R, A PR AR
BRI R ILE 8 (h)-(i).

(5) NKTHEEZ): EHITFFZ. BWRANR TGS E R, R RIS, BT
oo NLERWE. RUEEIESE TGS, o BN R LA BRI, ERE U, el
MR ST SE LG, dEi S ECS R R ERIRE, BT R TS (HHESE, 2005). HH5T
X 38 78 55 X, AR A X OU A . W 8 )R .
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Table 2. Training Parameters for the Five Models
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GoogleNet 22 32 0.001 180
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Fig. 10 Training process diagrams for five models: (a) AlexNet, (b) Inception, (c) ResNet-101, (d) DenseNet-201, and (e)
GoogleNet.
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