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Stability analysis 1n the lower Manglaralto river basin,
Ecuador, with a focus on conservation of the UNESCO
ecohydrology demonstration site
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This study aimed to identify landslide-susceptible areas in Rl e
the lower Manglaralto River basin by integrating T e
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approaches to support conservation strategies for the | . iw o — i g . S L

UNESCO Ecohydrology Demonstration Site. Figure 1. (a) Location map of the study area, (b) Lithological map of the
Manglaralto river sub-basin and (¢) Topographic map of the study site.
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support during the geophysical campaign, fieldwork, and resistivity obtained from ERT-3 and SRT-L3 tomography, divided into
four quadrants (Q1-Q4). (b) Two-dimensional distribution of the
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