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Fig. 1. Location of study areas (with landslide distribution, in red, overlaid on terrain hillshade)



dpusu de

F——] marl and sand

[———] sandstone

tor)

Fig. 2. Deep-seated landslide in Transylvanian Plateau, locally named glimee (C

Campie sec

Fig. 3. Block diagram representing the deep seated landslide from Fig. 2.




Fig. 4. Deep seated landslide in Moldavian Plateau (Sipote sector)

Fig. 5. Semicircular depression shaped by complex geomorphological processes (hartop in

Molvavian Plateau, Sipote sector)



Fig. 6. Shallow landslide in Sipote sector, detail from Fig 5
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Fig. 7. Significant predictors for Helegiu sector: a - land use; b — slope angle; ¢ — lithology; d —
slope aspect; e — profile curvature; f — plan curvature
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Fig. 8. Classified landslide susceptibility maps: a - Capusu de Campie sector; b - Sipote sector; ¢

- Lungani sector; d - Helegiu sector
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Fig. 9. ROC curves with associated AUC values computed from training samples
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Fig. 10. ROC curves with associated AUC values computed from validation samples



SJUBIOYYE0D pazipiepuels

SJUBIOYE0D paziplepuels

o}
ABojouy
asn pue| asn pue|
yBiay adojs JuBioy adols
s|Bue ado|s siBue adojs
joadse ado|s m Joadse adojs
8
H o ey L i
uopeas|s T- uoneas|d
ainyeaind sjyoid 2inyeains ajyoud
ainjealnd uerd aunjeasns ueyd
ainjeAInd uesw ainjeAind ueaw
e & 3 o o 8 3 e s 6 3 N o % % e
(=} o o (=} 0_ 0, 0. o o (=] (=} 0_ 0, 0.
SJUBIDI80D pazipiepuels SJUINDYYL0D paziplepuels
(3]
ABojouy| ABojou|
asn pue| asn pue|
WBisy adojs yBiay adojs
a|Bue ado|s 3|Bue adojs
J0adse ado|s m joadse adojs
siomyau sBeurelp m yiomjou abeurelp
wouy 3suesIp = wouy adue)Sip
uopeas|d uoneas|s
ainjeasns sjyosd aunjealnd ajyosd
aJnjeaind uejd aJnjeains ued
ainjeAInd uesw 2INjeAINd uesw
% © % % o % = @ 2 9 % % ° u =
o o o o Q@ = = o o o o Q <

-0.6

Variable

Variable

Fig. 11. Standardized coefficients’ values of predictors (with bars showing 95% confidence

interval): a - Capusu de Campie sector; b - Sipote sector; ¢ — Lungani sector; d - Helegiu sector



