OU3NKATBIK TEOFPA®UA MEH TEOMOP®OJIOIMNAOAFbI
IPFENI 3EPTTEYNEPAIH ©3EKTI BAFbITTAPDI

AKTYAIbHbIE HAMPABIEHUA ®YHOAMEHTAJIbHbIX WCCNEQOBAHUA
B PUSUYECKOU TEOTPADPUN U TEOMOPPOJIOTNN

CURRENT DIRECTIONS OF FUNDAMENTAL RESEARCH
IN PHYSICAL GEOGRAPHY AND GEOMORPHOLOGY

https://doi.org/10.31489/3106-9649/2025-1-1.GSD/43-48
UDC 574.31 Received: 17.06.2025 | Accepted: 23.09.2025

A.A. Lukashov

Lomonosov Moscow State University, Moscow, Russia
(Corresponding author. E-mail: smoluk@yandex.ru)

ORCID ID: 0009-0005-1191-7724

Landslides and debrisflow processes of the Mangyshlak Peninsula

The zones of episodic, hydroclimatically triggered, high-mobility landslide and mudflow processes in
Mangyshlak span multiple geomorphological settings. These include the Ustyurt Escarpment and adjacent
isolated “island” plateaus, the foothill areas of the escarpment, peripheral zones of the peninsula’s low-
mountain structures, coastal cliffs along the Caspian Sea, and the flanks of large depressions within the low-
lying plateaus. The most prominent landslide complexes occur along the southeastern cliffs of the Karagiye
Depression and the northern cliffs of the Tyub-Karagan Peninsula (particularly the massive Zhygylgan land-
slide complex). Primary mudflow activity is concentrated within the western valley systems of the
Mangyshlak Peninsula and the northern valley networks draining into the Karagiye Depression.
Orographically pronounced morphological complexes were predominantly formed during the Middle Plio-
cene, as evidenced by Akchagylian deposits abutting Mangyshlak’s coastal formations. The episodic occur-
rence of highly dynamic landslide and debris-flow processes spans several geomorphological settings across
the Mangyshlak region [1, 2].

Keywords: Landslides, debris flows, Mangyshlak, Tyub-Karagan, Karagiye Depression, Khvalynian marine
terraces.

Introduction

The current climate conditions in the low-lying desert periphery of the Mangyshlak Peninsula—where
annual precipitation ranges between 140-160 mm-—might appear insufficient to trigger widespread modern
landslide and debris flow activity. However, irregular heavy downpours and long intervals between years
with relatively heavy precipitation change the picture. For example, during the summer months of 1965—
1967, heavy downpours in the mountainous part of the peninsula (the Karatau and Aktau ranges) mobilized
large volumes of loose mass accumulated due to weathering and “generated” extended mudflows that flowed
along usually dry valleys into the lowland frame of the mountains [3]. Concurrently, the replenishment of
aquifers led to increased landslide activity.

The episodic occurrence of highly dynamic landslide and debris flow processes spans several geomor-
phological settings in Mangyshlak. These include the cliffs of Ustyurt (along with neighboring “island” plat-
eaus) and their foothills, the margins of the peninsula’s low-mountain structures, the Caspian Sea cliffs of
Mangyshlak, and the slopes of large depressions that disrupt the surface of low plateaus (e.g., Karagie). The
boundaries of hypsometrically low plateaus, table-top elevations, structural-denudation plateaus, and coastal
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lowlands often feature complexly constructed ledges—steep, near-vertical cliffs reaching heights of hun-
dreds of meters. They arise in the presence of stable armor layers of Neogene limestones, under which easily
destroyed loose rocks lie. The cornices of the cliffs usually hang over the steep slopes, because of which the
prerequisites for large-scale gravitational processes are created [4, 5]. Meanwhile, the narrow floors of ero-
sional valleys, deeply incised into the plateau retain in their microrelief morphological traces of the descent
of extended mudflows.

Materials and methods

During the Kazakh Russian geoarchaeological expedition to the Mangyshlak Peninsula from April 10 to
25, 2024, and the subsequent processing of the collected materials, the following methods were used. Field-
route studies of key areas most prone to landslides and mudflows, analysis of specialized literature combined
with the interpretation of remote sensing materials from different years, dating Pleistocene and Holocene
loose sediments using optically stimulated luminescence [6].

Results and Discussion

The formation of most closed depressions on the South Mangyshlak plateau, including the deepest de-
flationary depression in the CIS—the Karagiye Depression (-132 m)—began during the pre-Akchagyl period
and is linked to karst processes. These processes eroded the armored Neogene (Sarmatian) carbonate rocks in
the crest of a secondary anticline (“swelling”) on the southern flank of the large Beke-Bashkuduk anticline,
exposing rocks susceptible to weathering and deflation. The primary deepening of the depression was driven
by arid denudation agents in the second half of the middle Pliocene. The depression underwent its most sig-
nificant deflationary deepening during the xerothermic pre-Khvalynsk epoch. In the late Quaternary, the
Khvalynsk transgression reached its maximum, depositing terraces along the depression’s margins with ele-
vation markers at +20 m (corresponding to the coastline of the Buinaksk stage of the Early Khvalynsk) and -
10 m (the Sartas coastline of the late “Khvalynsk”) [7].

In the absence of a permanent surface runoff today, periodic mudflows “flow” into the Karagiye
cryptodepression (Southern Mangyshlak) along two complex systems of dry valleys with a southwestern ori-
entation. These valleys originate on the Karatau Ridge and cross the Southern Aktau Ridge via narrow trans-
verse valleys. The Northern Aktau Ridge is dissected in several places by through valleys known as “kalas”,
which have incised into the deluvial-proluvial deposits and occasionally channel runoff from the Karatau
Depression in the form of short-lived, violent mudflows [8, 9].

Figure 1. The southeastern margin of the Karagiye depression,
showing the maximum extent of post-Khvalynsk landslide displacements.
Original map scale 1:100000
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During the Khvalynsk transgression, the climate of Mangyshlak became colder and wetter than in the
preceding period, leading to significantly increased erosional activity [10]. The Upper Pleistocene erosional
valleys are now inherited by an open network of modern, predominantly dry valleys. Available evidence
suggests the last significant climate humidification in the region occurred between the 24th and 12th centu-
ries BC, which can be correlated chronologically with the first of the “New Caspian” periods of increased
humidity [11]. Modern mudflows, which are rare, are considerably smaller in scale compared to those of the
“early Caspian” period.

One of the most prominent landslides formation zones in the eastern margin of the Karagiye depression.
Here, landslide blocks measuring up to 2 km width and extending along slopes for distances of up to 1600 m
and situated beneath the scarps of Khvalynsk terraces, where they overlie proluvial trains [12] (Fig. 1).

Even more extensive landslide deformations occurred along the northern cliffs of the Tyub-Karagan
Peninsula, situated near the neo tectonically active Mangyshlak Trough [13]. Here lies one of Kazakhstan’s
largest long-distance landslide complexes—Zhigylgan. With a frontal width of 3 km, the landslide “tongue”
extends for 5 km, protruding 3 km into the northern Caspian Sea (Fig. 2). The crest of the collapse scarp
reaches a height of 155 m, resulting in a total elevation drop of over 190 m down to the shallow sea.

Figure 2. The giant Zhigylgan (fallen earth) landslide complex on the northern cliffs of the Tyub-Karagan Peninsula.
Massive Sarmatian limestone beds are part of a large-scale landslide displacement,
with a vertical drop exceeding 190 m. Photo by A. Lukashov.

Morphological traces of past large-scale mudflows are most clearly visible in the western part of
Mangyshlak, particularly along the valleys of Ashiagar, Tulkili (Fig. 3), Shakpat-ata, Kyzyl-Ozen and sever-
al others. The modern floors of these dry valleys are characterized by longitudinally oriented ridges of un-
sorted material, where semi-rounded fragments of carbonate rocks are embedded in a silt-sand matrix. Post-
mudflow floods incisions are scarcely discernible, having been partially smoothed out by aeolian processes.
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Figure 3. Typical mudflow microrelief on the floor of the Tulkili Valley,
near the southern coast of the Tyub-Karagan Peninsula, 1.6 km north of Cape Segendy. Photo by A. Lukashov

Mudflow morpholithogenesis serves as an episodic geomorphic mechanism in Mangyshlak. Fluctua-
tions in the Caspian Sea levels appear to have no significant impact on mudflow activity. Furthermore, with-
in late Pleistocene and Holocene transgressive deposits, there occur interbeds and lenses of poorly sorted
sediment that exhibit morphological similarities to mudflow facies (Fig. 4).

Figure 4. Mudflow facies inclusions within sandy-clayey sediments, overlain by aeolian deposits from
the middle phase of the early Khvalyn transgression, on the left bank of the Kyzyl-Ozen valley
in the southern of the Tyub-Karagan Peninsula, 3 km from the coast. Photo by A. Lukashov

Conclusion

Hydroclimatic factors during the late Pleistocene and Holocene, combined with the lithology of
Mangyshlak coastal zones, contribute to the episodic activation of landslide and mudflow processes. The
irregularity of atmospheric moisture input and the high efficiency of physical weathering (thermal and inso-
lation) result in the intermittent mobility of weathered lithoflows, exhibiting both relatively compact and lin-
early oriented distributions. The prevailing aridity ensures long-term preservation of the resulting morpho-
logical complexes by limiting water and wing erosion. Large landslide formations exhibit horizontal extents
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on the order of kilometers, with vertical relief differences reaching several tens of meters. Mudflows can ex-
tend for tens of kilometers, with channel widths of tens of meters and deposit thicknesses of several meters.

Acknowledgments

The author sincerely thanks the following colleagues for their participation in field surveys. Idris
Idrisov (Institute of Geology of the Dagestan Federal Research Center of the Russian Academy of Sciences),
Margarita Kapitanova (IGRAN), Pavel Chistyakov (Institute of Archeology and Ethnography of the Siberian
Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences) and R.N. Kurbanov (MSU). Special gratitude is extended to
Angela Vasilyeva (Moscow State University) for her contributions to both field work and the analysis of un-
consolidated strata through optically stimulated luminescence dating.

References

1 ®enoposuu b.A. Kapabyrasckas reoxummdeckas sxcrenaunus / b.A. ®enoposuu // B kH.: «Okcneauiu Beecoro3Hoil aka-
nemuu Hayk B 1931». — Jlenunrpan: Usn-so AH CCCP, 1932. — C. 200-207.

2 Kueiinep 10.M. HoBble naHHBIE O TPOUCXOKACHNH Gecctounbix BraauH / FO.M. Kieiinep // Joknanst AH CCCP. — 1976.
—T.147. — Ne 2.

3 boposckuii B.M. ITycteinn Manrbinuiaka u npo6iaemst ux ocBoenus / B.M. Boposckuii, E.V. J’xaman6exoB. — Anma-Ara:
Kazaxcran, 1983. — 62 c.

4  Yunuk // Bonsuias CoBerckas Duimkioneaus [B 50 tomax]. — 2-¢ usn. — M.: Coerckas sHnukionequs, 1950-1957. —
T. 46. —C. 38.

5 Myp3aes O.M. CiioBapb MECTHBIX reorpapuueckux repMunoB / 3.M. Myp3aes, B.I. Myp3aesa. — M.: Teorpadrus, 1959. —
304c.

6 Meroap! maneoreorpadMUECKUX PeKOHCTPYKIMH: MeTotudeckoe nocobue / mox penakuueit I1.A. Karmumna, T.A. SIHuHON. —
M.: I'eorpaduueckuii paxyasrer MI'Y, 2010 — 430 c.

7 Jleontber O.K. K ucropun Kacrmiickoro mopst B mo3znHe- u nocnexsanbiackoe Bpems / O.K. Jleontses, I1.B. ®énopos // 13s.
AH CCCP. Cep. reorp. — 1953. — Ne 4. — C. 64-74.

8 Ceapuuenckas 3.A. Teomopdomorust Kazaxcrana u Cpenneit Asun / 3.A. Capuyesckas. — JI., 1965. — 296 c.
9 Ilykun U.C. Teomopdonorus Cpenneit Asuu [ .C. Il{ykun. — M.: Uzn-Bo MI'Y, 1983. — 432 c.

10 Csurou A.A. O6mas naneoreorpadus. McTopus BHyTpUKOHTHHEHTANBHBIX Mopeit FOra Poccun u compenenbHBIX TeppHUTO-
puii / A.A. CButou. — M., 2012. — 607 c.

11 Msxokuu B.C. O Bo3pacrte u craamsix HoBokacmmiickoir Tpancrpeccuu / B.C. Msikokun, JL.I. Hukudopos, C.K. CamcoHOB
/I Oxeanonorus. — 1964. — Bem. 1.

12 Kueitaep FO.M. Teonorudeckoe crpoenwne mctoB K-30-X, K-30-X1 / FO.M. Kneituep, 1.U. Bsixep. — M., 1958. — Yacrs |.
—122c.

13 Nurmambetov E.l. Tectonic characteristics of Kazakhstan Caspian seaside relief and the shorelines situation
/ E.I. Nurmambetov // Materials of a 4th International Conference of UNESCO programme Almaty, 2006. — P. 99-102.

A.A. JlykammoB

Manrpinuiak TyOeriHiH KelKiHaepi MeH cesaepi

MaHFBIILUTAKTaFbI )KOFAPhI CEPIiHII KOIIKIH )OHe Cell MPOIECTEPiHiH AMU30ATHIK (THICTI THAPOKIMMATTHIK
AIFBIIIAPTTAP/BI JKY3ere achlpyMeH) maiina Gony apeHanapbl OipHenie reoMOp(OIOTHSIIBIK JKaFaaiiapas!
KaMTHIbl. Bys eH amasiMeH, YCTIpT jkapractapbl (COHBIMEH Karap KepIii OKIIAayJaHFaH «apalibiky OHik
YCTIpTTEp) JKOHE ONIap/IbIH eTeri, TYOEKTiH anaca TayJbl KyphUIbIMAApBIHbIH IeTki Oeiri, Kacnuii TeHi3iHig
MaHFbINUIaK JKapTacTapsbl, ajaca TayJbl YCTIpTTepHiH OeTiH KypAeneHIipeTiH ipi oWnarTapasiH Oyitipiepi.
Ipi KemIKiHAEPIiH JOKaNM3alUMsUIAHFaH ailMaKTapbIHBIH €H JKapKblH Mblcaynaapsl Kapakusi oimaThIHBIH
OHTYCTIK-IIBIFBIC KapTactapbl, TynkaparaH TYOETiHiH CONTYCTIK )apTacTapbl, aTan aiTkanaa, JKbIFbUIFaH
KOIIKiH KemeHi. Herisri cen aiiMakTapsl: MaHFBIIUTAK TYOCTiHIH OaThic OOIIriHiH aHFapiIapsl skoHe Kapakust
OWMATBHIHBIH CONTYCTIK-0aThIc OeuliriHe amIbUIaTHIH aHFapiap kydenepi. Oporpadusuiblk KarblHAH €H
Kapama-Kapchl MOP(HOIOTHAIIBIK KEIISHIeP/[iH — aTalFaHAap/IbIH IlIiH/e KalblITacybl Heri3iHeH opTa IIHOo-
reHie Gonranbl Oenrini. ByraH AKIIarsul KeH OpbIHAaPBIHBIH MaHFBIIUIAK JKarajdapbIMeH iprejiec 60Jybl Ha-
HBIM/IBI JIQJIEII.

Kinm ce30ep: xeuikin, cex, Manrbinuiak, Tynkaparan TyGeri, Kapakust oiibicel, XBaJIbIHCK TEHi3 Teppacaiapbl.
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OnoJs3HU U cesiv MoJayocTpoBa MaHrbIILIAK

ApEHBI 3MU30ANIECKOT0 (TIPH peaIn3alii COOTBETCTBYIOIINX THAPOKINMATHIECKHX MPEIIIOCHIIOK) HpOTe-
KaHMS BBICOKOJMHAMHUYHBIX OIOJ3HEBBIX M CEJIEBBIX IPOIECCOB HAa MaHTBIIIIAKE OXBAaTHIBAIOT HECKOJIBKO
reoMopdotornaecknx oocraHoBok. [Ipexkae Bcero, 3To YMHKH Y CTIOPTa (@ TakKe COCETHUX N30JIMPOBAHHBIX
«OCTPOBHBIX» BO3BBIIIECHHBIX IUIATO) U UX HOMHOXUS, ITepudeprsi HU3KOTOPHBIX COOPYKSHUI ITOIIyOCTpOBa,
Masrsinakckie oopeiBel Kacmus, 60opTa KpynHBIX BIIAJUH, OCIOXKHSIOIIUX MOBEPXHOCTh HU3MEHHBIX T1JIa-
To. Hanbonee sipkue npumepsl paiioHOB JIOKATH3A[MK KPYIHBIX ONOJ3HEH: I0r0-BOCTOUHBIE OOPBIBBI BIA M-
Hbl Kaparue, ceBepHble 0OpBIBBI HOIyocTpoBa Tro0-KaparaH, B yacTHOCTH, THTaHTCKUM OMOJ3HEBOM KOM-
riekc JKursuiran. OCHOBHBIE apeasbl IPOSBICHUS celeil: JONUHBI 3aMaJfHoi YacTH MoyocTpoBa MaHTBIII-
JIaK U CHCTEMBI JIOJIMH, OTKPHIBAIONINXCS B CEBEpO-3ala Hylo YacTh BnaauHel Kaparue. M3BectHo, 9T0 00pa-
30BaHHE oporpaduueckn Hanbojee KOHTPACTHBIX — W3 IEPEUNCICHHBIX — MOP(OIOTHIECKHX KOMIUIEKCOB
MPOUCXOAMIO B OCHOBHOM B cpenHeM IuroneHe. O0 3ToM yOeIuTeIbHO CBUIETENILCTBYET IPUCIIOHEHNE aK-
YareUIbCKUX OTIIOKEHHUH K GeperamM Manrbinuiaka [1-2].

Kniouesvie cnosa: onon3Hu, cenu, MaHrpIuiak, nmoinyoctpos Tro6-Kaparan, Bnaguna Kaparue, xBaaslHCKHE
MOPCKHE TE€ppachl.
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