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Abstract

In this paper, the factors influencing the occurrence of mountain torrent disasters, such as rainfall,
average slope, river network density and relative height difference, are selected and weighted to
get the map of mountain torrent disaster risk degree in Hubei Province. The vulnerability analysis
was carried out with population density and economic exposure as indicators. The hazard degree
map and vulnerability map were superimposed to obtain the risk zoning map of mountain tor-
rents in Hubei Province. On the basis of traditional research methods, remote sensing images
combined with mountain torrent disaster census information are used to take full account of land
use types, vegetation conditions, soil utilization and other information affecting flood discharge
process, which makes the zoning results more reasonable and reliable. Comparing the data of his-
torical torrential flood, it is found that the risk zoning of mountain flood has certain accuracy.
Based on these results, the risk areas of mountain torrents can be planned, so as to mitigate the
impact of mountain torrents, and provide disaster risk information for local residents.
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Figure 1. Map of evaluation index system of mountain torrent disaster risk in Hubei Province
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2.1. WHRERKEIER

2.1.1. BEFREF

FEm 2 KAtk R FERPOER 7, HRABEIAS A L kA, EASHRIRERS, FRERN
RN Lk 5 56 1 R A A LRSI o LA P 3 B K B TR 800~1600 2K [A] o /K& 70 A A BH & 2=
B, —MREFERL, XFHD, SHEFEWEL 300~700 Z K20, AFEWELE 30~190 2K [H.
6 A 7 AN, BERK, WAL, & 6 h W E/E AN ETGEE 1),
Table 1. Basic characteristics of rainfall factors in Hubei Province
< 1. At EEMREFEARRHE

o W Rl PN A &/ ME
6 h P&/ & (mm) 258.83 138.09 74.66

AR R 01 22 1R A A5 S L sk S KU 0 A BAT 0 L e DRSO BURE R [ PR B A o
R, BEEE 12 AWENAMZE 6 h BEWE, 2500, EFEA I RZH 6 h W E KR AE
VEN B R VPO T
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Ree R 250 AU T W B It i, TN TD S W 0 R T R ) PR, S Bl 5 A AR A R
PR, A BIR (1 2 00 0l e S B P 500 S 2 P W R R AE I 2 B R8s, R B —
(A %, FIFH 2 MECA B G R R S E B, A RESRIUBEA X IR FE N & 4 FH S E RS A 4
BV, AL, S R BE A E3REL 6 h BRI ETRAR AR . 456 BRI oL, B2 Ll 80 mm, 110 mm,
140 mm, 170 mm E A R X K17 bRt -

2.1.2. WERETF

M AR ML R T M R R, MU AR SRR, MR AN, B G R AL R

HFBERIIEHATTE: HIE e R ARG o 1R O S5 3  FIAE T s ZE A A MR R 1 (5 2).

Table 2. Basic characteristics of topographic factors

2. WHEFERHE

BT 2PN FHE i /ME
SPRIEEC) 37.09 15.31 0.77
AFNE 5 22 (m) 2644 947.15 65

2.1.3. SRR E

BRI/ T I I TR (K, SRR, VIR TR, T ek e (R (R, B R ARl
REWHRA . R MR BT BE R NRE S, R T MBS, s Lzl E N R
FIE—/NRIBCRYE, BN KA G, ASERKNfEE, MERAR KR/, BT
K, WO BICRAE R B s, s 2 AR it 5 35 o R R ArcGIS T &, B 1:25 JiHTE B Dy EEAil 4R B TIN,
% 500 x 500 FEAT A A0 AT BT TE X B0 SRR AL, AT I RS 7325 . PR FE A 8.03°, 15.3°, 22.56°,
29.83° AR N TAEELR .

2.14. HHMSE

HIE R 22 T8 T 3HRRIIR/DN, 2ok, SAREEOR, TR ke SOk, o, e
i FEI5 8 (Digital Elevation Model, DEM){F Jy 33 £ 4f8 122 o £ Sy 25 22 14 2 )45 5 BORF RIS LAREAT H T 3 B
MO RS0, LA RSREUHENT M 22, F v e S b R 22 (0 25 Atk . (8 30 K3 HR R (131 1k 4 4k
F A DEM AL B S EAE ArcGIS T & INES T, tHES—A B iR s B i
i, BRI EZEE 2), #EEZEL L 400 m, 800 m, 1200 m, 1600 m K FLIX ¥4 A 5 ML .
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Figure 2. Distribution of relative height difference of topography in Hubei Province
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2.1.5. IKREAF

PRESTWIR S WA KBRS, 1k G R A B U A, AN RO R e AR, ek
L2 FEDBR K o [R]— 2RI IA 0T b RV ) SR R P AN [

BB S B R G ArcGIS 111 Hydrotools #8, ME7 = #54 DEM HZh$E UK R FHiE. il
X%t DEM $(d b AT BAC R, BREERD#E . AR 3E T, A5 HE DEM Fag— Mg B oo ik K
W7o ARAE KT s, TSR — AN SR AR TR, FARYE 4G e B BRME, 3 AT
PRSI, AR E IR R, KRBT 3).

Table 3. Basic characteristics of water system factors

= 3. KRARETFEARHE

KA T RAE FHME R/ME

] ] %5 i (km/km?) 1.81 0.68 0.11

2.1.6. A E

PEEWGE . WA KSR, (Lt R AR R R, AN EIZ AR R0 ) KNSR, )k
[T 5 AL BN 51 N £ 5 L < I w20} = A 102 N T P B o = R T o I RV R S =R
P AR T PO 5 5 SR Aff e T %o Lk 9 S R R ] O B RO, SR K, Rz 8/ R AreGIS
(1] ArcToolbox H& L HIThAE, Feil B 71X PI a4 BRI X IR TR, 15 2 BT 5 5, 4 HEL T [ 285 15
SPAHRFAE, PL0.3, 0.6, 1, L3 ANFGHFRXEKIGN 5 AN,
2.2, WHREZHBEIER
22.1. AOREFREM

BN VRN 225 2 8 A Ll vtk 5 35 525 BB A () 20 AR 9 2 5 R AR AR I PR TR 7, I 1 4L R R R
RAETE 2 L R F I I ERR, BN DR EGEREN D RAET RGN, EANNDRETTRENER
F(EE 4.

Table 4. Basic characteristics of population and economic exposure

F4. AOREFREMELHE

N H K452 B M Fe b KA PHIME I/ ME
N %5 BE (N /km?) 5756.86 2056.13 89
222. A\OBE

N B LR By B PP IO S B AR, K DN 1 B DA AR 2 1Lk T B 1 45 [ I
LU M EKIIRR, AEERIE RN BT, X329 XN R A fiy 22 I sl #1048 (it b B i
BUTR, HARFAE S, M BUET, R LR A2, AP id gk, A3 elE R
MATRAE VAU S AR R R R UA L, G T IR FE B R Bk W BRIk
FWIAESR, — B SS L  XOE B YE R I, (IR S BRI HA, B m)
RN EHEARII A i 22 4 o RN 3 BEAR DLt 5 35 B 4 Mk (KPP A 1) 2B AR S DRAIE N BOREAR IR 2 iy 22 4
AP E K X R R H . MA@ UL S R PRS- BN O, IR AMIEE B IX R
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BEE] ArcGIS W, FIAJUTHHEIhREg S EER, SHENOBEEHH S ENDOEE, RERE
N OB A AR, L 500 A/km?®, 1000 A/km?, 2000 A/km?, 3000 A/km? R4 Anie, o X &4
NS AER.

3. IHREREIFN A ZRITE

HAT, KA FANRE AR ARG Wb AT 7ot 7e, BIRPE E5 M RN RAEE, (A%
H I AN o TR AR R B AR SRR A BT AR AT, BRI i3k 5 XU, 0 W HEAT R GEAL I 7
AR . BEEREBORIAWTIR RS, A IR HE BOR 58 A AW T 46 5 8 T3 5 XU 70 B A
BiiaxssEmt e, CEBlE BRI &S . 1 RS BoR. GIS BoR. Bl FEROR . MR it
IRPTEBR R PTEAREMNA, s BB 577 IS 5757, KERGH
57k R 5IE. BARENE. MEMB IR SO S BRSBTS . AT H 1R
WAEA K ST S D 52 3k B R e AZ T AR I Bl b, 2R G2 GIS B Bl PER AR L T NS HR |
RO B GRS T RS XL 764 > 2 BRI R F AT 458 U 7 AT

3.1. MR EMBAREEL

Wtk R B AR A BOKIE T A7), RS BRKRN—MRREI . #EFRU, B
JR LI AT A LR 26 ARAE TR R UK I AL 7 AR L E A B (FE R 1) it R XA A2
SRS AL M (S 45 ARSI RORE, PEMTAEM . A MR, BR T —
AR L. TIRE. FHERERMER, XA LBt RE RS . PR F R TR XTI L
RFEHIZ R I BB PR 1% A B SRS PERFAE R e AR IR Lk & Sy e e i X T T X
NEEAE Bt 2 W77 52 B PR F AR AR VY, IR KRR 5 T 32 BIBURBOK IR, 9 sl i
IRFE -

WG L3 Ja Lt o E S R VE A S PN FE AR, SO N B AR R LI, ARSI P A Fiarons
ok RS R FEMARE EAN ], 0 Ltk T S R PR AN 2 v N R AR 3EAT TR IR . e, falith4s
ERTHIBER 0.8, Hi HHVELRE R T IREN 0.2, RFHKOEIT L, HEEE TR
MR E WS, FFIRYE A PR R 5 18 5505 I 25 & i BEAE 3EAT X381 0

PR RURE FRAE A K 9 35 X2 kK Sa B P AR 2 22 55 G P RO SR G R B, b Ll it ok 3 XU 23 A
2 IERR Lo A B Bl [ A A R VE RN E P, ERSEAR TR E T oot WHETAE, HATAH
SETERSCT IR DIE, Wb Lo 3 RSP 7 M 32 2R B it o B R S Lk O T LA, 25
G IS INPSEREAE S HIEPABIR, N3 TERTE B AR S K PP LR IR Wi, Kb
b8 kg H RN A S AR BRI A A5 XU L A AR A e XUz, I B3R5 B R
G ArcGis BB R At S IhRe, EE EUAFBIEGRR LR ERNARER . KB AU T=
NP O NRRRHE 203 E LRk E EREA 2 5 P E R AR A, @ @A 6L
BRBCHEAT IR I, IR R AR BN FEAR AL, TS AR DO SRR AR, RNZHIX X
eSO REWETT X Lk g v KU e AR R A KR AR AR U T AR, 4581
48 764 > 2 BRI X R 45 R T 18 RIS B R G (ArcGIS) I 23 R AR R I, 2 ) et R4 B %
R HE TR TIEE, AL Ll g R X R

3.2. #PdeE LBt R BRI R IE
w3 frow.
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Figure 3. Flow chart of flood risk zoning
B 3. stREREXKRZE

4. WIEELBRE KT

R E R B AR A MK T AR 078, —ANSBRKARN MR REI. MR,
JR LI AT A LR 26 AFAE TR R LS A7 AR L R E A B (E R ) it B R XA AR
AR BN AT A 2 (S8 . NRGRKIMAORE, WEALAEN . MW, TR, BT —
MNEAEL . TIRE. LR AR, Xt R E RS

4.1. NABX W EREEFIE

JA R 53 HTiZ:(Analytical Hierarchy Process)fix - HH 36 [Hi2 % %% 5 T. L. Saaty 21, H Ik R 1% 40 € X W
PR T 2 AT LU RS, M1 2 R 7 LU AT A B, EIRGE MR 28 1 R IRE PR, xRS
TE-EEEMNSETEE, H 1~ WEREMEHIWERE, B3R T2, R 5
KA AR RRFAE A, RUATSRAG IR 7 MOACE R JERIAH — 8t BEHL— S e bn i — 250k b ek
— BRI . ARE SSRGS AN TR I B AR, AR B A (WL S).

H 2 5 FRVESRIG I FERG I 7 PR X)) P EE(X4) AN B 22 (X5) - T 9 25 5 (X6)
HIHIRLEE 2807 71N 0.5308. 0.0456. 0.35. 0.0736, Jfilid—#EL[6].

Table 5. Judgment matrix of risk factors of mountain flood disasters

5. WHtRE R E FHIBTRERE

6 /INI % R £ (X 1) SEE 3 (X4) AHXS 22 (X5) T %5 (X 6)
PR E(X1) 1 9 2 7
P53 FE(X4) 1/9 1 1/8 12
FEXF R ZE(X5) 12 8 1 6
AT %% £ (X6) /7 2 1/6 1
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WG “XBEE =0.8* [t +0.2* Stk MR, Rt fE R Pk AR A AL 2 5 Bk FE AR AL
FEAT LG 1 2 5 RIS AR I T B 2R AL (K 6)

Table 6. Weights of risk assessment factors for mountain torrents

6. WHRERIFNEFRE

RS VEAN PR A AL
6 h [ & (mm) 0.2654
SR E 0.0228
AR 2 (m) 0.175
T X 2 5 (km/km) 0.0368
N V% (AN /km?) 0.5

4.2. RRGERIGTE T ERENREFR

IRER IS Wi LR € 2 G (1 SRR /0 Wil E (0 SR Bk AR BON BRI AT SRR 75, AT LAY iz
RN T KB T RS G, JCHAE SR AN QUSSR 2 2 K R Sis (7] K A £
RREEMTREWN X G2 R T HEBERARIG, BRI T HE AR B K (AT
fiti, HAZOTT ARSI ZOR T, BB NER I HUETE BRI N 2 A, R 5 BB A6
PRBOH SRR N EARELX TR IR SR L, HA B AR TSRS O T IR 2R 5 R R HL
RJERIEER G RERE, R RIARIIKIE, CLUEBIIERKME K.

4.2.1. BB BURBHBIITEATNTRE TN RASE

MRIGHR AR B 15 0L 275 O (0 BbrifE, 858 SERVETE AR AL 2 5 SR PR FE AR PP RO 126 1T
Fo MK IV EMV 35 NG, RERE AR e AR B (RS 5 AN RS
Koo WHTERISIMBCE 7)~ CLAEIREUIETE AL LR 2L

Table 7. Risk assessment classification criteria

= 7. RN o RAmE

ENELaN 1% JIES I 2% v 2 \ES
% T £ (mm) <80 80~110 110~140 140~170 >170
SEHH ) <8.033 8.033~15.297 15.297~22.562 22.562~29.826 >29.826
AHXT 1 22 (m) <400 400~800 800~1200 1200~1600 >1600
IR 4 25 B (km/km?) <0.3 0.3~0.6 0.6~1 1~1.3 >1.3
N EZEE (N /km?) 0~500 500~1000 1000~2000 2000~3000 >3000
BT IR TE A R B DA T A 40
1 X € [0,80]
Si=1x-95 (D
R x € [80,95]
-15
x40 | c[40.80]
40
fr=11 x€[80,110] )
IB ei10,125]
-15
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Y793 e[95,110]
15
fi=41 x €[110,140] )
Y7155 140,155
-15
Y12 c[125,140]
15
f, =11 x [140,170] @)
I8 [170,185]
-15
1 x €[170,]
= _ 5
fi= 1;55 x[155,170] ©

4.2.2. HHEREIFNBUER
VMR X (1=1,2,3,-,15) , B8 s NEUEE T e MIFMREI K GBI R AL A
4““4%1*3’W%e=&(ﬂ’a%%%i¢%ﬁﬁo
AP ERS x, (1=1,2,3,-+-,15) 55 s MEURR T %A KM RGP REAE N ), WA
o= ©

BT TRARE AP 1R AR x, (1 =1,2,3,+,15) , 3 s MEIRIE T e MR EIEMBEE R L),

H:
- )
X
RIS s BB OMERE x (1= 1,2,3,,15) A0 & I A0 (o P L
i = () ) ®)

K28 s DR B IRAR AR T BRI AR K PP B B4R A 5, AR5 s NEERT T &R K
RITPEA DU -

oo N2 Is
() 06 )

R — ’"2:,1 ’”2.,2 ) ’”2:,5 )
R LR

4.3. GIS B 4-r R

dr TR B AR PR B R R, HXA Al S B R RS B AR YRS R R %Y, T GIS K
P SCRA DhREFr A AL 2 P2 (8] (5 2 A RE AN R FORE M 45 5 S AR BRI, T AAE L gk JRUR: [X R i 7
HIEH] GIS BOAR, ALK i PG AORS FE AR FE[8]. 5 XRIPFAN A R IR SR aE R R 3R, P skigtok
PURASARIAER, XA A B AT IR SR 0 X dt B 22 52 0k, & B A S A AR08, e 5 B R G
() Kt 8 B 5 0 A (0 B EEROR TR, R Ll ik o 3 JRURS: X KI5 B K R S5 S 3l B A A
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5. LUHREMNRXR S5 REE
R XX

Rt ik E a2 A 5 S A3 e A BN & B L PR FER R AT, HatkE AT
R=08H+0.2V

XE-DF R AR FHNEARE, H LR FEREREERS, Vo8 RFR Stk E.

MRIEEIAE A Ltk T AT FE bRk R, RN R BORM SR b, SR G5 8l db s Ltk
HIBSCR PR 1 S 5 1k A R AR 5 40k, R TR €0 A IR 45 5 2 U IR (AHP) L 7 M AR O 4 5 1 A
Fes Xk G R VA S B E A BEAT 2N dfr, REIAR A Pk E RS TR 0 e AR KR
BrtE s BARRURE L h A U L B RS e UL PR 8), A9 N4 Lt o T IR 2k 701 45 SR (2
9), FFglHIALE kg KU E X R

Table 8. Risk classification of mountain flood disasters in Hubei Province

8. LA LHREREF RIS

E2/eup KEGX

IR X AR E BT REMERRAG,  BIE R AR G B R AR, LT TERE

B R X FANPRFER T RMERUR, BN A %a. KERERED.

A R X KA ERTREMEAGS, MR XERM NFZe, REREEAT 20,

B MU X KA R E BT REEAR v, XTBE X AR B EBAT . AR 24, R BT RAK .

X AR R AT REEAR R, BRI AR TR AR L, G RIT L R, BRI, RE FOREN R

Table 9. The proportion of township area affected by mountain torrents

F 9. IWHRE ZEER AL

RS 5 B LR (km?) FEHER & (%)
IR X 4523.57 291
BURAIX 9342.62 6.01
rh AR R IX 32,270.96 20.75
BUs AU IX 35,391.44 22.76
e AU [X 73,969.98 47.57

TEWAIEAE Lk 5 35 KB VRO (R JE At b, DL 2 SRS DOVEAR 326, FIA ArcGIS B U5 Ih6EE, 4t
THAN A XU S5 25 Pt 5 TR AR (K 9)

WA 1Lt e 2 UK X R AR R, N 73,969.98 km?, (5 HIF 98 X I8 L T AR K 47.57%, FEE40 A6 1E
FHET . BT AR A BB, ONBTEE. R, BEREMKEERRAERESEN, K
B L v XU X 2 A TR AR B K, O 5637.33 km?, o 7 XU (XS TRTRR RS 7.6%

L3 7 T 2 e R X THT AR 35,391.44 ks i BF 7T IX ISR T AR 22.76%, FE S AfEARRER . FHT
A, g EFEARE ., #ans. mgd. PHE HEEMmELEERT.

Ll 5 5 2 RURG IX TR R A 32,270.96 ke, o BF 70 IX S8 s TR ) 20.75%, £ B2 35 X T AL &
T X, Hed 00 BB o5 AR SR, A 2331.21 ks B3R 24 BH T AR Bk, R RCA 2143.50 km?
2140.33 km® F1 2004.98 km?.
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BARRE X A A BB, e SR s 2 1 B AR E, N 1912.91 km®, B KUK X T
TR 20.48%; HIALAE Lt o0 AR ARG X AR AL /N, A 9342.62 km?, AN (5 BIF 7T X 48 AR Y 6.01%

B JRUE: X AR o Ee e/, oA 4523.57 km?s 78 XIS TR 2.91%. AR TE, £5
SAAFHMX . mATX. FHX. KEX, SEXSEMX, B2 T X,

AL 3k g 2 KU 2 ) 0 A AT 3 ORI . B b A R . e s X o vk R e A
Hb X 87 0 vy, X B TP AT P b X Lt S R R A i, AL AT BN, Bl g F R
B o T ZR 30 XU B F b R MG, RS @B RANRIE, ko B RS A AR . R B
AR SRV [X AT Y0 PR AR e, G 2 B0 A 1 2 B R 43w s DX IR L Fe P X, i X R0 4 H T e A2
1E 500 KA, HUZRARFLE, mZEAK, RIS Az s B W AN 5 A i) (B N T Rk ¢, k26 1 At
KERJLESZA, L RSN . Hr S U X 32 A AR AR Bk R AOWI, oA 57K
FA AR — . B E RS XA AR, F B AAEILES . PR LA R X

6. FRERE

A DEM VORE B4 b 48 S VR L R AT A0, 2800 7 W00 40 1L 5 2 R X
. REFH ArcGIS [0 114 4h 5 447 7 v (85 4 9 s A X RS T 1, 04 75 7 XU DX R O s
T 5 SR % 1 KK X R AP 7 L . P R LA A X

R L 5 5 [ 3o R T LA ek L € - R PR 7 003 T — e S B i 1 B MR
AR TR, S SE LA OB R (kR B+ EER R L. A5 iR R IR L: 2Lk

ERBEE, RAHEERITIT R E R I, IR RS R, X R R
e, AT,
EETH

2% H ARl 5L 4 iR 70 TR 50 H (91547208); 2017 SEFEHIALE 208 7 RFEWE TR B
H(B2017255); H E1E 5 RF 223426 61 it - 5T B(2017M612460) .

SEEk
[11 I, FEG, S Wtk EW RS ik BT, /KEFEEERE, 2009, 20(6): 869-875.

[2] Ny, &R, B8, 5 JUKREREEEERM]. Jba: R H it 2002: 11-18.

[3] Zou, Q., Zhou, J.Z., Zhou, C., et al. (2013) Comprehensive Flood Risk Assessment Based on Set Pair Analy-
sis-Variable Fuzzy Sets Model and Fuzzy AHP. Stochastic Environmental Research and Risk Assessment, 27, 525-546.

[4] Li, Q., Zhou, J.Z., Liu, D.H., et al. (2012) Disaster Risk Assessment Based on Variable Fuzzy Sets and Improved In-
formation Diffusion Method. Human and Ecological Risk Assessment, 19, 857-872.

[5] VERL, FE. BEIFEHEEARERKFMRAR TR P RIRH-CAT R4 5 B R HE R A, K H#
2, 2011, 26(3): 78-82.

[6] XINI4E. BRI B0 FE R E B e T iR R I FE[T]. P RME B TRER S AR EAR, 2009, 1(4):
369-372.

[7] B, X7, RER, & ETERSIE—KOEREIRN PRI AP @ & RPN T[], TR E
%, 2013, 27(1): 69-72.

[8] T30, FLAR, BR/NF, 25 DU)INAE Wk 3 A PPAS 5 X R[], KITRMEBEBEHR, 2015, 32(12): 41-45.

DOI: 10.12677/0jswc.2018.63004 29 IK A LREF


https://doi.org/10.12677/ojswc.2018.63004

Hans )Y
KRR R KBRS

1. FTJF40M T http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
THFIRMEERE: [ISSN], FHIAMHTI ISSN: 2334-3338, RIATZif]
2. FTFFENM T T http://enki.net/
Ao« bR SCHREE” BEN, BN SCERRE, BIAT A

PefgiE S http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
HATIME4E: ojswe@hanspub.org



http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
http://cnki.net/
http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:ojswc@hanspub.org

	Study on the Division of Mountain Flood Disaster Risk Zone in Hubei Province
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	1.1. 风险分析的自然因素
	1.2. 风险分析的社会经济要素

	2. 风险分析指标体系建立
	2.1. 山洪灾害危险性指标
	2.1.1. 降雨因子
	2.1.2. 地形因子
	2.1.3. 平均坡度
	2.1.4. 相对高差
	2.1.5. 水系因子
	2.1.6. 河网密度

	2.2. 山洪灾害易损性指标
	2.2.1. 人口及经济暴露性
	2.2.2. 人口密度


	3. 山洪灾害风险评价方法及计算
	3.1. 研究方法和技术路线
	3.2. 湖北省山洪灾害风险评价流程

	4. 湖北省山洪灾害风险评价
	4.1. 应用层次分析法确定因子权重
	4.2. 用灰色聚类评估方法确定风险等级 
	4.2.1. 建立梯形白化权函数进行综合评价确定评价对象灰类
	4.2.2. 计算灰色评价权矩阵

	4.3. GIS软件的应用

	5. 山洪灾害风险区划与成果检验
	风险区划

	6. 结论与展望
	基金项目

