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Space-time Change and Risk Regionalization of Natural Disaster in Nantong
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Abstract: Taking eart hquake, collapse, water and soil loss, flood, drought, hail, cold disaster and typhoon as study objects,the
authors get the laws and characteristics about time-space distribution of natural disasters in Nantong city preliminarily. On the
basis of the analyse of space-time laws, assessment indices from hazard property of natural disaster—causing factors and
vulnerability of natural disaster bodies are selected, the map of natural hazards and the map of vulnerability of social economy
were produced by using geographical inform ation system analyzing. The basic units of natural disaster risk regionalization also
can be produced by overlaying the two produced maps. Adopting the bottom—up regionalization method and combining the
basic units from bottom to up, the map of natural disaster risk regionalization and three risk regions can be obtained. The
characteristics of every risk regions were discussed in details in the last.
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