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Risk Assessment of Debris Flow Range Based on GIS
—Take Dazhaigou Valley as an Example

A O Hao ~xiang, KUANG Ming ~ sheng, LIU Jing
(School of Geography Science, Southwest China University, Chong qing 400715, China)

Abstract: Take Dazhaigou valley for example, special data are collected, disposed and analyzed by cpmputer. The basic database
of the risk assessment of debris flow range are established based on GIS. After adopting proper appraisable indexes and confir
ming indexes weight , synthetical appraising value was computed, the digital environmental model of the risk assessment of deb-
ris flow and the risk grade diagram of criticality assessment of debris flow range in Dazhaigou valley are established. Under the
GIS technique support, the risk assessment of debris flow range in Dazhaigou valley is accomplished.
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