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Abstract: Based on remote sensing and field survey, this paper analyzed the development environment and regional distribution of
17 debris Flows from the section Luding to Detuo of Dadu River. T he factors for these debris flow hazard assessment are deter
mined. Then risk assessment of these debris flow are completed combined with vulnerability analysis. The suggestion of the risk
assessment results focus on the local land plan and in other economic development decisior making, in order to reach the objec-

tives for disaster reduction, and also provide risk information for the residents who live in the debris flow prone areas for evacua-

tion plan and hazard control.
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