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Fig. 1

The distribution map of geological disasters in Hualong country
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Table 1 The evaluation index weight table of geological disasters prone zoning
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Fig.3 The geological disasters prone zoning map of Hualong country
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Fig. 4 Geological hazard risk assessment zoning map of Hualong country
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Zoning of geological disasters of Hualong county in Qinghai province

WEI Gang', YIN Zhi-qiang”, SHI Li-qun', MA Wen-li' ,CUI Xiang-hong'
(1. Qinghai Environmental Geological Prospecting Bureau, Xining 810007, China;
2. China Institute of Geo-Environment Monitoring, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract ; Based on the detailed investigation of geological disasters of Hualong County in 2008 by authors, the types,
scales, harmful degree and the spatial and temporal distribution of geological disasters within the county had already
been identified, and the geological disaster-prone and risk assessment zoning were also been classified. 1) There are
438 geological disaster points of the whole country, and the numbers of landslide are 243, the unstable slopes are 92,
the debris flows are 90 and the collapses are 13, which are mainly controlled by topography and climatic conditions of
the Tibet Plateau. 2) The geological disasters high-prone areas are accounted for 49. 1% of the total area of the
county ; and the middle-prone areas are accounted for 33.5% ; the low-prone areas are accounted for 17.4% . 3) The
high risk-assessment areas of geological disasters are accounted for 44.3% ; the dangerous areas are accounted for 37.
4% ; and low-risk areas are accounted for 18.3% . The results of this investigation will give some advises to prevent
the geological disasters for the local government.

Key words: Hualong county; geological disasters; evaluation; zoning

WEEEMIEE

D N F R AR B T B §ORAE R A e AR R E AR R 2 AR E S AR T O B

RGO ) o TR T 0 ) B b SCRF S TR 2 ) o 4, B TIHS 1 2 38 MR ARG ] 2% 55 7R TR B — oA 45 .
AR A [ TR SO G A L R B T A B IR T R DR R A B

o ] 3t o K 55 B I 2 41 ) 2





