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Fig.1 Distribution region of the geologic

hazards of study area
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Fig.2 Zoning of slope in the study area
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Table 1 Relation of geologic hazards and aspect
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Fig. 3 Zoning of exposure in the study area
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Fig. 4 Zoning of lithology in the study area
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Table 2 Relation of geologic hazards and lithology
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Fig. 6 Water system and buffer of study area
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Fig. 7 Average rainfall map of study area
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Table 3 Grade and evaluation of assessment factors
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Fig. 8 The hazard assessment of study area
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