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Fig.1 The contrast figure between different geography

and the geological hazard development extent.
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Fig. 2 The histogram of the relationship between slope shape and geological hazard
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Fig. 3 The histogram of the relationship between the
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gradient of slope and the development of geological hazard
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Fig.4 The figure of the relationship between the
gradient of slope and the development of collapse,

landslip and unstable slope
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Fig.5 The histogram of the relationship between slope heightand landslide, collapse, unstable slope
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The analysis of the control action of geography of the development rule of

geological hazard in a city of the South-east of Hunan province

JIN Fu-xi', LUO Tao', LI Jie’
(1. School of Geosciences and Info-Physics, Central South University, Changsha 410083, China;
2. ChenZhou Meteorological Administration, ChenZhou 423000, China)

Abstract; The geography and landform are the basis of occuring ecollapse, landslip, debris flow, which determines

the collapse, landslide, debris flow and other geological disasters can form and type, quantity, density, scale to a

large extent. Different geography types, slope, slope shape and elevation lead to different scale types of geological

hazards.
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