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Fig.1 Location choice of prevention and

treatment project sketch map
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Table 2 Qualitative evaluation form of indicators
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Table 3 Scoring summary sheet of evaluation indicators

Al A2 A3
Uiy 59. 50 75. 46 76.02 1. 00

Uiy 84.32 90.25 74. 50 0.10
ug? 85. 19 86. 07 82. 00 0.10
ugd 71.68 72. 44 58. 94 0.20
U§ 86. 95 73.90 74.22 0.20
vl 92.76 76.73 91.85 0.20
ul® 86. 21 58.86 90. 10 0.20

[ 73. 87 77. 54 71.96 0.30

Ui 74. 24 73. 60 75.27 0.30

u{d 88. 69 61.90 90. 03 0. 40
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Application of fuzzy mathematics in geological disaster prevention
and treatment research for debris flow in Qinghe county
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Abstract: By analysing Huera debris flow gully pattern debris flow type combined with the urgency of prevention
and treatment measures and systems for prevention projects of debris flow we propose prevention and treatment
schemes preliminarily; After scoring by expert for both schemes applying fuzzy mathematics comparing and
valuating we optimize the better scheme. The geological disaster prevention and treatment research for debris flow has
a guiding significance for making a strategic decision of debris flow prevention and treatment scheme in Huera gully
Qinghe county.
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