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Tablel Regional agricultural drought disaster risk evaluation indexes system and its grade standards
2012
1IC ) 2() 30 4 )
214 ( 1%) <10 10~20 20~30 >30 6.5
21( /mm) =800 800~600 600~400 <400 772.2
x14( 1%) =-0.05 -0.05~-0.18 -0.18~-0.31 <-0.31 0.33
x14( /m?*<hm™) =6 000 6000~4500 4500~3000 <3000 2597.33
215( 1%) =175 75~72 72~69 <69 67.71
%16( ) =0.7 0.7~0.5 0.5~0.3 <0.3 0.15
20 ( / +hm™) <400 400~600 600~800 >800 574.36
222( 1%) <30 30~40 40~50 >50 58.69
223( /%) =180 180~190 190~200 >200 209.54
204( GDP /%) <20 20~30 30~40 >40 29.45
23 ( 1%) <55 55~70 70~85 >85 89.04
232( /%) <10 10~35 35~60 >60 0.59
235( GDP /m*) <500 500~650 650~800 >800 150
234( /%) =20 20~15 15~10 <10 18
245 ( GDP/ ) =5000 5000~4000 4000~3000 <3000 14620
x42( 1%) =30 30~20 20~10 <10 0
Xa3( /10°m*-hm™) =2300 2300~1700 1700~1200 <1200 1261
%aa( ) =09 0.9~0.8 0.8~0.7 <0.7 0.67
Xas5( ) =9000 9000~6000 6000~3000 <3000 122
%46( ) =0.7 0.7~0.5 0.5~0.3 <0.3 0.21
xa7( 1%) =40 40~30 30~20 <20 15.2
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3.2
3
S w;  0.329,
31 Wy, 1~ Wi,e 0210,
0.174,0.150,0.173,0.134,0.159 ;
, 5 wy 0.191 , Wr 1~ Waa
) 0.245,0.291,0.223,0.241;
N N w3 0.241 N W3 1~W34
o 0.248,0.281,0.256,0.215;
2012 Wy 0239 N Wy 1~W4a7
( 1), 0.127,0.223,0.159,0.191,0.116,0.079,0.105,
(2012 ) ) (2012 \ )
) »(2008 ). ,
(2012 ) 2, 3
2
Table2 The connection degree of the single index of subsystem
a by b € a bi b €
M, -p, 1.000 0 0 0 M-8, 1.000 0 0 0
Ma,-p, 0.722 0.278 0 0 Mo, -8, 0 0 0 1.000
M -5, 1.000 0 0 0 M-, 0 0 0.244 0.756
M -5, 0 0 0 1.000 M-, 0 0 0 1.000
M -5, 0 0 0 1.000 M-, 0 0 0 1.000
M -5, 0 0 0 1.000 M -5, 0 0 0 1.000
M-, 0 0 0 1.000
@ by b €1 @ bi b Ci
M-z, 0 0.628 0.372 0 M, s, 0 0 0 1.000
Mo, -, 0 0 0 1.000 Mo, -8, 0 0 0 0
M-, 0 0 0 1.000 M-8, 0 0 0 0
M-t 0 0.555 0.445 0 Mo, -8, 0.2 0.8 0 0
3 hy
Table3 The connection degrees and h, of subsystems
S S S Ja hy ha hs hy
0.486 0.048 0.000 0.466 0.486 0.534
0.000 0.288 0.198 0.514 0.000 0.288 0.486 1.000
0.580 0.172 0.000 0.248 0.580
0.127 0.000 0.039 0.834 0.127 0.127 0.166 1.000




5
9 40 b
4 hk o )
Table4 The evaluation grades and h; values y s y
of agricultural drought disaster risk of Bozhou City
S S f fi hy hy hs hy , )

" 0.330 0.112 0.047 0.511 0.330 0.442 0.489 1.000

3.3
A=0.5( ),
2012 .

[17]
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Table5 The results of different evaluation methods

2 4 1 4 4
3 3 2 4 3
(1) X144 X15-X16 4 (
) s X1 X12-X13 1 ( ) o
) 2
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(2) X2 X23 4 ( ) 3 X2
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Assessment Method Based on Fuzzy Theory and Set Pair Analysis
and Its Application to Agricultural Drought Disaster Risk Evaluation

LIANG Shuqi', WANG Wensheng', JIN Juliang®
(1. School of Water Resource and Hydropower, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610065, China;
2. College of Civil Engineering, Hefei University of Technology, Hefei 230009, China)

Abstract: Agricultural drought disaster risk assessment is one of the most important basic researches on the quantitative under-
standing of the mechanism of drought risk and scientific control of drought risk. Assessment method based on fuzzy theory and set
pair analysis can take the multi-scale feature of information and fuzzy property of assessment criteria into full account. The pre-
sented method is simple in concept and convenient to calculate. Both agricultural drought risk assessment system and evaluation
indexes are constituted by the hazard subsystem, exposure subsystem, damage sensitivity subsystem and drought resistance capacity
subsystem. The assessment method is firstly applied to the agricultural drought disaster risk assessment. The results show that the
presented method is satisfactory and it will provide a new approach for the evaluation of agricultural drought disaster risk.

Key words: agricultural drought disaster; risk assessment; assessment method based on fuzzy theory and set pair analysis

( 59 )

space spatial correlation. Taking the central area of Jiangning district in Nanjing as an example, a modified successive random
additional method (SRA) was used to generate a random field with fractional Levy motion statistics for the logarithm of hydraulic
conductivity (InK),and the possible non —homogeneous spatial distribution of the hydraulic conductivity was simulated,and the
DRASTIC method was used to evaluate groundwater vulnerability.The results show that the degree of change in the hydraulic
conductivity field generated by SRA is more severe than that of the conventional ordinary Kriging method,and it is more in line
with the characteristics of complex distributed non-stationary random fields. The groundwater vulnerability assessment established on
this basis is more in line with objective facts,which enriches and develops theories and methods in using stochastic theory to solve

groundwater environmental problems.

Key words: groundwater vulnerability assessment;aquifer heterogeneity ;random theory ; hydraulic conductivity



