EPREL L HRE ePaper

LA

LT RS N A 1

Potential collapse Dajia River Basin Analysis
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Abstract

Report Title: Potential collapse Dajia River Basin Analysis

This study focuses on the potential collapse of the analysis to the collapse in 2009
of Typhoon Morakot caused in this catchment area for example. Potential collapse that
Is now known to use data, rely on different modes analysis, the collapse of the
underlying trend study area. Catchment area in the range of the potential nature of the
terrain above the east, because the collapse of the rate and amount of collapse are
more than the lower plains and Deji Reservoir, Lishan, Acacia mountain water
conservancy and other important tourist attractions are here. Methods for the
application of Geographic Information Systems (GIS) to analyze raw data and make
aggregated data analysis, the nature of the terrain east of the various potential than
current state and future potential collapse, using the frequency ratio method, weights
of evidence obtained The collapse of known potential catchment area. Summed up the
two large scale. Selected aspects factor to do the same factor analysis, weights of
evidence does have a higher accuracy rate, and representatives of the more fit factor
calculation method of analysis methods; the other for the collapse of the uncertainty,
but begin by factor of data, Past record of the "collapse has occurred,” as the basis, it
is necessary for reasons of occurrence of the collapse has occurred and there is
uncertainty, the future can add more factors to consider to make the potential collapse
of the correctness of its analysis closer to facts The incidence, in order to reach head
to prevent disasters.

Keyword : Dajia potential collapse analysis, frequency ratio method,

weights of evidence
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