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Tab.1  Evaluation Index Classification of Water Erosion Vulnerability
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Tab.2  Evaluation Index Classification of Landscape Destruction and Pollution Vulnerability
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Tab.3 Spatial Relationship Between Each Landslide Conditioning Factor and Landslides Using WOE

i * b 5 MAGkmY)  ESHee) R WA HE wit Wi Wy
0~10 2015943 1814.35 7.00 66 5.89 —0.172 7 00119 —0.1846
10-20 4761730 4285.56 16.54 127 11.34 03777 0.0605 —04382
I 20~30 7913074 7121.77 27.49 256 22.86 —0.184 7 00620 —02466
30-40 8214224 7392.80 28.54 323 28.84 0.010 5 —0.0042 00147
=40 5877619 5289.86 20.42 348 31.07 0.419 7 —0.1437  0.5634
SR 1307 1.18 0.004 0 0 0 0 0
ik 3193607 2874.25 11.10 119 10.63 —0.0434  0.0053 —0.0487
ik 3525273 3172.75 12.25 142 12.68 0.034 5 —0.0049  0.0394
* 4070 551 3 663.50 14.14 156 13.03 —0.0153 0.0025 00178
1A p ] 3962 140 3565.93 13.77 152 13.57 —0.0143 00023 —0.0165
] 3326796 290412 11.56 137 12.23 00566  —0.0076  0.0643
[liL=] 3435243 3091.72 11.94 149 13.30 0.108 5 —0.0157  0.1242
i 3629 820 3266.84 12.61 120 10.71 —0.163 1 0.0215 —01845
ik 3637853 3274.07 12.64 145 12.95 00240  —0.0035 0.0275
/e 5553660 499830 19.30 353 31.49 04898  —0.1639 0.6536
Hik hg 0426 849 8 484.16 32.75 281 25.07 —0.2675 0.1082 —03757
E 13 800 712 12 420.64 47.95 487 43.44 —0.09875 0.08305 —0.1818
<600 2458 738 2212.86 3.54 235 20.89 0.894 1 —0.1450 1.0391
600~750 164 790 734831 2837 341 30.31 0.066 2 —0.0275  0.0937
& 750~900 16 220 456 14 508.41 56.36 384 34.13 05014 04116 —09131
900~1150 1048 185 943.37 3.64 113 10.04 1.014 5 —0.0688  1.0833
>1150 890 313 801.28 3.09 46 4.00 02790  —0.0103  0.2893
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Tab.4 Impact Factors of Water Erosion Vulnerability and its
Judgment Matrix

A-B  WE PERE LSRR MR AHEA RS

Y 1.000 0.231 0.481 0.783 0.1152
| 4.327 1.000 2.080 3.388 0.498 3
THESEA 2080 0.481 1.000 1.630 0.239 5
#1277 0295 0.614 1.000 0.147 1
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Tab.5 Impact Factors of Landscape Destruction and Pollution
Vulnerability and its Judgment Matrix

A-B WHE BEE AOEE AR BE
M 1.000 1.277 0.295 0.614 0.147 1
PR 0783 1.000 0.231 0.481 0.115 1
)\.H’?EH 3.388 4.327 1.000 2.080 0.498 2
LR 1.629 2.080 0.481 1.000 0.239 6
n
UVI =) wif; (5)
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Tab.6  Statistical List of Study Areas’ Landslide Susceptibility

e 5555 4R ULVI{E % 5 A G A (ke HEartive) s EEEHAW K S R (46/100 km®)
ETENESS  [-3.48,-1.52) 8492418 7643.18 29.39 115 10.28 1.50
MFERET:  [-1.52,-049) 8659665 7793.70 30.18 218 19.48 2.80
RENT  [-049, 044) 5928045 533524 20.66 260 23.24 487
o1 HE 55 [0.44, 1.35) 3107457 2796.71 10.83 280 25.02 10.01
EEMSE  [135 293) 2508297 2257.47 8.74 246 21.98 10.90

URAT B3R 73R b e 55 1R Y B SR R 0 D9 B 4, VPN ES R ANEE 3. R 7 s . BARMT AR MRIE BUE S v o A LR S
PR R GE Tk, BRI A R A ™ R TR RIS X A KR M, RFACIX G 54, 01%, %Xk
R R S R RS X, AR R SERHIRE, RBUEIRX UK LR R R A X R A
FEFET VYN PR B X FIERVTIERL X, %X 2 A 1. AR ME L, LR, BREW. KXELM, LRREHE, K
TSR E, WA, HIIEL RN IL (2012 45 GDP #HE 2 0 8 . 1 8 4ZJ0) ,  JRIAVEERE( 2 0 1 2 HEMRE 1 7314 AN
), T NONTHR, FUBREERCN, AR, B NBARZEE, 5= AR AR A R 2 0 K i e i el
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Tab.7 Statistical List of Study Areas” Water Erosion Vulnerability

Mgk UWVIE s Er  WRlGkmD) B (%)
HECNESS  [1.15, 2.19) 5145819  4631.24 17.88
MEENESS  [2.19, 2.78) 8859750 7973.78 30.79
BEMSS (278, 327) 6683122 6014.81 23.22
WSS [3.27. 3.82) 7519283  6767.35 26.13
HIAHESS  [3.82, 4.85) 571244 514.12 1.98

WRIT. =30 S5 AR AR 55 M 95t oR T SR mE 20 D 5 4, DRGSR AN 4. 3K 8 Fm. SRR SRR Sisivh, HE
e 355 DX 45k R AR E VL HE R EL R, A5 A X TR 20. 77%. 3. 68%, ZBANIHE R, HURAGESS, “Clm 24, 213 [EHiE,
302 BB F ML, NP ERARE, BTS2 BRI Y A5 AR R NG 55 X IR 2 A AR i AN B, 73]
A FTIX AR 28, 47%, 24, 23%, ZIXIRAN FEEERUN (4093009 8. 77 N/km's 10.75 N/km') , kB R, ERGBRESRY X H
TIHh 2 B R B A R TN o
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Tab.8 Statistical List of Study Areas’ Landscape Destruction and
Pollution Vulnerability

HE 5555 2k UPVIH Mg HGkm)) B S (%)

WEAEHEES  [1.23, 2.07) 8194674 7375.21 28.47
WEMESS  [2.07. 2.71) 6972958  6275.66 2423
HERESS  [2.71. 337) 6574868 5917.38 22.85
FRERETS  [3.37, 4.08) 5977117 5379.41 20.77
HIEMES  [4.08, 5) 1059572  953.61 3.68
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Tab.9 Statistical List of Study Areas’ Vulnerability

e 000 001 010 011 100 101 110 111
AL 12 998 417 2541 682 6270 400 1269 603 2458014 2 648 205 123 012 386 519
I (k) 11 698.58 2287.51 5643.36 1142.64 221221 2383.38 110.71 347.87

3 F 53 (%) 45.30 8.86 21.85 4.42 8.57 9.23 0.43 1.35
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