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Abstract

The study select Wei River Basin as the study area. We set up the combined river indicator system with its own characteristics and ge-

ographical environment which has 13 indicators and use mathematical model based on entropy weight of fuzzy to make evaluation of its vulnerabili-
ty. As a result that ,Hebi is 0. 69, Jiaozuo is 0. 55, Anyang is 0. 36, Xinxiang is 0.39, Puyang is 0.23. At last,reasonable suggestions and meas-

ures were put forward based on the analysis of the reasons for the results.
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Fig.1 The vulnerability evaluation index system of Wei River
basin in Henan
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Table 1 The vulnerability evaluation weights of Wei River basin in
Henan

iR I G
Index Entropy Weights
X, 0. 697 0. 089
X, 0. 838 0. 048
X, 0.712 0. 085
X, 0. 288 0.209
X, 0. 861 0. 041
X, 0.721 0. 082
X, 0.846 0.045
X 0.547 0.133
X, 0.847 0.045
X0 0.847 0.045
X, 0.826 0.051
X, 0.790 0.062
X5 0.780 0.065
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0.730 0.571 1.000 0.950 0
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0.599 0 1.000 0.177 0.719
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