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Abstract

Scenic Area were determined by the comprehensive weighted summation method, entropy weight method and GIS. The results show that the tor-

Based on the data of topography, vegetation, slope and precipitation, the regional risk zonation of torrent disasters in Huangshan

rent disasters in Huangshan Scenic Area are mainly in medium risk areas, accounting for 72% of the scenic area, and the high risk areas and
low risk areas account for 21% and 7% of the total scenic area, respectively. The high risk areas of torrent disasters are located in the central
and western part of the scenic area, which can be divided into high risk areas in the central part and high risk areas in the southwest part. In
the central high risk areas, there are Beihai Scenic Area and Yuping Scenic Area, which have great potential tourism safety hazards. The emer-

gency management of disaster risk should be done in prevention, rescue and reconstruction work before, during and after disaster.
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Fig.1 Location map of Huangshan Scenic Area
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Fig.2 Technical roadmapping
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Fig.3 The spatial distribution of precipitation in Huangshan

Scenic Area
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Table 1 The risk assessment of torrent disasters in Huangshan Scenic
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Huangshan Scenic Area
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