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Abstract: In order to analyze and clarify some key issues in the field of sudden geo—hazard risk assessment, on the basis of general
analysis of purposes, basic principles, structure and core contents of the technical guideline for geo—hazard risk assessment, this paper
has focused on the working process of risk, probability and possible consequence assessment. Six basic principles, structure and core
contents which should be followed are put forward; qualitative analysis with combination of quantitative evaluation method and tech-
niques are achieved with emphasis on practical techniques and GIS application; basic working process of risk, probability and possible
consequence geo—hazard assessment are put forward. Lastly, there are some brief discussions on some of the major difficulties which are
easy to be confused in terms of geo—hazard risk assessment, which can be referred to for the technical guideline revision and improvement.
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Table 1 Results of geo—hazard risk assessment and principles for mapping and classification
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®2 HARERARTFESXHBLGREEEAER
Table 2 Geo-hazard zoning mapping scale and its application
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Fig. 1 Framework diagram of geo—hazard risk management
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Table 3 Qualitative probability assessment of geo-hazard
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’ Table 4 Quantitative probability assessment of geo—hazard
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F5 READEEHE
Table 5 Classification of land-sliding speed
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Table 6 Qualitative fatalness assessment of geo-hazard
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Table 7 Quantitative fatalness assessment of geo—hazard
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Table 8

Qualitative risk assessment of geo-hazard
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Table 9 Quantitative risk assessment of geo—hazard
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