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Abstract

Based on 1993 to 2012 of daily precipitation data
from seven meteorological station in Hohhot ,
rainstorm and flood disaster data, Hohhot water
DEM digital

elevation image and Landsat TM images data,

distribution figure, 30 meters
using GIS spatial analysis method, classification
method, Dimidiate Pixel Model and mathematical
statistic method and so on .The influencing factors
of the occurrence of rainstorm and flood disaster in
Hohhot area were analyzed,and draw the Hohhot
regional flood disaster sensitivity zoning
map.Results show:High occurrence area and the
sub - high occurrence area of rainstorm and flood
disaster in Hohhot,the located southeast of Hohhot
City,eastern part of He Lin Ge Er County,east of
the Qing Shui He county and midwest of Tu Mo Te
Zuo Qi.But low occurrence area located on north

of Wu Chuan Country.
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Figl History diagram of the frequency of heavy rain in Hohhot
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Fig2 Distribution map of Rainstorm in Hohhot
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Fig3 Distribution map of precipitation in Hohhot
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Fig5 Distribution map of vegetation coverage in Hohhot

4. BFUY K BB R

Wit GIS A 43T he s, FERF AR X
SRR R B A P ] 190 A R
78 26 13 3 A1 P % B K 3 A R s, ) FH 4
TR FEEL E=Wer -X et W e =X et W s X et W
Xert (1-Wis) ~Xes, P RFRIERE Hb DX 2 W UL 57 K
B RIE (BT o BRI X R F vt
T R A XA T AR R BRI A T B4R
MK s e DX T PR R T AR R R
IR S P8 K B o R LA R L B A B b

248

2016RA0311.indd 248

P 6 PRSI0 90 2 7 A1 ]

Fig6 Density distribution of river network in Hohhot
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Fig7 Sensitivity of rainstorm and flood disaster in Hohhot = Fig8 Frequency distribution of flood disasters in Hohhot
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