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Abstract; Based on combination weight method in extenics evaluation model, this paper proposed a new geo-

logical disaster evaluation method. According to the monitoring data of geological disasters in Jilin Province,

and by using matter-element theory, extension set theory and its associated functins, the geological disasters in

the field of classical field and the sectin was determined. To determine the weight, we created a geological dis-

aster extenics comprehensive evaluation model by the fuzzy analytic hierarchy process( FAHP) and the combi-

nation entropy weighting method, and finally go to the realistic district level.

Key words: extenics evaluation; entropy method; combination weight; geological disaster risk

RS R A T RO E R E K
—, T UL R 2L BB K A AR
AN %, 3 B0 TUICE S AR Ry o A ek
JUVREBR K, B B E R TR KRR
I, ok R 1 B I B OMAT: S5 R L A
oK, DX 5 K A B M PPN S TR A 2
FEH— T A AT, [ N SB35 3 A X — 4
T KRB R R AR BB AR

AT A D AT T G TR) A A% AL D #H 2 )
T, ] 2 B O B U 1 S P R A A R B, A
SCHs 2R B /2 U o0 A ik (FAHP) SR {EIE AT 25
A LA RAGE B 2 A, 45 AR AR A

I Fs B EE: 2010 - 10 - 15.

EETB: KK g 56 8RS KL wiv g5 |
(20097X07424 —002) ; EMA R TR BT H (20080453).

EE BT : 2L (1966—) , Lo, fIHE.

FUPE R AERE AR I ik A e e ) ml A 2. D i
00l i A S P A, BT e o R A BCRH
RN SR T2 A B .

1 ETHEBACENTHFFNEAR

1.1 FHRFEHNEAERRE
AR TR E A S T 1983 AR Y
— [ TRt AT AR R S AR AT AR A i
RPN . RPN A BE B T R
BN T A G AFTERAS B B B RR L, 1 FL o L
R RE R b 20 AT B S M2 S A A 1Y
ORI AR R G s A AR A R T
L2 WHETFMTE
D e GBI 580 TSN AT
SELROCT RN P R 2R BT B S ], R 228 etk
R,(N;,C.V)) =



- 142 - U NS N A N 43 %
]Vj’ Cl 1j N_,-’ C1 (alj,bl_,'> p(vl—,Vi,-) = |», _(lij +bij _ai,-z—bij
C,, sz _ C,, (azj,sz) 2
: : : E p(v[,Vip) = |y - aip + bip _ aip - biP
Cn ’ an Cn ’ (anj ’ bnj) l 2 2
(1) TP P T 4550 W RIR N
KN, HRITIIS jG o= 1,2, ,m) DIEN A K(P) = Y WK(v) . (5)
i=1

GG (1 = 1,2,+,n) AEWEER R N, BN ER;
Vi =(ay,b;) AN, KFHER C e i {Eis L
MRSV PP S5 ) AT PR
R C; Prfuy e i i, Ry
R(P,C,V,)
P, C,,

le P’ Cl ’ (alp ’blp
C2 ’ V2p

)
Cz’ (a2p ’pr)

(2)

¢, V, c,, (a,,b,)
qp P IR SR iV, PR TRE C
P AR R B P AT SR
2) BERVEY T X TR (PR 6 S5
Z) P, TR R R e, BRI A R
WHIICR N

P, C,, v
Cz’ 1}2

Rj<P,CsU> = . (3)
c v

b P RTF RPN S5 90 C 2R PP S5 9 Y
HE 50, o PRT C EAE, RIS P i £
R,

3) WEARIL. BB S A o F 2
REBE AL R, 9 R/ T B B 1
A2 RE R, A FRRBCR B3 2 A R
LR ASSORE R AR JZ U o3 Hr ik (FAHP ) 545
{EVEANSS & 2 A RGA B E AU, 15 e 20
FIWL A AHP 3% AT 20t B J= o A ik
(FAHP) , SR J5 5 & W0 ik o A IR (BTG 2R AT 4
AL, ORI A PN TR AL . 205 A 25
BHIE THEARIN T IR, F5 % S W R L
O ARZE G LIS BB AR S PR A (.

4) B E SRR, ol ORI R T ARG B 45 BRI
PO RS v, KT RAFH ) BREKIE K (v,) N

Kj(pi) =
p(vi’Vij)
, (Ui’Vi)) - (vi9Vi' #0;
oo V) = plo, vy P Ve) =P V)
_p(”iavij), P(”mvip) _P(”/,V,:j> = 0.

(4)
Hrp

el W WSRO RREL LY W, = 1.
5) BN

n

Ko (P) = Y AW(P)} = Ko(p) . (6)

Wl FE R PR AR PR T 1, 26,100 K, (P) HI%L
{ELR/IN BRH B G 28 WU AT 5 e ) S e B e i 1
e 1, BIRRPL.

1.3 MWMENERZE

13,1 BOBIRIR ik

BRI 2 YK 79 87 5 ( Fuzzy Analytic Hierarchy
Process, FAHP ) KL R A 25 G IF AT TA
TR b O 2 Uk 23 B i [m) 3K 36 2 Ky
Pk B 2 X 1) J2 I Br i A4 ) AR
W ISR J2 U 20 BT 125 2 AN () B9 5 2 ) P 0 B 4 o SR
2% PR 2R ACERL 1) 77 125 R PO — B3R B SR 2% DR R A
EH A

1) Ry RORY) ) DB R . 3 0 2% 1) A A A
PSR Jat RA) b ) DRI R I (] AP RSOR )
FE) R = (1) e » HEFIREEXT EZIEMEN] A2 5
ZAKRITCR Z AN AHX BB . Horer, 56
iMICR o, 5 DICR o BN EEAPERLEE, B
Or; =0.5,FR a;, 5o, AFEE;Q0<r; <
0.5,%ma; e, HE, Hr; BUN,a; I a, EHE;
@0.5 <r; <1,Fma e TE,Hr, #K,q
FE a; B of RSO ) WA e v R P T R
PEHCAL R E FER AR T 0.1 ~ 0.9 JUBRE.

2) ASOR DR R 11— S A 30 5 AL SR .
BEMIFERE R = (1) 0, AR — SO A ST 0 02
FMFRAFAE n AR — LRy I &= w = (w,,
wy e w,) ' RIER a 573 Vi), = alw, —w;) +
0.5 BT

AR = (1), SRR — O WA 0]
H

il

wi:L_ ! Lz’ﬁ:’ieg' (7)

n 2a * no =
B R AT B AME RS, A R HAE 7 )1 — 1AL
] R (7)WL 25 o IR 2
a=0.5(n-1).



5511 4

ZEWRLL, A T G TR B 3 5 AT R B Y - 143 -

APia B, A Z 228N 0 BN, B 22 22 1
K Ma =0.5(n-1) BAEZZRETKR Hit,
/NGB PR 3 R R T T R () R R Y 2
5,0 BORERWIPRE A RAEH EAOC R () 2 A
PR 255 FESEPR e =0.5(n - 1) ,iX 2T
PRI 8] B EEFE T 2 S5 k.
BRI IR 2 1) — B0 B e 1 AT R 4 ) iy
(1 — 0l B AESE PR USRS M v, Hh T T F 5 I
AR A AN A TR AT R P2 A 1 e, fofi ) i
AR R B A A A — k. BUi, 752
XSRS T A T — SR AR B A . QAN TG 2
— B SR N R ASTR  TRE B 17 T R
1.3.2 Jpfeu:
EEMEERRTHTERGFEREN R
FE A e hn AR 5, FE PR (AR b AR, 15
SR IR E B RN R, Fe bR A R
R Rz A5 BURBOR, HLAE B SO BB,
SARECEE MU/IN T R, R 7E IS T TR pe 3
FRATEHY 5 2 0 B R AR PE A B — AR BEAER 1Y
R
T AEL A 22 A 25 5RO
1) FIRERF A . 2 B — T R 4, 1
PR m ABEAEY n PR HE AR 100 06 B0 A
X = (%) o, AT ATEIR IO A BT S S TG bR
DL P H R A AR K 22 57, 05 X ) 1 25030 AR
AL AL FE. AR HE AR LA B
Y = (%) nun (8)
2) IEIEM RS C BIREE. B TE BT
FIRBERAEAR C W15 B (FRAR B ) rsi oy
{d, RS bR C, RE R

Hi = _kaijlnfify i = 1’2"“’n‘ (9)
i=1

;H\:':Pf,j =y,/( zy,;j), k =1/(lnm).
j=1

A HHCk SRG AR m 4%

3) SR C, MATRL. R
A HRPR LR, HAR R R P86 6 £ L
BMERBORH S, SO IR BRSO T
SR (SOBRRTIEA 5 REA TR K | T
SR C. BT

wi=(1—Hi)/(n—_ZHi)- (10)

HELR AR 45 S5 T 2 i LA P FE 1022 57
P, AR5 8 OB B BB 5 12 BT
AL EUFT S8 0 5 DL 63 0 — 953 77 2%
o PO BB T LA 67 AR 0

FH i HL S i 13 1.
1.3.3 AWML

KT TR FEMAE L AL, A5 T %
WA . 2 WA L 325 114 D s 090 A VR 45 16 b
S BRECE , VI T HR PR AN EE UL (R, AR
A A% 9 & . (HZ 7 1 a0 s T & 0
B T 20T 4 FRAE 0 B N A 1 T
TR 4 R A R SR 22 5508 AT
R 8 22 N Z P P AR & 05 B 5 & &=
L H T R 3 5 5 1 S I, I A4S P R A 1 =
BB DA TLE A, A RS LA b S 45 48 A 1 52
FrRA . 7ESC b, AT — MR R IA AL ik
A e PEM R BRI AR, B

w;, = Ao, + (1 =24,),B(=1,2,-,n).
(11)
Ko B, A0 RS © A TR HE AR 3 L R WAL
;A0 < A, < 1) HIFMAENR €, F K MAE
LT R

Xof FEM A AL Aokt , HOG A e 3=
H WAL B U 280 A, TE LA B SCiik b, — ik
BT AR BT R B A, (B, M A5 7R
A T IBE R, ORANERA 1. X FASTR AR
fi A O ZR B0 BRI A, B R B A TR — 5 bk & o
FAARH A G E R, HZE R &7 AR K 2=
S N TR T REHL AR /)N B T 32 WL RE R R A AL
FAE AR, A SCHE T —Fh i & 20 7 i ol ik
BOFMN 545 3 WA 1w i 2280 A, 1ME, H
AR IRh

1) RS TEMFE R I 3 F WA KN30
HEATHEIT 5

2) A5 R AR 52 48 AR HE R — 2, N
B, =0.5;

3) FHIEM R RS C. #9 E WAL HE R 28 T IE
fabr C. A WACEHET |, th & WAL 1245 H AL
TS S PR PR AR 25 A A E A BN S
ZAHr(E, WIHO0.5 < A, < 15

4) FIHFEIR C. % WALE HE P 56 T 17

Bhr C, 1 FEMAEHET , 30 1245 A AL
FXF T E S PEM IR PR 2 S A E A BN S
ZE, MELO < A, <0.5.

2 M A

B N CHIERES OB ND G A K oy N o8 R A R[]
FEA SRR 1 0, RS G 9T XS BR 1 00, 45
ML I A I 1 PG AR SR 5 b
FEFSCRNEEAN 20 4 559 AES K IX RS



- 144 - Bk OE Tk Ko R

$A43 5

RIX gy e X R e iy A X AR B B AR B R AN
8 AL A B ORL S5 1 12 5 S Y B Y L SR
TR TR A8 H8 AR AL, K o VP b 5T 9 5 43 A
X IFEPRRA R SR A Th T 285
13 BIWFFE &S FLITHS PN S5 2.

TEHL TR fa e 285 VP b, RS
AP T 00 b S T L M R AR 0 ik
BB SR R o A 45 DR ZO0) o5 AR b B PR 5
Wi PR 29K 0% R I 446 B 7 R A b 5 U 119 S B
UL, 23 i e i e P Y 7 FhPEO 8 . AR
iR AR BT A H IR M B A i L A
TR IE SR S TG 3. BSR4 fan
(B R AN AN ] o (B 2 80K, 201 5 e b J3T
FfER YRR FEA T IH — AL AL B AT RAT Hb BT K
FRRE M S G 28 MU R Nz 1) 75 85K

DA A 5t 9 3 Wi B A ARAE, o TR
MERSARIT A A HERA M, 4% 5 km x5 km PA% Ry EEA
WO ERTT 6 B — PP BT R 8 B — T 48 A
BEATAF A GBI, A T ARGRAE, 15 1 45 53 A X B DT
raatr el , & B (3) @ AR T PP T,

WL 5 702 ASERITAS I I — AL B R 245
IRA 2 e A ) P 4H B AR 245 31

o, = Ao, + (1 =X,)B;
H AT LIS 245 S EHR PR AL 3 e R BCH
W = {0.0306 6, 0.009 73, 0.070 89, 0.278 73,
0.126 96, 0.342 70, 0. 140 33| ™.

Hr i w, = 1.

AT PR R RLE AT DS BB X A
FATTHE SRS, F T mapgis M 75 bRAS 5T
Sy R IX RS niE 1R

EIE MK E 5 R 5 An

N

A

T
0 100 200 Km

Bl HM&tRRECREERSE

3 4% %

1) DA 3 J52 58 6 I 2 PP A 1 4 B A R
RV R B2 R Mk (FAHP) 5% 0000
Mrids A A AT 2R G OUAL, IR 32 3 AN R
F Dt e 2% B LR T T PR

2) e KA (R AR 2 O R B, X T R
W TR F SE R S AT R o), HAE I 2 R R
BRATAT 9 BT AT LR PP 4 b R A Y 2 L
P BRATERALETE , 6 Z SR RPN R AR A T
e B ATEE D ICE G R RSy KPP R A T
— BT AR T I

5% Xk

(1] XUEIE. SR T R 2 T5UEE G ] -5 St ] st [ ]
B F S B TR AR, 2010,21(3) : 92 -98.

(2] R, Aok, TV, 5. HUBIRCE I ol 5 BEE A
AR A SE I [T ] b BT AR, 2009, 28(8)
1127 - 1137.

[3]mRZ, NG, Kk, 55 SO R 5 & 7 K

S R B BURE AT [T ] IR 224l (LR
Bl#AR) , 2010, 42(5) ; 105 - 112.

(41430, AR, Wi, i TR LM, dbat#)
AL, 1997.

[5] LERMONTOV A, YOKOYAMA L, LERMONTOV M, et
al. River quality analysis using fuzzy water quality in-
dex; Ribeira do IguaPe river watershed , Brazil[ J]. Eco-
logical Indicators, 2009, 9(6); 1188 - 1197.

[6] CARRANZA E J M, HALE M. Spatial association of
mineral occurrences and curvilinear geological features
[J]. Mathematical Geology, 2002, 34(2): 203 —221.

[7]ABDOU S, SAVOY J. Statistical and comparative evalu-
ation of various indexing and search models [ C ]//Pro-
ceedings of the Conference on Alliance of Information
and Referral Systems ( AIRS’06). [S. L. ]: Lecture
Notes in Computer Science, 2006: 362 —373.

(8 IRXVEEIN, =) A, SRR, AR ARHR L X Ml i 9
FEFEEIEM (], 3 AROR 2 27 4 (M BRBE 22 b))
2004, 34(1): 119 - 124.

[9]XIE M W, ESAKI T, ZHOU G Y. GIS-based probabilis-
tic mapping of landslide hazard using a three-dimension-
al deterministic model [ J]. Natural Hazards, 2004,
33(2): 265 —282.

[10] ALEXANDER D E. A brief survey of GIS in mass-
movemeni studies , with reflections on theory and methods
[J]. Geomorphology, 2008, 94(3/4) . 261 -267.

[11]CARRARA A, PIKE R J. GIS technology and models
for assessing landslide hazard and risk[ J]. Geomorphol-
ogy, 2008, 94(3/4) . 257 -260.

(%mEE K 2r)



