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Abstract;
(DPSIR) model is used to assess the water resources system

Driving forces-Pressure-State-Impact-Response

vulnerability of Chang-Zhu-Tan Area. Meanwhile, the
establishment of vulnerability assessment model and
evaluation process are described in detail based on the
comprehensive identification of the vulnerability factors of the
water cycle sub-system, the social-economic subsystem and
the environment sub-system, combining the analytic hierarchy
process (AHP) method with entropy method, weights of
water resources vulnerability factors are obtained, as well as a
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comprehensive evaluation on the water resources system
vulnerability. The conclusion shows that the vulnerability of
water resources system in Chang-Zhu-Tan Area is serious with
several insecurity factors, so the vulnerability assessment can
provide a technical guidance for the sustainable development
of the water resources system in Chang-Zhu-Tan areas.

Key words. water resources vulnerability; driving forces-
pressure-state-impact-response ( DPSIR) model; quantifying
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KRERERFHE R 4Pk AHP (analytic hierarchy
process)BFFE T BT 7K FETE X 7K WU A 5 P

AT R (K T R UM | R PR TR ) 3 T B
RO IREKER FRE M SETFRAE ADH
BFREPAERKE RIS R, 857 T K%
BRERFEITEMER , WK IR RGN 1T
ZE TR, 1R R RK PR RGeS M A1, DA
REKFERGEN LGB, XK RE
KOKRBRWF S R RAAREENERE
X.

1 KFRFEESEERTSSNHE

1.1 ARRZRZREFENETS
“FHHE"TIAR M T RKARAEZE, FE2%
FHESX—FEEIFRET BRAMNB TN, AR
H B SO ERSS T b T K e 55 1k A S, oA
EABIHRAT R 1993 FEREEREHRER
S B SC, K # R K BE 55 M O N TE R B
(intrinsic vulnerability) F1 4% &£ g 55 £ (specific
vulnerability) ,JA T K ESH R R IBHE E
KB Z R AL B R S AT RE A
AREFR N T HFRAKR IR S, B
FEHIBRARAN VR FRREERS TAES
G RGEMAETF AEE AT RIRY, REER
BER.BARESEARERBIASRFRAS
SRAE AR, HihiF S E B KES
KEMEE, NEREHMBKRE ST KRRES
& & BERE T KRERS SN E X, S8
PSRRI ST ISR » 4 X IBK R R B 55 MRS 0
R EXBHNHKEATFRE MSETFRSE
MESHRFREMBNKKRERE, EZIEHR
ARG SR T, RS RE S A T K
B3| FRE .
1.2 AKRIRAGIETIER NE
KEBRRGEFEMABERE: O KRERSE
R—NEEFBHKRRE, RAKEAFREESE
BFRENESHREFREMEAER HEHEEH
FEROLE D. HpEs M EA At SURME  FRRk
. REEERFA. O KEBERAWEHHERRE
RGEA SR BAEIS I EmRA K. R
SZNTEBERRERHERRARER, 5 ia
ERBEHENEERER. @ KREREH T

RBLTE 4t 45 3K 35 9 7K B YR e 55 74 (supply-driven
water vulnerability) £ B 55 >k 3K 3h A 7K % VR 6 55 1
(demand-driven water vulnerability) Bi- 7 TH. Bi
MOKBHR RGEHI M BEH &, J5 B MK IRTE S E B
AEHE.
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Fig.1 Water resources system

2 KFFERGHEEMETEM T iE

KFEBERGEFERN TN B X BB E0E.
WIS G vk R Bk D SR R
HEHEAWEMARZA. EEXR, FE%E R
T — B I T A0 BR R T S A A K
PRI ST IEM N BIA T ST Wy
ZNRAT REARSEE B IFE R FHEE.E
EA MRS T R TR TR IR EEN RS
PEPERARRIN | 0 7 S 7T BT = £ I b XK ¢
BREHEHIT IR e, 562 H GISGEEFE R R
G5) T AR R FAEE T WA AR PR AR R, iy F ke
BRGZEE =L R, A~ X% F DPSIR (driving forces-
pressure-state-impact-response) 5 &l 3 37F 4 7K % IR
RGeS L.

2.1 AREBERGIREFETMEEAET

DPSIR A2 1993 FHAF SERBAR
(OECD)EKRH, ZHTHRIE A IRFTIFELRE
PO A RE S AR A0S R R G50 T Y A B
BT A MESRZE M BN  REHS) T (DR
TEHP) M4, AT ERFHRE S REW
2, RERSHBAEX RGP AW (D, RN RS
Xof 3% SR A AT M RE (RD.

FR¥E DPSIR #£240, \BKZ) 7 Fe 7 RS
AR 5 N LB BRI KERFRE S
FFREMESRF T REMNBHER T KIELE
HERFEMG S SRR EHSE. EhE
ERAEL G AT BRI 5 A A A 45 B AR R e B
JEI, 5 G RTE b IX Y SE PR B 00, 57 T I 2 B
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Fig.2 Hierarchical structure model for water
resources system assessment

2.2 IEHRNENTE

TEUT AL, F8ARA B R 32 WA EE A& AR
HES G WA SRS R E , Hd EVAE W
FESR R R 5301k » B WA 1 e SR R A (L k.
2.2.1 EWAEMHE

% FHAHPH & E AN E B}, & e @ “ B4

BN E—Ein 27 B R IR G RS
H5E&BERMAE R ZE M HIBER, 858557
HESELRBIN, B L FZMIE Saaty 5 BEE &
EIPR P RS BB T IT A (LR D3RR
KT (A—BEREEHENFLE-ERENEER
X EE S HEEAUED F R R BT B E B
X B R W EEMHFAUED s B XA E 0 5 A
B QT B, Y BFEL— B R
(random index) F1 — ¥ 48 #&8 C: (consistency
index) # F{H Cr (consistency ratio) /NF 0. 1 Bf (IR,
£ 2, AW BB W RN —20t; e TR
R B R KR A E M &,

#1 Saaty IRERHEY
Tab.1 Saaty-scale and its definition
wE & X
#R X 5X, ASEE
Fa X B X; RIEE
ERX X, AREE
FA X X RAEE
FARX X BREE
ST RAARSBHIT A EE
WBAE qﬂﬁiﬁ#&}ﬁ i ZI/Qij

W =~ o1 W

2,4,6,8
%

F2 TMEN—BER R &

Tab.2 Average random consistency index R,

n 2 3 4 5 6 7 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
Ry 0 0. 58 0. 89 1.12 1. 24 1.32 1.42 1.46 1.49 1.52 1.54 1.56 1.58 1.59
Qx = (g;) AH:2>0,k=1/In n,e;,220; 24 p, =0 B}, &
J_‘J:'-JF':iZI,Z,"-,m; j:].,z,"',n;qij%}j_:\‘ Xi —':;[‘X] pyln pUZO.
RTEMPER X B REZ L. g = 1—¢
7 m—E,
1< Ea’ijwj d
Am—_z =1 J_‘J:':F' E —Ee],0<g <1’Egjz .
n 4 w; i=1

A A HEEGF BRRHER 5 a5 NP1 WT AR R B

AT E.

_Amax_n
G = n—1

2.2.2 EWBERFE

2 WA EE 7 8 SR R (L, B Je e PP X &
A A=(X,), X; R ¢ MEARSE j MR
PR s P REARBAR A TR HE LA B, AR TSR 5 A
ToAREE ¢ MERBT M ILE p,; 58 7 NME MR E
ej\% i MR ERE gj s e BT EADE J

MEF RN E w;.
Py = TXLL, i=1,2,,m, ] =1,2,,m
23Xy
i=1

e; =k pyln p;
i=1

w = £, 1<j<m
ng

2.2.3 ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ‘*ﬂi
RAE.FMNEMSE W ERERANE
w—=bw +(1—Dw,, B w AHENE, w HER
VTR R BN , w, R RA TS BT A & IAR
B, G5 RER, A0 E 6=0. 5.
2.3 ARERZGIEBFBEREIHE
BasstEIE bR 20 4 IE (Rl 8 AR A3 () 38 AR B . 1E
IR RS TR BERR K, RGN H AR K. 518
WRENERBARR K, R H /). gL
AR AT
1E 38R
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xmaxj —xij

4 =
Lmaxj ~ Lmin j

ABERERFHEHH LHEARMT,
L = i:quﬁa i=1,2,m, j=1,2,,n

A w; N&HE R A B IE; g MInHEL)E
AR E.
2.4 kRRFRZEMSFEREITNHE

B T RRERGEA Z R0 Xtk Bt
RE R ZEXT DXIBK B IR R G 1 5 1 AT E B A I
S LA He B AR 3¢ B9 [ 52 BB 55 MR 20 B EL A XES
RIS BT E G RG , KRR XK SR
RAMEFH BT, 0K 3 PR,

*®3 KRFERGHEHETNHE
Tab.3 Water resources system vulnerability
assessment criterion

KBEkEss EERS PERES
RME =0, 80

BREWRS
0.65~0.80  0.45~0. 65

R
<. 45

3 HELERSSHH

3.1 HRE#HR

KRB TR K U0 ok T = i3k X A
T BBk B R T 4 A # B 2 4 4 R A T
X3, HBALWE VL B3 T %, AR L4 50 km, BLK
25 90 km, X I B EAH 4 500 km? , J& I vy 2 XIE
WEAEX, WE5H, KK, BTN, RER
B HBERICAMLWERZRE 74, H LM FK
WHR IR B K K BT VLI 0 BH Y 85 0L A
K, KIBN EEKER A KE VB K EMBERT
KEEZE, InFE 3 BizR.

KHEMTHZELEREKE 1 414, 4 mm, &

3 KHERHHERIEAME
Fig.3 Planning graph of Chang-Zhu-Tan Area

KEERBUEKR, ERDTARS). BEFH AR
FEKBEIRE R 35. 21 42 m®, 2005 4R R B A H 513, 4
TN ABKBEIR R 686 m*, 23 A _RlieRKE,
ABIKBIREIS 1. 35 77 m®. 2011 4RS2 L E py A 7=
KVE 8 307. 7 4¢7T, A3 GDP &5 6 i Jt.
3.2 ARBERSEEBEIEMERS ST
KAREIR T BEK B IR RS R A DPSIR ## g
SRR, SRR S 12 MERRA SR ED
R A PR, SRR ED EFTE 0. 05~0.20 Z
B CLE O, g Tl FHKERFIHRC) AKX
BEECHONAANERR, 251K 0. 164 1,
0.130 8. iXKH, Tk & EREH KM KEERESE
ERAFKENRSBUKRBRERERT A RWE
BERE, MASKKERERIE T KREREHEN
RKAKFRMEES, BRAXWEMBKEERAZRE
SRR E T

F4 KRAFRGRBETOERNE

Tab.4 Weights of water resources system vulnerability indicators

MR iR 2 HENENE BBy BB ZINE HENE
WHH A GDP(C)) 0.099 0 0.3333 0.033 0 0.079 6 0.056 3
NEE:: (0D 0. 666 7 0.066 ¢ 0.0831 0.074 6

R EBKF ARG 0.236 1 0.105 3 0.078 9 0.0921

N Tk FAKEREMHEREC) 0. 466 1 0.558 6 0.249 2 0.079 0 0.164 1
38 FKFIRRE(CD 0.118 9 0.053 ¢ 0.078 9 0.066 0
BESHERKEG) 0. 086 4 0.0385 0.099 3 0.068 9

R ABKRBRTERE(CD 0.241 9 0. 750 0 0.181 4 0.080 1 0.130 8
T RFEMARG) 0.250 0 0.060 5 0.098 5 0.079 5

i K EFPHARBE(Co) 01111 0.3333 0.037 0 0.078 9 0.058 0
ARERB LB (Cod 0. 666 7 0.740 7 0.080 2 0.0771

Wi B ABHKE R ERE (G 0.101 9 0.250 ¢ 0.255 0 0.084 0 0.054 7
HAEREKTEXHES(C 0.750 ¢ 0.076 4 0.079 2 0.077 8
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Fig.4 Distribution of the weights of

vulnerability indicators

BEHE, BAKKERTHARERAERS
HREBOT: KW KERRER S HEE 8N
0. 301 4,8k K 0. 754 9, #EE K 0. 597 5. ZHHE 3,
KUWBFARBEREAES X, RIB FARER
GHERSX, MERTKERRERERSX. K
WERTHBRKREREESEER FERE
FIAEERE.

HRERTHE - Zn, KPP KPP HKRER
GieEEEETREF AR ER KRR
(C) AT KM ARG B SHEHKE
(Co) AR R B K THRENMFEE A (Cr) s BRI K
RERGHESEFETRETFAAOBEC) R
AP F R B(C) . T K ER FIHZEC).
ABIKBHREE(C) H T ARFFRFHRC) B
W AR L] (Co) BAEARE K TRXAER
Co) s HEMKERREEFSEETETREF AT
WHKEEFHRC) ABRFAARHARECG) A
PIRBERE (C) T RFRFHRC).

0.18%

I((\%‘ré: %ﬁ#" 5
4% 79, I

B5 KkEBTHARRRERESE

Fig.5 Water resources system vulnerability of
Chang-Zhu-Tan Area

4 IRFRFGEEEEEFIFEE

B R R D AERE LSS & HAH A REER
H &M E F WAE. H T AKER R
HEK, YL Tolk KB R AT KA KR K HE
BRAZK B RS, HI, #:4T T 8T
G BUE TP A= EOR, RE Tl A K E R SRR
KEFERGRH N EERE.

>R FH DPSIR #6857 K BRI SR T A K BE PR R
GBI RRIAER B HE ST, TR Bk
FERT KSR R A B A LT R R KIREIR
WRARBERERZHR AL SEFTREMES
FRTREMNTKETBER, REBRKFRERGE
TR RERRR. HPXURAHEEFTRE
R KR A E, AR R BT K Tl 4
FTARMARAEBET K. BRELZ b, hnss K 5 I8 2
HEREMER, #—PEIKG L KFEE
6, B KBRS TR, #0A By T35 AR BT
TR BEUR 2R G0 B9 22 2 PR 0 B2 o A% 3 3 12 ) TR fiE
7.

5 HZitERE

(1> 7E A BR T 3 I K % 9 2R 4 55 PR TP 4
FL,JKENRBENEENREHETE 7. Hi,
KR BERER S, XRET S EMNt S
BT RENTKRER, STHMEGER LT 24
ARBES DAt T B K B A AT 482 R 7K B TR
RO e, SEIUK B IR AT Re 52 7 .

(2) &3 S DPSIR BRI ST K BEHR RGNS
PEIEAHA R, AR K BR R A A IS R TR B E
HAERR MG H M, T4 & BAGE A RS EH
THREREE M .58, BSE T KK ER
fBO0, UGB T SE i WM.

() KEBRRERT N TRAMELEHKNE
B Z 50 B E— B BRI FR SR , XK
RGN T DR RIERE , L, 258 2 BRSURAR ALK
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