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Abstract ; Based on the analysis of the characteristics of min-powered meteorological disasters in Jiangsu Province,
this paper established the wind-powered farm meteorological disaster risk assessment model of Jiangsu Province, and
took seven factors, including the density of the typhoon, tornado density, thunderstorm density, per capita GDP
and population density, etc. , as assessment indices. Combined with GIS technology and AHP, the wind-powered
meteorological disaster risk degree was zoned for cities and counties on the north of Yangtze River in Jiangsu Proy-
ince. Results show that coastal cities on the north of the Yangize River, Nantong and Yancheng, are extreme high
and high risk areas of wind-powered meteorological disaster, respectively, while coastal city Lianyungang, mid-
Jiangsu city Taizhou and north -Jiangsu city Huaian, are moderate risk areas, and cities of Sugian and Xuzbou are
low risk areas of the disaster.
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Fig.1 Frequency distribution of major meteorological disasters during 1950 — 2009
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Fig.2 Wind-powered meteorological disaster risk of cities and counties on the

north of Yangtze River in Jingsu Province
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