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Fig. 1 The stratum structure of water resources protection
program assessment of provincial boundary buffering area
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Table 6 The weights of every evaluation factor

JZIK B
J2% C B, B, B, B, 5175\%
0.3319  0.2339  0.2117  0.2225
C, 0.210 5 0.069 9
C, 0.347 0 0.1152
Cs 0.2213 0.073 4
Cy 0.2213 0.073 4
Cs 0.262 9 0.081 1
C 0.204 7 0.049 2
C, 0.373 0 0.049 2
Cs 0.159 4 0.054 4
Cy 0.346 8 0.063 6
Cyp 0.210 4 0.052 0
Cy, 0.210 4 0.057 5
Cp, 0.2325 0.038 5
Cps 0.3003 0.0585
Cy 0.2459 0.0455
Cis 0.2717 0.083 0
Ciq 0.1821 0.0355
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Fig2 The division of factors for water resources protection

program assessment of provincial boundary buffering area
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Abstract: First of all, this paper gives the definition of a provincial boundary buffering area, then according to the

(#5149 ;1)





