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Hail Risk Evaluation of Meteorological Disaster
During Beijing Olympic Games
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Abstract: Because different meteorological disasters have different spatial forms, the linear
and polynomial models are put forward to carry on the risk assessment of meteorological dis-
aster. Taking hail disaster as example, the comprehensive discussion is conducted in these
three aspects of principle, method and process of assessment. The spatial evaluation model of
hail disaster superimposes sensibility factor of topography, risk occurrence probability and vulnera-
bility which relates to the distribution of population, economy and humanity in land surface. The
technology of the geographic information system is adopted to deal with assessment results in spatial
visible way. Risk condition of various meteorological disasters during Olympic Games in Beijing area
is embodied in evaluation results. Risk of hail disaster is closely related to distribution of hail source

as well as population in urban and situation of society and economy. These also determine that

HETH P EIR R RN BE 65 555 5 0 5 K E KR PG AR BESE (207000100730701) 7 At 5 /i fE 75 A A
IO R0 R M 30 R A0 T A 2 28 BB Y PR S TR B 5 (20071D0200800059) 7 B B
Wk F1:2008 4E 5 8 Hs & H H#1:2008 4£ 9 A 23 A



1z

A 7 25 - b B 3 30 ) ORE K  XUBR: PR 85

central region in Beijing city is high risk area of hail disaster. Probability distribution of rain-

storm, for example, in different intensity grade reflects essentially spatial possibility that

corresponding disaster occurs.
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