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D ismaster Rik Asessnent of Tornado n Jangsu Province
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Abstract: Based on the analysisof climatic characteristics of tornados in Jiangsu Province, a tornado dis
aster risk asessnent model for Jiangsu Province has been established Six factors i e waters area, elevar
tion, gross national product per cgita, population density, tornado density and tbrmado disaster were cho-
E£n as asessnent indexes, and their weighting are determined with the analytic hierarchy process The
orado disaster's risk level for each city of Jiangsu province was calculated and rated The result
show s that Suzhou, W uxi and N antong belong to the highest risk region of trnado disaster; Changzhou
and N anjing belong o the higher risk region; Zhengjiang, Taizhou, Xuzhou, Yancheng, Yangzhou and
L iangyungang belong to the medium risk region; and Sugian and Huai’ an belong o the lowv risk re-
gion
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