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The construction of infrastructure in fragility areas in Tibet Plateau engenders
great menaces to the ecology and environment of the autonomous region.The
appraisal of potential ecological risk is needed after the programming of
infrastructures worked out.Taking snug demonstration counties as a case
study,the ecological risk of programming of infrastructure was appraised and the
results showed that:(1) the distribution of ecological risk zones and natural
ecological fragility zones shape into band with slight symmetry,whereas the
distribution of their intensity is reverse;(2) the interference of infrastructures
construction,corresponding with the increasing population and flourishing social-

economic activities,is severe in light fragility zone,where the bush-grassland and

S fiji /NAVIGATE

;A \1 A H3x/Table of Contents
fr——L4

T —#&/Next Article

34 /Previous Article

T AL/TOOLS

8| A ) & /References
“~# PDF/Download PDF(891KB)
STRIFTEp AR 3¢ /Print Now
WEFE 45 B /o /Recommend

4: 11 /STATISTICS
) 4 /Viewed 53
4= R4 /Downloads 29

PEi/Comments

U= XML



sub-alp grassland eco-systemsare menaced seriously;(3) soil structure,vege
tation,water and soil conservation,plateau land-scape and local geology is
menaced by the in frastructures construction,the disturbed areas of road,water
supply,drainage and irrigation works are larger;(4) the programming of ecology
and environment should be compatible with infrastructures construction,the
long term effects of in frastructure projectson regional landscape pattern and
plateau ecosystems should be concerned,and the prevention counterm easures

should be put forward.
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