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Fig (3): Map of basin drainage network parameters
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Fig (5): Map of basin relief parameters

1- Patton and Baker
2- Verstappen



o AWASPAS o sals » bads 55 505 o Jelow
Sen 5 e LS, Cpm ez

Ladge 5 guucaglyl g (ol bo)lme (230559 -3-4

Joe ol el ouls colaiwl WASPAS Jow 5l beass> 1) (soucaglsl cya Sledbl slaa¥ sas b
S eskene (23059 Cuz o (nl o o (Lol lajlas (g 5l badss ;) gancaglyl jsliea,
Sloyzs 5l eolatul b la)lae (20059 (1 Jgaz) sl ool oolaw] SWARA (pg 230559 (o,
ol sl eslaiul b o ylse (o200y59 zulis el ouls ploxil dadllas 350 $9.050 3,90 10 Laasio Hlulid,lS
1) 059 Ot Plald] Gl g (iS5 1515 (Bl S ( iSB) CBL (slo Lre 4 a2 oo ylid Jowe
Aol oo Lasem ) (G5 o Sl jo b 2l il cpl Canl KLy a5 Wlosls plais! ogs 4

3l Gadg Sud 30935 0 (sl el sy (339 (1) Jour
Table (1): Weight of Hydrogeomorphic parameters of the basin
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Table (2): Decision matrix of criteria (hydrogeomorphic parameters) and options (sub-basins)
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Table (4): Calculated values of WSM, WPM, optimal A and relative weight of options
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Fig (6): Prioritization of sub-basins in terms of flood sensitivity
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Fig (7): Percentage of flood sensitivity classes and number of sub-basins
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