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Table2 Some evaluation methods and their applicable conditions
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METHODS AND RESEARCH PROGRESS OF GROUNDWATER
VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENT

ZHANG Xin'?, Jiang Xiao-dong”

1. Beijing Key Laboratory of Water Resources and Environment Engineering, China University of Geosciences, Beijing 100083, China;
2. Tianjin Institute of Geological Survey, Tianjin 300191, China

Abstract As the foundation of rational exploitation, utilization and protection of groundwater, the assessment of
vulnerability for groundwater is the basis for the decision-making of environmental planning authorities. With the concept
of groundwater vulnerability, this paper introduces to the assessment methods and research progress of groundwater
vulnerability both in China and worldwide. The domestic study status for the groundwater vulnerability is reviewed.
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