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Abstract
Heihe River Basin, and give advice on groundwater pollution protection in different locations. [ Method ] Using DRASTIC model , choosing six eval-

(1. Institute of Hydrogeology and Engineering Geology of Gansu Bureau of Geology and

[ Objective | The research aimed to determine the status of anti-fouling performance of shallow groundwater in different regions of the

uation factors such as groundwater depth, lithological characters of vadose zone and aquifer, net recharge, hydraulic conductivity and topography,
an evaluation index system for regional shallow groundwater anti-fouling performance was built,in order to evaluate the anti-fouling performance of
the shallow groundwater system in the plain area of Heihe River Basin. [ Result] Around 52.2% of the plain groundwater basin was under low or
moderately low vulnerable zones which were dominant and mainly located in the piedmont area or along the river channel. About 17.4% of the to-
tal study area was under moderately high or high vulnerable zones, these areas were mainly in the central place of Heihe River Basin.30.4% of
the plain groundwater basin was under the moderate vulnerable zones which distribute in the remaining regions. [ Conclusion ] The overall shallow

groundwater vulnerability is poor in Heihe River Basin,especially the southern plains and river zones.
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