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Fig.4 Spatial and temporal distribution of infrastructure resilience dimensions in middle reaches of Yangtze River
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Fig.5 Spatial and temporal distribution of environmental resilience dimensions in middle reaches of Yangtze River
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Fig.6 Cross-detection results of spatial differentiation driving factors of flood disaster
resilience in middle reaches of Yangtze River in 2012
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Fig.7 Cross-detection results of spatial differentiation driving factors of flood disaster
resilience in middle reaches of Yangtze River in 2022
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