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A Review on Development of Vulnerability Assessment of Floods

SHI Yong, XU Shiyuan, SHI Chun, SUN Ali, WANG Jun
(Key Laboratory of Geographic Information Science of Ministry of Education, East China Normal University, Shanghai 200062 , China)

Abstract: Flood is one of the most serious natural disasters in the world. The evaluation on eco-

nomic loss or risk from flood disasters is the basic task in the domain of flood prevention and dis-

aster reduction, and the research on vulnerability is key to the evaluation. This paper briefly de-

scribes the methods of vulnerability assessment, emphasizing on stage—damage curves. The origin,

the methods to structure them and the compositive application are discussed then. Compared to

the rich research results overseas on the damage curves, the research on vulnerability is far from

enough in China yet and the application at a lower level can neither satisfy the damands for deci-

sion—support, nor correspond to the high flood risks in China. At present, scientific research, in-

surance and government should cooperate in the vulnerability investigation in order to reduce the

influence of floods.
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