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A study on the evaluation of disaster risk perception considering regional
spatial characteristics

Isagawa, Teruyuki

3,200,000

The purpose of this study is to investigate people®s subjective risk
perception of natural disasters such as tsunamis and floods, for which the extent of damage can be
predicted to some extent, to visualize the spatial distribution, and to compare it with objective
risk calculated based on existing assumptions, etc., in order to extract locations where discrepancy

between the two is likely to occur. As a result of surveys conducted in several areas, it was found
that elevation and distance from the sea affect risk perception and evacuation behavior for
tsunamis, elevation and the number of stories in a house affect evacuation when a typhoon strikes,
the type of culvert development affects flood risk perception around culverts, and the importance of
disaster risk when choosing residential location differs between areas inside and outside the

inundation area.
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