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A Preliminary Study on Risk Loss Degree Assessment of Natural Hazards

Chen Baozhang and Zhong Chongqing

(Insititute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Reasearch, CAS, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract; By summarizing researches on assessment of risk loss of natural hazards at home and abroad, the

relative degrees of hazard risk are given by using normalization principle. A program and method for dividing the

relative levels of risk loss of single and compound hazards are put forward. Then, methods and a system for

assessment of degrees of regional natural hazard risk loss are discussed in the light of spatial-temporal superposition

and mechanism correlation of different hazards.

Key words: natural hazard; risk assessment; loss evaluation; degree of risk loss



