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Abstract.

Natural disaster risk assessment is an important basic work of regional disaster prevention and re-

the object of natural disaster risk as-

sessment and the index system of its construction are discussed. The main assessment methods are comprehensively
compared, and the disaster vulnerability assessment is summarized, and the vulnerability of ecosystem in disaster

risk is believed to be less concerned. Therefore,

the ecosystem disaster risk assessment framework is constructed

based on regional research scale. Hazard risk index are chosen to reflect the hazard degree, and disaster prevention
ability, disaster bearing capacity index, restoring force index, etc. are chosen to construct vulnerability assessment

index system of ecosystem disasters.

According to carding of the former researches on natural disaster risk assess-

ment, worthy trends of the future disaster risk assessment are considered as research on complex disaster systems,
exploration of the basic theory and quantitative methods on disaster vulnerability, Extended spatial and temporal
scales of natural disaster risk research system, and to improve the accuracy and credibility of natural disaster risk

assessment.
Key words : natural disaster; risk assessment; disaster vulnerability ; ecosystem; research progress



