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Visualizing the Knowledge Domain of Flood Risk Perception Research.
A Scietometric Review

SU Fei', YIN Jie’, HE Chao' and HUANG Jianyi’
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Abstract: Taking the web of science as our data source, applying the information visualization software
CiteSpace, adopting keywords like co-linear analysis, document co-citation, burst term analysis etc. , we systemat-
ically analyzed the current status of the international flood risk perception research. The results show that the quan-
tity of the international flood risk perceptionresearch documents are on the rising trend and mostly specializes in the
subject of water resource, environment, and ecology or other related topics. Five countries (i. e. United States,
United Kingdom, Netherlands, Germany and Australia) and research institutions of Vrije University Amsterdam,
University of Southampton, University of Queensland, the University of Twente, and Gent University show great re-
search strengths of flood risk perception. But the cooperation between researchers and research institutions are de-
centralized and a sizable cooperation network has not yet been formed. Scholars like Slovic P, Grothmann T, Sie-
grist M etc. and their representative works laid a solid foundation in the establishment of the theoretical elementary
knowledge and other related researches. The interrelation between climate change and flood is the major focus, and
the comprehensive integration of interdisciplinary is becoming the new trend of the international flood risk percep-
tionresearch.

Key words: flood risk ; perception; research hotspot; research fronts; visualization analysis; international



