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Review of Foreign Community Resilience Assessment

Dimensions and Methods

TANG Yandong, ZHANG Qingxia, YU Xi
(School of Emergency Management, Institute of Disaster Prevention, Sanhe 065200, China)

Abstract. In recent years, resilience has received more and more international attention as a new strategy of

coping with disaster risks, and community resilience assessment plays an important role in promoting its implemen-

tation. On the basis of elaborating the development process of the concept of resilience abroad, the basic connota-

tion of community resilience is explained. Resilience is considered by most foreign scholars to include three aspects

as reducing the impact of disasters, reducing recovery time and reducing vulnerability, while community resilience

is defined from three perspectives and their combinations as the process or ability of ongoing change and adaptation

the ability to maintain stable functioning, and the ability of recovery and related to response. community resilience

assessment dimensions aremainly constructed from three perspectives as system composition, community resources

and capabilities, and external influences. The community resilience assessment methods are classified into qualita-

tive, quantitative and mixed methods that combine first two as a hybrid one. Qualitative methods are mainly divid-

ed into framework method and element description method. Quantitative methods are mainly divided into scoring

method, comprehensive index method and function model method. The advantages and limitations of each method

are discussed.

Keywords: disaster risk; community resilience; assessment methods; assessment dimensions; review
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