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A Review on Community Resilience to Natural Disaster

YANG Lijiao', JIANG Xinyu' and ZHANG Jiquan’
(1. School of Security and Emergency Management, Wuhan University of Technology, Wuhan 430070, China;
2. School of the Environment, Northeast Normal University, Changchun 130024, China)

Abstract. Resilient communities represent the new direction of urban and rural development in the future,
and are also the concrete practice of the concept of Coexistence with Disasters under the Risk Society. The study of
community resilience has attracted the attention of many disciplines, such as disaster science, sociology, geogra-
phy, urban planning, management and engineering. Based on consulting domestic and foreign research literature,
community resilience under natural disaster scenarios from the perspective of disaster science is reviewed, the con-
cept of community resilience is combed, related conceptual models of community resilience are introduced, and a
dynamic model of community resilience based on measuring the level of community function is put forward. The re-
search can provide reference for community resilience researchers in different disciplines, and could also give prac-
tical suggestions for community planning and construction.
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