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An Overview of Geological Disaster Risk Assessment

Xu Jiwei' , Zhang Maosheng” and Fan Wen'
(1. College of Geological Engineering and Geometry, Chang’ an University, Xi’ an 710054, China;
2. Key Laboratory for Geo-hazards in Loess Area, MLR/Xi’ an Center of
Geological Survey, China Geological Survey, Xi’ an 710054, China)

Abstract: Geological disaster risk assessment is an important part of the geological disaster risk management,
core content of disaster prevention and mitigation strategy and foundation of economic development, land use plan-
ning, rural construction planning and geological disaster prevention. We expound the definition of geological disas-
ter risk assessment as well as the present research situation of geological disaster risk assessment. On the basis of
these works, the methods of geological disaster risk assessment were summarized. In the end, existing problems and
future development of the geological disaster risk assessment were discussed and prospected.
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