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Fig.2 Comparison of the spatial heterogeneity and traditional social vulnerability assessment
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The Review and Prospect on the Hot Issues of Urban
Social Vulnerability to Disasters

Huang Jianyi', Su Fei’

(1.College of Art & Science, Beijing Union University, Beijing 100191, China; 2. School of Tourism
and Urban-Rural Planning, Zhejiang Gongshang University, Hangzhou 310018, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: With the rapid urbanization development, China is facing the realistic demand of urban disaster pre-
vention and mitigation presently. Strengthening the research on the urban social vulnerability to disaster and
promoting the sound and safety development of urban has an important academic and practical significance.
Based on the domestic and foreign research of urban social vulnerability to disaster, this article tries to make a
deep review and summary, which focuses on some hot issues on urban social vulnerability to disasters. The
study finds that: Presently, the social vulnerability has become an important research paradigm for urban vul-
nerability to disaster. However, scholars have obvious controversy on definition of the comprehensive dimen-
sion of social vulnerability to urban disaster, construction of vulnerability assessment method, interpretation of
the relationship between social vulnerability and natural hazards, and the selection of the study scale etc. This
article attempts to make an in-depth discussion on these disputes, and puts forward future research direction
for the urban social vulnerability to disaster research, which will provide some scientific basis for the future
work of urban disaster prevention and mitigation of China.
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