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ETH-E-VEZR By T 5 XU G gt

K oY E 458 WLEARET R’
(. P EREBET MM IR 85T B, M 5106405 2. Rl #BE ks, JE 5T 100049;
3. KA SHREF RIS, )M 5106505 4. )N R EFHB IR 2R B, )M 510006)

B AR IR SR A ST, T P (R UUR 5 | R R At S IR R AP R . M AT
P BRI P 2 O D TR O P 2 1) A 5 RS A TR T T XU PP SR 3T T A ) O B A
o FET I R R SCH A 1 IPCC RIS KU TTATHESL “ A5 15 14 (Hazard)—2 i 14: (Exposure)—ii 55
P (Vulnerability)” B “H-E-V” SRS P, 7R L 3EmE DR T HAGR vk R IS PE 3 KB R A R ZH T N4,
BT AR FE 7 I A B o o Jm 4t 1 Sl T T XU DA 14 2 8 JR A A S G 1) BT, E A LA 44T
17+ (DA R T 18T, #2373 R385 X 5 78— 2 P A R R S 5 XU PP A SR R (SR B 3 @ R i 1
IIBTHEREIAE K GIS AR S T IEZ NS AL 2254k ; NGS5 M 1E I 0 5 () W 3R A4 8 e s PP e Tl 2 (28
Te b IR 2 YRR B IEAL s @ULAt , SR A IR T KR 08 2245 S T XU DAl 2 A Sk i B A 2

FRRIFTE B S MR

3K 8 3R T I KU AL s fG I P s B T s WS I 5 AL A s T i 5k

TESRAAL ST A 5T, kT it s
FEN S , 385 ™ FE AT 2 28 e R, a2 ik 4 2k
AC I M IR ARG Y S RO AT R fe R XU A
(Wheater et al, 2009; IPCC, 2014; Kuklicke et al,
2016; Sofia et al, 2017), IR b H#EReE o LAIAS % K T
BNk 0 LA ARG, Db T R TR
T HhF 42 (Amold et al, 1996; Gilroy et al, 2012).
T3R8 T LAl it 15 5 3T A S AN R, Gl /K A8
PO G , S OB T HE 25 [P B DA
ity ok T B VY- T b T SRy S AR A A AR £k S
il 7k — s, SitkRe, w0 55
77 8 1) T 3R AR (9K i = 4%, 2014; Slater et al,
2016) , T BT B 14 5% e 31 [l S i B E — 20 3
o PRI AHG 3T 5 2 8y AT A B e A R 1) [

Y7 H#A:2018-03-30; 1&1T H #4:2018-09-14.,

L, 52 3 5 B BURM R TT K AH OG22 35 1) & 1 (IPCC,
2012; Woodruff et al, 2013; K W% Jf %%, 2014;
Adelekan et al, 2015; Slater et al, 2016).

YHT IR T U A P M DR 8 it ol S T
T B 5 e 2 A2 Sk A JRUS: 45 B A = (Johnson et
al, 2007), Ik i it 7 XU P-4k 55 AU s e XUR A8
P14 G S 2H 1535543 (Schanze et al, 2007), 3 i b5
DRSS DA B L AR 23 AT 2 i i oA ke A0 A 5 U £
S P XU X 58, (Muis et al, 2015; Moritz et al,
2016) , 1M > Pk B v e it B A i 5 S 4 ml g s
S VAl LU AR 1 it A AHE 1) T B (Meyer et al,
2009; Zhou et al, 2012), 3 il k37 RUBS P-4k v 3222
HE 2875 “ #E >R (Probability) — J& 5 (Consequence)”
(Meyer et al, 2009) 5 “ @ & 14 (Hazard)— %% 2 V£ (Ex-

ES£WH ) RAFHETHIT H (2016A020223009) ; E 5 A #8FBF2# 564 i H (41671430),, [Foundation: The Science and Tech-
nology Project of Guangdong Province, No. 2016A020223009; National Natural Science Foundation of China, No.

41671430. ]
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posure)— fifi 5 £ (Vulnerability)” Bl “H-E-V” (Merz
et al, 2004; Haynes et al, 2008; IPCC, 2014; Giuppo-
ni etal, 2015), AHXTFHIE , “H-E-V HEZRPEAL P 2%
A TH H WIHA , [R) CEA B R , 2 B2
S5V IZ . Q1 IPCC R FH L HEZL DAL
T B RS o “H-E-V 7 HESR Hh fa b v R R 1 e
SPE = RNASLH N
7R = fa s PE(H) x BEEPEE) x MEssTE(V) (1)
G PSR 5 KUB: A3 AT A 55— 28, Uit
Wi e A R s TR S i B A s T L R Tt
RIS (3] 45 (Apel et al, 2008; Zhou et al, 2012), #
T AR S LB fa b M B RS B R, BARE &7
SN VAT 0 T B Al N 2R TR B
(Camarasa-Belmonte et al, 2012; IPCC, 2012; De Bo-
no et al, 2014) , j2 3% G B 14 -5 1 55 14 R 22 (Yin
etal, 2014), MesgPERE S Rt o A fe Kk
TP A =B Sl G, BTN [ 2E R T
SN SO TR, BT L E R Ok, eS8 PR E A 48—
A4 48 2 (Birkmann, 2007; Kablan et al, 2017). Jif§ 55
P AR AE A& A7 TR P S0 21 7 9 T 7 DX T A e R
i % 5 22 — (Mechler et al, 2014; Koks et al, 2015).,
AT 2R 27 v e 55 M 2 M HESE (The Framework for
Vulnerability Analysis in Sustainability Science,
SUST) (Kasperson et al, 2003) . Kk ¥l ifi 55 4 e 56 HE
41 (Method for the Improvement of Vulnerability in
Europe, MOVE) (Birkmann et al, 2013) il — &2 %
HOBF5T (Turner et al, 2003; Cutter et al, 2008; Krellen-
berg et al, 2016) 1A A s 55 14 A0 5 3 17 76 1k 7 v 1Y)
TREENE Dy ik XTI RE T o AR LRI LK
7% % 1"k (Koks et al, 2015; Li C et al, 2016; Lowe et
al, 2017; Tapia et al, 2017) =i hi; %FA% % fig 71 (Foudi
et al, 2015) HEBRTEAT , K 35 V5 by 3l i 5 AU 1
fliFp ST 35 . 2 SR IPCCHRE A a5 L f&
W 1 5 2 R R R AR AR B Bl T KU PEA 1) =K
WU NES , TR 55 M SCoR X b7 AN ) 52 1 (14 i
) M, A 45 5 M 5 R XK & g 71 (IPCC, 2014),
AR SR FH B 1) IPCC i h Y Mg S HERR &, 2 4
PE 5 DN IR AE BE PR J nT i s W) B Ao (A
AEAS b R XU AN A5 22 4 B R SR A T IR A
(Cho et al, 2017; Kita, 2017).
FE S F Ik T 5 U PEAS A 2R O T, W S
B6: £ Tl A9 SC 3 ¢ £ (Fletcher et al, 2013; Salva-
dore et al, 2015; Chalkias et al, 2016; Teng et al,

2017), Mi7E R @EE ety g b . 7Efa i Emt
Y7 1, Teng 25 (2017) 45315 £ 16 1 k) 7k 5 T 95 A
LD SELY 0 I A Ko R IN TR L i Ry e
G WA A T B A ] Ak B A e () R,
TP AR BT JR K AR 5 1), AR AT R 3 T
DX P 7 AR 4 5 2R 5 0 B 2 (2015) MU 3k i 4
f K DO IR T R R (9 ) RS A4k L 5
RS Il GIS $ A Fl A5 Ko 7 B 25 1o A A 25 i 45 2
IR VY DA N SRR EE S Qe R N
7 28 R X AL G 5 5K 5 Fletcher %5 (2013) 5 Salva-
dore %5 (2015) i 7 43 A7 3k i 7K SCad A S s A AL B
A IR T 7K SO 122 78 F T 2s 20 R K SGE
TR S ERUANG R P 3BT, (LA Xof 30 i T3 395 A A 114 iy
FAPEAT IR A BT o 76 e 55 M Bk 9% O i, A 55 4%
(2009) F s %t 7 ¢ rh e A aE AL EAN i 5 e 2R
HEFE IR BR I IRTT 30T, s T K 4 ke
VR ST vk AR A s PR 3 R R G T e 55 7
f) 4t 2 45 HC A 4 B 5 Cho %5 (2017) 43 #t T 2006—
2016 41 3T 10 4 [H] 30k 11 7% 357 fe 555 44 v 10 A SR
HUFA 2t BE RNk 2 4k B, (R AE 5 T AT Hb B A SR iF
SRS FE 4o Yin 55 (2014) 76 “H-E-V”
(Y JEE A 1 233 T e A Ik i A XSS DA 9 F 5
PERE AHARSETEE MO B . B T X A
SR 54k 23 5 THT ) AR 2% 4 3k i b s T AR K1)
AT RE P, JIT AR SCM I T T 305 A B B0 S oK
K, 4 TR ] P AT T IXURS: DA ) A 5T Y
25, A3 W HA 9 vk A R B B Bt s, 46T
HAR SR Y % S e 5 T I %) DR ) AL, 5 A T
HE A B LR 2 PR AR

1 3 sy KU PP A i

1.1 Bt

S P 43 B S 8 2 AR U T T 35 1) W
T R RS R T — PRy R
i 55 Pk 43 B A A, HE b B TR B L Tt U I
i J& P (Schanze et al, 2007; Teng et al, 2017), H. 3=
BT VA D s R A v R B AR 4L (Koch et al,
2016) FEIk T k57 KU DA &5 K iR T A
A IE X 6 73 038 FH A, AT R4 S AN [ 3T )
R A BT R fER Tk

(1) J7 S0 FAE VS GE DA AR Lt =R rhou
) VS VS T R JBE L it 3 B A I T 5 A )
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M 5% 2 (Yang T H et al, 2015; Koch et al, 2016), it
J7 AT ARS8 E A HORS B E , e
SR At 5 By P ET IXURS DA, (E AT Ay b s v I A R i
BEEIEEURE . AL ) 5 20 SR AL
P4 B R B B RS o MLAR o ) T8 T
V25 3 (i B [l TR B 5) 5 b 0 s & R R (%
W HUE R A Z a0 DG &, B LA RS 3t
B fE RS R B (Wang et al, 2015; Lai et al, 2017; Mo-
jaddadi et al, 2017), &1 Wang % (2015) | F F& AL £
RN AR VLt 3 2 A 5 1 B P At 7 7 A, R0
TR S PE TRk B R 5 AN R - 3 d B R A
RULUREE | & WU 3 | R O W2 45 5. Mo-
jaddadi 45 (2017)Z5 45 F A3 Lo 5 S 4 E ) S ALY 7
B, B GBI OC AT R 2=, 1 AR R 5 AR A
SR 45 A ks fl e Rl 5 M T TR B, AR5
DXL IXURS: (5

(2) 5 BUA DLV 2 R IS B P 1 8 F2 0
o YT LT XU T A0 OB R Jy ik e, AN
% B B BRURALL Y 45 Ry 3 5 ST T Y
P75 Y 25 5, Qs AT RE I AT gt k5 R R
Vi TR ) LR ELZ A& BT 5 (Glenis et
al, 2013; Dieperink et al, 2016; Tapia et al, 2017).,
T b VA TR R AR I 15505 12 B AL Rl o3
SRR SCAERY K g 2 A R R AR A (5K s A,
2014; Teng et al, 2017), 7K SCH Y 3E 1 T 7K X HL
TS HEIK 2R GEAR AL AL PR RE S 3] 5 2¢ 1Y) v I ]
KR AN REAS UL s e AR IR B DL R 37 3 A AR A
T RAR TS B A R L (R K SRR X A 2
SR BB BUAREREAR , B LA H B AR BB b i
N HET 7 o 7K D7 2F A BRI AR A 23 1] ZR 3K 1Y)
ASTA], #E R T] 43 S 1D i1 2D A& AU (Teng et al, 2017),
{51 40 1D ABEARY f) 223 (8] 5.6 — R 41 A8 BT 1T 5 2D A
TUDAT KILIUIAR )RS5 R e D0 A SRS R 5 1%
b R TI A RR H] 2R M R U7 RS 2D oK Oy R AR
P T T K T ) AR B R Al Tl b DX g B A 5
(i) S TP, A3k i b R AR AE S SR 25 ) A, HL
e 2l AR B 7 2ok A v 1) b R AR R B R it 7 (R
e 55, 2014), BT RE W A2 I T Tk 7 XU PAG 1Y 75
Ko AR BRI 1 EOR 5 TR L, TR
HAZBR N 32 3] 1y BRI () 55 4%, 2015), 7E—
AP A AR EBOESCHIE 14 3R T b DX, %o 5 SR A A 1)
RN —Fh e X SO 38 & 1 TL B FR
— AT B R DAKAAR e 1 I Bl

X — L, A GIS T HAEM 5 X b P (1) e filt 4%
HCE 57 110 ¥ 5 R B VR B o e 3T Tt e XU DA
H G ] fR AR B AT 3 T SCS AY P 35 7 A 55 78
(Yin et al, 2011; A i #2 4%, 2015), HAND(Height
Above the Nearest Drainage)# %! (Nobre et al, 2016)
FICHL A LIS (Ghimire et al, 2013),

T T T I P b 7 U TR, 38T W 2Rt U
SER 856 TR 75 ) 22 38T P A HE K A I BB ) AS 1 i AR
KIS, BUAERIRTT N B 28 TIkds ., & R
4 SWMM . MIKE Urban ., Infoworks CS #i CityCAT
4% (Petrucci et al, 2014; Gaudio et al, 2015; Bisht et
al, 2016; Bertsch et al, 2017), # F A9 /K SC A
SWMM FE#JHURR 7K 18 68 38 o, 78 B R 5 i
(R 3R LA 5 18 B GIS B AR sl & i 2 — 47Kk Fl 1
([ B4, 2015; F 54, 2018) . T AT U Tk Y
 FH A4 HEC-RAS \MIKE Flood F1 InfoWorks
CS %% (Costabile et al, 2015; Vojinovic et al, 2015; Pa-
tel et al, 2017)., % Vojinovic 5% (2015). Patel 55
(2017) 3 M4 © 47 HEC-RAS 5 MIKE Flood £ 4
P A5 X 38T Y A A AR Y I i B TR
JE 5, T Koch 45 (2016) 7E 1D % 4 J7 #2 5 2D
VRIK 7 e 1) il e R i e O T B Y A
IR 5 8 BT 5 U5 | A A XU B0 47 3 B )
MBI HE IR G o I T A 5 A 400 LA By T XU 0 A
R1(4n ADCIRC) ¥ 7% #5574 (41 Delft3D-FLOW) ZE &
B 7K B 7 2 AR B (40 MIKE21) #1 GIS By “ 7K £ 7 v
(Yin et al, 2014), %1 Takagi % (2016) #] /] Delft3D-
FLOW 52U X0 T V8 7 S A8E, IS0 T YR 2 =
P Can Tho 3T b X A4 78 B TR BE R It K o

o DT A2 A L 30 T AR 3] s Ve T TR
20 AL BBy R R A R A p A S, OF B2 Rhit
PR TR B & A A $4QE 3% ¥ 184 Jin (Dieperink et al,
2016) , JIT LA 33 6358 77 119 46 95 55 B A4 v 5 AR
53 S B A7 50 % 3k i T BB & AR Tk B R AR R R AT R
Hro HETCIFRAHCHE SSRGS T WA Ik 15 5 A 5
1, 11 Apel %5:(2016) & 7. Can Tho 17 FF 2= 5 0] i [
i & A Y 25 4 T 7 B8 5 Olbert %5 (2017) & 37 W i
T Cork B T8I XU T B n | R i 2 R
JELEA U B A AT kB i R T A
Bl IR R A 25 A8k, (HU2: B AT 3tk By
PRI N 2 V) [ 2 A ) 2 it o e VAL A
(IR ST S0 45 /0 | DRI Tt Y Vg s X 3 vyt 5 U
TE VLRI A AAUL , LA 22 3 A [ 175 0 e 3 i it 7
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RS PEA o

v [ AT FE Ik T 5T 0 G B VA Yy T ] [
B L ARRL, M) e AR . AN 2 0 45 (2018) 7E 7K
AR SWMM Y JE Al F AL T P4 4 7 T PE B Ik X
PEEHE AR . AR EE(2014) U A HI MIKE 2 4145 5
FAHEAL TR A R i X 1D i1 2D 7K 3 244
AR T AR R W E I T B R, R
Tt 45 (2016) #8 & SWMM F1 2D 7K 5l 7 85 59 LIS-
FLOOD-FP 4 735 ‘A e i 1 L IXC 1 2% T 7k 7 A
R RIHL T AN ) 5% W9 A (1 ~ 20 a) M b viig M 45
(100 a & FR FE LI, 1 [T ITCR% 0.5 m AL ] K 46 T
0.7 m) T MYHE KR S el . BTN B2 55 (2014) 3 i
U ST P 55 7 AR A5 1Y B (] Fof ASE 400 1N
R R T B e T 5 o 7K AR 4F (2013)# A& SCS.
fAT AL A 3T HEZK AR T 2D 7K 3 A0 B T 3T
 ER T RN VAN R b ) e i | e o O L 13 N 153
FERPE. o EKRDK R 53 B S5 SR (DL T
2 2000)-5 PRI 25(2015) 051 A P& T T
K5 AR SE R T 2% T b DAY | AU R Je 4
P ACAS I A% BT R 332, A1 2D FEE 28 i /K
NI R R KR s SN BT BUK . 8 EIITA,
] AT AR T A g A T AL s DG T A i 22 it
BRI e AR g e . HAT FEEE AR A AT
Y 2 Ff & B A HIUA 1) 1R SR A 2 Fht
BRI RALLfE B MR B, s — AR K SOK 3 )
O7 R H EFF AT A
12 ®REM

S I A7k 5 GIS 23 (8] 43 #7177 7 (Chapin et al,
2008; Tran et al, 2009; Jalayer et al, 2014) j& % & 1
M By v o S YR Ak ] A R s S T R
ACES W, ARICSZ KAR I B EEMEAR E . SRR
D3 L RAF DA, %7 H gt 5 14l . GIS
23 (V) 3 BT 5308 o X AP 8 6 5 5 3 i b B 1 I M 4
RE AT o, PO B e b P Y 5 2 1E
B N 2 A BB SRR . R SR
F & PR AT BT — LG Y P 45 (Quan et al, 2010;
Hanson et al, 2011; Yin et al, 2011; Kebede et al,
2012; Shepard et al, 2012; Weis et al, 2016)., iT4E
oHe , Bt AR IBCRCE T Be i B Bk BE i 4 e, 2R iR
P M R iR i shaA k. s Hm A 8
AR A7 B0 A7 B T Bk R 2 BE 43 BER N 2 Y PR
il (Smith et al, 2014) , AN RE i A2 55 I 2l 285 14 2% 58 1k
43HT . Maantay 45 (2009) H- & T #7151 4l [ J5 1%

CEET R R RGN HER S X LT X RN Ty ARG
SO o3 A 18 5 R RURE 23 N 1 5 58l A A 1 4
#7111 100 a 15 500 a % WY = B UL 5 A9 N 1 5 R
PR, AP EAR BB AR IURE 40 RUBE N 1H 43, (H
ARBUPATER SRR N E o AR, B i S
Tt Y R A S I Bl A B N E AR B R AT RE
Smith %5 (2014) K4 £ 114 2235 2TTT 200 m A AT
2B, A4 1 1R 3N [ I T B N F1 A
SR T TAEAN DR 5, 1 B it 5 5
Wk h N BB ARl . 3 A RE S T THT Y
N BT AN 1 28 s A A AR R
BT Sy o — e I J 1 Il it vh g
FEIERFST, 11 Pregnolato 25 (2017) 3 33— 2 41 Uil 11
SIS IR ST KR G 1 BRI R
PR 7 /K T 7E 10 a 55 50 a— 38 114 30 117 7R 2 1t
PRI A I T O

[ TS AR B B 1 D7 T, B 1 DG T AN [] ]
H S () R FEPEAN(Yin et al, 2011; AUERAASE, 2011;
A1 934, 2011), I8 5CTE T by 52 2 T 520 (1 T A3
TR A, QA A A5 (201 0) B ALL TV T i
ONFLEA AT 6 Pl i HUE T 5 Mk (R4S, 2015) 7F
AN 2R R T B TR 7275 TR [RI BRUK IR B
(R Aty - N7 2 R PR O VAN A [A] ] 25 A 1Y
FREEIKY- o HUE H T E N AR H Y2 88 1
FEED
1.3 Re55ts

Tt XU DA A0 6 2 DA 40 %) £ e 5t
PR F5 M E(Yin et al, 2014), SRTHFFE TG
55 VEPE Ak Y 32 07 1% 2 R A5 il £k ik (Merz et al,
2004; Meyer et al, 2009; Hsu et al, 2011; Domeneg-
hetti et al, 2015; Glas et al, 2017) 5 Z #E M5 briFHr
¥ (Maller et al, 2011; Castro et al, 2016; Kotzee et
al, 2016; Fatemi et al, 2017; Kablan et al, 2017;
Liang et al, 2017; Sadeghi-Pouya et al, 2017a),

A M 2 2 3m  e Tk BT 1 R A SR R R
PR A8 Rl d S M IRIR
ANRT SR - A SR R (2 [R] i pR TG 3R
DA TIE 2 A A0 A (7] b 0 P 2 A i e 30
Yre ks FE 45 2K {8 (Merz, 2010; Domeneghe-
tti et al, 2015; Li C et al, 2016; Albano et al, 2017 ).
TRZ Ak IG5 B 0 KA th Ze 8t 1 (1 B8
4, 2009) , fff I A it 2R VA A VEAL HE S0 K A 2]
I3z W FH (Apel et al, 2008; Vu et al, 2017)., 1tL4,
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TP K FE AR 2 Z2 R R R 1R, K R IR
TR BE 1) I A I 26 2 T BUAs RAFAEAR K B9 AN 2 P
(Thieken et al, 2016). 7€ Z a2 88 £ R 19 L 5T
(Kreibich et al, 2017), J& - 2 48 & 19 9 401 ih 4k 1%
(Merz et al, 2004; Penning-Rowsell et al, 2005; Wa-
hab et al, 2016; Chinh et al, 2017; Speight et al, 2017)
7 JECHE TN i) | i SRR A A L R AR kB
AR BYEE , R eSS PE DAL 452

ZUENHE AR AN 90 e i) SCHE (0] A2 48 AR 1Y
TR R HAHE 8 o Hrh 38 bR a8 S gy 26
RS (A RUBE AR 5T IXORRAIE 45 AR OC (Maller et al,
2011; Krellenberg et al, 2016; Tapia et al, 2017; Spei-
ght et al, 2017), PR 8 19 07 54 2 IR 5B
V5 (AHP) LRI 4 | 0 73BT (PCA) L& AT /145
(Kandilioti et al, 2011; Pradhan, 2011; Kotzee et al,
2016; Araya-Munoz et al, 2017). |34 Jy 32 g il it
X R BRIA 2RI JEAT A A LA SRR G 16 1 S5 K AR
NEXTRESIAEYBR Ahss (A T% AEAS (BOK XU B
SEHERE R M B R G et . SR TR
[ Y2, Fe b Pk N S S 5 dfitt o &
Tr LA RS A B A (2 HOANRE 58 40 S Ak i
FCE WA AL —E R EAFTE 0L, M H OGS
FUBE SR #E X R D b RUBE o 7 3l b 5 Jf 553 42
WFFEHY N 2507 T, RHR 0 18 T ot i 2k i Ak
SR G 5 P VA LI 4 3K [ R e e 55 P ) e
23 G NI S 2 YE BEWFIE (Apel et al, 2008;
Cho et al, 2017), LA T 2251 e 55 Pk B AS TR 4 B2
K TTJEAH 5T < Rimba 55 (2017) 25 4538 AU IE
GIS AHP J5 i, I i i B2 HE /K %5 B | b3S
B LA P2 B A R 48 R0 1 H A Xl T Sk Tl
TE 7 ) ) HEE 55 1 5 Ajibad 45 (2013) A I AR 1 ST
5 R IT K38 7 1k 0 A 1) 45 8 A B0 A ERE 2o
PETEHEET XU 25 WX g T 1 32 2 R 2O 2
SR 20 At 2 Ar b R | ST HE A1 ; Kotzee
Z5(2016) el 1 Aoy A AR it -2 T A O
(1) 248, R AE 5 F BT oW A LR &
AL 7 S 8 88 ; Tapia 25 (2017) 6 HL T 614845, #)
FAPR 723 B A 32 1003 53 B AR R B A e, T4 o3 B
T YN I T AE 3 AR [] k57 T (571 A4S 3 T R =k
5, 365 NIk T IT I kY L 92 AN IR T T 7)1 2
PP BT IR A RE I AR B At - DR YR R 25
B MEFIrE,

] DA G 53 1 TR 4 P A R T A it 2 Y o

AR PPAL o A2 i T [ AR B P Ok SE PR
B R 3 8 i 3 P ) 9 6 h 2 g
JE, IS5 1) AR I 4 T AN b SE R B
7] 3 A | A B A g R A S A AT XA E A
T Z , X E— 21K T W55 R TPAG 25 SR AR
B 1 I B A T G A R A . Gk R e A
(2011) , 22 #Eli5 (2012) . A4 55 (2014) . T+ = (2015) #
8 AL T 2 0 1) SIC 1l ) 2 R A A o T TN
TR SR AT il SR sUE R
ey P S SN R E S 7 RS F TP (I RE ¥
(2018) 1| J2& 5 % 5+ 15 1% (2009) 7 <7 ) L= 365 T K 4t -
£ 22 T 0 22 bk X FEAS TR 22 A 5 R I IE
SR A 1 o TR 28 2 v e B [ N B TR )
PAAY () LAl T TF AR SG 1 3 F 2 e Rk i i 2k i 2t
ST, WA B3 (2015) 78 S B [1) 36 18 11 3 ik A &
B BT AN RIS B2 P e 55 1 R 2, 174G T
T A AL TF5 m 5.5 m A6 m &% 3l
) I 35t A 97 48 2 5 1 3 5 (2015) 7 18 A ] 2
Rl AN ST T A RURER T R TR N 2 At
PR R] 51 & B Uk A W K O Y e RS S
ML 55 2 9 7 1 AR e IR PEAG T T
SN W&y RS E PO E T Y AN e R R SN
BB REI Ak, v L2 5 58 A8 5 K Ha I
1) i 55 M 5 N 10 A B P e DA dn T e A
(2018) A 4f FEL A 114) 2 T 0 5 T2 I AL i, 39 B e 24
PR BURAE AR T AR F% 55 R B HU8K fiE T Y
DEM 7] ¥ A8 SO OO A D % L D 5 ) S5 8 A
PEAS T U b DX el I 555 4 0 A 5 JE TR U0 B
(2014) Ny 13 FH T2 W9 K 3 N G A 2 XU P i
AT JFAJC BT <7 217 F1“6- 237 2 W M %=
B, AT T AR IO SRS 58 43T o
1.4 FEHFREIER

ZE4 T EE XU PG ) GIS 42 R (Zhou et al,
2012) FIHL % 24 2] J7 1% (Balbi et al, 2016; Araya-Mu-
noz et al, 2017; Lai et al, 2017), Z & B R 19 =K &
BNE(ERE G BEFITE), SRR AR T
g MIEAGERIE A E S, e 5
SE B KUK BT Al (Foudi et al, 2015; Vojinovic et al,
2015), & it AU PPAG SR A 58 b = T 3k T SE Ak
R it 25 B A SR B i) - ) 2 0 A 5 A
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son et al, 2008; Kuklicke et al, 2016; Pfeifer et al,
2017), PR, AR AR 5 3T Tk T B T U
PEAS © B R Y B B 5% 4 5 5 4 5 (Moore et al,
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Abstract: In the context of global climate change and urban expansion, urban floods frequently cause serious
social problems and economic losses. Flood risk assessment as the main content of urban flood management has
received extensive attention. This article first presents the conceptual framework of urban flood risk assessment
and the function of hazard, exposure, and vulnerability. It then reviews their main research contents respectively,
analyzes the strengths and limitations of different research methods in the perspective of urban flood risk
management. We conclude that the development trends of urban flood risk assessment include the following four
aspects: 1) With regard to flood hazard evaluation, developing the two-dimensional hydraulics flood inundation
model incorporating different sources of floods in urban areas such as pluvial, fluvial, and coastal floods is
imperative for urban flood risk assessment. 2) Exposure evaluation is moving towards more refined and dynamic
evaluation with the support of big data and GIS. 3) Vulnerability assessment is shifting from the quantitative
evaluation of the physical dimension to multi- dimensional assessments, such as social, economic, cultural,
environmental, and others. 4) In addition, semi- quantitative and quantitative urban flood risk assessment
combined with climate change and urban expansion considerations under multiple scenarios is also an important
component of future urban flood management.
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