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B F A

RMEALCILENEIEZN M FHEARRESAREFIAN XA TRABAL R, T e R
REZHFFHROLARBLETHRESLEERL, BF R MAEBRBETARARGERFEHZKY
CRAR ARREZGHFEFARLAANGERARLT R A BEHR T RBER L6 AEZ2FH %,
MRAEEERENRMNEGOG A EL T, AL TAARH LK. GLAELETHARREL
FRAFEABO LR, QR ABEFRAFFERAELFREIFE RE 2 AR ZF
K.FHATH KR FETAXNEBTERIAT BN ARREFHY A BEZEFH ot THRE )
iR E BETARRAFEN TR AMARKREBNG B RAREZFFHLRMAT AGLE

XER: R FLEE AARE BMEFH

HAR K FENER BR R IBAT S NI 20— 2 Nk 23 e v i 2% T s 174 | R 3 52 (1)
A, A LR s AZEXT H AR B U0 1 4528 20T R R AR R s e I8 T A= A R B L S Bokk 23 B i 1k
AN G 5 G5 VE A — e R B T AR ARKRE . U FRRFIELUZ K UE VL
RO SHAERBRE I, E B AL A mE e SHaniae L, fElE T, AR K EX
S FNZE T (5200 32 B 2 AT T2 RTE

B 9% K E 2 552 (the economics of natural disasters) 42 20 {40 b ] 7F % 3 2 55301 25 TR A4 i
(Y BE Al b TR (0 — 177 38 SL2E B}, 25K 28 BF 2 ff B SR B 98 A 8% ¢ % 1M, Kunreuther & Fiore
(1966) 1 W AE HF T 38 S0 48 2] K FH & U287 — 1] AH Y B R TE IR PR 5Y . R E R 4T
RN < B3R (Jack Hirshleifer) J& e B IF 46 TR ABFIE K H L 55 MBI 73 2 — il T 20
22 60 ARARMIFTE 1 U PRAEHE XoF 28 B 1 6 00 55 1 1 9 82 (Hirshleifer, 1966) . 76 bl 85 v 1 28 5%
1% ) (Hirshleifer, 1987) — 45t 9 F 28 0% 24 9 Bl R AT 7 R G ME B 4h . S = H AT KR
KX AERHEE SN B HE LT85 R G EHESE

HREFEZANE ARKEZFFRERN 2R EN B AR AREE. B EEFRK
EHD LB IE R S A4 A PR A 2B BN (Yu & Tang,2017), S0 [ AN 55 A B4 v 7
RFE R RF KIS TG B XS UE J5 16 55 4 72 BB 7R R RV 98 07 ik b 00 fi 1] T K K 78
B”, — Sl R C iz 0 TR R AR R ICE R T B A LA BB 2 WL X R R A
G BEE ARKFEETF ISR R AW K, 2 ENIH R E EH R A RKEXNE LT
Wi o X B 5 AR R 40 4 v R 8 B 1 A, Hoh e AR Y 52 Albala-Bertrand (1993) (1 #F
FEAE R T —DF R EN R WA TR B A, W5 .3 H &G AL BT B 9K 93 [n) 302
B K E LR UE I . B AMHE SRS R BT 43 R P2 — 2 R SR BB 26 U 2 R T B
ke Z1) T ¢ 2 v Rk Y A8 ) Rl B 2 B 2 i (F1 ) (MacKenzie et al, 2012; Koks & Thissen, 2016) ; & —

x R ATFA, WK FHFR, 9B L 430062, & F 8758 ; csxesx007 @ foxmail. com, hyh@ stu. hubu. edu. cn,
BHELFH/ERGEZ L. LTANR.
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S A I 2 B 2 6 18] 7 20 s T R 55080 Sk S TE 43 A 9 A K ) 48 5% B (Felbermayr & Groschl,
2014; Okuyama, 2016;Kirchberger,2017;Johar et al,2022) , A& K F 7 s %Rl 3E 47 A0 N #) 50E
B o 30 S T RF A I BN Y T 2 BT ik S R 2 55 2 e A S F SR AR B TR B T2
AT I ELI 2= A HAITE AN W A J . I 48 ok Bt 25 BRACN: T A0 13 28 B F 90 7 i I 4 2 i, DA %
25 IO 28 % G0 11 ECHE P 1 AN T 5 3 [ A0 25 51588 0 K BIF 9 X 5 2 % 1) 9 JifE 55 1% (hazard vul-
nerability) iz 38 #9> N 85 BE L I BIOULAIL A 25 %6 03 i % Jos BT 2 9 0 25 L A2 W87 I 6 L X
LIEE B EE L F T NN (Alam & Poértner, 2018; Filipski et al, 2019; Bharath & Cho,
20215 del Valle et al, 2021), 5 DA WL al DXl 2 87 09 B 55 A 6] 3 R0 5 8 9 3 PR 3R IE 20 A%
NEMEAETAT IRy HAR K E LT it 7 B i wF sl A .

5 ESMHE, F I B R K H 2 T #0502 I R B, O T A AR 9CH 1) AIF 5t 32 2 AR v A
HRBL 2 U, 28 5% 27 S A B SR A G T R R4 B = 0 7E Bk A SR 0 UL /Y R 5t
T ST RR JRAT A v B S 9 B AR U 2 U 2 B RN T e R R T IRATT W AR UG 0 I Ak
EOREBA RS S T A 0 I Ak [ Ah [ AR R E ST R T S AT AR B A 4
AT A oA R [ A B8R K 8 % 2 ik o 4t JEL B AR &

—VREZFTIRK A

KEZTIR R AR K FEA LB e BRI, R E S TR AL I B R K E AT =)
L FIME R A AT TR A B R A S L AT RE T R Y K A LR R R 2 W] 5 A MK (Botzen
et al, 2019), SR 7E Y H 9 H B Z2 AR B0 AU T 1% 58 i DAl A =X 2 48 T 15 08 2 K Ik
SR S5 ST A 2. ZEIEE = R 2 B A 0 0 02K PEAG A B R Al 1 A T P 2R
PEUCHE | R B AL T — 07 R PEAG 5k 1 LN T AR DGR

(—)EBEEFHRKTM

B TR 2 BRI SR A5 O W0 7 577 B R AR A0 2R R O BE AR B 0 S A A 45 2 )
SR . AR th T OCRE AR 25 2 Sh AR AT JC s S i e I 52 9 1l DX 52 468 510 Bl S AR R
O s PR A AR A T 9 S5 e 11 A T RE JC VL S Mk L SE Y 2 i 2k . 4ROk B T R EE BRI E
GG v 5 B T AL AR 27 > 530 1 10 2% Bl 5k 540 0 A S5 Ok T R A T R R AN B B TR
X LTy R AN AR DL i O AF 0 S v AT M O B N AR S PSR L 38 AT DA AR VT AL Y AR
SR FBE ARt e DA P o R R R

1. AT E R ARG -4E 5 k., B KR (catastrophe model) 2 — 255 B ) G R , 7] FR 4
— R HTHESR o A Sy — B Rr A 1 9 T AU A8 BT R RS B PP AL TR GO BY B A B b ORI
Az R B AR & . i T AT DU T SOy AR LA T 20 o o T KU R AT R A
Mo LR A AL B ] T2 5 OCE R BRE HE PP AL (Botzen et al, 2019), AHAT K5 g it i £ 55
AR GEVEAl 7 2% s AL A T L K 45 b Bl b BRECHE OB 8 BB | A 2 28 0 B AN g s R A
s S5 AT LR G BRI AR BT . H UL Y B R AY A 45 K BORBIAY | & XUE R AR Y | b 7R AR
RIS Ho, oK B R R G ke e 15 fi o Al 2 AR R O T IZ B R BB 2 — . Wood et al
(2005) J5c 57 1 I 5 25 0 DA =2 2 AR I T 1 Dt 00 v A XU W b /K e AT 7 ARE R AL L AU AT TAR 91 it
KR JE K 5 0 7 45 2k 2 TR B4 i 555 1 R B0k T A 2R kK K . Merz et al (2013) JT 81
P HbRE K SRS RLFIAR AR 25 A BB AR 45 5 AR T — AN A PE R K G TR R R RF AR B 2248 R K B R
R, I ) FH A8 ] % Dy 45 b 7K 93 BOHR A 30 1 R B DA O 0 R A HERR AL . Wang et al(2021)
FHTHE 7K B GREARY 1 DA SE B 1Y A A T 1 A0 T v 0T U A ORI T X el XU S B B AR
P IER LTS M XN 13 A7 B A X% 3 K3 AR 8 2 B AT 17 % LU IEAl . e Ah, — 22 il
SRR B R 3 B A AR A SR BE SEAT D0 A . B G S e R O A R i E T I TR A R Y G B
(Aerts et al, 2014) , 1M LATE A9 9B 38 5 {5 5 A 4304 114 e 583 1 1 O A2 1 HC 5 IR ROV 7 e

— 144 —




g AFM: BRAREEFEARTHR

A F AT R T B A B S T S 55 P — A B AR I R 2 BE I TR T i A SR 1 CIR A TR a8 A 5C I 2
PRI AT LGS 7 280 A ) S 555 M A7 2 ekt LA S 07 0 9 A o R B B R 4D L X AR A 5 =
e F B SR 2k 8 B Ak . & X A B, McNamara & Keeler (2013) 3 4 fff B 56 3= {4 i #5578
(agent-based model, ABMD 3k Bt 7 Jifs 55 P AL AL, Al A7 14 OO0 35 AR 7 4 9 i) 7 5 R v ) 28 5 R SR B A
FLGCAREAY A5 PP AL 45 ST 3 BE S . AR L B TR AY 1 B i SRR — S B WL IR 3R AL 23 5 T A 21
PEAGSE IR o 9 a9 T 1R JRECHE 1) I TR] S T AR AT P LA B e T S PR AR 1 ik Ok S5 AR AR AR 25 B
153 9¢ F 45 PPAL (Resch et al, 2018) 5 [, iy T Bl = X BB A A xfE DU PPAil R 0 i 45 21 1)
SR EEPE (Aerts et al, 2014 ; Molinari et al, 2019),

2. K THUE F 5] Foik ol M4 B B Ak, BEE DL ) R R G iz i L kT AL
B IR 11 T 8% BELASE 0408 43 B vk i T 5 TRIE R BR LLUAM I R 5 S E B8 T Be . X Rh Oy Bl X H
KM PR (volunteered geographic information, VGI) B4 & B  HE AT L 0 358 A0 43 #7 » °T DA TR] 422 .
PR b AR A S A DGR B AU Rk b T S B 000 S 0 AN L [ B R R R A A R A R T
fli i B R P (Alexander, 2014), HETE #) 2 W T & 28 K F MW 78 & T 8 R 19 PP Al . Kry-
vasheyeu et al(2016) F 1] 5& [ XU 5 3 7 e A= 01 18] 4 1 (% 4 7 (Twitter) B8 0F 58 % B, 5 3 XL
R o) B8 A8 R B T 3 o R 3 R A ) R R R 4 R 5 A5 1, O L AT AR HE R Sk 1
WIS S N2 5F % . Resch et al(2018) 44 W 7E 2k F 5w 7 43 FL B AL (LDA) 55 J&y & 23 6] I AH G5
RURAGS G VPN T 352 I 3 Y B AR G U PR, JF s 56 1 IR R B A B Ry R [ R A R 2 B
L [F T A 1) HAZUS G 120 PPAR BB, 3 1) 45 SR AT X IR R A5 R AR — 2. Dou et al(2021)
WFGE T 2017 AF {5 R KRS F“ A= 7 7 v [ R 77 Hi DX 3 00 5 O A A7 38 2o 55 A b 38 7 1) ol 17 4
P B AN [R) 32088 A G T4 S5 95K 22 T 4 2R Y AR SC BE AN [R] o b oA G Rl 0 A IR 32 0
BT A B 5 2B A AR S BB IR B T 0. 64, BAORTE . BAR T 4k A2 1 1A BRI B dE 10 1
i D7 B ARES TAL GE R Tl T vk SN DO (A A — SR . 3 — A SRR R I E B S
WL 2 — R0 i K 5 5 — L ot TAETEMS B Y &3 i) B2 S0 . T B0 Al N 108 B R AR B R v Y
PR AR AR N 25 B/ A5 B AR AR A G DXL o AT, — 2827 35 0 1E 7 2% 1208 = 1] 2 SR
I 55 4 s R BEL S RO A0 AH 45 5 R AT 25 G 20 A DA 8 K I 8 T 0L 2K DA A% WE B 1% (Shao et al,
2021;Xu & Ma, 2021),

(Z)EEEFHREITMS

F F 4 2 U S U 40 R AT R SR U D 5 | A ) 8 AR R 1 2 e 7 A8 R B R S ) 42 28
PR W AR KE R AT, B X 2 H R G AE R . 38 E R B R B
AT IR 2R 53 230 F AR 9T B T 45 22 T 400 2Rk 3l 0 0y O 75 AR A 7l SR IBR 9 2k 5 5 9l /b 3t i ) 4
K (CGER, 1999) . A[A T B LT R ITAL KT B9 18] 42 28 T 450 26 DFAl B 2400 T 28 T 2 AR
SR PR O (R A R 2 BT MR A TR HOT AR IR TRV RE T AR v R L
5 (Koks & Thissen, 2016),

L#N =B o ar. R EAN FER R GE5RA GRS TR AL & A= 8 (1-0) 5 07
V220 220 0 T 3 AR (] 3 28 B A R L AH IR L Ty a2 D AR TR BR B . KR AT A ST R A TR
RUERAE Ty 1 A H X 5000 B 9 R By - BTG IEHER 72 0 MU SR 0F R PRI R . A
7 AT B DL S AE T RE A% A7 B T RS R WS R G 2T T IEBIOC R T (AN ER T B P 2R A
| B A Y B A AR A L 7 220 T A ) 2 R S e i B W R BRSO
Bro S BETE T BARZ IR B2 0F R GERY [ A& W HE 7 1 9 3 i K 19 52 bR 52 e AR AT fe 2 AR Rk & T it
FE 25 (Okuyama & Santos, 2014) . K, BARAL G0 B HE A 7= H 43 M B 8803 48 1 » (EDRG f 85 45 22
BT R 2 T — RIHT R O F R VP AL T 2 B a0 B aE R XA AL CARTO)
(Hallegatte, 2008) .22 X 38 5% mi ¥ £ £ %1 (MRIA) (Koks & Thissen, 2016) 45, X #6757 v 4 XML 48
B AT A3 B BB AT AR R O T RS BCE . Bonfiglio et al(2021) i FH 22 X 38 52 i P-4l 45 B 58 T
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20162017 4F 8] = B 28 of; 22 KA b F- A AT b X1 b 7% 77 1) X6 A 28 5% 09 52 e, e 90 AR R b X T 2
by 18 3% K F T H — S 57T A RE 2 AL R B BT M X . Wang et al (2018) ) A IX 48 [8] £ A 7
(IRIO) BRI XF [ 385 W X 3 5 A7 BSR4 T T A& IE , 70 LR FH 1 v [ g vk ¢ 3 440 I 1 ) 42 22 0%
5 DEAT i 28 0% 5 /) 1) 2 )5 Uik 28007 0 25 () S B P %o 7 9 %o DX Bl i) 8 55 4K % 1) 5 o) AR R
HEEH],

2. T — AR B A RS RS AR BT ER A T 2 U e — M B A B Y ] A —
fi 34 #4557 (computable general equilibrium, CGE) # 2% #1112 38 H F 9 3 18] $5 4 TF 0 G 0P A
BE IR T AR R T R A LG 1Y 3h AR AL ER R E I R T AT B WAL SO AR TR
7 A3 BT B R P (Zhou & Chen, 2020), fEfiTA CGE BRI b, X3k CGE 458 B {eff I 75 5 Ay 38
Carrera et al(2015) % B JAR A By BT 25 S 8 5 B 2 KR =AM X 1y X 3k CGE BEAdrh Al i+ T &K
TR T k7K G T R B ) 4 22 B SR . Kajitani & Tatano(2018) #4817 — AR5k 1) X 3 CGE 4% 7
CZAEADKE H AR 504 9 A X3 . I A BT T 2011 428 H AR K M 72 i Wi 5 25000 20 18 i
ZEAEAL . Gertz et al(2019)% Hallegatte(2008) 1y A = Hi A5 28U (1) [ se #IL 1 4l A B #4) 22 1) 35 75
Xk CGE 58S, % Pk K i 8] $2 28 55 52 i AT 17 PPl 32 R0 7 15 Al 28 8 55 BlOW 28 5% 4K
T B PR DL AL A A K F 2 i 2 &S CGE #2ad

3. R ARIEAE ik BR TG T — R G @ AL Botzen et al(2019) 1A R R kW] LAZE & X
Sl ot 9 2 R A 00 PPk I ) e 8 B R I s TR o PRI SR TIE I R I R e A R /N I TE B AR A
SIS ] TG 3% NI IR Je ) 1 DX -7 o 2% 1 9 5 22 () 00 1) H L M B Y (centtral place models)
KM A A (growth pole models) | =5[] % H AR 25 455 70 (spillover and network models) &5 [X. 8 5% %Y
VPR S T IR A M AZ I8 K FH R M e IR TE . L Ah, Alstadt et al (2022) i 32 H T — i ffi B B8 A £F
AT AR E R R I — AL 9 07 v A TR I D7 35 X 1930—2017 A [ 5 [ K il (9 i o 16 W8 KUK
PR AT IS R I B E AL AR 2R (B 15 A HE Al B8 AR A7 i A0 GDP B8l 453 i o B R B — 8, )
Hb A A AR EAL AT BB He GDP Sl 47, PR B n] DL B 4 5 9l O O 1) S o 7 AN L

ZRENKBZFIERNZIN

PEEAAL S AE 58 W 38 1B & A5G T 77 1 B4 40 8 55 R ol IR 5 D AR o R A5 Y [ A K L 18
AL RS 78 2 W T b AL 2 L 28 B0 M PR B A AR KO R W (Kousky  2014) . R TF HAKE S
LRI OC R MR I R E B ) 19 Al btk E A E R R R 5 « W E (Frédéric Bastiat) $2
) “ 1 %1287 (broken window fallacy) . IS IA N U F 48 XF 7 W 28 B 1Y 1 11 52 i) 2 4 8 1)
HFaRE SR ERL S BRI LT H R CER. M5 B E 4 5RO 4 M X9 3 5090
R 51E J5 8 ST R 58 38 LA B 28 5 2 AR AU 1) T WK i e 11T » 9 R B 28 T M K 10 5 R Ll A AR KR 2 %
27 O Y AT A

(—)REZMEFIGRKMEIRER

FLHA G T ¢ i) 2 28 0% 52 ) 1) B AR CAn 4% A7 H A ) SRR R A R R R 2 U U R AR
M G255 52 ) o 20 1% I WA 3t F v & T A7 17 B R0 Ak (R 28 55 52 ) 19 25 2% (Okuy -
ama, 2003), FH TR MK 2 Br 3G KA SRR IR 3R K 22, K 0 K 309 8 U 34 K 80y 2 e ) 448 O 5 o T
JME LI . BEE AR K H LT 0 KR A D538 I if 512 0s F 28 0% 20 50 B OR figf Bt R 2 5 LA K
anfe] 52 ma 22 2R G K

1. # F 3 KAEA . H Solow(1956) 42 H 1 HT iy #i18 K B #Y (neoclassical growth models) B\ #
EWAMEZE T Z N T A K G2 IR E 5k 2RSS 7B 5 AR iy a8, 78188
HEZER R H S BN T IR B 43 B2 A A7 1, JFAE IS AE 5 J 00 B B] Py Xof 386 4 o8 7= A A TS el . B
2T A RS 1 0 AR I K A I 28 T K R T OR 23 32 B R HME A 52 I (Okuyama,
2003) » 3 J2 [K Ay AL 557 ) 3 It 6T I 8 B8 A A7 £ 109 1 DR 2 38 3k 340 B 1] i (058D 1 48 T o S T b 2
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PRI B34 4, AT 3057 3h 01 B i 98 b 2 16 J5 sl 22 2 5P g < . Albala-Bertrand (1993) 2E T
ML BRI S T OCHE A 8 U R Y A — S R WL PR SR I R S AL SEHE TS T 1960—
1979 4 ] FE AR A B b SE A T 52 5 A 1 28 WK A AR 9 7 %6 A [ 1 58 28 T 1 K iR 52 0, AT 52 %
PG FE il AN S BRI U KA M B A2 S . Berlemann et al(2015) 0\, HUBER ol A8 fiff 5%
CER$E %) AN A N AT R FEOR I 3RS0 ROF A 2 3 28 e B 1K 7 AR R 2 v Y
AL

2. MG RAEA . — B2 Tl S RO R T RS T B DO B A PR B K T RE Y
M) A 7 bR R W A8 A B H A 4 Al 4R 58 (Barone & Mocetti, 2014) , AS[a] F 5 iy #i 4 K A5 A0 v
R AR O 2 5E » A3 K B (theory of endogenous growth) i U £ AR 18T L % ll fb 73 T A
NFITEARFNZRGIAGE LT MR %58 ARz RIAE SRR 03 1 R 19 BT AR 5l 55 30 g i i 3K ml g
SR 5 ) A A R R BOR AR R K. DU A 2 B AR R (vintage capital model) Sy {41,
EARB A SRR SR A B T AT A B R .l T RO i S BOR AR IR R IH 251k
TR L Rt el 45 0K B A R BB S AR A A 7 3R 4R (Barone & Mocetti, 2014) , BRIKZ
b, 2 S AL (learning models) Al AK BRI (A FoR Az 77 38, K FROR BEAAE 80O R % 2338 2o 52 1w 55
Bl 3 A 7 AR5 W S R () A AR — A, RN T AR B 5 IR — A AR e 0T B
A7 BRI TS AR A B LR I AR T T B9 35 0 (Botzen et al, 2019) . 4K1M0, 587
i IS AR R AR L L ) P AR 0 B8 25 8 T I 22 B R e B W AT AR D 2L

3. AR AR AE AR AL . R T AL G 28 T AL ST A R AR AR Al 28 U o UL AT £ DT Al AR Y
AMS)WITLRBE)Z N T AR K E LT A0 50 X R FEAE P AR K F UK. Nordhaus(1992)
TR 5 2257 10 3 A8 25 5 B (DICED 2 e T TAMs 20888 10 DT ity S0 1 R Y oy Sl 3o 3
FIARABAF I (R B IR FERE 7 R S T &0 5 A AR M) BB i B 4 432, 20 1 1 AL 4 2B
S5 IR R N A AR AL 1Y B A B 4% (Diaz & Keller,2016) , {H—2622 33\ h TAMs 7843 BT K F 25
DRI AT AT AN JE Z AL o e A A 2035 B B R 08 | 9 T8 2 031 R B Il BEC R 45 3ok 26 4 2 532 Wi i ¢ 1) ik 1 25
B (Ackerman & Munitz, 2012), Dietz & Stern(2015)iA % DICE I S F 36 K 3 2 1 XU 60 A
B PR 2 T BU M S Bl ™ AR A, TR T SR T AR v DICE #5881 i R 352, 5 T 2R 3 K Bie
K GEAS TR A0 R SO A AR R 2 v, I S R A XU 8 T e B K B N AR Bl PR R e T
AU IRV PR 28 X0 T 48 5 AR 8 B ) 1) A R

(D) RENKEEFIE KA

LAl REWKI|F e, KF i Z B R AN HA %228 AR AR I AE e i i 4
T 2F AR 1 UE 43 A1 JC A 43 5 AR R R 8 R ol X 28 U R TR ) K B 0N L T B A A AT
A B — P A A A T Bt DA T S BT 23 BT (Botzen et al, 2019) o R B8 BB i 58 iE
T3 1R X R R 00 R EONE T LR . el T O A W B il S B2 T R G AR U IR A s AT A )
WATHE . 2 Tr i A7 10 R W B 1 0 IS4 5 A 203 1) i 5 DAL g 4 s 5 S T 5 A 2 — ™ R 52
I ” (natural nxperiment) ,

TEEIL B WEFE bR T AU 22 4345 (DID) LU Ak & i3 il 2 (SCMD 78 3 88 9¢ 35 28 B 2 el i) 1
FH 5 Ay 8 38 o PR Ay A 258 U HE 22 3 Y AR M 3005 305 100 4 o) 2L 0 - ARG A2 o) 95 T e 9 o) R S AR AE £, AR
AR K AR 9 T B0 3t DR 3 S = 52 4 5 B AR S DA 90 /20 17 5 0 46 X T A 7 A 1 R 22 AL
AP ) 3 (Abadie, 2021) o 582 XF HE 9 X2 PR 28 % & J8 B AR 5 B g 56 R AR 5 J0AS i ik TT A 43 o
¢ il X 5 L2 2 B HE KBS W 98O . Coffman & Noy(2012) e B A Ik 7 B BF 58 T 1992 4R il
WA Tnniked X Bl 5 mT 2 8 19 4 B0 28 55 552 o b 170 R 3R HG A R 52 B U2 i) 114 325 5 F 5% & B 4 R
52 Iniki M bt T2 5 A SE PR AT AT RE L BRAE £ 29 1206 . Fujiki & Hsiao(2015) 2210 A ek itk
FR - B 1V 23 Bt 1995 4R H AR BROM I 7 0 S 2R B 28 U 49 KA 1 b R RV 5 5 A AR AL RO &
SR 7R M5 X 2 LA 0T 28 1 K 3 A 7 T S W) 2 S e 45 A R A RO BT A R
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2. TR KA ZFHrhm, XTRESRKPALFHRKZEHXRBESMAAERFIE. K0 75H
AR SRR E LKW 2 5K R 2 (Felbermayr & Groschl, 2014; Okuyama, 2016) 5%
WA S (Fujiki & Hsiaos, 2015;]Johar et al, 2022), {40, Carvalho et al(2021) % T 4= 7= W 4%
() — M A A A X 2011 4F H A AR F8 K Ml i IF 5 B o 0 2% 0 36 W O > b 1) A 7 PR B A, O FLE 2o
M % X 48 5 7 A B e o ok o T 4 A R T B H AR TE K S — AR 52 BR GDP 3 KRR TFRE T 0.47
AE S . Klomp & Valekx(2014) 3 52 X 12 6 B 7 1) 25 38 43 BT Ik« 9 35 06 1 K 3 12 35 10 £
AT 52 0] o HG o, A0 R M B K 2 S B0 DR R TR S A N T R AR B o BOAS T 5 T K SO
ER TR IR IR E PSS A TEES) 31 B

WA FH KA RKEI K258 K BA B (Gignoux & Menéndez, 2016; Hornbeck
&. Keniston, 2017), ffiTlh Schumpeter(1912) 48 i f# “ 41 1 8 38 (creative destruction) iy
SCHE N IRE IR T TH R H AR AR P A A8 9 3 7R By iy T8 4% 98 A8 AR TH 9 p AR R S ad R
e 3k 25355 %5k . Skidmore & Toya(2002) i it SEUEAF 58 & B . ¢ 5 KU B AR FE I T S 40 W AR 114 T 40
] 4 2 AHA B T3 BEAS B RE O TR 30 . DAL , AE SR B 08 T ey ) g, A A BE AR #%
BER R AR 9 T I A T A B SR AR BOR R Al A e B R AR R BT N BE K Rl 2
-7+, Hornbeck & Keniston(2017) ) F XU E 2% 4395 SCUEBF ST T 1872 4F #9503 T 48 5%
R 52 e B CR GE) BREAS A R T A P IR R B A S T e R R A R I TH AR
BRI BT A BT AR s T B8 55 by B R B 30 oA 58 55t B 1) - Ml A 1 R 3 A

3. W RERMA G LR F ., AFWFTEA IR — B HE A Sy 9 F i i o K 2
TE I KA BE AR B (AN BT AS L N g B8 AR 86 ) ke 7 AR ) 3 52 ) o AR T BT BE A L A BT AH G F Y
TAENTE AT BEAR b R FH 7T RE 2 18 4 52 W) 5 AN N ) 8 AR B0 9% 7 2 1 #2532 W (Kazianga
2012) » BIE A A (] JRUBS: 17 X 2 48 X N T B8 A 45 9% 77 A ) 32 52 Wi (Rush, 2018) o — 20 WF 52 A R, K
FOYEIR N ST EAFEEE . Anttila-Hughes & Hsiang (2013) 38 1 SZIEAF 9 & 3. & 18 5% 19 e A3
R BRI 2 BB S LT 2 LA ek L T e B e 5N T AR BRI SC A S . Deuchert &
Felfe(2013) #k—BWF 7L R WY, 5 A 03 57 32 250 2ok s /0 A A 02 G2 e AT g W T % ) B8 A 8 ¢ 7= 4
TS . (B2 WAT STy KE e e AT AT . X R W 32 23k T 55 3 1 A A
JE R BT s DR A R T 252 0 24 30 1 55 3l 3T 37 b R Al B TR WA CRIRRAR 1 4k 22 20 F /9 HL
ZXMAS) I N T AP 22 32 1 (Deryugina et al, 2018),

B T A KB R A B Ah , — S5t B ARSI 3R A B R M ] B R AT T #E4F. Felbermay &-
Groschl(2014) 38 £ 5 A R FEFEEA A 28 9% 3 28 I & B, B A 4 e 1 F2 48 Bony 1B 2 ] Lotk 3%
AR B X LT M . Klomp et al (2020) BF 5% A& B, A [ 7 11 % 55 45 8 BUK H
s B S AT o A AT BETE SCME R A S 1 — B I 8] P i 8 1) 248 DX 40 3 i s 7 i FE BOR PSR TR A R R
FI T B B T2 Jag S f 1) T R AT R RS AN 22 5% 2 70 . Wu(2022) BIF 58N AR 95 14 52 Wil 36 B
T A~ E R BAR K SR IK - FIBE 2y F RO B B a8 M A B B 2R [ B 3 B B 2 i L R 2
VO ARk

7 | 2R 5 X 55 B 1 T 37 B # i

7R RAETE 5 R RN OER B P AL SRR 5 R AR . K FEXT 553 5 1)
ML R AR K F AV G E SO . RISz B8 T R b XIS R TR R
M (Belasen &. Polachek, 2008; Kirchberger, 2017) . X $6A5% & I , 76 A % J&“ 9 3 KU %07 (dis-
aster risk perception) B 2514 T, K5 & B 95 BhICAFD T %% 19 48 A0 2 5 304 1 57 3l 71 T 5 748 2l 1) OGS
PRIZR . I S 4E B 5 B0 T T DA 55 3l g 3t 3 58 28 BE 55 20 40 T 00 A 0 i A R A7 R R O AR AT
Al A5 55 Bl i SR v 5 A N BUSRE 55 55 2l At 45 v 75 T 0 9 I B0 55 7R A e e B T R A R
TS VE PR 9 25 5 51 A 95 3 1 1 348 4k (Boustan et al, 2020; Sheldon &. Zhan, 2022),
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(—)RESHZH AR

55 Sl 25 A8 Al X 4k 25 55 B0 1 1T 3 0 48 Bl BAT A R ) TR AR A PR B RN 55 T S5 AR SR A 2
A U MR RN 9 RS TR b AN LR SOW 2 B AR T 4RI N AR L T RE B 55 8h )
(¥ 3 31 (Pajaron & Vasquez, 2020) , RAXF L N 95 20 1 145 3 X (4 O 3h 0 3% B0 Ky 5 A7 ol 285 35 171 19

Lorsh A K sh ., REEGEOLT . 85 # X i 3h 0 R F vhvile & 595 3h 1 i sh i £ 2R BE X
(Deryugina et al, 2018;Felsenstein & Grinberger,2020) , W H#k M358 J1 bk, E AN 981 1804 55
B A S N R 3h BOT B I R B A K 2 BT RS A DT 52 3 55 3h g A R R
sk AMER 5 RS i RPN TR h . 1Ml J5 # R BA AT B (Stark & Taylor, 1991), Groger & Zylber-
berg(2016) 3 & 73 P 3 TR EAE W58k B AE WA T8 32 31 58 K P 9 3 10 7™ 52 Wil J o A R g —
PR 23 W30 e B B T Ml DXk XS it . Boustan et al (20200 F ] 19202010 4 (8] 56 [ { 28 K T %L
PR R B T H K E F BRI E R m T 1.5%.,

I SE R A TR F 512 57 3 1 3h 7 A ATk Oy 3 2 D 2 0 T R T WA 2k
(Warner & Afifi, 2014) 3800 T 15485 3K (Nguyen & Wilson, 2020) L4 K 42 &5 #H %} 3% F /&% (Raker,
2020) %5 . WL — SRS IT AR S R HE BT Bh S AT sh 7. X SEF ST R BT o3 O S — 2
TR E RS FRE & #EFT % %8¢, Cattaneo et al (2019) BFFEIA N, M T+ 24548 Kk EH 1
(slow onset events) , WX it /K 25t & K FE B F (fast onset events) A S S M55 s himish . (HX
T s 22 A i i P 0 BER 2 SE R 2 X AYIE RS . Trinh et al(2021) 3F 2006—2008 4F [ B A9
JiE A FE B 5 T O i R T R TR R S L IS B TR T T — B[R] 2 A R el
A B/ I ¢ B8 L 2 b B 19 AT R AR AS B . 59 — IS B 5C 1 32 X 42 1 5
Chowdhury et al(2022) il 53 SEUERFFEIN N - 523 BOA M N AR 32 20F B9 NS fii 1) 378 K Jim 52 B 55 3
J15Mi . Hoang et al(2020) & T8 g 19 55 50 g 4 4 H0d A 1R 18 B SCUE I 5T 1 & A= 1 2016 4F
(R A58 K “Formosa” % 4 57 3l Sy i sz e . BF 5% 3R W1, BROAR K 3 S B0 M il 7 35 3 i
AT BT =532 — A8 b e RAG ) T 55 20 At 25 1 25 D3 2l 100 3 Fa 1 U] S48 ) 3 B A ol
By, PR Ry R ATT e el S A B AT o TR

2. I AHBAT LR F) . EE XS0 FEE SRR AN LT SO0 3 A 2 2 1R R 1 3
PEA H B AT 21 25 85 3% 3 (Eskander et al.2016;Groen et al, 2020; Branco & Féres, 2021) . HJ
N JEER 1Y) 52 9 5 Wi 58 A T B A S R TR B B 05— A AR R T . Kirchberger (2017) #) HIER E JE
VGV 52 2 AR 3 9 A H0ds (IFLS) WF ST 1 352 9 735 1 Ok 1 R RUASE o X 24 b 4> N 97 30 3 i 5 52w, A
AN NAE T 9 75 il g B0 590l 2 3 BLAT AR R A 1 L O HL 57 gl D SRAR R B2 B Ik 55 3h i
e 17254k . How & Kerr(2019) ] FH B 178 25 1 Logit 4578 Xof HORR 11 55 195 1< b 7% 9 5 ) IR 58 6 1A
KEJGS 5 -BT A TS P 3N, 8] B 247 57 3 7 B0 9 40 Bk L K 55 3l 4 i) 32 8 2 2 30
LG AMBES R . Sedova & Kalkuhl(2020) 12 FIZE AR A Z 10X logit [mlJABEIRF 5T T R85 9¢ 58 Xt
B[ BE AR G E B 77 SO 1) vt e B0 JEE 2 R G B i S DA = A Rl AR R Ay 7 %o 445 e ke b 5% JE
ZEVEPR . A A2 Tkl DX AT A 9 3 RS 103 OXURS: J% D 7 55 2l ke 5 v W G 43 e 1 22 £ €8 (Cat-
taneo et al, 2019),

(Z)REZMKRES 35T

TER G BE LT BAs T FRBE 2 97 B M D SRz o ol S0 9 28 7 A L S [ Al g, S5k L 28 7 Rk
255 3 N AR BRI 5 2o AT 3 TAE CAE T 3 TAR (GGERE A 7)) AR B = J7 X IC & 45 F A I ] 5%
U, I HAE =& Z A A7 AU e 4% DL 8 A 58 B 1 380 H] e KAk (Becker, 1965) . 1 T4 5E (4> 14
FEA YA AH [A] () BEGE AN 4F » 3 B RE N &8 55 3 7y T ok R 25 0 — 5 244 19 3 5 1 38 2 #2 (Cherchye
et al, 2012),

LRZFsHho T, KTIHIEE, WAV FAFEP RO F AR 56— RO S0A S SCFE I T

— 149 —



%ﬁ‘?”.’ﬁ 2023 £ 2

KEENTBR IS TR, RSB NS5 2 58 B ERIK I B2 kR E KR
95 3 (Afridi et al, 2021), Chowdhury et al(2022) i F] 19832011 4F [a] % 1 AR 2% 98 Ak 11 7 3t
TR B BE A ol 0 52 e 2 B T 55 A b e AN S A5 S B AR R L Pk Rl RS FEAR T 5 ok
TER 5 0 2 1) 2 R AE R LAk S NF A 55 2 FI G E 2L 7 . 58 R s A 340 TR FE R AK
BEA 5 B T A — R L AT T4 ARG P o T V8 2 Ao M3l U B SE T P Al R R
M AEZ B4 T AT By AL 9T S SR B AR . Akter(2021) F1) H T A iy R A 5 2 1Y) I £ AL
it WFFE T AE KA P oK ¢ 3 i [0S S E MR 55 3 4 T 7284k, 45 R iR AE s K K F G K
JE R L RSN T AR ARD 57 B 98 T G E AR T B M T 3 55 3 5 AR E AR 7 I a3
WEERN, RN R K E TR NS s e A 2 Sl gl R gt T LS.

2. Tk H sl bR T RIS TI AWA — L5 A BT FE 25 it K Je i[5 52 10 5K B W k1
1 CRESI R ) B LM R EE R E Z 1358, Foster & Gehrke(2017) X B i 4 A 5% B2 )
IR AEW A 52 vhals T . BE S 97 30 07 AR 25 09 15 0K 46 B Lo 09 B0F I TR BT Lo 4% Y 5 i T
K. Paudel & Ryu(2018)HF 58 T J& 1A K K Hiu 7= X 24 Hb 20 & A9 152 0, 2% B0 £ v A0 808 st I A1
TH M R R ZU M 0L . (BB B 545 T A R 4548, Takasaki (2017) 38 & 43 #r 3
TERMN A FE AT AR BENA LR LR R T L& WA BHERGFAH T HZM R E

F5 80

A REMEEEITANZI

H AR K E LT F AU K FE GEITET R R U SR Z TR E WL R AR KET
Al K BEEA NE O EAAR TR . DAREE S A AR T 9% 35 X o 19 50 3 47 il
H AR K F ATV OTE M . — 7 T, 9 3 s 23 38 2o 228 SO0 5 A4 i 3 9% 55 9% 7 T 8 e o ok
() 5 52 W 5 WL 28 5% L 2 e RIS T 48 | o 32 B A i 5 R 4 5 (Gourio, 2012) 5 55 — 5T . )2 YK
S JCPE T 2 AT DR RN AR B IS B XOAT DL Ak Sk A R 28 U SR JE L5 K HfE 7 (Le Billon et al,
2020),

(—) RE B Z A Bt i) A0 XURE: 4 4

TCE X} T I8 20 38 2 7= 1 1 I 0 L AN A 19 B 1) 0 B (time preference) AL XU s 17 (risk
preference) # LA H LM . BR T 8 B E WA K (Arouri et al, 2015) Z 4b, 5 3 11 11t 38 3 2
7R A A 1 i Ti) R IR s 4 >k 5% i 3 2% kB 7 I B PR OR (Akesaka, 2019) BRI A TS AT ] A
DRI i - B 18 2 28 A0 1 — 26 B8 B A AF 58 AR L G T 9 X A0 A A B 1] R RS i G 52 el £ BF 5
H AT AL F 2 55 24 Fo0 BR2F 09 38 CRTV Hy o [RIAsE, 1 0 3 B oA A AR BE AILPE | S B8 5 op < i
S 8% A B B ] Qi 2 R0 RS 25 B 728 A 43 TR ME o 8 TG T AR A U A AT ) AROUE R 0 5 L A
X B SR A 2L I HLAR MEAS 2 A X — B 458 .

VT AR A 2 W 5T 25 100 5 30 28 0% 2 7 vk X% A HE 4T R 5 (Callen et al, 20145 Cavalcanti
et al, 2022; Aycinena et al,2022) . PHTEAL GE Ry SEUE 7 i b o AT A AR 2 8030 1) 1 3l WL 4¢3
25 T S5 50 %) J7 W A A5 AT B8 A% 38 2k mT 48 7 S e A RO 3 Bl 4 i A 1 A et #R L DL S B T
2R U5 (Chuang & Schechter, 2015), — &R 58 IA Ao ¢ F iy 2 (8 A A D 2 T 0 1l XU PR 8%
(Sawada &. Kuroishi,2015; Hanaoka et al, 2018) ; [fij 53 — #8230 BF 78N Jy o K F whay 23 i A AR B84 i it o0 55
U IR M (Callen, 2015; Samphantharak & Chantarat, 2015), 98X 4 09 5 Btk K 8 2 504 04 2=
SRS EOX S AR EBER A, B ST R EF A S O RS 7 AR R SR R
JE P TR AU AT 9 5 i 3 3R S i1 (Filipski et al, 2019, [R5, X5 T4 @l i 37 4%
B S W SR T & A XU Vs (Gourios 2012) o DI 2428 %% 77 il B S0,

(Z)REZMERBERRR

KT A AR IE F A5 0 I B R SR AT Y A T TR T S S A 0 T T S A R AL A D T
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L B Fedlb g X R 0 o BL . 50 HY T O i XA A I ] A0 XU B i 4 1) 5 ) 45 S5 T 9% 5 Ak
B R I E s J5 WA K AR B I A — A — BRI S5 1 . T SR AR B A SC AT S i S AR
() WL L« — b2 93 1 2B S TN J TR A > 010 28 O el 2D T D DR O 1 U R
I /0 LT O 4 H 548 ) T B BF 4T 4R 7 (Hanaoka et al, 2018; Filipski et al, 2019) ; 55— &% %
JRUIRS: T4 18 A7 A 2 (1 Joe Rl 2 > S0 0 % o 38 im0 7 P i 2 . X SR RIS L 2 TR R I AFETE AR
B 7 PRI o 3 o i O T R SR T 2 AR S B E KUK (Gignoux & Menéndez, 2016; Agarwal et
aly 20200 o BRI, A~ 1A IR [R] 1R e 4 4 22 A o 2 J2 B2 e 3 9% DR SR 1 — AN D7 T B it =2 8h 9 51k
W 22 AL 55 BB A SR SRR R 2R L DL R A N0 IR W B R A 25 b A6 0 5 a2 B 45 9 AR DR R
L BEAE R 5T 0 2 P 5 1R I 5 20 % R& (Blundell &- Stoker,2005; Raker, 20200, PL5BE ZLIRK Ky 4] »
Shehu & Sidique(2015) Fi| FH fie /)y Z T8 1k SCUEAG 50 1 AN 5] 9¢ 7 5544 5% e BRI A& R AN [7) 52 2 7 2% 1)
SN AT AR BT R S B2 BROR RR A% 70 43 B Y0 5 K ol o R0 A0 9 3 o ke GO 9% 9 52 e L {ELAS RE B
0 A% P S e T B PR R JE D) Tk 7 Y T A i A SR 52 . Henry et al(2019) AR 45 #4a <Uie
A2 B ) BRARR ARG T Ak TR A Y R XURR R 8 I U A T X I S I S BE T 2 1Y 2 0, BIF 5
SRR BAT TR P R B B 2 M R E A 2= 32 B 52

2. R R AR AHE T BAAl Y 2 50 20 T 2K BE TH 2 A U 9 K AN TR] R o AR 55 1 A0 A
A UL R GRE A TR A [ R i R IR 55 1 5 SR S i 48 RS A FE Ny KOE W H A T BE 5
R 5 IR S5 B RS FE AL BT (R 2 ) BRR S ECY AR B MR B . X T RZE
BOR R E G GBENT O 1T AERE A T AT T B8 23 9820 X5 £ 5 R H R T AR A DLAP I 2 S A
T 8 30 B AR 2 B9 R T . 0, Agarwal et al (2020) 1A Sk 9¢ 35 23 3 a2t 4 A% L 1) 5% 0 % Jo2 114 2% ok 4%
T H 23U R SR A R S R S 2. Khalili et al (2021) F) 80U 4 25 5008 S E G 56 T 4 B
PP AEF TG T T P e 88 O R A T 522 S BOCH M s I 2 S R R AR BT 2t S
H . (HWH IR FEAX AR 40, Hanaoka et al(2018) 38 1o A EE 22 /303 %F 2011 45 H AR R b E Rt
FRE T 90 B, b 72 11 0 B 4 M 5 P B S ) W RTINS . Filipski et al(2019) TR 17— J T 0
ROH R 3 AR F SR T 2008 4 v 330 1 DR 752 of o 102 3t DX 52 2 ¥ 2% (it 25D 47 B 5200, s o B
AU 23 15 8 5 v 30 118 0 B8 1 TN O SR 25 1 L 2 (o JH Tl e RS L 000 2 S50 9%

R 19 Ja B (52 ) T 9% Tk R 1Y 28 AR A, — BB 5 U T i 7 72 3 K S 2 BE TN T 9% AN 1 4 ) R
(Chiappori & Meghir, 2015), P76 KEE P #, K FE WA BE 117 (bargaining power) J& 5 Wi 5 £ 14
Bk WA E R, LR G FE T I A8 T 19 22 SR 25 W A EE WY R 43 BE (Handa, 1996) . Porter
(2016) SEUEMF 5T A& I Bl Lo PR AT 5. T 1 15 5 2 2 T 2 v G T 40 0 RS 09 S s B 2 s b
RS A7 BIF 5 7 42 9 3 WAeT 51 S 5 E i D1 RE D 28 4 . — >l BE R LT S, K bl S B0 B &
95 95 43 LS AR E IR T 55 S B AP L T 5 Bl MR S BE I B I Y IR AL (Becker, 1965)
PRI 9 T 68 23 A QRO D8 2o M % 8 2 UM B8 0 R B (B T o R i A% 52 B 28 A 55, S UK 2
1) T8 2T A8 BT ) T 05 55 PR () B % A 4

(Z)REEMRERTHRE

Bl 20 tH20 90 AR AT 4 A4 31 40 BT HE 22 (sustainable livelihood approach, SLA) 45 i, A
A WF TR G E Qe 308 o A B 0 5% 77 TE R W X K it . X TR 2RO BE R UL O T AR RE
i T B S BE BT 57 00 2 DR AR A X P A AT 8 2 T 2 R R AR A R T O G Y SR 1)
INYE S 0E PR NG W SE AR5 %5 (Campbell, 2006 ; Azad & Pritchard, 2022),

LASSE 3 . (5 SV AE T B U5 FBE s J2= 5 A R RD 20 T 401 2 i 2 4 5 I 8 A ok R rp 4y e R
i {0, (Gallagher & Hartley, 2017), $p5J2 % T A P2 E S P2 8 A B A P, AR REBRIR T A 1A A
MR PR W B B AT R A <2 R G BIE” (poverty trap) (Carter & Smith,2007), Sawada &. Shimi-
zutani(2008) 38 1 fwOUL I A B0 SEUE 53 AT T 1995 AF H AR B b 78 X6 58 42 1) 52 1), & IR b 752 AiF T IS
UL BN 29 HR 0 G BE N B K P R I T AN A TE I 3l 2 TR Y S AT L A B R T T 2L 0
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WE T {5 PR AE 4 FE 0 Jn A i E . del Valle et al(2021) FIJ FH XU Ji [ R R4 0 455 784 5231 %
ST B A e AE ™) 56 [ 15 5 B S MAS [ 5 BE 15 0% T SR A0 52 1) 2 3058 25 B8N R JRE 1) BF A ), I
L3 6 G2 JE i 00 AT ORI 2560 AH 25 SR i 8 55 A B S AR S By K i & AL T B, R AE AT o0
TE BT DR AR IE AL B L 0 00 27 3 Ay TE R DX T 5 B % [ AR K il 72 AR VR A BR L
TEHL 4 AL AL 5 R B0 HIC A RURS R Sl b KU . T RE 2 R FH AR I 9 45 BY o At BUR (Berg &
Schrader, 2012) , “B0HE” 3 80— Lo 3% R 5 2 B840 1] T B IF IE ML % (Mazumdar et al, 2014),

2. B RFK . KEFEER X GBE R IGAT R 7 A S (Gourio, 2012) . FRBESR BT 2 AL
B A AE BTSSR BT R LA SRR i R A KU B . T A RS 5 Z ik (mystery of
limited participation) I 47 7E » S& 4 B¢ 7= % B¢ 76 240 K 2 80k J& v B R 19 8 g v o 26 % 32 5 b for
Tongruksawattana et al(2010) 5 F P 25 25 H (0] A BI R 58 2 B L 28 [ AR IR 09 AR A R S HE & 55
PP AR B AR ] g S 52 4 5% 7 T A A2 B 0 3 el I 0 25 o 65 S SE 58 7 DA I 2. 7
FIE AT S % 77 BT b i T B 450 i G RE R BT RN IR AT R AR . T n] BE R BBOAR DR — B A A
TR B SRR AR B B B W T RS A bR R AT R AR B A AF B A B 19 T i (Bunten & Kahn,
2017) o [A) I o 9 35 E R 22 801 00 T o m] BE DL — i [] 436 19 T 252 e 22 B 19 1 s 4% 9% s oK 91 dn ek A2
— A SR B DR 5 T SR . Zhao (2020) A1 53 & B, 76 38 7 22 1% 52 e T 36 A B #4100 ) 5
8 e TR 1 5 1 R g 1) W o 8 oK Dt DR AR AT A R B2 9 i 30 A 249 TR TICAS 0 i WL A SR JEE R $ DL 75
SRAEI o XF T KR B P 8BS A o8 = 2R h e Rk W 5K, S E AT 2 LUK S A PIAR, B 4E
¢ T R 7 3 3 5 R 5 B A 0 DX A B R T 0 R BE e B . Bharath & Cho(2014) Fl ] 1979 4
5 F ARG\ ) I A (NLSY79) (Y SO T A BCH8 BF 98 1 AR 9% 28 ) 2 75 3 52 Wi % 0% 4 & ok 6 o
T e B2 T3 3k IOME S B 58 N B A5 R s 2 DRl U I 2 B A% A T A B A B S ] I X R R ik
T ] 1 T A

3. AR R R PRI AR — e By <7 B B 2 B A o BB TE — 8 PR b A WO EE 1 XU
WG T GIART 52 Wi 522 L 6 5 SR 7 S F AR R 22 T AR E S b B DG TR I TR L X e AT T
Z Wit . Rees & Wambach(2008) BF 5% 2 B . {7 K 75 5K ke IR0 04 451 2% 7T Bk R0 2 2 48 2k
R/ . Naoi et al(2012) % H A< M7= (9 B 58 A B . 9T 25 42 o EE A9 R 16 78 2 K F BRI — 7
T » 9 T 2 A A O 5 2w 4F Hh B I 58 4 B R 5 0 58 5 55— D T » b A0 7 T A IR 2 4 v T R SE DR
MW 55 TL4B] . Petrolia et al(2013) ¢ 52 i )23 T A9 T 7K PR 16 2 454l 5 25 1 55 56 %) XU i &7 54l LA B
U IR 1 B A AR 25 AT I i B o XU J R 5 G W S B J8CTE A DG . H B ) — SE F R 3R
B PR O AE A BR . Tslam et al(2020) 5 T 5256 49 J7 92 X e N7 ] A A el X i B ) XU 20 4H phe 5
HEAT T SRR WIS, G SRR WY 4 TR 22 B 5 e A 9 XS UM B At 1) 3 3 1 XU 2 0 125 B D Al
MR To 35 1 KM 55 . Landry et al(2021) 3 33 ™8 1 PSR 50 S23IE 20 BTN Ry, b 7 o 3
A 3 X 1R G & T RE 23 TR AR IR I o PR R ) 9IS A 2 4 B Y BB

NVREXIR A EE B0

B 0 0 A BN SR 5T A R G B A Ak 8 FA S L 2 00 7 B R R i is L BA A R 25 R
A NI S R R AR AT R R B 51T i (Becker, 1965), Portner(2001) 3k h , ZE K W A9 & 357
AFE MR B AL 2 55N A B W LAE D B S A6t . 238 o G 8 P9 57 2l 5028 5 5 4% X o< iz i
NGB OB AR JF i R R R G R DA I b B (A R 25 . I TE AR BF 2T B AR R F
s RO R 9 05 AT A B A2 9 KU TR 45 2 0 B R R A s, B B B S RE 2 TR IR T
B JEE 45 A % WL IR 3R A A Ak & A el g

(—)REZME LIBHEEE

S — S 5T 3 B E PO B AR B0 O 3R 6 O E el T A USO8 1) R F T #4F. in, Cohan &
Cole(2002) PKE Bl F 7 FNZE 35 15 77 W 5 11 25 %% T M XU RRARL” oo TR 9 IXC T TR ) 45 0 o D8 R o s 28
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J& R BK FE FEATH S SR EEANN B FE EF. W Lu et al (02D FIH 7 ASEZ 0 12 Wi R M
A E R AT B Ak T R IR A ) 7 A L M DG B A ) T R L2 U,

WEAE R, — 22 3 22 T Becker (1973) A U IR 25 5% 3 B A 28 X6 1 15 88 R 4R 5% . IR Al AT ]I
USRS — R LA o BARB T S 2 U5 AT O MR E B AR KOF vhiy 2 52 i S IR S . i, AE — 4k
RIBHE R G5 USRS U5k OF HLAE S5 WS I 23 AT R AL SO I 38 B o K H 23l
MO ity o 745 88 I 7 A B W 52 B AT DL R 52 E T Il 94 WSC A s CFB An S T D L o el A
WA BB, SR 52 W 24 b i 85 4 T 3% (Corno et al, 2017), Chowdhury et al(2020) FF & T —4 3 T &%
TR gt ) B2 A A AR T S A A R R S W R D5 R R RS T 5 CH RO WA R T B Pk
PR B 0 4 28 R In - 8 S I S AT 2R 2 — SR B IR I R A . BEJS L TR SR E R A B SR RIF 5 R
I I vl B M R B U A A s e X TR NS BRI RE S R ECY A I R B S B RN
TF%. Khanna & Kochhar(2020) i F XU 22 /05 BRI 55 1 946 K “Kosi™ %t B[ EE B W 7R 358 45 400 1 1 9
SN, R IR PE R 22 O M B L IS AR IR R AT A R OIS 0 & 97 3 2 5 R AR, TE Y MU R T
o gl — AN B AR R R R R TR AEA . Das & Dasgupta(2022) L 2001 4FE
JE T T PR S MR S U vl AR T RIRE A SR A, IR AR K I v i 2 AR 1 A BB TR Lo LK
2R WA GO S . R, Corno et al(2017) 78 LA 54 S ¢ 3 ok I 240 O 3L, B0 2 1Y BE 005 3 1 e
TR T R R BUER L0 M E R E TR WA B S A R

(ZIREEMEXEEEEER

TERFIELTF IR R T FIE WA AT M R 20 AR (Davis, 2017) . {8 K FE AL
S A IS ok O 5 5 A8 il A L AR R E AR R R L T LA 23 3 3 5 ) 5 6E 55 Bl ) i Bl
e B 2 E 1 KA A B AR K (HLL, 2004)

XTRIGHRERGBEET FL.— R T HRRENFELTFFIAT R T ohidi .
WK IERENETBIESHEEINEE THE. Tong et al(2011)FF 32 [# Jb ik BH b M (98 A4 L H A 4
ZRAE I R R E R A TG i R F R R TR o — A B P AT R UOME 45 S E T ok 1Y
SR MR L T AT ZE ., Alam & Portner(2018) F Hl - 36 $i7 g bl 5 & & 8 25 (KHDS) g
RAAE XTI RS AR w P XA R A R A B AT R K RF i S RN R EEIRAET .
PR R 35 o i 92D T SR BE AR MRS 5 T O — B A0 F 9 R WL RS 2 B9 A2 B RSB AN AN 23 9 55 17
H T REIR 24438 . Cohan & Cole(2002) B 7¢ 1 M XU W 5 7% i & % ok 4 M1 G 52 e A6 & O S ), &%
R 0 A B R AE U E I A R BT 0 B 2E G AR AR HLIE ” (attachment theory) 351 RE W8 i B
XL . Nandi et al(2018) i — 2538 i SRR 58 & B, X Fp A= B RO BAA S B by . 5 506 f b
() A7 A2 2T AL DA R A BEAR IS RS2 B R CR .

W4 ot 22 A1, 7 T A 1 SR R U M 72 25 ) 1 1 4 0k 2 b S B 10 59 J2E 45 R 7 R b T S B0 JE
SR R E (BN F 2o ) . TEX R OL T L SE AR B IR I U Bl 1R 1E B A I 21 (Nobles et al,
2015), I AEGRBELS M AR Z o i WA D0 T K 2 52 A B B 32 02 3l ok WA b AR 3
BB 2 T 0 MO I 0 P4 LI K A (Alam & Portner, 2018) 5 {H 1 5 2 45 ¥4 1 2 wh s
PO, AR REE AT SR R RS, AR S, B AR RCE A R RE 4
TR T B 25 53 2 L 5% 36 1O B 4 o (AT TR 245 46 B S5 R A FEBE B2 F (Norris et al, 2002), {H
R R AT MEEN AT BB KR G4 BT, i, Nobles et al(2015) F1 H B B J& 75 W (%)
K BE LT RIS A B (SUSENAS)AFGY T 2004 4F B B 1 1 i 9 e S 230 A= & R Ak, i1k
B RMER A LUG AR E R s B AT e R R AR Ay BR F B AR 7 LA U FE IO R R AR I T

t. EE55RE

(—) B4
B {5 S AR B PR A i 5 24 B S SR BN T TR A o R 9T 8 D 2 1 BIE DY I8 R 7 i A AR
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WARENY FE . WL O A Hopr SCHR LI 98 A SCR B AR 4598 .

S — . RLZS 1Al BB AR G 1 5 A 180 5 00 R L A8 B A BEL AR 3 A ik g AR e I ML 2 ) Bk
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Recent Developments in the Economics of Natural Disasters

CHENG Shixiong HE Yuhang
(Hubei University, Wuhan, China)

Abstract: The significant increase in social complexity has led to the increasingly complex relationship between
natural disasters and social economy. Early research in the economics of natural disasters can no longer meet the cur-
rent needs of disaster management. In recent years, with the continuous improvement of data availability and the rapid
development of information technology, the study of the economics of natural disasters has entered a new stage. The
research object is no longer limited to direct economic losses at the regional level, but focuses on indirect economic im-
pacts at the macro or micro level. This paper first summarizes the new progress in the field of assessment of economic
loss from natural disasters. including assessment of direct and indirect economic loss. On this basis, the indirect eco-
nomic impacts of natural disasters are summarized from four aspects: long-term economic growth, labor market, con-
sumer behavior, marriage and childbearing intentions. This paper summarizes the shortcomings of existing research,
in order to provide useful reference for future research in the economics of natural disasters in China.

Keywords: Disaster Management; Loss Assessment; Economic Impact
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