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Study on Definition and Division Criteria of A Large-scale Disaster:
Analysis of Typical Disasters in the World in Recent Years

Zhang Weixing' > Shi Peijun' * and Zhou Hongjian
(1. Academy of Disaster Reduction and Emergency Management Beijing Normal University ~Beijing 100875
China; 2. National Disaster Reduction Center of China Minisiry of Civil Affairs Beijing 100124 China;
3. State Key Laboratory of Earth Surface Processes and Resources Ecology ( Beijing Normal University)
Beijing 100875 China)

Abstract: In recent years more and more countries and regions are influenced by large-scale disasters
( LSD)  which leading to a large number of casualties and serious economic losses. As one main obstacle of regional
sustainable economic and social development LSD has already called serious attention of governments and people
in fields of science and technology industry and different social circles. At present researches on LSD mainly
focus on the catastrophe insurance except some studies involving the definition and the division standard of LSD
even though there is no common recognized definition up to now due to the different aims and academic backgrounds
of the researchers. This study reviewed the origin of the LSD concept and the current trends of researches at home and
abroad in a comprehensive way and discussed the differences between sudden LSD and delayed LSD combined
with the typical global disaster cases in recent years proposed the definition division index and criteria of LSD
and forecasted the future trend of the LSD study and at last put forward the key problems and suggestions for the further
research. The main aim of the study is to improve the regional disaster systems principle and provide the related
material for the reference of further LSD study.
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