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A Study on the Category of Factors for the Landslide Risk Assessment:
Focused on Feature Classification of the Digital Map(Ver 2.0)
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Abstract
For development of landslide risk assessment techniques using GIS (Geographic Information System), this study
classifies the category of socioeconomic factors. The landslide quantitative risk assessment performs first
prediction of flow trajectory and runout distance of debris flow over natural terrain. Based on those results, it
can be analyzed the factors of socioeconomic which are directly related to the magnitude of risk due to
landslide hazards. Those risk assessment results can deliver factual damage situation prediction to policy
making for the landslide damage mitigation. Therefore, this study is based on feature classification of the

digital map ver. 2.0 provided by the National Geographic Information Institute. The category of factors can be
used as useful data in preventing landslide.
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