17" World Conference on Earthquake Engineering, 17WCEE
Sendai, Japan - September 13th to 18th 2020

2016 SEREAMIBBER D Y X 7 BANZ KT T &

KA T O, AR B, T EO

M Associate Professor, Konan Women's University, e-mail: s.ohtomo@konan-wu.ac.jp
) Professor, University of Hyogo, e-mail: rkimura@shse.u-hyogo.ac.jp
@) Professor, the University of Tokyo, e-mail: hirata@eri.u-tokyo.ac.jp

[Ohtomo, S., Kimura, R., and Hirata, N. "The 2016 Kumamoto earthquakes’ influence on residents' risk perception", 17th
World Conference on Earthquake Engineering Conference Proceedings, No.7g-0004(7pp.), 2020.9.] @ H AKFE A ETH,

Abstract

2016 T HAELTZREAETIE, 4 A MHIZAIELE END~V T =F 22— F 6.2 DHENFA L,
AH16 HIZAELEEIND~ T = %1~k73®ﬂ ENFEE LTz, HFE L CREQHMBENBELZZD
LT, WE R ENRE LS ol T, #HIBICHTH2ALZ DU A7 B HEEE RIT L
oo —HOMEEZZIT T, [BITIIMERD L5 BRAREREMBORELZRY LD D L 5 IR
Hal7-, ZOX)REAMEBORBRSCY X7 « a3 a=b— g Ot Ax OHIEIC
)d“a—ZD ) X&mu;‘:‘u u‘?/gi.ﬂff& 3: Lt&%z Eﬂé ZKE? T i i&aﬁfﬁo) J X&mué:‘u ;?/S}iﬂ%&
IETERIZOWTHRHNZMNA S, £2 T, BAHBICEDAFERWEIIMZA T, 77, MER
AERT DO W~ D HFR D wmw%%@Jxa BENCRETHEIZOW T T5Z 2 HME L
Y

Kﬁ%fm\mmEmiﬂ%ﬁimbkﬁﬁf~5%%mfAﬁ%ﬁoto_®ﬁ§i 2016
F11 H 28 H2vD 12 A 19 HIZE S Lz, FREXNRE 1L, AEARHE CHENEFR Lz 14 A
T%éoﬁ@@%ﬁ\wﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬂﬂ%)T%otoﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@@%i\w%%%\ﬁ
@ﬁ% Eﬁi 53.24(SD = 16.20)i% TdH - 7= AWFZETlL, HERAEFOKEIZE 5 55k, K=
BoE, HUBICKT 2 ) 27 @BanEEME. BEME, RAatE), BABMEOREEE 200 iz,

HEERARTOWEIZBET 255k, ZEEE. FABRENSHEZOHBEICXT 5 Y X7 BAIIK
ETEREZRTT D720, XA AMEEIZL D W ET Vo EiT o0, TORER, EEED
U2 73BME. FEEEICL > TEWLWRED TV, BAEMICIE., FEBLIOREOWEOFER
DOEEMEOBHDE -T2, BRI, Wi loxtd 2 ik s OZ BEAERIC L > TEROLWARAE T T
Wiz, BAREIZIE, WiIEA~OEEN S D N T, BEOFBBEAMMEORBM N E N OR LT, ik
W ANTIE, O F BB OREN E o T, 5T, REMEIX, TES T, Mk, FEMH
EIZLDE WAL 2o T,

L7eio T U A7 @8I I iofﬁﬁE}E@ﬁﬁﬁ;@Joﬁék%Z%ﬂé HIE RIS RR
RV EF SN Z EAR@She, BEstEiE, #BRTida <, (BT DR BT S Z
LR S LT, REWEIZ, 7 F 7 T OB B A K iéfﬁb\ﬁ’efﬁﬁfﬁ)27 BDHTH D
AR DD L EBEA DN D, AWZETHED U A 71250V T, SBEIRA T = X LZHAS LY R
7 e Al a=—valPNEETOHLIEERRTLHHDOTH D,

Keywords: awareness of local faults, housing damage, Kumamoto earthquakes, risk communication, risk perception



17" World Conference on Earthquake Engineering, 17WCEE
Sendai, Japan - September 13th to 18th 2020

1. Introduction
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2. Method
2.1. Survey data
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2.2. Respondents
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2.3. Measurements
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2.3.1. Earthquake risk perception
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2.3.2 Pre-earthquake awareness of local faults

(R T=OBEFOMIBIZIENEN NS D = & 2 ERARINOHM > TWE L) L) LR
WX LT, THIERAERIN L - T ) & THIERARNIIZH S 2o 7-) THIE LT,

2.3.3. Housing damage
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3. Reault
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Fig. 1 A violin plot of risk perception scores (severity, knowledge, and uncertainty)
Note: The shape indicates the distribution of data, and the black circular point indicates the average.
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Table 1 —Results of the Bayesian GLM of risk perceptions (severity, knowledge, uncertainty)

HAETE Bt e F
mean __se_mean sd 95%CI n_eff Rhat mean __se_mean sd 95%CI n_eff Rhat mean __se_mean sd 95%CL n_eff Rhat
Intercept 4.601 000 036 4.530 ~ 4.672 11169 1.000 3.065 000 048 2972 ~ 3.160 12036 1.000 4.759 000 030 4.701 ~ 4817 9800 1.000
PERI(EAE) 055 000 1037 -019 ~ 127 15001 1.000 -123 000 050 =222 ~ -025 16536 1.000 046 000 031 -015 ~ 107 12964 1.000
Efin 000 000 001 -003 ~ .002 26810 1.000 003 000 002 000 ~ .006 23803 1.000 -.002 000 001 -.004 ~ .000 28810 1.000
T 2 B 3 B8Rk (15727 o7) -018 000 043 -102 ~ .064 10800 1.000 -229 .001 057 -340 ~ -.119 11840 1.000 -.061 000 035 =130 ~ .009 9708 1.000
075 000 042 -009 ~ .157 12376 1.000 -.010 000 056 - 119 ~ 101 13513 1.000 -.042 000 035 =109 ~ .027 11374 1.000
198 000 056 087 ~ .308 13079 1.000 -.099 001 074 -244 ~ 048 14185 1.000 -.005 000 047 -.096 ~ .087 11758 1.000
185 001 080 029 ~ 339 14795 1.000 197 001 107 -013 ~ .406 16185 1.000 058 001 067 -075 ~ .192 13832 1.000
-.020 000 045 -107 ~ .069 14842 1.000 211 000 060 093 ~ 329 16416 1.000 -.007 000 037 -.080 ~ .065 12502 1.000
-.002 000 .001 -005 ~ .001 27114 1.000 -.001 000 002 -.004 ~ .003 24260 1.000 000 000 001 -.003 ~ .002 28578 1.000
050 000 051 -.049 ~ 150 11994 1.000 029 001 067 -102 ~ 160 12697 1.000 044 .000 041 -038 ~ .125 11057 1.000
031 .001 068 -104 ~ 164 12723 1.000 170 001 091 -007 ~ 347 13859 1.000 045 001 056 -066 ~ .153 11670 1.000
058 001 105 -.146 ~ 260 15553 1.000 -.090 001 141 -368 ~ .190 15773 1.000 -.084 001 088 -.256 ~ .089 13754 1.000
sigma 568 000 007 553 ~ .582 27776 1.000 746 000 010 727 ~ 766 31220 1.000 465 000 006 453 ~ 477 24930 1.000
Ip_ -2596.656  .028 2551 -2602.563 ~ -2592.709 8400 1.000 |-3373.385  .028 2579 -3379.396 ~ -3369.358 8364 1.000 [-1990.260  .028 2575 -1996.178 ~ -1986.214 8599 1.000

Note: The interval estimation of coefficients is significant as long as 0 is not included among 95% CI.
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Fig 2 — The plot of the posterior distribution of parameters according to housing damage (severity).
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4. Conclusion
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Fig.3 — Plot of the posterior distribution of parameters of housing damage (knowledge).
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