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Fig. 1

Distribution of density of Dayao M6. 2 earthquake on Jul. 21, 2003

and Dayao M6. 1 earthquake on Oct. 16, 2003
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Map of division of assessment area of Dayao M6. 1 earthquake on Oct. 16, 2003
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Fig. 3 Distribution of density of Ludian M5. 1 earthquake on Nov. 15, 2003 and
Ludian M5. 0 earthquake on Nov. 26, 2003
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Fig. 4 Map of division of assessment area of Ludian M5. 0 earthquake on Nov. 16, 2003
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Discuss on Relative Problem of Economic Loss Assessment of

Consequent earthquake from Several Groups of

Swarm-type Earthquake in Yunnan

LU Yong-kun, DAI Bo-yang, ZHOU Guang-quan, FEI Ming-lun, HE Jia-ji

( Earthquake Administration of Yunnan Province, Kunming 650224, Yunnan, China)

Abstract

After reviewing the basic situation, assessment method, and the corresponding result of economic loss as-

sessment caused by consequent earthquake from several groups of swarm-type earthquake, we proposed some

understanding about the assessment method and its result of economic loss assessment of consequent earthquake :

(1) Using the method of “deducting the total loss” to assess the economic loss of consequent earthquake is easi-

er. (2) When the magnitudes of the two earthquakes from the swarm-type earthquake are close, the economic

loss of the consequent earthquake is smaller than that of the first earthquake. (3) When we assess the economic

loss of the consequent earthquake, we could appropriately raise the loss ratio in the range of loss ratio reasonable

specified by the standard, which could reflect “damage gradation saturation” of some buildings and induce the

increasing of real economic loss.

Key words: consequent earthquake; economic loss assessment; damage gradation saturation



