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Abstract

Geological disaster is one of the major threats to the development of human society. In 2018, 2966
geological disasters occurred nationwide, causing economic losses about ¥1.47 billion. Earthquake
landslide is one of the main geological disasters caused by earthquake, which not only has a wide
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range and a large number, but also high risks and a wide range of impacts causing significant dam-
age to human life and property safety. So the research on the causes and mechanism of earthquake
landslide as well as the seismic landslide hazard evaluation and prediction model is extremely im-
portant. This article reviews and summarizes the domestic and foreign research about the risks of
seismic landslide hazard, discusses the classification of landslide hazard prediction methods and
the evaluation model. Besides, the article discusses the advantages and disadvantages of various
methods, proposes the existing problems and development direction, and provides a reference for
more in-depth research in the future.
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Figure 1. Classification diagram of seismic landslide risk method
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Figure 2. Flow chart of fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method
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Figure 3. Flow chart of information methods for understanding things
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Figure 4. Flow chart of grey correlation evaluation method
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