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Abstract

Rational analysis and prediction of the flood hazard are critical for the management of flood disasters.
This study systematically and widely reviews the relevant studies on flood-hazard assessment (FHA).
Four primary methods of FHA, including numerical simulation analysis (NSA), multi-criteria decision
analysis (MCA), machine learning (ML), and remote sensing (RS), are summarized and compared. The
uncertainty of model structure, parameters, and inputs is also analyzed. Finally, the advice for current
research is as follows: the collection of hydrological data and the study of the flooding mechanism are
needed to be strengthened. Specifically, more attention should be paid to the simulation of the com-
pound flood, and the multi-directional coupling model should be developed comprehensively. The da-
ta-decomposition technology and weight method should be improved, an optimization parameter algo-
rithm with higher efficiency is essential to be established, and the relevant physical process of the flood
needs to be elaborated. The decomposition and fusion of multi-source data should be developed in the
future, and the identification of abnormal water bodies needs to be explored.
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1. 5|8

BOKR T IZAFAE TSRS —Fh B ARG . #4eit, £ 1998 4F % 2017 R /KIE A 1 2t 5 11%0)
AR R (142,088 N)FIT 23% &5 1515:(6560 12.3570) [1], HH XTI IEDH 152 ma i ikt 5 b AT {7 b [X.
[2]. Bt ETE, REEZAEKRFREZ 2. BmEZ . KRR FTEE 2T E %28 B IR 9 E 1R
F[3]e XK o FEPAT TLR0 XURG E BLRIE (TR . B SRR, HERAIR ) deH e TG . HEA AR = PRI
BRR AR E IR A (4], H A IRE K 9 E fE R 1 1 PPAl 5 4 BT 2 G BRA SR kK KU B R T AR . K R
F fE K 1 (Hazard) & Fi vt 7K 9¢ 5 R G0 AL 1 42 9¢ PR AN ES0R TR 110 80 E AR JE VERFAE , X 0P 2 @ ik AN [H] 1
SE MEBE BT VAR IR K I 2 4RI R, Ayt A R o B BRSSO L koK o 5 R DX 3 % s e
FE KR E G HREES] o X EFRHH SR (Risk) FMESA ], oK RS 2 it K B 1 5 X ek ) 47
P (Vulnerability). 7% & 71(Resilience) 54t 2 22 4k J& P AH BAE FH 035 R4, 25 kK & AR FLGE A 24t 253 Bz ma (K
JEVH MR SRR, BUatE R AR6] (7] [8].

FLAE 20 2D 60 22 70 4EAX, bl R B AR S FME & AR A T 5 17 ke Ry b K Tl 55 i 9 it 7K 9 55 e i PR A 5
FF3[9]. 70 FEARLUE, FETHENURF AR B AR B R R HESN T, oK 9 F G R VA 1 f& 1 ZEARIAE =407
fl: —&LL SHE AR5 A0 2K ST AL e J9 R 7t Lt R BRI ARG T (koK ok 3 fa i e it 1 mT g
[10]; &Ll MIKE RAEAA & 1) 2 4K 3 SR SO R K B SIS I8 S R I BT B (11 =R AR
RS BRI SR I T R A RS K S I Hh I B 1 BBl 120 12E N 20 tH20 90 4EAX )5S, Mejia-Navarro
AT Wohl & VM FH 2T BEAE B R S8 (GIS) B 22 FR bR A B AT 1 22 A ARTT B3k /K 5 35 U 73 #r [ 13], B/ GIS
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Figure 1. The systems of flood drivers and hazard analysis
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BUEBAN IR TR A 1 500, I RIE0™ . VA Y K AN [ 4 JRE it Ko A 20 A T SRR A
SRR K RE T REFE VT IRPE S DI S5 PG B AR AR SRR M 2R (73R 151 W IR 22 SR Y
FOT RN BRI R K AL, 55— T VE 2 5 18 — e Aa € AN & T U7 FE B AR B~y H 77 RE R Al T o KIRs 58
TPTT I FE B AL AR, I A S R T R R — AR YRR R AR E E [ 7], W = 4EK BN
ABERY DS 1oL SR g2 R K AT [ AR AL B AT HE e i R I AR, (R ORI 4 sy, SRR, HAE S0 03
B BRSO T T 0 BERAR T R S B RE[16]0 IEAERKEIIKIT . KB AN A e A
HIRS & (R DNt — DR BRAURAAL  HFi E T SR kSRR AP T oK AR PR AR B T R ERAK Y, B
RHESN T BB AU (0 L FH AU
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Table 1. Classification and comparison of coupling models

1. BAREN LR

et VS 15
K- ke s TR USROS R KA B AR A AR R 53— F K
K3 Kah PR SORUK IR AR A AN AR E TSR A 2 R LA SRS R
AR RE ke b TR e S K SR AE A, PR R URZ I B AR AT
§ S AR R A, TR SRR 1 S M A e P = 4 A
DR - FE 1978 L SR ARG S N 55 AR 2 S i B A T
S SHAREEES  BUFII(CLUE-S #I%5) . 3 T2 1065 BAU(CA 49). 6T 5 J% 1936 B U (MAS 478) L
oo J B B £ (CA_Markov HZ%)
o FIFI AR GCMs B R BESECGIRE  W F450) FF A/K SC/K Bl B B AR N AR A 12
B (9K R 3K

=

F

SRR

2.2. BIGKRRE L

Z Fa b5 P 43 M1 (Multi-criteria decision analysis, MCDA)FE T 5tk ek A <3888, KHEF . IS S
LHRAAEZE G, 1E GIS WSCRE T %077 R AR B RAK B Se &2 W 45 2 1T 2 R H[17].

PR 9 E S VE Pl AR R @R EIE RIS IR R, VAL BUEAIER G5 LA PR, Hh B0TM 48R
9 R LR RO 58 A 5 R 2 R PR IR SRR R SR D IR 18] TEIR T AUIE R b, 2 Mszmayit /K ok 1 EZHE K K
GG XK, W R AR PRI g, GRAE). ISR, HUE(DEM). KRS ERL
HIHE b, AR AGTHERNE K EAUEPIR, BT A 2 oA VR [19] E RS AT [20]
TIRGE[21] AL EVE[22] SR L0EE[23]; J5 3 U BLUZE IR 7341 (Analytical hierarchy process, AHP) [24] 0 %
R EHISRUL, GEvt e A e i I KA FX) 5 SR 23 b DXl PR AR5 DR 3 7K i 36 1) £ 2802 K R o SE I
FHAPHT, RO B SRR R s T 4850 e A2 P R 4 SR 22 56 S AR B O FE Hh 48 SR B B U 2 AN
Rl AE kK K E G PE MCDA RGIRE A R IR BN 2 .

2.3. HBFFE Ik

N T R K PR FE B e B Rk 5, WLES S I N K O S B TSR 1 O e AN e A R
AT 2R [25], FATgno A @LAR > RN S SRR A LA 5 21VE =M (R 2). Hoh N TR 4%
(Artificial Neural Networks) 5% R H AR Z% (0 b K It FE R I @ I M A3 2000k v 250 M ARORS e i e A it
I TR f o FH SR — TR Y [26], O AL S KA 2R . b &, HOKMER TGRS . BR T N L& M4 H
%, CRFRENL27]. FhEE DU o3 2885281 BENLARIRIE[29]. 2 2 BAINIFISE & itk 2R G301 55 5053 iz Hh
JSF T3k oK o B R v A b b e AR E TR T ORI R L 38 5 2 SR AE K TION h R AR U 1 TG 8 18, Mosavi
LENTEFE AR, LUE BB 7 RR Z 0 R AR . B — T B A A K TR (/N T 2 hy el DLER (it
FHXRFAERASE R, AR & BRI Tk th RIS A B R M MoKk, & o MEoR L >
SRLFAE K TR (1 e 2 I EU A A 29 e B [ 32 31 BRI L 88 27 S92 BE B 25

Table 2. Comparison and summary of the machine learning algorithms

2. NSRFIBED LML BLE

Jrik: FEA R SRR
sl CRARZERNL, RETRMESH S TEEESHWERZEN, MNEREBNERS KRE LR F Ui
A 23, EHT AN AR, HESI RO A e E WEFE[29] (BENLARME)
WENE  RUZREEHL, EEXRREGR.  BTERREYS, A8 KEE KIS RCR R, A BRSO T (66
A R YRR SRR R L FLRTAREIEAR, ) H R 25K PR SRR [31]
Madld SEdBEEAPISNSHRISIN, £ AT GRS, TR SRR, 24 AN BUKTEk¢NEL. B
A BRI 2 RO R R Py ABEYE. AT IVE; $R ST S R A L 2% [32]
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2.4. BRGBME

T8 R PR VLR 8 B FH 3 JEk B GRSl b K AR AR SR 15 40 5 Tl ¢ L 1 7, H HR Bk KA T R RN R
SR R SRR DYE RS B I G BR IR 3R o XUtk A Y B B . e B v B s e B eV, £
P B (] ¢ RIE N3 305 NI (BT 18) 38 SR s WIS FH K FE R 7 vk L JEE . o RENE ML SR E
BFREUTV5[33]. MR, BRMEVEFE SR I TE S () s> BnT P2 AR 5 R R i o B 7 vk a5 R T Lh ks B, Al 0k
BENT T ZNH[34]; 2Bt B ERH 9B BNy K T KRS oAb ) ) 2= 5, 1R e T RIS o
RAEINAE 7R R ARG R R A AN L2580, BalbRER S 20 EMRE LS. 78
TRERIITEEE L, 55 /N ) B 25 vk 7K V5 o R FH - S 3R AT AR A% 2= L35, 15 R T3k /K R 7K T A2 it 30 1 i D
Ft CAAE B0 v 57 _ B AP AR IR ZE ORI R KRB A A b /A A Y A7 0 1) Ay 5 D) B 82 01) ) 7K T v A R b T v R AR
MBS Z R 5 [36]. X IR FUK RIS VAT 5, B KHER R FE PR HOR B G 72 TP AN A GIS HiR
R PR i B RS SR BRI RE B 1 DEM [37].

3. FRGZEMMHR

1) BUEBE— 7R RE KRS S . K3 KB J R AR KSR P U KA IR 2 Al 255
Hers WAL, e U2 ER, bl 5k FR RS, JCHZ R EKR a1 SR R I H
PORBIAESS, EATS B e AT AR 5 T FE ALl AR AT A SERE I IO RESR L 1 — S B LT
INEERS E e

2) ZARFR R HTIE—IR B K G B L X I3 1 — U . 2 4R bR ik 30 A R G I e A S A B ) 1
Hs ERA AR, tHHEEAN, @i GIS AYALHRI AT LB IS AT ME R T AL . B R MEIR BRI E
JERE DX 3 A R (0 2, O IE R B ) R X B R B I Rk s E Sa Bt 7 e A2 SR
B s — R AR AT RN B ST, NH . AR RAE X Ik o A R R 7L R AR B9t K KU 1

3) Blaksy Sl ik— AR KSR S R 2R . Hlas v 23R 78 0 MU DG S8, HLOE 25 FE KR
RO R, ORI D Se S R e 2R A B B AT PR i 2k B6E . ISANPE RS HOK B fa i i, BURIR
TR A SERE R 5 S IBOK TN @4, 5P BRI AR b B B BT B AR N A B R 2 P [38]. ‘B NIX
T E A B, JCH RS Z AR ST AR SR T — b #r XK 5 B RE (  Rog A

4) RN I S PR ER BB . B GIS BORIZE & w LLERG . KN AT PR R RUEE
BRIV SR RARDL, Rl A% L PR A VoK T 55, ) P 38 B UV 20 # e g 58 BV 3 T (52 K
9 N SO AT R K G 6k A7 K B BRSO BB, R M B O HE) NN F 22 A T PR N
SE VA A2 T SR (R332 X P it R 0 00 58 A S P A3 P o A

4. JKRERKEMETHEONREL

1) HNBIAT E 1

ABEBINERIT S, B BERRE R FREA SE B R T JT i b e Y, B RS e R KR
KIS ARG MR RR (0 SCrs, BRI, A B i 0] Re AR R B AR s AT 4 3 ZARbRi
SR HTERT VA BRI EORAN B, HA A BOAN 8 15 5 ZAELE A AR BUR AN 22 Dr Ui K i R 2 57
s HLARSE SR BRI RGOSR A TR P 18], (AR 2028 R K T RO L T Bl R JBE A e 7 S et (1 2
A AE AT DR 58 B BERIAE R B2 HLATAN G5 R R MA B K s 38 SR DNV A N\ i L PR ANA R 1k 2 ORI T A [ i
B BR A B RE 2E 5, E BRI T BEE RO T XA L A AR HIEURAAE S P R 0 5 S 1) 7
R R . AP AR IR R IR, BLANE BGEDNVELE R L AOANI E RIS B S v M R TR TR
MR RIE Bounif. B &SR riE s m 25 .
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2) ZHIAH E T

AR B S EU A 8 M R FR B S R B, . WIGR SR R R A B e S T . BRI b,
XA ST BRI IERE T L K S HREAE B BRI SRS, (H SE bR AR o S 7Y 2 8 s il id 40t 19 3 .
BRI, S5 T BN S P U R R BB RS A0 R AN PRI — AN ZERUR[39], TERHSEURAL 7 1ERS, e R
BHRIER . AT R MRS B AR ek i e 55 R 3 2 IR SRR W RA E V. ZHRPR SR ik
ZAQ A B V32 BORIE T 4R AR E . FE PRI ¢ RSk DA K 4 JRy AL EE R e = A7 T F AR AR IR I L 5 52 EI
AWM, HEAERHE L, CUEBEEA RN SN 20 AHP 6, 2 %3508 AHP 158 R4,
REG WA —E R EME[40], HZBE T HEFZMAHTRE41], XEHE R MCDA S8 A E . XF
REIRBEIE UL, KRS EIRIHEA S BAREL, ¥R AT S, L0 AME LA B As BN 18 B R AT 43
FSRIRBOKARAS S, BRI e A0 43 0 A e e ) Ry e R AKOK AR SEBORS FE R BB S 4. de i, WP HLAR 2% )
HE . HARSE N AESE N2 WLE, B8 ANSEOTE R S SOOGFEMS, R AL
PR ) S BN AN I S A e M B R 2

Table 3. Optimization algorithm of the super parameter

3. BERMUHEE

Pt Tri% R B

Fahiiz RIELITFIRNS, SAEHEL S RN FETHXT KIS ELILN . XRTAHE B 2RI &
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3) BARLZE R ANA SE Tk

FERMEREIE T, AR R SSRGS 5 1 — 5 TR T R e B OB I SE RS R R, X R
AR T B T8 X TR BB NLE A BRI IR 55— T, KXCRGAGERLR, SHEEL. ARt
FAAEAZ N, T R AR SN S DR R S I A . 2RISR A TS S
TR SR AR ORI W, AR AR v A o A B K 7 S % DR R 2 TBE AR A AR s[RI, A
X1 i 2 AT ) TRT B [ Pt R AR 88 A AR R P ) 2 R [42] o BB JESRRE 25 7 IS P I 485 44 F) A 128 Bk
T KSR, H AT 3RO 2 e BN, Bijeesh Al Narasimhamurthy X H A 78 %
B ARSI ELIEBEAT T R GUIMT VRS K S 2543 ], ZEAS [FIF 70 75 SR rh e B 36 PR 7K A SR AR5 v /s ERT Bv 5 4
(RIS 52 PR PG 45 SR SR IR R

5. RFAREBEEARER

XHRUEAAETT &, AR T IR ISR I PP A1 L s K . AR SRR SO o Hudls AU
EEMR, JUHFE BTN W /K SR R 2 0 H R B RIS AR o K AN RS R BOK TR A
R RAREAR RIS FLER AT IR AW FEAE it 7 AR AR RY S5 MR 2t FEOROKR,  — T 7 BRI K I
J KA LA P B LR 7C, X0 A AR F R B Sk o D EE 25 5 — 5 T D S U] E K S K3 77
PREE . KA TRAE R 8] (4 L RS S I XA 2 RS T AR, XA RERE A BRI (A UL S & k. A
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AN[45], X RARNUE R FETT R bk, XAFE SRR — B R R R R U S I R G2 Rk
BIF 5 Hh 0 5 AR R S —

X R SRR KA, — T3 T R AR KA A R (Citizen Science) 77 W 9 /KR (F RS AR B/E HI6]:
F I MR REN 2R 2 REERR IR UG & 505 SR SR T 7 i SR DT . AEREFE N R 5T, KA IR 1
SRR E— 0 S R LS Y BRI AR R (R K A, A3 T P 55K T A AE 7 ot S SLOKAR R . Bedas
AEAEAN LR K AR AR E S I 0 o B 7= AR i s, 5 ZOT A ORI PRI . BP0 A . =it
PG UEBILEIE S I I
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