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Using the data from the 2018 Revision of the UN World Urbanization Prospects (WUP) and the
spatial hotspot data on cyclone risk, we show that 169 of 616 world's major coastal cities with
300,000 inhabitants or more on mid-2018, or 1.1 billion people, face a relatively high risk of
exposure to cyclones. This represents 27% of 616 coastal cities and 33% of 1.1 billion people in
these cities. About 40-44% of coastal cities and 48% of city populations are highly vulnerable to
cyclone-related deaths and economic losses. Overall, we show that cyclones have been a major
threat to many major coastal cities worldwide and that the population in cyclone highly affected
areas has grown faster than that in non-affected areas and such a growth trend is likely to
continue in the coming decades. Improving risk reduction management and capacity is a
challenge, especially for fast growing cities most at risk.
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1. INTRODUCTION
In 2018, about 55 per cent of the world’s population lived in urban areas (United Nations, 2018), an
increase from 43 per cent in 1990. By 2050, two-thirds of the world’s population is projected to reside in urban
settlements. The increasing concentration of population in urban areas, together with the high density of assets
and the socio-economic and spatial vulnerabilities that characterize many cities, could make urban centres
more susceptible to the risk of being severely affected by natural hazards such as cyclones than rural settings
(Gencer, 2013). According to the 2011 Global Assessment Report on Disaster Risk Reduction, over 80 per cent
of disasters reported by national sources occurred in urban areas (UNISDR, 2011).
Global empirical records have shown that about 1/4 -1/3 of numbers of natural disasters are related to
tropic storms and cyclones (hurricanes, typhoons) (Munich RE, 2017). According to estimates provided by the
United Nations Inter-governmental Panel on Climate Change (UNIPCC), while the overall frequency of
tropical cyclones is expected to either decrease or remain unchanged globally in the 21st century, it is almost
certain that there will be increases in the average maximum wind speed of tropical cyclones and increases in
total rainfall associated with tropical cyclones (UNIPCC, 2012).
Urbanization has become a leading issue in the context of sustainable development. The need to reduce the
risks posed by natural disasters such as cyclones in urban areas is increasingly urgent in the context of global
climate change (Gencer, 2013; UNISDR, 2012). City planners and local governments have been recognized as
key actors for reducing the risks posed by natural hazards and building resilient urban societies (UNISDR,
2010). Research on hazards and risks from different disciplines have also improved understanding of natural
disasters, vulnerability and risk management (Gencer, 2013). Yet demographic factors related to the size,
number, and geographic distribution of urban agglomerations, as well as to the projected patterns of growth of
these urban agglomerations and urban populations, have not always been properly integrated into the analyses
of climate change and disaster risk reduction (UNFPA, UNISDR, and UN-HABITAT, 2009; 2011). Such
information could help improve understanding of the relationship between urbanization and sustainable
development, and enable investigation of the potential risks faced by urban populations in the context of rapid
urbanization. Moreover, such research can inform future urban development policies and plans that anticipate
and respond to environmental challenges, economic growth, public service expansion, changing patterns of
energy consumption, and the process of globalization.
Coastal cities were much more likely to be located in areas that were at high risk of exposure to cyclones
compared to inland cities (27 versus 6 per cent), although the former was less likely to be located in areas that
were at high risk of exposure to drought (Gu et al., 2015). The greater the number of people settled in at-risk
areas, the higher the probability of casualties and economic losses as a result of climatic or geodynamic events.
Therefore, it is crucial to investigate, for the world’s major coastal cities, the potential risks of exposure,
economic losses and mortality due to natural disasters, environmental degradation and climate change.
The main objective of this technical paper is to provide a global overview of the potential risks of
exposure and vulnerability to cyclones for the world’s major coastal cities. In the global context of rapid
growth of urban populations exposed to natural disasters, the paper aims to raise awareness about
cyclones-related risks of exposure and vulnerability faced by major coastal urban areas so as to develop sound
management for risk reduction and improved policy frameworks. The paper integrates city population data
from the 2018 Revision of the World Urbanization Prospects (WUP) (United Nations, 2018) with spatial
hotspot data on risks of exposure and vulnerability to natural disasters produced by the international research
community.

2. DATA SOURCES AND METHODS
We used five major datasets for this research. The first was the time series on city populations from the
2018 Revision of the World Population Revision, which contained population estimates and projections from
1950 to 2035 for 1,860 cities of the world with 300,000 inhabitants or more on 1 July 2018. These 1,860 cities
collectively were home to 2.5 billion inhabitants in 2018, accounting for 56 per cent of the global urban
population of 4.5 billion. The term “city” in this paper was used in a non-precise way, and may refer to a city
proper, an urban agglomeration or a metropolitan area.
As the 2018 Revision of World Urbanization Prospects only included the geographic coordinates of the
centroid point for each city, and did not identify the total land area included in each city’s boundaries. In oder
to reflect the boundary of the city (or urban extent), we applied second datasets, which is from the official
urban extents collected by the United Nations Population Division (UNPD) from Member States to define the
urban extent of each city. In the current version of the official urban extents datasets generated by the UNPD,
there were about 40 countries, including most European countries, USA, Canada, Brazil, Columbia, Mexico,
Japan, Australia, New Zealand, and so forth. For remaining countries or areas without official urban extents,
we used the buffered zone of a city to approximately represent its urban extent. The buffer zone was generated
around each city centroid to reflect approximately its possible urban extent. The buffer zone was a circle with
radius proportional to the population size estimated for mid-2018, using the statistical relationship between
city population size and urban extents from MODIS 500 meter resolution remote sensing global urban maps
for 3,646 urban areas with 100,000 inhabitants or more in 2000 (see Appendix A).
The third dataset was from the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, which provided information related to
the geographic classification of cities according to whether they were coastal cities or inland cities. The coastal
areas were defined as areas between 50 meters below mean sea level and 50 meters above the high tide level or
extending landward to a distance of 100 kilometres from shore, including coral reefs, intertidal zones, estuaries,
coastal aquaculture, and sea grass communities (Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, 2003: 54). If a city’s
official polygon or buffered zone was located in a coastal area, the city was considered a coastal city.
Otherwise, it was considered an inland city. With the definition, out of 1,860 cities with inhabitants over
300,000 on 1 July, 2018, 616 cities were classified as coastal cities.
The fourth dataset was the spatial hotspot data on risks of exposure and vulnerability to disaster of
cyclones produced by the Center for International Earth Science Information Network (CIESIN)
(http://www.ldeo.columbia.edu/chrr/research/hotspots/). The cyclone data covers the period 1980-2000. Data
for the period 2000-2012 from the United Nations International Strategy for Disaster Reduction (UNISDR)
were also used, especially those data of risk of cyclones for different return periods to investigate future
possible attacks by cyclones for coastal cities.
In both datasets from CIESIN and from the UNISDR, the resolution of the events of cyclones was on a 30
by 30 arc second grid (about 1 km at the equator). Grid cells with population density less than 5 persons per
square kilometre and without significant agricultural activities were excluded from these database. For each
each grid cell, the spatial hotspot dataset records the frequencies of events, as well as the severity or scale of
the impact of each event, with respect to both mortality and economic losses. All grid cells with data on the
frequencies and the scales of cyclones were apportioned into deciles. An area was classified as being at high
risk of exposure to cyclones if it was located in grid cells ranking in the top three deciles of the global risk
distribution in terms of frequency of occurrences of cyclones. An area was classified as being at medium level
of risk if it was located in grid cells ranking from the 5th to the 7th deciles and at low level of risk if it was
located in grid cells ranking from the 1st to the 4th deciles (Dilley et al., 2005: 33).
The classification of the relative risk of vulnerability to cyclone-related mortality or economic losses was
performed similarly to the classification of the relative risk of exposure to natural hazards described above.
Specifically, all grid cells worldwide with data on mortality risk were apportioned into deciles, such that there
were 10 classes consisting of approximately equal numbers of grid cells with a greater value of a grid cell

representing a greater risk of mortality associated with cyclones. Likewise, grid cells were apportioned into
deciles according to the level of economic loss associated with each type of natural disaster. An area was
classified as being at high risk for mortality or economic losses due to a particular type of natural disaster if it
was located in grid cells ranking in the top three deciles of the global risk distribution in terms of the mortality
rate or level of economic losses associated with cyclones. An area was classified as being at medium risk if it
was located in grid cells ranking from the 5th to the 7th deciles and at low risk if it was located in grid cells
ranking from the 1st to the 4th deciles (Dilley et al., 2005).1 As there are two indicators refer to economic
losses: relative losses (to nation's GDP) and total losses. Unless otherwise stated, the risks of economic losses
refer to total economic losses.
The fifth source consisted of several sources that produced global urban extents, such as MODIS
Landcover 500 meters (Friedl et al., 2010) and GRUMP urban extents (CIESIN, 2011). These two datasets
were mainly used to for the purpose of sensitivity analysis that examined the difference in outcomes if we
alternatively used these criteria for definition of urban extents. We found that the results from different criteria
for urban extents produced very similar results (see Appendix B).
In classifying the degree of risk exposure and vulnerability of a city to cyclones, we took all of the grid
cells that fell fully or partially within the city official urban extent and the buffer zone and then took the
maximum cell value to represent the level of exposure/vulnerability risk.
The presentation of the main results of this study takes the form of a series of descriptive analyses from
frequencies, tabulations, and spatial distributions. Key findings were illustrated in the main text through a
limited set of maps for the spatial distributions of cities’ overall risks of exposure and vulnerability to cyclones,
whereas spatial distributions of risks of exposure and vulnerability to cyclones were reported in Appendix C.
3. MAJOR FINDINGS
3.1. Although the coastal cities had a similar faster growth from 1950 to 2018 than inland cities, the fastest
growing cities are always found in coastal areas.
The average annual growth rates for 10 fastest growing inland cities from 1950 to 2018 lied in 7.6-10.2%,
whereas the rates for 10 fastest growing coastal cities in the same period were 8.0-16.7%.

3.2. In 2018, nearly 27 per cent of 616 large coastal cities, representing 33 per cent of city dwellers
worldwide, were at high risk of exposure to cyclones.

1

Refer to Chapter 6 of the report by Dilley et al. (2005) for methodology details.

3.3. Globally, in 2018, about 40-45 per cent of large coastal cities, representing approximately 48 per cent of
the total city population, were exposed to high mortality vulnerability or economic losses from cyclones.

3.4 About 1/4 of large coastal cities at risk of attacking by cyclones with SSS category 1-5.

3.5. Megacities were more likely to be highly exposed to cyclones and were more vulnerable than cities of
other sizes.

3.6. Cities in the less developed regions, which, on average, were experiencing faster growth than cities
elsewhere, were more likely to be exposed to both the risk of cyclones and the potentially adverse
consequences of this type of disaster.

3.7. The population of cities in areas highly exposed and vulnerable to cyclones grew rapidly between 1950
and 2018
Population in coastal cities located in high risk areas grew fasters than coastal cities located in no or
lower risk areas.
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Population in coastal cities in countries with at least 75% of their coastal cities at risk to cyclones had a faster
growth than coastal cities in countries without any city at risk to cyclones.

14
12

Population Ratio

10

Coastal cities in countries
whose coastal cities were
at no risk to cyclones
Coastal cities in countries
whose 75%+ coastal cities
are at risk to cyclones

8
6
4
2
0
1950

4. CONCLUDING REMARKS

1970

1990

2010

2018

2030

REFERENCES

Alcánatar-Ayala, I. (2002). Geomorphology, natural hazards, vulnerability and prevention of natural disasters
in developing countries. Geomorphology, Vol. 4, pp. 107-124.
Adelekan, I.O. (2010). Vulnerability of poor urban coastal communities to flooding in Lagos, Nigeria.
Environment and Urbanization, Vol. 22, pp. 433-450.
Angel, S., J. Parent, D. L. Civco, and A. M. Blei, (2012). The Atlas of Urban Expansion. Lincoln Institute of
Land Policy. http://www.lincolninst.edu/subcenters/atlas-urban-expansion/; Accessed on 19 September,
2013.
Blackburn, S. and C. Johnson (2012). My City Is Getting Ready! A Global Snapshot of How Local
Governments Reduce Disaster Risk. Geneva, UNISDR.
Birkmann, J. (2007). Risk and vulnerability indicators at different scales: Applicability, usefulness and policy
implications. Environmental Hazards, Vol. 7, pp. 20-31.
Brunn, S. D., M. Hays-Mitchell, and D. J. Ziegler (2008). Cities of the World: World Regional Urban
Development. Lanhma, MY: Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, Inc.
Campbell-Lendrum, D., and C. Corvalan (2007). Climate change and developing country cities: implications
for environmental health and equity. Journal of Urban Health, Vol. 84. No. S3, i109-117.
Charvériat, C. (2000). Natural disasters in Latin America and the Caribbean: An Overview of Risk.
Inter-American Development Bank, Working Paper #434.
Chen, Y., J.P.M. Syvitski, S. Gao, I. Overem, and A.J. Kettner (2012). Socio-economic impacts on floodings:
A 4000-year history of the Yellow River, China. Ambio, Vol. 41. No. 7, pp. 682-698.
Cross, J.A. (2001). Megacities and small towns: different perspectives on hazards vulnerability.
Environmental Hazards, Vol. 3, pp. 43-80.
Dilley, M., R.S. Chen, U. Deichmann, A.L. Lerner-Lam, M. Arnold, J. Agwe, P. Buys, O. Kjekstad, B. Lyon,
and G. Yetman (2005). Natural Disaster Hotspots: A Global Risk Analysis. Disaster Risk Management,
Series No. 5-34423. Washington DC: The World Bank.
Dobbs, R., J. Manyika, and C. Roxburgh (2011). Urban World, Mapping the Economic Power of Cities.
McKinsey and Company. http://www.mckinsey.com/insights/urbanization/urban_world. Accessed on 17
August , 2014.
Dodman, D., J. Hardoy, and D. Satterthwaite (2009). Urban Development and Intensive and Extensive Risk.
Mimeo, London: International Institute for Environment and Development (IIED).
Doocy, S., A. Daniels, S. Murray, and T.D. Kirsch (2013). The human impact of floods: a historical review of
events 1980-2009 and systematic literature review. PLOS Currents: Disasters. April 16. doi:
10.1371/currents.dis.f4deb457904936b07c09daa98ee8171a.
Economic and Social Commission for Asia and Pacific (ESCAP) and UNISDR (2012). Reducing Vulnerability
and Exposure to Disasters. The Asia-Pacific Disaster Report 2012. Bangkok. ESCAP.

Friedl, M.A., Sulla-Menashe, D., Tan, B., Schneider, A., Ramankutty, N., Sibley, A., Huang, X.,

2010. MODIS collection 5 global land cover: algorithm refinements and characterization of
new datasets. Remote Sens. Environ. 114, 168–182.
Gencer, E.A. (2013). "Natural disasters, urban vulnerability, and risk management: a theoretical overview."
Pp.7-43 in The Interplay Between Urban Development, Vulnerability, and Risk Management: A Case
Study of the Istanbul Metropolitan Area. edited by E. A. Gencer (ed.) New York: Springer.
Hallegatte, S., C. Green, R.J. Nicholls, and J. Corfee-Morlot (2013). Future flood losses in major coastal cities.
Nature Climate Chang, Vol. 3, pp. 802–806. DOI: 10.1038/NCLIMATE1979.
Hasan, S. and A.D. Kahn (1999). Community-based environmental management in a megacity: considering
Kolkata. Cities, Vol. 16, pp. 103-110.
Hochrainer, S. and R. Mechler (2011). Natural disaster risk in Asian megacities: a case for risk pooling? Cities,
Vol. 28, pp. 53-61.
Hsiang, S. M. (2010). Temperatures and cyclones strongly associated with economic production in the
Caribbean and Central America. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, Vol 107, No. 35, pp.
15367-15372.
Knapp, K. R., M. C. Kruk, D. H. Levinson, and E. J. Gibney (2009). Archive compiles new resource for
global tropical cyclone research. Eos, Vol. 90, pp. 46-47.
Mechler, R. (2004). Natural Disaster Risk Management and Financing Disaster Losses in Developing
Countries. Karlsruhe: Verlag für Versicherungswirtschaft.
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment (2003). Ecosystems and Human Well-being: A Framework for Assessment.
Washington, D.C.: Island Press.
Nelson, B. (2013). A calculated risk. Nature, Vol. 495, pp. 271-273.
Pelling, M. and B. Wisner (2009) (eds.). Disaster Risk Reduction, Cases from Urban Africa. London:
Earthscan.
Sassen, S. (2009). Cities are at the center of our environmental future. Survey and Perspectives Integrating
Environment & Society, Vol. 2 (3). http://sapiens.revues.org/948 , accessed on 7 July, 2010.
Satterthwaite, D., S. Huq, H. Reid, M. Pelling, and P. Romero Lankao (2009). "Adapting to climate change
in urban areas: The possibilities and constraints in low- and middle- income nations." Pp. 3-47 in
Adapting Cities to Climate Change. Understanding and Addressing the Development Challenges, edited
by J. Bicknell, D. Dodman, and D. Satterthwaite. London: Earthscan.
Schultz, J. and J.R. Elliott (2013). Natural disasters and local demographic change in the United States.
Population and Environment, Vol. 34, pp. 293-312.
Shao, M., Z. Gong, and X. Xu (2014). Risk assessment of rainstorm and flood disasters in China between
2004 and 2009 based on grey fixed weight cluster analysis. Natural Hazards, Vol. 71, No. 2, pp.
1025-1052.
Smith, K. (2013). Environmental Hazards: Assessing Risk and Reducing Disaster. (6th edition). New York:
Routledge.
St. Louis, M.E. and J.J. Hess (2008). Climate change: impacts on and implications for global health. American

Journal of Preventive Medicine, Vol. 35, No. 5, pp. 527-538.
Uitto, J. I. (1998). The geography of disaster vulnerability in megacities: A theoretical framework. Applied
Geography, Vol. 18, No. 1, pp. 7-16.
United Nations (2014). The World Urbanization Prospects: The 2014 Revision. The United Nations: New
York. http://esa.un.org/UNPOP/wup/index.htm. accessed on 7 July, 2014.
United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) (2013). Global Risk Data Platform.
http://preview.grid.unep.ch/. accessed 20 July 20, 2015
UNFPA, UNISDR, and UN-HABITAT (2011). Linkages Between Population Dynamics, Urbanization
Process and Disaster Risks: A Regional Vision of Latin America. New York: UNFPA.
United Nations Human Settlements Program (UN-HABITAT) (2003). The Challenge of Slums: Global Report
on Human Settlements 2003. UN-HABITAT, Nairobi, Kenya.
United Nations Human Settlements Programme (UN-HABITAT) (2009). Planning Sustainable Cities: Global
Report on Human Settlements 2009. London: Earthscan.
United Nations Human Settlements Programme (UN-HABITAT) (2011). Global Report on Human
Settlements: Cities and Climate Change. London: Earthscan.
United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (UNIPCC). (2001). Climate Change 2001:
Impacts, Adaptation and Vulnerability Summary for Policy Makers and Technical Summary for Working
Group II Report. Geneva, Switzerland: UNIPCC.
United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (UNIPCC). (2012). "Summary for
policymakers." Pp.1–19 in Managing the Risks of Extreme Events and Disasters to Advance Climate
Change Adaptation: A Special Report of the Working Groups I and II of the Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change. edited by C.B. Fields, V. Barros, T.F. Stocker, Cambridge University Press: Cambridge.
United Nations International Office for Disaster Risk Reduction (UNISDR) (2009). Risk and Poverty in a
Changing Climate: Invest Today for a Safer Tomorrow. Global Assessment Report on Disaster Risk
Reduction. Geneva, Switzerland: UNISDR.
United Nations International Office for Disaster Risk Reduction (UNISDR) (2010). Local Governments and
Disaster Risk Reduction: Good Practices and Lessons Learned. Geneva, Switzerland: UNISDR.
United Nations International Office for Disaster Risk Reduction (UNISDR) (2011). Revealing Risk,
Redefining Development. Global Assessment Report on Disaster Risk Reduction. Geneva, Switzerland:
UNISDR.
United Nations International Office for Disaster Risk Reduction (UNISDR) (2012). How to Make Cities More
Resilient: A Handbook for Local Government Leaders. Geneva, Switzerland: UNISDR.
United Nations International Office for Disaster Risk Reduction (UNISDR) (2013). From Shared Risk to
Shared Value – The Business Case for Disaster Risk Reduction. Global Assessment Report on Disaster
Risk Reduction. Geneva, Switzerland: UNISDR.
United Nations International Office for Disaster Risk Reduction (UNISDR) (2015). Making Development
Sustainable: The Future of Disaster Risk Management. Global Assessment Report on Disaster Risk
Reduction. Geneva, Switzerland: UNISDR.

http://www.preventionweb.net/english/hyogo/gar/2015/en/home/index.html.
Weiss, M.A.(2001). Productive cities and metropolitan economic strategy. Paper presented to the United
Nations International Forum on Urban Poverty (IFUP). Fourth International Conference, Marrakech,
Morocco, 16-19, October, 2001. http://www.globalurban.org/prod_cities.htm.
World Meteorological Organization (2014). Atlas of mortality and economic losses from weather, climate and
water
extremes
(1970–2012).
No.1123.Geneva,
Switzerland:
World
Meteorological
Organization.http://library.wmo.int/opac/index.php?lvl=notice_display&id=16279#.VgtX4ctVikq.
Zhang, C-L., F. Chen, S-G. Miao, Q-C Li, X-A Xia, and C-Y. Xuan (2009). Impacts of urban expansion and
future green planting on summer precipitation in the Beijing metropolitan area. Vol. 114, D02116.

Appendix A. City coordinates, analytical buffers and risk zones for exposure,
economic-loss and mortality
The primary data sources used to produce the World Urbanization Prospects are statistical tabulations that
provide total population counts for major urban areas defined by names rather than by geo-spatial features. The
exact geo-physical urban extent associated with the total population of most cities included in the World
Urbanization Prospects analysis is, overall, not made publicly available by national authorities.
Using the name of each locality or urban area, geographic coordinates (i.e., latitude and longitude in
decimal degree using the World Geodetic System (WGS84) ellipsoid) for the centroid location of each urban
area were obtained from several authoritative public sources (e.g., national authorities’ web sites and online
public gazetteers such as Geonames2 and FuzzyG UN/EC Common Gazetteer3). Centroid coordinates were
further validated using GIS operation like point-in-polygon tests with several reference geographical datasets
such as a world map with international boundaries and country polygons (UNmap4 Level 0 at 1:1 million scale)
and the urban extents from the Global Rural-Urban Mapping Project (GRUMP)5 for each city in the 2014
Revision of the World Urbanization Prospects. Finally, Google Earth with remote sensing imagery was used to
resolve discrepancies and to obtain centroid coordinates consistent with land features (i.e., excluding rivers and
lakes) and coastlines.
The urban extent for each city included in this analysis was approximated using a proportionate circular
polygon buffer based on the population size estimated for mid-2014 as part of the 2014 revision of the WUP
and the statistical relationship between city population size and urban extents estimated using MODIS 500
meter resolution remote sensing global urban map for 3,646 urban areas with 100,000 inhabitants or more in
2000 from the Atlas of Urban Expansion (see Angel et al., 2012).
The radius (R) in kilometres of the circle covering an urban area corresponds to

, and the

Atlas of Urban Expansion provides the urban footprint estimate in 2000 based on remote sensing imagery
together with population estimates associated to these 3,646 urban areas. In addition, the Atlas provides the
average distance (D) in km from all points in the urban footprint to the city centre. For the analytical purpose
of this study, the maximum distance between R and D values was used, denoted max(R, D). In almost all
instances R was greater than D, except for urban areas not conforming to circular shapes (e.g., cities stretched
along coastline or between mountains).

2

Geonames Gazetteer. http://www.geonames.org. Retrieved 4 March 2014.
FuzzyG is a service of the Joint Research Centre of the European Commission and the Cartographic Section of the United Nations.
http://dma.jrc.it/services/gazetteer/ Retrieved 4 March 2014.
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Figure A. Relationship between city populations and the radius of urban extents in 2000

Source: Computations by authors based on data from the “universe-of-cities-data.xls” (Angel et al., 2012).

Figure A shows the relationship between the population in 2000 (in log scale in X-axis) and the radius of
the associated urban area in 2000 in km (in log scale in y-axis) in the form of a scatter plot with a second
degree polynomial function fitted to these data.
For the purpose of this report, the radius in kilometres for the proportionate circular buffer (Z) for each
city in the 2014 Revision of the World Urbanization Prospects was obtained using the statistical relationship in
figure A:

with
and “City Pop” expressed in unit (i.e., number of persons) using the city
population estimate for the year of 2014 from the 2014 Revision of the World Urbanization Prospects.

Appendix B. Sensitivity analysis of estimating risk zones for exposure, economic-loss and
mortality between the buffered circular polygons and the GRUMP urban extents

