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Why ?

Country level data

Good time scale but poor
spatial scale

• Meaningful for continent-
level studies

• Limits the usability of other
spatial information 
(population density, satellite 
data sources)

Georeferenced data

Better spatial granularity

• Locate higher risk areas

• First step for a better
risk/vulnerability analysis

• Connect/compare to 
other spatial data sources 
(e.g. meteorological, 
geological data)



No. Natural disasters (admin 2 level, 2000-2018)



State of georeferencing

• Started in 2014, for natural disaster from 2000 - onwards

• Worldwide, at ADM 2 and/or ADM1 level



Methodology

FROM: Text description extracted from
sources

TO: Indexed to admin. units in the GAUL 
2015 tables and shapefiles (FAO2015)

TOOLS: Search engines such as Geosetter
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Outputs

From: Annual Disaster Statistical Review 2018



Challenges

1. Impact data at the country-level

2. Quality of georeferencing depends on :

– Data reporting

– Precision in the location description

– GAUL dataset : stable since 2015, but administrative units
change over time



Regional EM-DAT tool (in dev.)



Regional EM-DAT tool (in dev.)

• Based on EM-DAT

• Possible to involve local 
data providers (gov/adm) 
in the collection process

– Human & economic impact

– Sub-national impact

• Direct rendering of the 
impact


