Viewing from the past: Development and flood in South Korea
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1. Where are the hotspots of flood-vulnerable areas in the study area? S e R R e T v igh
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- 1. Applying the same method to different areas of South Korea.
2014 2. Analysis of the relationship between urban shape and flood damage.
3. Future projection of flooded areas considering climate change.
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2. As urbanization progresses, what biophysical characteristics of urban
areas are associated with flood damage?
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3. How has the conversion of natural areas to urban land covers been
associated with flood damage?
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