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Development of Real-time Seismic Risk Assessment System

Kwang Young Kim’

Korea Institute of Science and Technology Information

This study had developed a system that can analyze and evaluate s seismic damage in real time by using geographic building
data. In this paper, earthquake damage is calculated by using various information such as building type, stories, and construction
year. This system evaluates damage by considering seismic magnitude, epicenter, and attenuation equation. This system was
developed based on Python for real-time seismic damage assessment. In this study, we improved the understanding by displaying

the results of seismic damage on actual building maps.
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