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The Cumulative Effects of Continuing Disaster Prevention
Education on Household-Based Preparedness 
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   The purpose of the study is to analyze the cumulative effect of continuing disaster prevention education to improve 
household-based disaster prevention. This study applied continuous questionnaire investigations to figure out the 
effect on disaster perception and Household-based preparedness through continuing disaster prevention education. 
We obtained the following findings: (1) continuing disaster prevention education is effective in promoting household-
based preparedness. (2) the effect on participation of the community-based prevention is obvious. The continuance of 
disaster education is necessary for enhancing preparedness. 
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