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Psychological Typhoon Eye Effect in the Wenchuan Earthquake
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Abstract This study measured the risk perception, risk behavior propensity, and anxiety state of 494 residents in
Hanwang, Panzhihua, and Beijing, which were impacted to different extent by the 5.12 Wenchuan Earthquake. The
results confirmed the hypothesis of a Psychological Typhoon Eye Effect in terms of risk perception of tremors and
risk behavior propensity, but revealed a reversed effect with regard to state anxiety. In addition, residents from
Panzhihua, which is located in the edge zone of earthquake tremors, showed the most conflicting psychological
reactions. The final part discusses the situational factors for Psychological Typhoon Eye Effect and Edge Zone
Effect.
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Table 1 Description of Samples in Three Areas
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» Oy Oy N e N e / d (A )
174/190 165 70(42.4%) 55(33.3%) 30(18.2%) 105/59 29.17(6.93)
160/160 154 43(27.9%) 86(55.8%) 20(13.0%) 93/61 35.22(7.21)
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