Risk perception and directory of information:
Risk of tsunami and atomic power plant in the Great East Japan Earthquake

Takashi MATSUO

This paper examined the risk perception of tsunami and atomic power plant in the Great East
Japan Earthquake and considered what behavior people do to the risk from the view of psychology. Risk
commonly represents the product of the probability of a hazard and severity of the outcome. But, people
make decision in consideration of the benefit, other risk and technical limit. Moreover, people use the
experiential system rather than analytic system. Taking refuge from tsunami is influenced by the factor
of benefit, other risk and technical limit. Risk perception is affected by confirmation bias or cognitive
dissonance. People use affect heuristic on evaluation of risk of atomic power plant. The affect refers to
the evaluation of “good-bad.” The trust of the source mediates the relationship between value similarity
and attitudes. The risk perception relates the directory of various information.
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