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ABSTRACT

This review synthesizes recent evidence on whether gender-responsive disaster management and risk
communication improve disaster resilience and reduce impact. It identifies mechanisms and barriers, and
highlights best practices and research gaps. The study uses the Disaster Crunch model, also known as the
Pressure and Release (PAR) model, to clarify how disasters stem from hazards and underlying vulnerabilities.
Researchers used a systematic literature review to identify, select, assess, and synthesize relevant studies. A
literature search in Semantic Scholar and PubMed produced 1,050 potential papers, of which 86 were included.
The review shows that gender-responsive disaster management and risk communication enhance resilience and
mitigate the impacts of disasters. They do so by addressing gendered vulnerabilities, adopting intersectional
and inclusive approaches, and fostering adaptive capacity. The analysis also notes barriers to effectiveness,
such as persistent patriarchal norms and implementation gaps. However, further research and action are needed
to close existing gaps and achieve truly inclusive and effective disaster risk reduction.

Keywords: Disaster crunch model; Disaster reduction; Disaster resilience; Gender responsive disaster
management; Pressure and Release (PAR) model.

INTRODUCTION

Gender-responsive disaster management (GRDM) has emerged as a critical approach for enhancing disaster
resilience and reducing the impact of disasters on communities. Research has continued to demonstrate that
disasters affect men, women, and gender minorities in different ways due to social, economic, and cultural
inequalities that pre-exist in various societies (Abdalla et al., 2024; Alaiyemola et al., 2023; Mukhopadhyay,
2011; Erman et al., 2021; Ejem et al., 2025; Ginige et al., 2009; Enarson et al., 2017; Bradshaw, 2015). As a
result, researchers have found that mainstreaming gender perspectives into disaster risk reduction (DRR) and
management is important to address these disparities and also leverage the unique knowledge, skills, and
leadership capacities of women, minorities, and marginalized groups to support community resilience (Ejem et
al. 2025; Abdalla et al., 2024; Yarramsetty & Prasanna, 2024; Tobi et al., 2023; Lee et al., 2022; Roy &
Mukherjee, 2024; Khalid et al., 2021).

Studies from diverse contexts - including Oman, Indonesia, Bangladesh, the Caribbean, and the Philippines -
highlight that empowering women, mainstreaming gender in policy and practice, and ensuring inclusive
participation in all phases of disaster management lead to more effective preparedness, response, and recovery
(Abdalla et al., 2024; Brenner et al., 2024; Septanaya & Fortuna, 2023; Ramailis & Sakir, 2024; Hasan et al.,
2019; Gaisie et al., 2021; Chisty et al., 2021). However, challenges remain, such as persistent patriarchal
norms, insufficient policy implementation, and the need for intersectional approaches that include all gender
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identities (Zaidi & Fordham, 2021; Oktari et al., 2021; Gaillard et al., 2017; Bradshaw, 2015). This review
synthesizes the latest evidence on how GRDM - including risk communication — improves disaster resilience
and reduces impact, identifies mechanisms and barriers, and highlights best practices and research gaps.

LITERATURE REVIEW

Gender responsive disaster management

Disaster management organizes efforts to prepare for, respond to, and recover from disasters, aiming to
minimize harm and restore normalcy. Disaster reduction employs strategies and actions that decrease the
likelihood and impact of disasters, often through risk assessment, early warning systems, and community
education (Ejem et al., 2023). Disaster resilience describes the capacity of individuals, communities, or
systems to anticipate, withstand, adapt to, and recover from adverse events, emphasizing not just survival but
also the ability to bounce back stronger. Gender-responsive disaster management recognizes that disasters
affect men and women differently due to social, economic, and cultural factors, and seeks to address these
disparities by actively involving women in planning, decision-making, and recovery processes.

Research shows that integrating gender perspectives leads to more effective disaster risk reduction, as
women’s knowledge, leadership, and adaptive skills are crucial for community resilience and recovery
(Abdalla et al., 2024; Yarramsetty & Prasanna, 2024; Erman et al., 2021; Brenner et al., 2024; Achmad et al.,
2024; Ramailis & Sakir, 2024; Septanaya & Fortuna, 2023; Inal et al., 2018). However, traditional disaster
management often overlooks women’s needs and contributions, resulting in inadequate support and increased
vulnerability for women and children (Yarramsetty & Prasanna, 2024; Achmad et al., 2024; Samiullah et al.,
2015; Inal et al., 2018).

Gender mainstreaming ensures policies and practices address gender differences. It reduces vulnerability and
promotes equality, yet implementation gaps remain at local and national levels (Brenner et al., 2024; Ramailis
& Sakir, 2024; Septanaya & Fortuna, 2023; Sartorio & Davalos, 2025; Olonade et al., 2021). Empowering
women through education, training, and participation in disaster planning protects vulnerable groups. It also
strengthens community resilience and supports broader development goals (Abdalla et al., 2024; Brenner et al.,
2024; Achmad et al., 2024; Ramailis & Sakir, 2024; Septanaya & Fortuna, 2023; Sartorio & Davalos, 2025;
Owoeye, 2021).

Disaster resilience

Disaster resilience refers to the ability of individuals, communities, and systems to prepare for, respond to, and
recover from disasters while minimizing negative impacts and adapting to future risks. The literature highlights
that resilience is a multidimensional concept, evolving from simply “bouncing back™ after a disaster to
encompassing adaptation, transformation, and proactive risk management strategies such as “building back
better” and “bouncing forward” (Graveline & Germain, 2022; Parker, 2020). Key components of disaster
resilience include social capital, economic stability, governance, infrastructure, human capital, and the
empowerment of marginalized groups, with social networks playing a central role in reducing disaster impacts
and enhancing recovery (Mayer, 2019; Khan et al., 2022). Measurement of resilience has advanced through the
development of indices and quantitative models, though challenges remain in validating these tools and
ensuring they accurately reflect real-world outcomes (Zobel & Khansa, 2014; Khan et al., 2022; Bakkensen et
al., 2017; Zobel, 2011).

The field of disaster resilience is inherently interdisciplinary, drawing from environmental science,
psychology, public policy, and emergency management, and is still maturing in terms of unified definitions
and operational frameworks (Parker, 2020; Demiroz & Haase, 2019). Recent research emphasizes the
importance of regulatory flexibility and adaptive capacities at both individual and community levels, as well as
the need for risk-informed strategies and institutional reforms, especially in low-resilience countries (Bonanno
et al., 2023; Khan et al., 2022). Practitioners in international development see the resilience paradigm as a
positive shift but caution that its vagueness can limit practical application unless grounded in local realities and
practitioner insights (Keating & Hanger-Kopp, 2020). Overall, disaster resilience is recognized as a promising
but complex paradigm, requiring ongoing refinement in both theory and practice to effectively guide disaster
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risk reduction and sustainable development (Mayer, 2019; Graveline & Germain, 2022; Parker, 2020; Khan et
al., 2022).

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK: DISASTER CRUNCH MODEL

The disaster crunch model, also known as the Pressure and Release (PAR) model, provides a widely used
framework for explaining how disasters result from the interaction between hazards and underlying
vulnerabilities. It conceptualizes disasters as outcomes produced by increasing "pressure" from root causes
(such as poverty, poor governance, and lack of access to resources), dynamic pressures (like rapid urbanization
or population growth), and unsafe conditions (such as living in hazard-prone areas), which together "crunch"
against a triggering hazard event and create disaster impacts (Saha, 2014; Smyth & Hai, 2012). Recent
research uses the model to analyze real-world events, such as Cyclone Aila in Bangladesh, highlighting how
socioeconomic, environmental, and institutional factors escalate disaster risk and how affected communities

perceive and respond to hazards (Saha, 2014).

The disaster crunch model has also been adapted to emphasize gendered vulnerabilities, recognizing that
women and men experience disasters differently due to social roles and inequalities, and calling for disaster
risk reduction strategies that address these differences (Smyth & Hai, 2012). Beyond community and national
contexts, the crunch/release model has been proposed as a tool for building organizational resilience, helping
organizations identify and address their own vulnerabilities to crises (Elwood, 2009). Overall, the disaster
crunch model remains a foundational tool for analyzing disaster risk, guiding both research and practical
interventions to reduce vulnerability and build resilience (Saha, 2014; Smyth & Hai, 2012; Elwood, 2009).

METHODS

A comprehensive search was conducted across free, accessible databases such as Semantic Scholar and
PubMed. The search strategy illustrated in Fig. 1 involved 21 targeted queries grouped into seven thematic
areas, identifying 1,050 potentially relevant papers. After de-duplication and relevance screening, 468 papers
were screened, 347 were deemed eligible, and the top 86 most relevant and high-quality papers were included
in this review. A total of 21 unique searches were executed, focusing on gender, disaster management,
resilience, risk communication, and related mechanisms, with inclusion based on relevance, recency, and

methodological rigour.

Figure 1: Flow chart of studies included in the systematic review
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RESULTS
Attributes of the Papers

The included studies span a wide range of geographies (Asia, Africa, the Caribbean, Middle East, and global
reviews), methodologies (qualitative case studies, quantitative surveys, policy analyses, systematic reviews),
and disaster types (cyclones, floods, earthquakes, pandemics, and climate-related hazards) (Abdalla et al.,
2024; Yarramsetty & Prasanna, 2024; Septanaya & Fortuna, 2023; Tobi et al., 2023; Lee et al., 2022; Hasan et
al., 2019; Erman et al., 2021; Gaisie et al., 2021; Chisty et al., 2021; Khalid et al., 2021). Many papers focus
on women’s roles, but several also address broader gender and intersectionality issues, including the
experiences of gender minorities (Neelima & Thomas, 2022; Gaillard et al., 2017; Diab, 2024).

Impact of Gender-Responsive Approaches
Improved resilience and reduced impact

The studies provide evidence that GRDM consistently leads to better disaster preparedness, response, and
recovery outcomes. Empowering women and ensuring their participation in DRR planning and implementation
enhances community resilience and reduces vulnerability (Abdalla et al., 2024; Yarramsetty & Prasanna, 2024;
Brenner et al., 2024; Ramailis & Sakir, 2024; Tobi et al., 2023; Lee et al., 2022; Ginige et al., 2009; Recovery
& Headquarters, 2009; Roy & Mukherjee, 2024; Chisty et al., 2021; Chineka et al., 2019).

Research has confirmed that women’s involvement in DRR, especially in leadership roles, leads to more
inclusive, effective, and context-sensitive disaster management. Their participation improves preparedness,
response, and recovery, as seen in Oman, Nepal, China, and Vanuatu, where women’s leadership contributed
to better resource management, community mobilization, and post-disaster recovery (Abdalla et al., 2024; Hou
& Wu, 2020; Aryal, 2014; Webb, 2020). More so, women’s groups and networks, such as self-help groups and
welfare associations, play a vital role in disseminating risk information, organizing community preparedness,
and supporting vulnerable populations, thereby strengthening social capital and collective action (Khatri et al.,
2023; Roy & Mukherjee, 2024; Tobi et al., 2023; Mulyasari & Shaw, 2013; Ekasari et al., 2022).

Further evidence shows that women bring unique knowledge of local risks, resources, and coping strategies,
which are often underutilized in formal DRR planning. Their insights enhance the relevance and sustainability
of resilience strategies (Abdalla et al., 2024; Drolet et al., 2015; Imaduddin & Syapitri, 2022).

Addressing gendered vulnerabilities

Evidence from the studies shows that disasters often exacerbate existing gender inequalities, with women and
marginalized groups facing higher risks and barriers to recovery. GRDM helps identify and address these
vulnerabilities, such as lack of access to resources, increased risk of gender-based violence, and exclusion from
decision-making (Mukhopadhyay, 2011; Hasan et al., 2019; Erman et al., 2021; Kadir, 2021; Gaisie et al.,
2021; Nongmaithem, 2024; Bradshaw, 2015; Khalid et al., 2021; Gul et al., 2024).

Research shows that gender-responsive disaster management acknowledges that women, girls, and gender
minorities face unique vulnerabilities—such as limited mobility, increased risk of violence, and restricted
access to resources—due to social norms, caregiving roles, and systemic inequalities. Addressing these needs
through targeted policies and practices reduces their risk and enhances safety and well-being (Nongmaithem,
2024; Khalid et al., 2021; Achmad et al., 2024; Petraroli, 2021; Hartono, 2021). Therefore, actively involving
women and marginalized genders in disaster planning and decision-making leads to more comprehensive risk
assessments and effective response strategies. This inclusion helps ensure that the specific challenges faced by
these groups are not overlooked, as demonstrated in Afghanistan, Indonesia, and Pakistan (Mushwani et al.,
2025; Khalid et al., 2021; Achmad et al., 2024; Ramailis & Sakir, 2024; Septanaya & Fortuna, 2023).

The research has also shown that gender-responsive approaches promote the development of gender-sensitive
standard operating procedures, infrastructure, and data collection. These changes help mitigate the adverse
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effects of disasters on women and children, and support their empowerment and resilience (Achmad et al.,
2024; Abdalla et al., 2024; Bradshaw, 2015).

Policy and institutional change

Research evidence shows that National and international frameworks (e.g., Sendai Framework) increasingly
recognize the need for gender inclusion, but implementation gaps persist. Effective GRDM requires not just
policy statements but concrete actions, such as gender-disaggregated data, targeted training, and inclusive
standard operating procedures (Zaidi & Fordham, 2021; Oktari et al., 2021; Hasan et al., 2019; Recovery &
Headquarters, 2009; Rimbawan & Nurhaeni, 2024).

The Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction (SFDRR) and other global agreements explicitly
acknowledge the importance of gender inclusion, emphasizing women’s participation and the need to address
gendered vulnerabilities in disaster contexts (Zaidi & Fordham, 2021; Sharan & Gaillard, 2025; Yadav et al.,
2021; Hasan et al., 2019; Bharwani et al., 2024). Compared to earlier frameworks (e.g., Hyogo), research has
shown that the Sendai Framework and related policies have made progress in highlighting women’s
empowerment, gender-specific vulnerabilities, and the need for inclusive disaster management (Zaidi &
Fordham, 2021; Roy et al., 2021; Hasan et al., 2019; Ginige et al., 2009; Yumarni et al., 2021).

Mechanisms and Best Practices
Women’s leadership and participation

Evidence from the literature shows that women’s involvement in disaster planning, early warning systems, and
community-based risk management leads to more effective and equitable outcomes (Abdalla et al., 2024;
Yarramsetty & Prasanna, 2024; Ramailis & Sakir, 2024; Lee et al., 2022; Anastasia & Nabilla, 2025; Sartorio
& Davalos, 2025; Roy & Mukherjee, 2024; Amaratunga & Haigh, 2021; Alfarizi et al., 2023).

These studies have shown that active participation of women — alongside men — in planning, leadership, and
response improves preparedness, trust in warnings, and coordinated action, as seen in Vanuatu and Taiwan
(Lee et al., 2022; Webb, 2020; Roy & Mukherjee, 2024). They also reveal that women bring valuable local
knowledge and resource management skills, which, when integrated with scientific approaches, strengthen risk
assessment and response (Lee et al., 2022; Hermans et al., 2022; Pham et al., 2024). Furthermore, gender-
sensitive strategies, including training and leadership opportunities, empower women and foster more
equitable, resilient communities (Roy & Mukherjee, 2024; Yarramsetty & Prasanna, 2024; Webb, 2020; Bali,
2021).

Intersectional and inclusive approaches

It was clear from the studies that addressing the needs of all genders — including sexual and gender minorities —
ensures that no group is left behind and that resilience strategies are truly comprehensive (Neelima & Thomas,
2022; Gaillard et al., 2017; Diab, 2024).

Evidence in these research bodies shows that the participation of all genders brings attention to the unique
vulnerabilities and capacities of different social groups, including those shaped by gender, age, disability, and
socioeconomic status. This leads to more comprehensive risk assessments and tailored interventions (Lee et al.,
2022; Roy & Mukherjee, 2024; Webb, 2020; Carlos, 2025; Mathathu & Seedat-Khan, 2022). Furthermore,
involving women to work with men helps move beyond viewing them solely as victims, instead recognizing
their expertise and leadership potential. This shift challenges institutional and societal biases, promoting more
equitable decision-making (Lee et al., 2022; Roy & Mukherjee, 2024; Bali, 2021; Carlos, 2025).

Moreover, evidence in these studies has shown that besides insights from men, insights from women help
ensure that early warning messages and disaster plans are accessible to marginalized groups, including those
with limited literacy or language barriers, thus broadening the reach and effectiveness of early warning signals
(EWS) (Shah et al., 2022; Mathathu & Seedat-Khan, 2022; Shah et al., 2023; Perera et al., 2020). More so,
women often possess critical local knowledge about hazards and resources. Their inclusion fosters the
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integration of local and scientific knowledge, resulting in more contextually relevant and accepted risk
management strategies (Lee et al., 2022; Baudoin et al., 2016; Hermans et al., 2022).

Capacity building and education

Training education, and empowerment initiatives for women and marginalized groups are key to building
adaptive capacity and resilience (Achmad et al., 2024; Brenner et al., 2024; Tobi et al., 2023; Yumarni et al.,
2021; Rimbawan & Nurhaeni, 2024; Khalid et al., 2021). Evidence from the empirical studies shows that
training equips women with knowledge, skills, and confidence to take on leadership roles in disaster
preparedness, response, and recovery, which strengthens both individual and community resilience (Abdalla et
al., 2024; Mohapatra, 2020; Aryal, 2014; Bali, 2021; Hou & Wu, 2020). These studies also reveal that when
women are trained, disaster management becomes more inclusive, addressing the specific needs and
vulnerabilities of marginalized groups, and ensuring that diverse perspectives inform planning and response
(Abdalla et al., 2024; Ramailis & Sakir, 2024; Roy & Mukherjee, 2024; Brenner et al., 2024; Khadka &
Schuett, 2024).

Moreso, there is sufficient confirmation in these studies that training enables women — alongside the men — to
diversify livelihoods, manage resources, and build social networks, all of which are critical for adaptive
capacity during and after disasters (Ben-Enukora et al., 2025; Azad & Pritchard, 2023; Drolet et al., 2015;
Kusumasari, 2015). These trainings foster community competence, collective problem-solving, and effective
communication, which are essential for resilience and adaptive responses to future risks (Asteria et al., 2020;
Rahmawati & Riskiyah, 2023; Drolet et al., 2015; Kusumasari, 2015).

Barriers and Critiques
Persistent patriarchal norms

Research shows that deeply rooted gender norms and power structures often limit the effectiveness of GRDM,
especially when women’s participation is tokenistic or procedural rather than substantive (Septanaya &
Fortuna, 2023; Oktari et al., 2021; Gaillard et al., 2017; Sartorio & Davalos, 2025; Bradshaw, 2015). In many
contexts, men control access to resources and dominate leadership roles, making it difficult for women to
contribute to disaster preparedness, response, and recovery policies (Azad & Pritchard, 2023; Oktari et al.,
2021; Mardialina et al., 2024; Ruslanjari et al., 2022). As a result, studies have shown that women’s vital roles
in disaster resilience - such as managing household resources, providing care, and supporting community
networks - are often undervalued or rendered invisible due to prevailing gender norms (Azad & Pritchard,
2023; Danielsson & Eriksson, 2020; Moreno & Shaw, 2018).

Research has also shown that disaster management frameworks frequently lack gender-disaggregated data,
overlook women’s specific needs, and fail to integrate gender perspectives, resulting in inadequate support for
women and marginalized groups (Mardialina et al., 2024; Ruslanjari et al., 2022; Oktari et al., 2021;
Bradshaw, 2015). These bodies of research concluded that women are often praised only when conforming to
traditional roles and face criticism or exclusion when taking on leadership or non-traditional tasks,
perpetuating restrictive gender expectations (Danielsson & Eriksson, 2020; Petraroli, 2021; Kotsinas, 2020).

Implementation gaps

Policy implementation gaps are a major barrier to achieving truly gender-responsive disaster management.
While many frameworks and policies acknowledge the importance of gender inclusion, their implementation is
often inconsistent, superficial, or incomplete. Evidence from 4 of the studies shows that many policies
acknowledge gender but lack mechanisms for meaningful inclusion, monitoring, and accountability (Zaidi &
Fordham, 2021; Hasan et al., 2019; Mardialina et al., 2024; Recovery & Headquarters, 2009).

This has been accentuated by several studies that understand that policies may mention gender or women’s
inclusion, but lack concrete mechanisms, resources, or monitoring to ensure meaningful participation and
outcomes. For example, the Sendai Framework highlights women’s vulnerability but falls short in addressing
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root causes and providing actionable strategies for gender equity in disaster risk reduction (DRR) (Zaidi &
Fordham, 2021). Also, even where national policies exist, local disaster management plans often fail to
integrate gender mainstreaming strategies effectively, resulting in absent or weak support for women’s
participation at the community level (Septanaya & Fortuna, 2023; Yunus et al., 2022; Siahaan & Tambunan,
2017; Lee et al., 2022).

Several studies have shown that critical issues such as menstrual hygiene management, gender-based violence,
and access to gender-sensitive infrastructure are frequently overlooked in disaster response and recovery,
leaving women and girls particularly vulnerable (Ejem et al., 2025; Al-Mamun et al., 2025; Achmad et al.,
2024; Venganai & Mupoperi, 2023). There is also evidence of the absence of gender-disaggregated data and
clear indicators that hamper the ability to monitor progress and hold institutions accountable for gender-
responsive actions (Hasan et al., 2019; Yunus et al., 2022; Shrestha, 2023; Lee et al., 2022; Chambers, 2019).

Need for context-specific solutions.

The reviewed bodies of literature confirm that one-size-fits-all approaches are less effective; context-specific
solutions that address the unique social, cultural, and economic realities of each community (Lee et al., 2022;
Gaillard et al., 2017; Maobe, 2021; Tickamyer & Kusujiarti, 2020; Seira & Kurniati, 2020; Forbes-Biggs,
2020). Generic or one-size-fits-all approaches often fail to recognize the diverse needs and capacities of
women and marginalized groups, limiting the effectiveness and inclusivity of disaster risk reduction efforts.

Studies from Afghanistan, Indonesia, Oman, and other regions highlight that gender-based challenges and
vulnerabilities during disasters are deeply shaped by local norms, roles, and socioeconomic conditions.
Solutions must be tailored to these specific contexts to be effective (Mushwani et al., 2025; Achmad et al.,
2024; Abdalla et al., 2024; Ramailis & Sakir, 2024; Lee et al., 2022). Research emphasizes that disaster
management should move beyond a simple man-woman dichotomy and recognize the needs and capacities of
gender minorities and other marginalized groups, which vary significantly across cultures and locations
(Gaillard et al., 2017; Cocina-Diaz et al., 2025). Therefore, evidence from this systematic review concludes
that inclusive planning, gender-sensitive risk assessments, and the active involvement of women in decision-
making are crucial for developing solutions that resonate with local realities and build genuine resilience
(Mushwani et al., 2025; Abdalla et al., 2024; Yarramsetty & Prasanna, 2024; Ramailis & Sakir, 2024; Lee et
al., 2022).

DISCUSSION

The research strongly supports the claim that gender-responsive disaster management improves resilience and
reduces disaster impact, especially when it moves beyond token inclusion to meaningful participation and
empowerment of women and marginalized groups (Abdalla et al., 2024; Mukhopadhyay, 2011; Lee et al.,
2022; Ginige et al., 2009; Enarson et al., 2017; Recovery & Headquarters, 2009; Roy & Mukherjee, 2024;
Bradshaw, 2015; Chineka et al., 2019). High-quality evidence from diverse contexts shows that GRDM leads
to more effective preparedness, response, and recovery, and helps address the root causes of gendered
vulnerability (Abdalla et al., 2024; Yarramsetty & Prasanna, 2024; Brenner et al., 2024; Ramailis & Sakir,
2024; Tobi et al., 2023; Lee et al., 2022; Ginige et al., 2009; Recovery & Headquarters, 2009; Roy &
Mukherjee, 2024; Chisty et al., 2021; Chineka et al., 2019).

However, the quality of implementation varies: some interventions remain superficial, focusing on procedural
gender mainstreaming without challenging underlying power structures or addressing intersectionality
(Septanaya & Fortuna, 2023; Oktari et al., 2021; Gaillard et al., 2017; Sartorio & Davalos, 2025; Bradshaw,
2015). There is also a need for more robust monitoring, evaluation, and context-specific adaptation of GRDM
strategies (Zaidi & Fordham, 2021; Hasan et al., 2019; Mardialina et al., 2024; Recovery & Headquarters,
2009).

The importance of this research lies in its implications for policy and practice. As disasters become more
frequent and severe due to climate change, ensuring that DRR and management strategies are gender-
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responsive is not only a matter of equity but also of effectiveness and sustainability (Erman et al., 2021; Ginige
et al., 2009; Enarson et al., 2017; Recovery & Headquarters, 2009; Bradshaw, 2015).

The evidence base is strong for the benefits of GRDM, but further research is needed on intersectionality, long-
term outcomes, and the experiences of gender minorities (Neelima & Thomas, 2022; Gaillard et al., 2017;
Diab, 2024).

CONCLUSION

The literature provides robust evidence that gender-responsive disaster management and risk communication
improve disaster resilience and reduce impact, especially when it is implemented meaningfully and inclusively.
However, persistent barriers, implementation gaps, and the need for intersectional approaches remain.

This literature review has shown that gender-responsive disaster management is a proven strategy for
improving resilience and reducing disaster impact, but further research and action are needed to address
persistent gaps and ensure truly inclusive and effective disaster risk reduction.

Competing interest
The authors declare that there is no competing interest.
Author contributions

AAE conceived and designed the study; carried out the literature review and wrote the first draft of the report;
NFA re-wrote the report; SVO and ETA rewrote some portions of the work and proofread it.

Funding

This research received no specific grant from any funding agency in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit
sectors.

REFERENCES

1. Abdalla, S., Ramadan, E., & Mamari, W. (2024). Enhancing gender-responsive resilience: The critical
role of women in disaster risk reduction in Oman. Progress in Disaster Science.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pdisas.2024.100376

2. Achmad, Z., Nuryananda, P., Haq, J., Budiwitjaksono, G., & Agustina, Z. (2024). The Importance of
Gender-Based Standard Operating Procedures for Disaster Management in East Java. Jurnal Sosial
Humaniora. https://doi.org/10.12962/;24433527.v1711.19284

3. Alaiyemola, A. O., Akanmode, O., Iwelumor, O., & Ake, M. (2023, April). Re-Appraising Women to
Women Discrimination Towards Attaining Gender Equality. In 2023 International Conference on
Science, Engineering and Business for Sustainable Development Goals (SEB-SDG) (Vol. 1, pp. 1-4).
IEEE.

4. Alfarizi, M., Nada, S., Isti’adatul, F., and Alia, F. (2023). Integrating gender mainstreaming in disaster
risk reduction through providing geospatial information to create community resilience in Muntuk
Village, Bantul Regency. E3S Web of Conferences. https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/202346801004

5. Al-Mamun, M., Kalam, A., Karim, M., Alam, M., & Khan, T. (2025). Menstrual hygiene management in
flood-affected Bangladesh: addressing socio-cultural barriers, infrastructure gaps, and policy responses.
Frontiers in Public Health, 13. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpubh.2025.1538447

6. Amaratunga, D., and Haigh, R. (2021). Yumarni, Tri and Amaratunga, Dilanthi Resource capability for
local government in mainstreaming gender into disaster risk reduction: evidence from Indonesia.

7. Anastasia, A., and Nabilla, F. (2025). Forest fire disasters and ecological crisis: Impacts on women.
ASEAN Natural Disaster Mitigation and Education Journal.
https://doi.org/10.61511/andmej.v2i2.2025.1623

Page 9305 www.rsisinternational.org


http://www.rsisinternational.org/

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH AND INNOVATION IN SOCIAL SCIENCE (IJRISS)
ISSN No. 2454-6186 | DOI: 10.47772/1JRISS | Volume IX Issue X October 2025

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

Aryal, K. (2014). Women's Empowerment in Building Disaster Resilient Communities. Asian Journal of
Women's Studies, 20, 164 - 174. https://doi.org/10.1080/12259276.2014.11666178

Asteria, D., Utari, D., & Utari, A. (2020). Development of women’s capabilities in post-disaster
adaptation for urban resilience. In AIP Conference Proceedings (Vol. 2245, No. 1, p. 020001). AIP
Publishing LLC. https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0006846

Azad, M., & Pritchard, B. (2023). The importance of women's roles in adaptive capacity and resilience to
flooding in rural Bangladesh. International Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction.
https://doi.org/10.1016/}.1jdrr.2023.103660

Bakkensen, L., Fox-Lent, C., Read, L., and Linkov, 1. (2017). Validating Resilience and Vulnerability
Indices in the Context of Natural Disasters. Risk Analysis, 37. https://doi.org/10.1111/risa.12677

Bali, R. (2021). Women as Equal Partners in Disaster Risk Reduction Planning and Management.
RESEARCH REVIEW International Journal of Multidisciplinary.
https://doi.org/10.31305/RRIJM.2021.V06.105.015

Baroy, N., & Wu, J. (2023). Post-disaster recovery and bargaining with patriarchy: A case study from
Macapaya, Philippines. International Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction.
https://doi.org/10.1016/}.1jdrr.2023.103833

Baudoin, M., Henly-Shepard, S., Fernando, N., Sitati, A., & Zommers, Z. (2016). From Top-Down to
“Community-Centric” Approaches to Early Warning Systems: Exploring Pathways to Improve Disaster
Risk Reduction Through Community Participation. International Journal of Disaster Risk Science, 7,
163-174. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13753-016-0085-6

Ben-Enukora, C. A., Okorie, N., Ejem, A. A., & Eze, 1. (2025). Flood Risk Communication, Perception
and Precautionary Behaviours among residents in Flood-prone state in North-Central, Nigeria.
International Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction, 105719. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.1jdrr.2025.105719
Ben-Enukora, C. A., Soroaye, M. P., Ejem, A. A., Asogwa, C. E., Ojih, S. E. & Ezegwu, D. T. (2025).
Correlation between post-pandemic climate change advocacy on TikTok and knowledge, attitude, and
adaptation practices among TikTok wusers in Nigeria. Journalism and Media, 6(1), 36,
https://doi.org/10.3390/journalmedia6010036

Bharwani, N., Hodges, T., Lepadatu, D., & Rodriguez, D. (2024). ‘Just leader? No, lideresa!’
Experiences of female leaders working in climate change disaster risk reduction and environmental
sustainability in the global south. Environmental Research: Climate, 3. https://doi.org/10.1088/2752-
5295/ad6a7a

Bonanno, G., Chen, S., Bagrodia, R., and Galatzer-Levy, I. (2023). Resilience and Disaster: Flexible
Adaptation in the Face of Uncertain Threat. Annual review of psychology.
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-psych-011123-024224

Bradshaw, S. (2015). Engendering development and disasters. Disasters, 39 Suppl 1, S54-75.
https://doi.org/10.1111/disa.12111

Brenner, R., Arias, C., and Schmitt, A. (2024). Gender inclusive planning for disasters: Strategic
planning to build adaptive capacity and resilience. Journal of emergency management, 23 2, 201-210.
https://doi.org/10.5055/;em.0895

Chambers, S. (2019). Gender and Environmental Governance for Disaster Risk Reduction in Jamaica.
Strengthening Disaster Resilience in Small States. https://doi.org/10.14217/288565a8-en

Chineka, J., Musyoki, A., Kori, E., and Chikoore, H. (2019). Gender mainstreaming: A lasting solution
to disaster risk reduction. Jamba : Journal of Disaster Risk  Studies, 11.
https://doi.org/10.4102/jamba.v11i3.723

Chisty, M., Rahman, M., Khan, N., and Dola, S. (2021). Assessing Community Disaster Resilience in
Flood-Prone Areas of Bangladesh: From a Gender Lens. Water. https://doi.org/10.3390/w14010040
Danielsson, E., & Eriksson, K. (2020). Women's invisible work in disaster contexts: Gender norms in
speech on women's work after a forest fire in Sweden.. Disasters. https://doi.org/10.1111/disa.12464
Demiroz, F., and Haase, T. (2019). The concept of resilience: a bibliometric analysis of the emergency
and disaster management literature. Local Government Studies, 45, 308 - 327.
https://doi.org/10.1080/03003930.2018.1541796

Diab, J. (2024). A Beirut blast: how inclusive disaster management for refugees and hosts reassembled a
community in a disintegrated city. Gender and Development, 32, 799 -  820.
https://doi.org/10.1080/13552074.2024.2424631

Page 9306

www.rsisinternational.org


http://www.rsisinternational.org/

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH AND INNOVATION IN SOCIAL SCIENCE (IJRISS)
ISSN No. 2454-6186 | DOI: 10.47772/1JRISS | Volume IX Issue X October 2025

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

Drolet, J., Dominelli, L., Alston, M., Ersing, R., Mathbor, G., & Wu, H. (2015). Women rebuilding lives
post-disaster: innovative community practices for building resilience and promoting sustainable
development. Gender & Development, 23, 433 - 448. https://doi.org/10.1080/13552074.2015.1096040
Ejem, A. A. and Ben-Enukora, C. A. (2025). Gendered impacts of 2022 floods on livelihoods and health
vulnerability of rural communities in select Southern states in Nigeria. Discover Social Science and
Health. 5, 67. https://doi.org/10.1007/s44155-025- 00211-7

Ejem, A. A., Ben-Enukora, C., Okeke, S. V., & Nwokeocha, I. M. (2023). Social amplification and
attenuation of flood risk perception by broadcast media risk messages during the 2022 floods in selected
Southern states in Nigeria. Journal of Integrated Disaster Risk Management, 13(1), 100-126,
https://doi.org/10.5595/001¢.91059 [Indexed in SCOPUS]

Ekasari, A., Agustina, 1., Aji, R., Rachmiatie, A., Gayatri, E., Sabil, R., & Sayidina, S. (2022). Women’s
Strategy for Disaster Resilient Village. Advances in Social Science, Education and Humanities Research.
https://doi.org/10.2991/assehr.k.220407.088

El Seira, R. M., & Kurniati, E. (2020, August). Gender in Disaster Mitigation. In International
Conference on Early Childhood Education and Parenting 2019 (ECEP 2019) (pp. 209-214). Atlantis
Press. https://doi.org/10.2991/assehr.k.200808.04 1

Elwood, A. (2009). Using the disaster crunch/release model in building organisational resilience. Journal
of Business Continuity and Emergency Planning. https://doi.org/10.69554/0epy7793

Enarson, E., Fothergill, A., & Peek, L. (2017). Gender and disaster: Foundations and new directions for
research and practice. Handbook of disaster research, 205-223. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-63254-
4 11

Erman, A., De Vries Robbe, S., Thies, S., Kabir, K., and Maruo, M. (2021). Gender Dimensions of
Disaster Risk and Resilience. World Bank Other Operational Studies, The World Bank.
https://doi.org/10.1596/35202

Forbes-Biggs, K. (2020). Applying a Gender Lens to Reduce Disaster Risk in Southern Africa: The Role
of Men’s Organisations. In How Gender Can Transform the Social Sciences: Innovation and Impact.
Cham: Springer International Publishing, pp. 169-176. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-43236-2 17
Gaillard, J., Sanz, K., Balgos, B., Dalisay, S., Gorman-Murray, A., Smith, F., and Toelupe, V. (2017).
Beyond men and women: a critical perspective on gender and disaster.. Disasters, 41 3, 429-447.
https://doi.org/10.1111/disa.12209

Gaisie, E., Adu-Gyamfi, A., and Owusu-Ansah, J. (2021). Gender and household resilience to flooding
in informal settlements in Accra, Ghana. Journal of Environmental Planning and Management, 65, 1390
- 1413. https://doi.org/10.1080/09640568.2021.1930522

Ginige, K., Amaratunga, D., & Haigh, R. (2009). Mainstreaming gender in disaster reduction: why and
how? Disaster Prevention and Management, 18, 23-34. https://doi.org/10.1108/09653560910938510
Graveline, M., and Germain, D. (2022). Disaster Risk Resilience: Conceptual Evolution, Key Issues, and
Opportunities.  International  Journal of Disaster Risk Science, 13, 330 - 341.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13753-022-00419-0

Gul, S., Khan, N., Nisar, S., Ali, Z., and Ullah, U. (2024). Impact of Climate Change-Induced Flood on
Women’s Life: A Case Study of 2022 Flood in District Nowshera, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Pakistan.
Journal of Asian Development Studies. https://doi.org/10.62345/jads.2024.13.2.117

Hartono, Y. (2021). Gender-Based Sustainable Disaster Response Education to Anticipate the Problem
of Women’s Vulnerability. Sumatra Journal of Disaster, Geography and Geography Education.
https://doi.org/10.24036/sjdgge.v511.373

Hasan, M., Nasreen, M., & Chowdhury, M. (2019). Gender-inclusive disaster management policy in
Bangladesh: A content analysis of national and international regulatory frameworks. International journal
of disaster risk reduction, 41, 101324. https://doi.org/10.1016/}.1jdrr.2019.101324

Hermans, T., Trogrli¢, R., Van Den Homberg, M., Bailon, H., Sarku, R., & Mosurska, A. (2022).
Exploring the integration of local and scientific knowledge in early warning systems for disaster risk
reduction: a review. Natural Hazards, 114, 1125 - 1152. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-022-05468-8
Hou, C., & Wu, H. (2020). Rescuer, decision maker, and breadwinner: Women’s predominant leadership
across the post-Wenchuan earthquake efforts in rural areas, Sichuan, China. Safety Science, 125,
104623. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ss¢1.2020.104623

Page 9307

www.rsisinternational.org


http://www.rsisinternational.org/

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH AND INNOVATION IN SOCIAL SCIENCE (IJRISS)
ISSN No. 2454-6186 | DOI: 10.47772/1JRISS | Volume IX Issue X October 2025

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

Imaduddin, R., & Syapitri, R. (2022). Localization in Humanitarian Response: Strengthening Local
Communities Capacity Through Women's Leadership in Disaster Risk Reduction (Case Study: Central
Sulawesi and Banten Province). Jurnal SUARGA: Studi Keberagamaan dan Keberagaman.
https://doi.org/10.24090/suarga.v1i1.6570

Kadir, S. (2021). Viewing disaster resilience through gender sensitive lens: A composite indicator-based
assessment. International Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction. https://doi.org/10.1016/].1ijdrr.2021.102398
Keating, A., and Hanger-Kopp, S. (2020). Practitioner perspectives of disaster resilience in international
development. International Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2019.101355

Khadka, A., & Schuett, M. (2024). Exploring Women's Empowerment and Adaptive Capacity in
Chepang Communities of Chitwan, Nepal. Environmental Development.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envdev.2024.101070

Khalid, Z., Meng, X., & Khalid, A. (2021). A Qualitative Insight into Gendered Vulnerabilities: A Case
Study  of  the Shishper =~ GLOF in  Hunza  Valley, Pakistan. Sustainability.
https://doi.org/10.3390/sul3168798

Khan, M., Anwar, S., Sarkodie, S., Yaseen, M., Nadeem, A., and Ali, Q. (2022). Comprehensive disaster
resilience index: Pathway towards risk-informed sustainable development. Journal of Cleaner
Production. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2022.132937

Khatri, J., Tippett, V., & Durham, J. (2023). The Role of Self-help Women’s Groups in Disaster Risk
Reduction and Community Resilience in Nepal. Prehospital and Disaster Medicine, 38, s71 - s72.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1049023X23002121

Kotsinas, M. (2020). Climate (In)justice. Politikon: The IAPSS Journal of Political Science.
https://doi.org/10.22151/politikon.47.1

Kusumasari, B. (2015). Women Adaptive Capacity in Post Disaster Recovery in Indonesia. Asian Social
Science, 11, 281. https://doi.org/10.5539/ASS.V11N12P281

Lee, C., Huang, K., Kuo, S., Lin, Y., Ke, K., Pan, T., Tai, L., Cheng, C., Shih, Y., Lai, H., and Ke, B.
(2022). Gender matters: The role of women in community-based disaster risk management in Taiwan.
International Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction. https://doi.org/10.1016/5.1jdrr.2022.103046

Maobe, A. and Atela, J. (2021). Gender Intersectionality and Disaster Risk Reduction - Context
Analysis. Tomorrow’s Cities Working Paper 006. https://doi.org/10.7488/ERA/1003

Mardialina, M., Anam, S., Karjaya, L., Hidayat, A., and Lestari, B. (2024). The ASEAN Coordinating
Centre for Humanitarian Assistance on Disaster Management (AHA Centre): Examining Gender-Based
Approach in the 2018 Lombok Earthquake. JAS (Journal of ASEAN Studies).
https://doi.org/10.21512/jas.v1212.11367

Mathathu, T., & Seedat-Khan, M. (2022). Leaving No one Behind Mainstreaming Gender in Flood Early
Warning Systems. Alternation Interdisciplinary Journal for the Study of the Arts and Humanities in
Southern Africa. https://doi.org/10.29086/2519-5476/2022/v29n2al2

Mayer, B. (2019). A Review of the Literature on Community Resilience and Disaster Recovery. Current
Environmental Health Reports, 6, 167 - 173. https://doi.org/10.1007/s40572-019-00239-3

Mohapatra, D. (2020). Capacity Building for Women in Disaster Management: Lessons from Super
Cyclone, Odisha. International journal of scientific and research publications, 10, 216-219.
https://doi.org/10.29322/ijsrp.10.10.2020.p10632

Moreno, J., & Shaw, D. (2018). Women’s empowerment following disaster: a longitudinal study of
social change. Natural Hazards, 92, 205-224. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-018-3204-4
Mukhopadhyay, S. (2011). Women, gender, and disaster: global issues and initiatives. Journal of
Resources, Energy and Development, 8, 59 - 60. https://doi.org/10.3233/RED-120082

Mulyasari, F., & Shaw, R. (2013). Role of women as risk communicators to enhance disaster resilience
of Bandung, Indonesia. Natural Hazards, 69, 2137-2160. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-013-0798-4
Mushwani, H., Arabzai, A., Safi, L., Chaiya, C., & Sahak, K. (2025). Evaluation of gender-based
challenges during natural disasters in the central region of Afghanistan; A case study of Parwan
Province. World Development Perspectives. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.wdp.2024.100646

Neelima, S., and Thomas, S. (2022). Improvised Gender Sensitive Disaster Impact Factor for
Reinforcing Disaster Resilience Network. SSRN Electronic Journal.
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4153773

Page 9308

www.rsisinternational.org


http://www.rsisinternational.org/

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH AND INNOVATION IN SOCIAL SCIENCE (IJRISS)
ISSN No. 2454-6186 | DOI: 10.47772/1JRISS | Volume IX Issue X October 2025

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.
83.

84.

Nongmaithem, J. (2024). Gendered Vulnerabilities in Disaster Responses: A Case Study of Majuli
Island, Assam. Indian Journal of Social Science and Literature.
https://doi.org/10.54105/ijssl.c1117.03030324

Nongmaithem, J. (2024). Gendered Vulnerabilities in Disaster Responses: A Case Study of Majuli
Island, Assam. Indian Journal of Social Science and Literature.
https://doi.org/10.54105/ijssl.c1117.03030324

Oktari, R., Kamaruzzaman, S., Syam, F., Sofia, S., and Sari, D. (2021). Gender mainstreaming in a
Disaster-Resilient Village Programme in Aceh Province, Indonesia: Towards disaster preparedness
enhancement via an equal opportunity policy. International journal of disaster risk reduction, 52, 101974.
https://doi.org/10.1016/}.1jdrr.2020.101974

Olonade, O. Y., Oyibode, B. O., Idowu, B. O., George, T. O., Iwelumor, O. S., Ozoya, M. 1, ... &
Adetunde, C. O. (2021). Understanding gender issues in Nigeria: the imperative for sustainable
development. Heliyon, 7(7).

Owoeye, G. (2021). Women’s engagement in participatory politics of Kogi State, Nigeria. African
Identities, 21(3), 590—602. https://doi.org/10.1080/14725843.2021.1952853

Parker, D. (2020). Disaster resilience — a challenged science. Environmental Hazards, 19, 1 - 9.
https://doi.org/10.1080/17477891.2019.1694857

Perera, D., Agnihotri, J., Seidou, O., & Djalante, R. (2020). Identifying societal challenges in flood early
warning  systems. International  journal of disaster risk reduction, 51, 101794.
https://doi.org/10.1016/}.1jdrr.2020.101794

Petraroli, 1. (2021). To be a woman in Japan: Disaster vulnerabilities and gendered discourses in disaster
preparedness in Japan. International Journal of  Disaster Risk Reduction.
https://doi.org/10.1016/}.1jdrr.2021.102767

Pham, T., Thieken, A., & Bubeck, P. (2024). Community-based early warning systems in a changing
climate: an empirical evaluation from coastal central Vietnam. Climate and Development, 16, 673 - 684.
https://doi.org/10.1080/17565529.2024.2307398

Rahmawati, I., & Riskiyah, F. (2023). Exploring the Invisibility of Women’s Resilience in Facing
Anthropogenic Disasters. International Journal of Social Science Research and Review.
https://doi.org/10.47814/ijssrr.v611.859

Ramailis, N., & Sakir, S. (2024). Increasing Women's Resilience to Disasters: An Analysis of Gender
Mainstreaming in Natural Disaster Management in Bantul, Indonesia. JISPO Jurnal Ilmu Sosial dan IImu
Politik. https://doi.org/10.15575/jispo.v1312.29003

Rimbawan, I., and Nurhaeni, A. (2024). Gender Equality, Disability and Social Inclusion Approach to
Disaster Management Policy: The Case of the Bali Disaster Response Authority. JISPO Jurnal [lmu
Sosial dan Ilmu Politik. https://doi.org/10.15575/jispo.v1312.28396

Roy, D., and Mukherjee, M. (2024). Challenges and Opportunities for Women in Disaster Risk
Management. IDRiM Journal. https://doi.org/10.5595/001¢.123771

Ruslanjari, D., Apryana, H., Nugraheni, K., & Ashar, J. (2022). Gender-Based Government Program for
Tsunami Survivors in Tourism Sector (Case Study: Pandeglang Regency, Banten Province, Indonesia).
Disaster Advances. https://doi.org/10.25303/1504da013020

Saha, C. (2014). Dynamics of disaster-induced risk in southwestern coastal Bangladesh: an analysis on
tropical Cyclone Aila 2009. Natural Hazards, 75, 727-754. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-014-1343-9
Sartorio, J., and Davalos, G. (2025). Gendered Participation in Resilience Building: Situating the Role of
Women Leaders in Disaster-prone Communities. Journal of Health Research and Society.
https://doi.org/10.34002/jhrs.v312.106

Septanaya, 1., & Fortuna, S. (2023). Gender mainstreaming efforts in disaster management plans: Case
study West Nusa Tenggara province, Indonesia. International Journal of Disaster Risk Reduction.
https://doi.org/10.1016/}.1jdrr.2023.103576

Septanaya, I., and Fortuna, S. (2023). Gender mainstreaming efforts in disaster management

Shah, A., Ullah, A., Khan, N., Khan, A., Tariq, M., & Xu, C. (2023). Community social barriers to non-
technical aspects of flood early warning systems and NGO-led interventions: The case of Pakistan. The
case of Pakistan. Frontiers in Earth Science, 11, 1068721. https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2023.1068721
Shah, A., Ullah, A., Khan, N., Pal, 1., Alotaibi, B., & Traore, A. (2022). Gender Perspective of Flood
Early Warning Systems: People-Centered Approach. Water. https://doi.org/10.3390/w14142261

Page 9309

www.rsisinternational.org


http://www.rsisinternational.org/

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH AND INNOVATION IN SOCIAL SCIENCE (IJRISS)
ISSN No. 2454-6186 | DOI: 10.47772/1JRISS | Volume IX Issue X October 2025

85.

86.

87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

Sharan, A., & Gaillard, J. (2025). Re-Gendering the Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction:
Experiences of Gender Diverse Groups from India and the Philippines. International Journal of Disaster
Risk Science. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13753-024-00612-3

Shrestha, N. (2023). Pro-Poor and Gender Responsive Disaster Financing System in Nepal: A Case
Study of  Dhangadhi Sub-Metropolitan City. Journal of Social Protection.
https://doi.org/10.3126/jsp.v3i01.56800

Siahaan, A., & Tambunan, F. (2017). Integrating Gender into Disaster Management in Indonesia. Inlst
International Conference on Social and Political Development (ICOSOP 2016)(pp. 495-504). Atlantis
Press. https://doi.org/10.2991/icosop-16.2017.67

Smyth, 1., and Hai, V. (2012). The Disaster Crunch Model: Guidelines for a Gendered Approach.
Tickamyer, A., and Kusujiarti, S. (2020). Riskscapes of gender, disaster and climate change in Indonesia.
Cambridge Journal of Regions, Economy and Society, 13, 233-251. https://doi.org/10.1093/cjres/rsaa006
Tobi, S., Razak, K., Siow, Y., Ramlee, L., and Aris, N. (2023). Empowering women for disaster risk
reduction: a case study of geologically based disaster at Yan, Kedah, Malaysia. IOP Conference Series:
Earth and Environmental Science, 1144. https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/1144/1/012013

Venganai, H., & Mupoperi, F. (2023). A gendered analysis of Cyclone Idai disaster interventions in
Chimanimani  district, Zimbabwe. Development Southern  Africa, 40, 867 -  880.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0376835X.2022.2163225

Webb, J. (2020). What difference does disaster risk reduction make? Insights from Vanuatu and tropical
cyclone Pam. Regional Environmental Change, 20, 1-13. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-020-01584-y
Yadav, P., Saville, N., Arjyal, A., Baral, S., Kostkova, P., & Fordham, M. (2021). A feminist vision for
transformative change to disaster risk reduction policies and practices. International Journal of Disaster
Risk Reduction. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.1IJ]DRR.2020.102026

Yarramsetty, R., & Prasanna, B. (2024). Beyond Shelters: A Gendered Approach to Disaster
Preparedness and Resilience in Urban Centers. International Journal of Innovative Science and Research
Technology (IJISRT). https://doi.org/10.38124/ijisrt/ijisrt24apr538

Yumarni, T., Sulistiani, L., Idanati, R., & Gunarto, G. (2021). Gender Equality and Social Inclusion
(GESI) for Strengthening Disaster Resilient Village. Journal of Public Administration Studies.
https://doi.org/10.21776/UB.JPAS.2021.006.01.2

Yunus, M., Tenri, A., & Thaba, A. (2022). Evaluation of Gender Variables in Disaster Management
Systems in Indonesia. Environment and Ecology Research. httpsss://doi.org/10.13189/eer.2022.100505
Zaidi, R., & Fordham, M. (2021). The missing half of the Sendai framework: Gender and women in the
implementation of global disaster risk reduction policy. Progress in Disaster Science.
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.PDISAS.2021.100170

Zobel, C. (2011). Representing perceived tradeoffs in defining disaster resilience. Decision support
systems, 50, 394-403. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dss.2010.10.001

Zobel, C., and Khansa, L. (2014). Characterizing multi-event disaster resilience. Computers &
Operations Research, 42, 83-94. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cor.2011.09.024s

Page 9310

www.rsisinternational.org


http://www.rsisinternational.org/

