SM7 EFE

J-50

HAKFIETFER

FiiFESTIRE

2EDZKEES T—(CHITSHAEFAOTRIEE

Understanding the Current Status of Daily Use at Tsunami Evacuation Towers Nationwide
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Abstract : The purpose of this study is to clarify the architectural forms, usage patterns, and characteristics of tsunami evacuation towers

nationwide. The survey first identified the locations of tsunami evacuation towers, then examined their daily usage. The results show

that tsunami evacuation towers are predominantly located along the Nankai Trough, with 117 towers confirmed in Kochi Prefecture

and 90 in Shizuoka Prefecture. Additionally, 40 towers were identified as having dual-purpose functions with daily use, of which 20

were primarily used for observation. However, outside the prefectures along the Nankai Trough, only 47 towers were designated for

this purpose. Furthermore, 29 prefectures nationwide were found to have no tsunami evacuation towers installed.
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Figurel.  Location Status of Tsunami Evacuation Towers
Table2.  Number of Buildings and Types
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Figure2.  Combination-type usage trends
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