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Overview Report of the Business Survey on the 2024 Noto Peninsula Earthquake
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Synopsis

The Disaster Risk Finance Research Division at the Disaster Prevention Research

Institute, Kyoto University, conducted a questionnaire survey targeting businesses

impacted by the 2024 Noto Peninsula Earthquake. Business damage mirrored preceding

reports, including regional disparities, a high proportion of wooden and older structures,

and prolonged lifeline disruptions. The most severe economic damage was due to sales

loss, although insurance coverage for sales loss was uncommon. In terms of recovery,

over 80% of businesses resumed operations, but full recovery was slow and varied.

Property insurance was a common proactive measure and financing method alongside

cash reserves. Moving forward, statistical analysis will clarify the impact of risk finance

and other measures, as well as business attributes, on the recovery process. We will also

conduct a follow-up questionnaire survey in 2026 to monitor the recovery process.
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Table 1 Outline of Business Survey on the 2024 Noto Peninsula Earthquake

Survey Period January - April 2025

Implementing Organization

Disaster Prevention Research Institute, Kyoto University

Business in Suzu City, Wajima City, Nanao City, Hakui City, Noto Town, Anamizu Town, Nakanoto

Participants

Chambers/Societies of Commerce.
Method Postal survey
Distribution Approximately 7,000 units

Collection (Response Rate) 1,072 units (approximately 15%)

Main Survey Items

Table 2 Characteristics of Sample

Town, Shiga Town, Hodatsushimizu Town, and Himi City, Toyama Prefecture, including members of

Recovery status of sales/operations, pre-disaster preparedness , financing situation after the disaster,
effects of the heavy rain in Okunoto, etc.

Attribute Distribution NA rate

Capital size Under 5 million yen: 52.7%, Under 10 million yen: 70.4% 6.1%
Industry Manufacture: 21.9% Non-manufacture: 84.7% (including duplication) 1.4%
Office type Headquarter: 35.0% Branch: 3.9% Single-site: 61.1% 3.3%
Number of regular employees in office Min: 0 IstQu.:1 Median:2 Mean: 7.8 3rd Qu.:6 Max: 633 30.3%
Sales before eq(10k yen) Min: 1 Ist Qu.: 865 Median: 2,500 Mean: 146,000 3rd Qu.: 8000 Max: 100,000,000 19.0%

(Note) Excluded NA samples when calculating distribution.
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Fig. 10 Financing methods for recovery cost
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