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based on the components given in Fig. 1. higher probabilities.

This framework is applied to the Dutch river and dike i
system below. Various sensitivity analyses are |

conducted on the inputs and the results are shown on
the right.

The results are based on the expected annual damage
(EAD) for different scenarios and probabillities, with the
total EAD also provided.
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The framework In general gives a clear indication of
the relationships between system behaviour
components, and allows for uncertainty, sensitivity and

scenario analyses.

overall risk.
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