B (2] o]
o o o

PTVA3 tsunami index [%]

n
o

5.52

95.28

140 -

- -
D <] o n
o o o o

PTVAS tsunami index [%]
ey
o

953

66% percentile

33% percentile

95.32

95.34

Longitude [°]

p 33%

p 66%

p: percentile

p 66%

p 66%

n
o

p 33%

5.6

5.59

5.58

Latitude []
o o o
o o o
a (=] ~

o
g

5.53

552"
95.28

60 80 100 120

INSPIRE index [%]

Multi-hazard index

953

95.32 95.36
Longitude [°]

95.34

140

100 -

@
o

(o2}
o
T

66% percentile
40 -

PTVA4 tsunami index [%]

ko
20 - P

5.6

‘PTVA4 tsunami index

5.59

Latitude [°]
& 8§ T 8
®

2
.

o
o0
@

95.34

95.32
Longitude [°]

140
p: percentile

120 -

p33% p66%

—_
o
o

p 66%

o
o

p 66%

o
S
o
w0
@
X

0)

o9
ombe

.

.
.

Tsunami PTVA index [%]
'
o

. p 33%

n
o
!
®o 07

3 op
- L)

C eme @ e
'

0 L L L
0 20 40 60 80

INSPIRE index [%]

140

100

120

56
Multi-hazard index
5.59

5.58

Latitude []
o o
& 9
L ]

o
o
a

5.54

553 & il
o 3 Nid 1 “‘_ 7

95.32 9536
Longitude [°]

552" S
95.28 95.3 95.34

Fig. 1: comparison of the prioritisation based on the PTVA3 and PTV A4 indices.



