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Introduction Results Results
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o QUANTITATIVE COMPARISON: A 4 station case study analysis is utilized to Fig. 3a Percent of total days* showing agreement between metrics Each plot shows the hourly min., average, and max. values for each heat metric, as well as

explore how each of heat metrics performs on a set of case study days. Data from the the threshold limits for each flag threat level. The rigidity of current thresholds limits the
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e |ocalized studies may be useful

¢ All 3 metrics have different variables, thresholds, labels, color schemes, etc. For the "Agree” means to label the same flag level.
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purposes of analysis: | created 1 unified system of levels to compare how each WBGT + HI agree about 53% of all days In Raleigh: WBGT tends to _Sh(?W higher risk, HeatRisk tends more moderate
metrics performs against one another - HI + HR agree about 40% of all days o Agreeance across the metrics is not strong
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Unified Levels | Heat Index (HI)® WBGT® HeatRisk (HR)" About 17% of the time, WBGT and HR ¢ Farher engagement will be essential 1o operationallzation
0 B Low Threat Little to No Risk completely disagree by 2 or more threat levels o Messaging across metrics needs to be consistent and clear
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