Dependency of U.S. Hurricane Economic Loss on Maximum Wind Speed and Storm Size
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Motivation
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suggests that the loss of Sandy would be about 21 times
smaller 1f 1ts size were of the average storm size, given
the maximum wind speed unchanged.

from the Extended Best * The best fit bi-variate regression model based on the
historical data provides a basis for developing more
comprehensive hurricane loss models.
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W is the weighting function, set y-intercept to zero in tri-variate regressions to Large size plays a predominant role in the
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