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Introduction

Creating Resillence Metrics

With the rising threat of climate change and cascading impacts We created metrics to quantify characteristics of a resilient Prepare Absorb Recover Adapt
from infrastructure failure, there is a growing need to strengthen system using the resilience domains in the RM. The metrics focus -
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The Resilience Matrix (RM) ! defines the phases of resilience as cystem Vulncrability oo, conaition. oy ?ften seen in resilience analysis. Beca.u:se .the .tradltlonal focus of
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The interview responses from tie system managers varied and the
differences help illuminate our understanding of how they perceive

Conclusion

Continued application of the resilience metrics for drinking water
systems will strengthen the knowledge of our communities’
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