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Flood risk — a combination of tidal-regime, PHYSICAL DIFFERENCES

extreme values, and sea level rise Projected Sea Level Changes
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METHODOLOGICAL DIFFERENCES
Extreme Value Analyses and return water levels used
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What about the more rare extremes? Are methodological differences important? Conclusion
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An alternative method to assess rare extremes is to include evidence
of historic events. See also poster 45 today by Madsen et al.
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