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Impact on infrastructure can be assessed

kusing higher-resolution modelling
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*modelling in areas with large catchment areas and
steep slopes. Results may look different for urban
areas with low terrain gradients.

these structures can have a significant impact on

flow paths and flood vulnerability in urban areas
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The objective I1s to assess the Iimpact of spatial
resolution on modelling results and derive the potential
vulnerabllity of urban infrastructures to flash floods.
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