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Development in disaster risk management literature starts to acknowledge the connections between
natural hazards, disaster, and the impact of hazard interconnections.
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In 2021, a devastating compounding event between Hurricane Elsa and
La Soufriere eruption occurred in Saint Vincent.

Small-island Developing States (SIDS) are susceptible to a broad range of risks coupled with a constrained capacity to manage them effectively. The Caribbean is | Saint Vincent is the main
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Since the multi-risk scenario for the scenario simulation is still on-going, comparison with the 2021 event cannot be
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