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Supplementary Figure 1 Impact estimation for house loss in Tasmania case study landscape. Each 

panel shows the distribution of house loss at different treatment rates within a given fire weather 

category. Each category includes FFDI values driven primarily by temperature, wind speed and wind 

direction change. For all boxplots, lower and upper whiskers span the 95% interval, lower and upper 

hinges show first and third quartile, central line shows median and notch shows 95% confidence 

interval of median.  
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Supplementary Figure 2. As for Supp Fig 1, but for life loss. 
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Supplementary Figure 3. As for Supp Fig 1, but for length of powerline damaged. 
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Supplementary Figure 4. As for Supp Fig 1, but for length of road damaged. 
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Supplementary Figure 5. As for Supp Fig 1, but for area burnt below minimum tolerable fire interval 

(TFI). 
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Supplementary Figure 6. Impact estimation for house loss in ACT case study landscape. Each panel 

shows the distribution of house loss at different treatment rates within a given fire weather 

category. Each category includes FFDI values driven primarily by temperature, wind speed and wind 

direction change. For all boxplots, lower and upper whiskers span the 95% interval, lower and upper 

hinges show first and third quartile, central line shows median and notch shows 95% confidence 

interval of median. 
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Supplementary Figure 7. As for Supp Fig 6, but for life loss. 
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Supplementary Figure 8. As for Supp Fig 6, but for length of powerline damaged. 
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Supplementary Figure 9. As for Supp Fig 6, but for length of road damaged. 
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Supplementary Figure 10. As for Supp Fig 6, but for area burnt below minimum tolerable fire interval 

(TFI). 
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