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Introduction and Motivation
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Methods and Definition

fie 59 &= T 45 8L
VEI, Vulnerable
Exposure Index
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Data Processing and Modeling
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Logistic Regression
Random Forest
Gradient Boost
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Results and Discussion

Taiwan Vulnerable Exposure Index (VEI) Analysis

Taiwan Counties: Vulnerable Exposure Index (VEI)
Broad Definition (Moderate-High Risk x Moderate-High Vulnerability)
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Conclusion and Future Work
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