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Comparison of Evacuation Strategies and Trade-offs Between Shelter Utilization and Evacuation Time.
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Key Implications for Emergency Planning

* Growing need for robust evacuation strategies due to increasing disaster
frequency
Necessity for scalable solutions to handle large-scale evacuations
Critical importance of protecting vulnerable populations
Need for cost-effective and efficient evacuation planning methods
Importance of region-specific adaptation strategies
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assist with decision-making in a timely manner.
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