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Time-table of kev activities, outputs/deliverables, and outcomes

PHASE 1: Identify Trends, Drivers & Trigger Points

Qualitative Data Collection
and Analysis

Determination of consistent
Biophysical Models and Scenario Inputs

Validate Trends, Drivers
and Trigger Points with SAG

PHASE 2: Mcdel Researcher Projections along
with Stakeholder Desirad Outcomes

| J
Telecoupling W/ iterative feedback loops
from adjacent systems

Couple scenarios vna Multicriteria assessment
and feedback loops via stakeholders
I

PHASE 3: Draft, Revise and Evaluate Scenarios

Draft Scenarios with Bayesian Belief Network
tools from SES Survey instrument outputs

SCENARIOS SCENARIOS SCENARIOS
SUITE v.3 and

SUITE vA1 SUITE v.2 ranstorabiu Framwworn

Summer Fall Spring Spring Summer
2021 2021 2022 2022 2022 2023 2023

[IMELINE e OEM3 5
. T EPSCOR " C m m\lm lnumum\ nl Unlversl
Rty ofidaho lhesue




In interviews, research participants were asked about
their perceptions of the components of the Redband
Trout ecosystem, including how the components of the
system were connected and how certain the experts
were about the connections between the components.

Start to End Quantifier Confidence
Somewhat
Insect Life to Red band trout 1 Confident
Somewhat
Healthy Riparian Habitat to /Insect Life 0.78 |Confident
Somewhat
Healthy Riparian Habitat to Spawning Habitat 1  Confident
Somewhat
Healthy Riparian Habitat to fine sediment 1 |Confident
Somewhat L — ) T p—
Healthy Riparian Habitat to Cool water 0.56/ Confident = e T8 jg;= ] !_ g /
Somewhat el i maw
Healthy Riparian Habitat to Red band trout 1 Confident \ ‘__ o aeton ’W‘E]]
Healthy Riparian Somewhat N ﬁ;,” L4 P No__487
Beaver Dams to Habitat 1  Confident T
Healthy Riparian Somewhat ol .
Grazing to Habitat -0.86  Confident 02
Healthy Riparian Somewhat
Roads next to Creeks to Habitat -0.82  Confident
Healthy Riparian Somewhat . .
Harvest Logging to Habitat -0.56  Confident The |eve| Of unce rtalnty/Ce rta|nty

participants said was used in the BBN
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Scenario 2

BBN runs were used to inform a ‘scenario
crosswalk’  used to parameterize scenarios
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 Wngation Dasmemang
Yes 745
No 25

* We are currently recalibrating
our BBN models for a scenario-
based BBN runs.

* This final run will be used to
create other geospatial scenarios
through Terrset.

SCENARIO CALIBRATION



Lastly, we intend
to rerun our last
iteration of BBNs to
inform final
scenarios.

ek
Scenario 1 - Consérvation

TAKEAWAYS

Scenario 2 - No Action

1) Convergent research 2) The research developed a
methodologies were used tdramework to utilize

inform qualitative and effective means for coupling
quantitative means to Interview Data, BBNs, and
inform scenarios Geospatial Data
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