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4.2 Vulnerability and Exposure of Transportation Infrastructure
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2 Research Objectives o Land Subsidence |

= Address the critical research gap by synthesizing and structuring the rapidly expanding but
fragmented field of coastal flooding impacts on transportation.
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Figure 3. Overview of the Study

4.3 Impacts of Coastal Flooding on Transportation Systems
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= Coastal flood risk is shifting from isolated incidents to "compound events" driven by synergistic oceanic, atmospheric, and
hydrological interactions. \
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Current planning relies predominantly on fixed climate
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" High-tide flooding is projected to occur nearly daily along the U.S. East Coast by the 2060s.
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