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Table 2: Sensitivity analysis of the Marginal Water Value (MWYV) over the Benefit/Cost ratio of the
three different climatic scenarios, with and without forest management and under wildfire duration
of 0.5, 1, 1.5 and 2 days. x indicates significant differences (p<0.05) between the three climatic
scenarios of the Managed and Unmanaged situations.

MWV (€ m?) | Climatic scenario Water + Biomass + Fire
Unmanaged Managed

05d. | 1d. | 15d |2d. |05d | 1d. | 1.5d. 2 d.
1 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.2* | 0.2* 0.1* | 0.03"
0.00 2 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.2" | 0.1" 0.1* | 0.03"
3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2* | 0.1" 0.1* | 0.03"
1 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.4~ 0.3 0.1 0.1*
0.03 2 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.3" 0.2 0.1% 0.1%
3 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.4" 0.2 0.1% 0.1%
1 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.6" 0.5 0.2* 0.1%
0.06 2 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.4" 0.3 0.1% 0.1%
3 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.6" 0.3 0.2* 0.1
1 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.6™ 0.5 0.2* 0.1%
0.09 2 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.4~ 0.3 0.1 0.1
3 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.6" 0.3 0.2" 0.1%
1 1.2 0.5 0.2 0.1 1.0* 0.9 0.3" 0.1
0.12 2 0.8 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.7 0.6 0.2" 0.1%
3 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.9" 0.5 0.3" 0.2*
1 1.4 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.2* 1.0 0.4* 0.2*
0.15 2 1.0 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.8" 0.7 0.3" 0.1%
3 1.3 0.5 0.2 0.1 1.6" 0.6 0.3" 0.2*
1 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.3* 1.2 0.4* 0.2"
0.175 2 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.9" 0.8 0.3" 0.2*
3 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.3* 0.7 0.4" 0.2"
1 2.0 0.8 0.4 0.2 1.6* 1.4 0.5" 0.2*
0.21 2 1.3 0.5 0.2 0.1 1.17 0.9 0.3" 0.2"
3 1.9 0.8 0.3 0.2 1.5" 0.8 0.4* 0.2"
1 2.3 0.9 0.4 0.2 1.8" 1.6 0.5 0.2*
0.24 2 1.5 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.2* 1.0 0.4* 0.2*
3 2.2 0.9 0.4 0.2 1.7* 0.9 0.5" 0.3
1 2.6 1.0 0.5 0.2 2.0" 1.7 0.6" 0.3"
0.27 2 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.3* 1.1 0.4* 0.2*
3 2.4 1.0 0.4 0.2 1.9* 1.1 0.6" 0.3"
1 2.9 1.2 0.5 0.3 2.2% 1.9 0.7 0.3
0.30 2 1.9 0.8 0.3 0.2 1.5" 1.2 0.4" 0.2"
3 2.7 1.1 0.5 0.3 2.0" 1.2 0.6" 0.3*
1 3.2 1.3 0.6 0.3 24" 2.2 0.7 0.3"
0.33 2 2.1 0.8 0.4 0.2 1.6* 1.3 0.5 0.3*
3 3.0 1.2 0.5 0.3 2.2% 1.3 0.7 0.4*
1 3.5 1.4 0.6 0.3 2.6" 2.3 0.8" 0.4*
0.36 2 2.3 0.9 0.4 0.2 1.7" 1.5 0.5" 0.3"
3 3.2 1.3 0.6 0.3 24" 1.4 0.7 0.4~




Table 3: Sensitivity analysis of the Biomass Value (BV) over the Benefit/Cost ratio of the three
different climatic scenarios, with and without forest management and under wildfire duration of 0.5,
1, 1.5 and 2 days. * indicates significant differences (p<0.05) between the three climatic scenarios
of the Managed and Unmanaged situations.

BV (€ Mg~ ") | Climatic scenario Water + Biomass + Fire
Unmanaged Managed

05d.|1d |15d |2d |05d |1d | 15d | 2d.
1 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.2" 1.0 0.3" 0.2
0 2 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.7* 0.7 0.2* 0.1
3 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.1" 0.6 0.3 0.2
1 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.2* 1.1 0.4* 0.2
10 2 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.8" 0.7 0.2* 0.1
3 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.1" 0.6 0.3" 0.2
1 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.2* 1.1 0.4 | 0.2"
20 2 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.8" 0.7 0.3 | 0.1%
3 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.2* 0.7 04" | 0.2%
1 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.3 1.1 0.4 | 0.2*
30 2 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.2 0.7 04" | 0.2%
3 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.3 1.2 0.4 | 0.2%
1 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.9 0.7 0.3 | 0.1"
40 2 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.9 0.8 0.3 | 0.2%
3 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.3 | 0.7 04" | 0.27
1 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.4 1.2 0.4 | 0.2"
50 2 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 1.0 0.8 0.3 | 0.2%
3 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.3 0.7 04" | 0.2%
1 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.4 1.3 0.4 | 0.2*
60 2 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 1.0 0.8 0.3 | 0.2%
3 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.3 0.8 04" | 0.2%
1 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.5 1.3 04" | 0.2*
70 2 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 1.1 0.8 0.3* | 0.2"
3 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.4 0.8 0.4 | 0.2"
1 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.5 1.3 0.5" | 0.2*
80 2 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 1.1 0.9 0.3" | 0.27
3 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.4 0.8 04" | 0.2%
1 1.7 0.7 0.3 0.2 1.6 1.4 0.5* | 0.27
100 2 1.1 0.4 0.2 0.1 1.2 0.9 04" | 0.2%
3 1.6 0.6 0.3 0.1 1.5 | 0.9 0.5 | 0.3"
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Table 4: Sensitivity analysis of the Extinction Costs (EC) over the Benefit/Cost ratio of the three

different climatic scenarios, with and without forest management and under wildfire duration of 0.5,
1, 1.5 and 2 days. * indicates significant differences (p<0.05) between the three climatic scenarios

of the Managed and Unmanaged situations.
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Table 5: Sensitivity analysis of the Restoration Costs (RC) over the Benefit/Cost ratio of the three

different climatic scenarios, with and without forest management and under wildfire duration of 0.5,
1, 1.5 and 2 days. * indicates significant differences (p<0.05) between the three climatic scenarios

of the Managed and Unmanaged situations.
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