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Abstract
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Wildfires are mainly a man-induced phenomenon, and only 2% are caused by light-
ning, as seen in the CUFAA (Comando Unità per la tutela Forestale, Ambientale e Agroal-
imentare) report 2020. In the last few decades, wildfire behavior has been strongly af-
fected by climate change effects. The Interreg IT-FR Maritime MED-STAR project aims to
strengthen capacities in fire forecasting, prevention, and suppression. The specific objec-
tive of this participatory research is to increase local actors’ awareness and management
ability of the territory, in order to make it less fire-prone. Moreover, the development of
a new approach to the public land use, based on care and sharing, by locals and tourists,
is intended.

The analysis of the social factor, in addition to the physical ones, represents a key issue
aiming at developing a comparative study of the two groups of factors.

The results have been weighed by overlapping the maps of fire risk perception with
those of static risk and wildfire history. Any mismatch between real risk and individ-
ual/community perception will be identified in order to set up specific actions (workshops,
focus groups, etc.) to increase awareness and capacity. The process consists of: (i) big
data analysis on the contents and trends of discourses on wildfires in social networks
and media (national and regional scale); (ii) identification of pilots (key municipalities);
(iii) historical analysis of wildfires and comparison with trends of discussion; (iv) stakehold-
ers identification and mapping; (v) first participatory survey for the evaluations of gaps and
needs by the communities; (vi) sample extraction for further qualitative research; (vii) con-
struction of questionnaires and semi-structured group interviews; (viii) administration of
questionnaires in the pilots; (vii) estimation of fire perception; (ix) comparison between risk
perception maps and dynamics/static risk maps, determining mismatches; (x) processing,
co-testing, and co-designing targeted corrective actions (as information/communication
campaigns, capacity building actions, workshops, etc.).
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