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Project Goals

1. Driving Question: How should we allocate water
conservation incentives in space and time?

2. Overall: Support decision-making by agency, NGO and
tribal partners across the Red River basin.




Hotspots for future water stress in Red River Basin for the future (2040-2060)
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Reduction in Annual Societal Water Demand
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Pareto Frontier
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MAXENT Range of Model Outputs -- Proportion of Cells above 50% Projected

Occurrence (2050-Historical)
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