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Supplementary Information



The relationship between peak UVI and daily dose in SEDs is shown below

for other sites midlatitude

and tropical sites below (Figure S1). Note that the measured and calculated thresholds for these

sites are similar to that for Lauder (Figure 2).
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Figure S1. As for Fig. 2, but for two sites in Australia (left panels), and two

in USA (right panels). The

upper panels are mid-latitude sites, and the lower panels are tropical sites. Note the expanded scale
ranges, and reduced frequency of UVI values less than 3 at the tropical sites. The blue point in each

panel shows the mean SED for UVI=3, calculated for clear skies at Lauder.



