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Observation Simulation Statistical summary
year Note
P(mm) | S(mm) P(mm) | S(mm) RMSE C N_S 1~5%8 N_S
1998 1770 1093 1453 1018 0.36 2.02 0.83 0.65 [
2000 1282 700 1271 733 0.49 2.87 0.73 0.78 c
2001 1090 538 979 524 0.59 3.36 0.68 0.60 c
1999 1778 1139 1636 1187 0.62 4.18 0.60 0.42 v
2.7 Rg A5
Observation Simulation Statistical summary
year Note
P(mm) | S(mm) | P(mm) | S(mm) | RMSE C N_S 1~58 N_S
1998 1743 1075 1964 1199 0.41 2.33 0.83 0.69 C
2000 1331 678 1097 564 0.40 2.77 0.84 0.00 C
2001 908 337 830 337 0.41 1.93 0.52 0.57 C
1999 1703 913 1628 823 0.35 3.14 0.84 0.47 \

P : Precipitation, S : Streamflow, C : Coefficient of variation, N_S : Nash_ Sutcliffe, V
! Verification, C : Calibration.
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