el
=

7 2]

Eu

A Z-R

3]

E

[¢)

=

=

A

Eu
gl

.|

dold Az} Atolel

L

j7|¥e| HlmE
2]

8

At o

Least-Square Fitting W

E
r

7

}6]—

p

L

}

2| 0|
A Comparative Analysis of Radar Rainfall Estimation Method
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2.1 Least-Square Fitting Method
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