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Problem Statement Analysis

5-year ARI Exceedances

FFG Exceedances

The challenge of forecasting excessive rainfall arises from needing to
Incorporate not only the resolution of magnitude and spatial distribution
of an event but also the current surface hydrology and terrain.

Relying on a single source of verification such as flash flood guidance
(FFG) or local flood reports is insufficient as each source are subject to
specific errors.

Understanding the internal components of training datasets is important
In better understanding how precipitation machine-learning models
trained on this dataset output probabillistic forecasts.

This project will analyze the stage |V precipitation analysis of 5-year
average recurrence interval (ARI) and FFG exceedances and look for
biases between different versions of the CSU-MLP precipitation model.

UFVS

The Unified Flooding Verification System (UFVS) was developed as
a comprehensive dataset containing multiple observations and Difference [FFG-AR|]

Findings

flood proxies to be used for excessive rainfall verification.
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