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OBJECTIVE

1. What are the dominant storm types that generate extreme
events in a Clinton river sub-basin?

2. What are the characteristics of the precipitation area, total,
intensity, and duration for each phenomena? RESULTS

1. The warm season 1s the most active period in producing extreme events
2. Front (FRT) is the dominant driver, and each phenomenon has a different seasonality (Fig. 2 and 3).
3. Each storm type yields different spatial distribution relative to the catchment (Fig. 4).

BACKGROUND

« A 2022 DoD study identified flooding as current and future threat
to DoD missions and industries.
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