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Abstract Observations Goodness of Fit Statistics
Goodness of Fit Values: Light, Stratiform (7/13/11) Goodness of Fit Values: Moderate, Stratiform (6/21/11) Goodness of Fit Values: Moderate, Convective (6/26/11) Goodness of Fit Values: Heavy, with hail (9/3/11)
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* No clear-cut winner in GOF, but beta and Weibull fits are outperformed by gamma and lognormal.




