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DATA & VARIABLES For the hits, we calculate the normalized total error (NTE) and normalized 0.1

absolute error (NAE), which characterizes systematic and random errors mm / h

respectively. We also apply the multiplicative error model, which is more valid
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model describes a straight line in logarithmic space. - | - /

IMERG: GPM Level 3 product; 0.1°, 30 min; up to +60° latitude

MRMS: radar-based estimate of rainfall; 0.01°, 1 h; CONUS (Stage III)
Pocomoke gauges: network of tipping-bucket gauges maintained by WFF
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Summary & Future Work

At pixel level, IMERG has more misses than false alarms, overestimates
drizzle and underestimates heavy rain, and has considerable scatter. Breaking

Pg: average rain rate of 18 x 2 gauges
Pr: IMERG rain rate
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