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Improving Satellite Precipitation
Estimates over Mountainous Terrain

ODbjectives

B Apply a technique to adjust high-resolution satellite-
retrieved rainfall fields (CMORPH) over complex
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Error Propagation of Satellite
Precipitation in Streamflow Simulation

Study Domain

B HyMEX: Upper Adige
river basin in the Eastern
Italian Alps.
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overall.....adjusted CMORPH is the authors choice!



