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Experiments to assess the uncertainty in very short

range QPF and to relate it to the forecast
accuracy

Local area precipitation at flash flood events
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S. ,Fuzzy” verification

Ebert (2007): , Fuzzy* verification relaxes the exact match
to the observation at high resolution

Traditional

Observation Forecast
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°F uncertainty, Ensemble

ediction and evaluation

< Use fuzzy technique to describe ensemble
Skill/Spread relationship

< Grimit, Mass, 2007: Measuring the ensemble
spread - error relationship with a probabilistic
approach: Stochastic ensemble results.

< ensemble spread depends on EP

< ensemble error/skill depends on verification
data

< ensemble spread < ensemble skill/error
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mean FSSP

s. FSS(A, P, t=1hod )
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3 and Outlook

falls, 5 conv. events, FSS-FSSP,
egration time.

1) and FSS (skill) values are
rrelation depends on area size,

Ze causes an increase in FSS and
ffect). Increasing threshold value

In FSS and FSSP - (negative effect).
re case (event) dependent

vents, more insight into S/S (timing,
stratification of events according prec.
model and or R+G)

ble Construction or test other variants
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