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Model Marseilles Gage
Daily | Monthly | Annual

Nash-Sutcliffe Efficiency(NSE)

HSPF 0.72 0.89 0.93
HSPF-UNET 0.79 0.88 0.93
Coefficient of Determination (R?)

HSPF 0.74 0.89 0.93
HSPF-UNET 0.80 0.89 0.93
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X, Y, Yi Y- Yi Yi-Y

1 6 5.449 0.551 -11.083

2 4 7.564 -3.564 -13.083

3 8 9.679 -1.679 -9.083

4 12 11.795 0.205 -5.083

5 15 13.910 1.090 -2.083

6 20 16.026 3.974 2917

7 24 18.141 5.859 6.917

8 18 20.256 -2.256 0.917

9 23 22372 0.628 5917

10 20 24.487 -4.487 2917

11 25 26.603 -1.603 7.917

12 30 28.718 1.282 12.917

3(-)? 97.013=SSE |  736.917=SST
VAR(-) 13 66.992 58.173

COV(X,Y) 27.500

COV(Y,Y) 58.173
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SUMMARY OUTPUT (Y vs. X)

Regression Statistics

Multiple R 0.9319
R Square 0.8684
Adjusted R Square 0.8552
Standard Error 3.1147
Observations 12
ANOVA

df SS MS F Significance F
Regression 1 639.904 639.904 65.961 0.000
Residual or Error 10 97.013 9.701
Total 11 736.917

Coefficients  Standard Error t Stat P-value Lower 95% Upper 95%

Intercept 3.3333 1.917 1.739 0.113 -0.938 7.605
X 2.1154 0.260 8.122 0.000 1.535 2.696

aa 0 g A 1a v '
3.1.2 ﬂﬁﬁ!ﬂ!!ﬂﬂ%]ﬁ@x‘i!ﬂuﬁllﬂ]iﬂﬂﬂ@ﬂﬂu‘i’l“!ﬁl‘lﬂ‘lﬁ!HT—!!!‘]J‘INRI

4 o { 23 o { 1 . a
wethdeyaluasied 4 Tuwasansvl (@31 1) uazlyaumsnaneeuuy Polynomial W

nudoya vz lAaun150aneeUD Polynomial §1AUM 4 Ap

Y = 0.01382X" — 0.60417X° + 1.94034X2 —12.01909X +13.40909 [8]
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-12.01900x + 13.40909
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X; Y, Yi Y-Yi Yi-Y

1 6 5.750 0.250 _11.083

2 4 4.680 20.680 _13.083

3 8 7.432 0.568 29.083

4 12 11.809 0.191 75.083

5 15 16.188 1188 2.083

6 20 19.517 0.483 2917

7 24 21314 2.686 6917

8 18 21.670 3.670 0.917

9 23 21.248 1.752 5917

10 20 21.282 21282 2917

11 25 23.579 1.421 7917

12 30 30.515 20.515 12.917

2(-)? 30.2133=SSE 736.917=SST
VAR() 13 66.992 64.225

COV(X,Y) 27.500

COV(Y,Y) 64.235
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X; Y, Yi Y- Yi Yi-Y
1 6 17.083 -11.083 -11.083
2 4 17.083 -13.083 -13.083
3 8 17.083 -9.083 -9.083
4 12 17.083 -5.083 -5.083
5 15 17.083 -2.083 -2.083
6 20 17.083 2917 2.917
7 24 17.083 6.917 6.917
8 18 17.083 0917 0.917
9 23 17.083 5917 5917
10 20 17.083 2917 2917
11 25 17.083 7917 7917
12 30 17.083 12.917 12.917
Mean 17.083
3(-) 736.9167=SSE | 736.9167=SST
VAR(-) 13 66.992 0.000
COV(X.Y) 27.500
AN
COV(Y,Y) 0.000
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] A [ Y d'
v szl 0.966 aauanalunisnah 8

40 Yi(obs) = 1.256VYi(est) - 16.203
. R?=0.966
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A A _ * A "
X Y, Y; Y- Y; Y,-Y | Y =1256Y;-16.203 Y-Y;
1 6 20 -14.000 -11.083 8.917 -2.917
2 4 16 -12.000 -13.083 3.893 0.107
3 8 19 -11.000 -9.083 7.661 0.339
4 12 22 -10.000 -5.083 11.429 0.571
5 15 25 -10.000 -2.083 15.197 -0.197
6 20 28 -8.000 2917 18.965 1.035
7 24 30 -6.000 6.917 21.477 2.523
8 18 28 -10.000 0.917 18.965 -0.965
9 23 30 -7.000 5917 21.477 1.523
10 20 28 -8.000 2917 18.965 1.035
11 25 34 -9.000 7917 26.501 -1.501
12 30 38 -8.000 12.917 31.525 -1.525
3(-)? 1119.000 |  736.917 25.337
VAR(-) 13| 66.992 | 82.992 , 25.337
COV(X,Y) 27.500 NSE'= 1—W=0.966
COV(Y,Y) 64.871
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