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Figure 3. Histogram statistics for RoS events within the FIXED detection framework. The number of RoS events for each product from

1985-2005 is shown in the top left. The other three panels show frequency distributions of the daily rate (mm/day) of maximum precipitation

(PRECIP), maximum runoff (ROF), and maximum change in SWE (dSWE, snowmelt positive).

these differences are relatively small. Rather, the majority of the differences in RoS events flagged arise from lower magnitudes

of ROF and dSWE in L15 and dSWE in NLDAS. It is worth noting that L15 and NLDAS produce fewer RoS events regardless

of which thresholding technique is used, so not only are the distributions of relevant daily variables shifted relative to the other

models, but their skewness is impacted as well (Figs. ?? and ??).220

3.3 Single-year evaluation

To further explore RoS events at a more granular level we focus on results associated with the 1996 water year (WY96, October

1995 to September 1996). We chose this WY since this includes the January 1996 SRB flood that is often used for disaster
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