Downscaling as a first step to %
revisiting merging techniques ==
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Validation of a Universal Multifractal
downscaling process with the help a dense
network of disdrometers or rain gauges
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Results [ ] \Qe)

6th June 2009, EPFL data : 16 disdrometers measurements +
uncertainty range (75% and 95% quantile)
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Future ideas

- Revisiting interpolation -2 shifting to ensemble outputs

- Revisiting merging = computing range of possible radar values
according to point measurements and shifting to ensemble outputs




