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Fig. 2 - Forcing data (NLDAS-based) from Princeton University
at the spatial resolution of 1/8-degree (left) and 4 km (right).

hydrological models. The decomposition of the Brier score shows that the modelled precipitation is reliable.

Fig. 4 - Discharge simulation results for the Rhine basin from various models and different spatial resolutions for two locations: Lobith (a, b, and ¢) and Maxau (c, d, and e). Figs. (a) and
(d) are from the mHM model (30-min, 0.125-deg, 0.0625 deg and 0.015625 deg), Figs. (b) and (e) are from the PCR-GLOBWB model (30-min and 5-min), while Figs. (c) and (d) are from
the WaterGAP model (30-min and 5-min). Some indicators of model performance evaluated to GRDC data are also given.

Fig. 6 - Total annual evaporation [mm] for the year 2008 over the San-Joaquin region
(California) from the model simulation results of (a) VIC at the spatial resolution of 4 km
and (b) Parflow-CLM at the spatial resolution of 1 km.

Fig. 5 - Annual evaporation [mm] for the year 2003 from the mHM model at
30-min (a) and 0.0625-deg (b), from the PCR-GLOBWB model at 30-min (c)
and 5-min (d), and from the WaterGAP model at 30-min (e) and 5-min (f).

Fig. 7 - Total annual evaporation [mm] for the year 2008 over the CONUS region from the model simulation results of (a)
WaterGAP at the spatial resolution of 30 arc-minute (~ 50 km) and (b) VIC at the spatial resolution of 4 km.
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