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(a) No pre (RAW) + No post
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(b) No pre (RAW) + Post (QM)
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(c) Pre (LS) + No post
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(d) Pre (LS) + Post (QM)
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(e) Pre (QM) + No post
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(f) Pre (QM) + Post (QM)
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Fig. 1. Example of a forecast of daily streamflow (initialized 01-10-2000, outlet station 82)
generated with different strategies. Pre and Post stand for preprocessing and postprocessing,
respectively. RAW, L
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Fig. 2. PIT diagrams of target month December at different lead times (LT) for different forecast
strategies. For example, LT 3 corresponds to the December forecast initialized in October.
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