EXPERIMENTING A CALIBRATION METHOD ON CANADIAN METEOROLOGICAL ENSEMBLE
FORECASTS FOR UNCERTAINTY ASSESSMENT OF HYDRO-QUEBEC STREAMFLOW PREDICTIONS
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Why should we calibrate ensemble weather forecasts? The experiment Verifying corrected forecasts (2003)

Ensemble weather forecasts are often biased and underdispersed. We propose herein a method that

corrects the bias and calibrates the forecasts. ; 2003 uncorrected forecasts 2003 corrected forecasts (270 days of training)
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