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How can we propagate uncertainty and variability
into hydrological models

and

reflect them in a meaningful way in ecosystem forecasts
and management decisions?
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R. M. Anderson, B. J. Hobbs, J. F. Koonce. Ecosystems. 2006. 9(5): 725–739.
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Conclusions

Current approaches to predicting flows are inefficient

Intrinsic uncertainty exceeds impacts of land use change

Regionalized approach could benefit large–scale planning
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