


Why to provide feedback?

Emergency
Management

To help improve the system! o

Feedback enables the EFAS development team to: A new feedback collection system

* verify case studies integrated in EFAS-IS was introduced

e validate skill scores last year to streamline feedback
* assess the performance of the system providing, collection, and analysis.
What can | provide feedback on? Feedback on Formal Flood Notifications and

missed events was covered in detail in the

* Formal Flood Notifications (soon Informal too) last EFAS webinar (26t May 2020)

 Flash Flood Notifications

e Missed events Multi-Partner Feedback Process

This webinar provides information on the new EFAS feedback collection
tool

Multi-Partner Feedback Process
Webinar, 26 May 2020
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https://www.efas.eu/webinars
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Feedback on Flash Flood Notifications

Emergency
Management

Similar to the workflow for Formal Flood Notifications

EFAS Flash Flood Notification*

Country(ies): POLAND

Region(s). Podlaskie, Warszawski stoleczny, Wielkopolskie, Lodzkie

Earliest predicted psak: Wednesday, 14th of October 2020 - 06:00

Percent of affected area suscepfible to landslides: Very High: 0%, High: 0%, Moderate: 0%
Forecast date: 2020-10-12 12 UTC

Comment: -

'mportant! the user needs to be
logged in www.efas.eu to be able
to provide feedback

e Each notification can have
more than one feedback item

This is the only notification you will receive for this event! Please follow the evolution of the event on EFAS.
EFAS FORECASTER ON DUTY

Diana Fuentes-Andino

Institute: SMHI

tel: +467672083098

email: diana fuentes-andino@smhi.se

* Only one piece of feedback is
allowed from each partner

*indicating a high probability of extreme precipitafion and potential flash fiooding

LEAVE A FEEDEBACK FOR THIS NOTIFICATION

Provide feedback by clicking on the link in
the EFAS Formal Flood Notification



http://www.efas.eu/

Feedback on Flash Flood Notifications

Emergency
Management

Overview
User Info Event Info
Name: marc.girons@smhi.se Date: 13/10/2020 - 07:45
Organization: Swedish Meteorological and Hydrological Institute, Country: POLAND
core services department Basin: Wisla

Country: Sweden River: Narew, above Bug

Was a flood observed in or around the area? * Yes -

Drop some lines:

This nofification was very helpful, thank you!

When the fields are filled*, click the “Send Feedback!”
button to submit your feedback
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Every year, we analyse the received feedback on
notifications in terms of accuracy and relevance to
the EFAS partners.
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How accurate was the notification (peak magnitude)?

60 1
2016
2017
w2018
. 2019
. 2020
40 A
++ + 0 - --
Peak much more Peak more Peak comparable to  Peak less Peak much less Not known
severe than severe than EFAS prediction severe than severe than
EFAS prediction EFAS prediction EFAS prediction EFAS prediction
How accurate was the notification (location)?
80 1
2016
2017
w2018
60 4 . 2019
. 2020
40 A
20 A
0 * | - , |
As inicated in Adjacent In the region In the wider ~ Not in the wider Not known
EFAS catchment but not in the region region
information adjacent

catchment



500 0 500

A

1000 1500

&

2000 km
1

Provided feedback [%)]
with respect to the total
Formal Flood Notifications
sent during 2020 (per country)

I nA

o

Wl 1-10
Bl 11-20
"I 21-30
B 31 - 40
I 41-50
I 51-60
[ e61-70
[71-80
[181-90
[J91-100

Every year, we analyse the received feedback on
notifications in terms of accuracy and relevance to
the EFAS partners.
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How much lead time gave the notification?
(i.e. days between receiving EFAS notification and observed onset of event)
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How severe was the event?
6o (in terms of return period)
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Every year, we analyse the received feedback on
notifications in terms of accuracy and relevance to
the EFAS partners.
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If no flood, do you have an idea why the event did not occur?
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(if more than one cause, please rank the alternatives)
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Upgrade criteria for issuing Notifications

1. Information on model performance to be
used as assessment criterion and guide
notification-relevant decision-making.

2. Use of the forecasting skill score to identify
the critical lead time (in days) in which forecasts
are skillful and accordingly issue notifications.

Improve visualisation and data availability

1. Include information showing the
observations used for model initialisation
(precipitation and temperature).

2. Introduce a "Degree of regulation"” product
that visualizes the level that discharge is
affected due to reservoir regulations.

3. Introduce a graph (similar to the ERIC graph)
with the return periods of the forecasted
extreme rainfall event.
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