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Integrated eco-hydrological models 1. To present an approach for improving calibration of plot- Parameters sensitivity Model optimization
could be useful tools to: scale soil moisture content (SMC) and evapotranspiration (ET).
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Model sensitivity.
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2. Optimization settings (# particles, # iterations ...).
3. Model optimization.
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Choice of the target GOF function (RMSE, NSE, KGE).
Multi-target optimization (SMC at different levels, ET).
Temporal and spatial dependencies.
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Results consistency evaluation.
Scenarios selection.
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