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Table 1. The rainfall data used in this study (2,438 rain gauges) and the national reference IDF Figure 3. L-moment ratio diagram for the AMS. Grey Figure 4. GEV parameters estimated ywth L-moments (Io_catlon, scale and shape) and relative dlff_erence 12% for 1-hour event
datasets used for reference. Differences in observation periods and temporal resolutions are indicated points show sample values; lines and black symbols between the 10-year return level from this study and the national reference IDF datasets. Parameter estimates '
in bold. represent theoretical distributions. are binned by quantiles.
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