A new observational-modeling framework for flash-flood forecasting \
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The watershed determined by Aburra Valley system, located in northwestern Colombia, has 24% of its Summary of the strategy’s validation process : 173 events were used.

area occupied by urban development, the mean slope is 24%, but some hillslopes are as steep as to
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Performance was assessed using 3 criteria: performance threshold). The strategy is good enough to
T Kling-Gupta Efficiency (KGE), Peak Levels represent most of flood events but slightly suffers
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difference (d_Lp) and Risk Level difference. d_Lp sub-estimation of peak level reached.
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between this variables. min.). Summary of events calibration process analysed channel section, predicted risk level is included in the forecast window.
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