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Improvement of Deep Learning Method for Daily Precipitation Downscaling
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Abstract: To improve the downscaling effectiveness of deep learning methods for daily precipitation from global climate models
(GCMs). Targeting at the Yangtze River basin, we constructed four deep learning downscaling models based on historical daily
precipitation outputs from 20 GCMs. A hybrid method (DL-DBC) was proposed by integrating these models with the daily bias
correction method. The four deep learning models exhibited comparable performance in daily precipitation downscaling. Compared
to DBC, they achieved lower mean absolute relative error (MARE) for multi-year average daily precipitation but slightly higher
MARE for multi-year average monthly and annual precipitation. The DL-DBC method outperformed standalone deep learning
models, reducing MARE for multi-year average annual precipitation by 6.7% —11.3% and monthly precipitation by
6.3% —7.6% , while also demonstrating superior performance in precipitation frequency analysis. The DL-DBC method enhances
the downscaling effectiveness of deep learning models and further reduces biases in daily precipitation data from GCMs.
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0 gl %* W (He et al., 2016; Yang et al., 2018; Sachin-

A BRI O R )T R B B, BR R
S5 A g 2K SC A B R A Gk il A 4, 2022) AR
Wi R AE S R GE I X N At 2 7 AR T R A 1Y S
i 4 Bk S 4% 28 (global climate models, GCMs) #
HE Y B K A5 AR AR R 5 O R R R R BT, R
2 FEPR I A SR S A5 22 A A B A 2T H (Meehl
et al., 2007; Taylor et al., 2012). %% , GCMs %
F G B TR o B AR, M LA 5 it el K S
BEARVAR 25 G, B 55 (6] — A% RUBE A WE I 0 5 2 3R A
Fe , GCMs B 4D BCH 3 o B A R 1 22 , A e B 4%
N FH T K SR R Jé K S v, B Ak (Mearns
et al., 2012; Sillmann et al., 2013; Cannon,
2018) , & R S fifk e A A 2 i 1 5 ) 7 A AR e
A Z ) RUBE A DE S LA R i 25 55 [R]85 ) 22 - B

B 0 B RUBE J7 1 R LA 4 o Bl g B RUBE e it
R RUBE L K 50y 0 FRGETH AR A5 6 10 R RUBE 7 ik (R
4, 2016). 3l s B RUEE BV IX Ja g 455 AL (regional
climate models, RCMs) , & — & # 7 7 KK 8 1 %
A 2 L 3T GCMs #2435 /40 Ui A 2 5 4%
fF B3 I 5 O B Z R OGRS B R
S AE AR B 5 % (Dickinson et al., 19895 Yang
et al., 2010). GE i+ FE R & — il i 1 57 AR AL
2 Y D s I B A RO BE A A8 il A R
LI B R R Z A GE T O &R, R B ax Fh o
F T A AR X A A ke i B I A% s L AT
ARAT il A B IR BE R ok A AR AR R
A LGBl T W RUBE, e at I R G e B B AL g T
o (R RN AE L 2011) , 206 BE o , R4S 3 1
H Iz 19 (Bennett ez al., 2011; Eden and Wid-
mann, 2014; Wang and Chen, 2014; Pierce et al.,
2015; Monjo et al., 2016; Eum and Cannon,
20175 Guo et al., 2019). H#j , e it B R J7 i 4
£ BT 50y 25 B g i e 25 A TE (Wood et al.,
2004 ) 3] 535 RS 1 Can 43 for B 5 QM 537 £k
L QDM ) BI ML g 2= S kL N TR
W 2% (Wilby ez al., 1998; Schoof and Pryor,
2001) . B ML % MK %E (He et al., 2016 Pour et al.,
2016 ; Mei et al., 2020 ; Legasa er al., 2022) .

H A, HLas 2% 2 B S AE K STy £ A g 45 31 T
iz (X8 4E,2024) B MER R R, 51555
THIE RURE T A L, WL 27 20 O 1 i AR A5 1 el it

dra and Kanae, 2019; Vandal ez al., 2019). /€ K
B 2 2 0 — Fh kAL, TR B 2 ] Be g Al Al B AT
Z 10 2 R A5 A, TE B O HE 0 RO AE A
IR, A TR E IRt R, &
BLIN = /NP A S T S VA e il AN R 7
Ot 2 & UM 22 N 4% (CNN) 76 3 B X i
(Rodrigues er al., 2018; Liu et al., 2020; Pan er
al., 2021; Wang and Tian, 2022) . ¥ 4> ¥ %0 ¥
( Bano-Medina ez al., 2020; Sun and Lan, 2021)
AR G 14 B AL 4t (Harris e al., 20225 Li et
al., 2022) % (4 K RCRE v Bl s v L BRI
BT R A 2 0 RS O A M T Rk 25 gt R
RUBE J5 15 Be % B 4 b R0 Ak B3 K 2 1Y I TR] 45 4

SRMT , TR B2 2% > J7 ¥ 78 51 % GCMs H FE K (1)
R RUEE v i FHATS SR /b, L& i T GCMs B2 41
R 7Kk 55 0L B A ) TA] B R AN AR AE IR 26 O & L It
HAR B 55 H A RE K i 22 B0, 75 4 80 g A Y R
A5 S0 B e TG iR — — XL SR, B A S 4 bF
5% K R BE 2% ) 5 36 B X GCMs H B 7K £k
I F 47 B )L, G Sharma ez al. (2024) 75 B B
T 5 B R Bk 25 i 248 X 4% (super resolution deep
residual network, SRDRN) fil fig 22 £% 1E #ft 28 ¥ 4%
(convolutional neural network for bias correction,
CNNBC) P it 38 BE %% > J5 i % GCMs H B K IF
Ji i RUBE W 5%, 235 SR 3 WY V0 P 3% 32 2 ) O 1 ) —
M +8 U (index of agreement, IOA) 3 A £t F 1
B QDM 7k, BRI B ik R R R 200
T GCMs 48 5 592 0 & 4 2 18] 5y =E X Rz O & .

52k B GCMs 19 [ 7K B 98 A0 HE L 75 40 B B
AJHE G TR B A 2 BRI 2 axX = IR R 1
53 A B 48 A Gl ok (6] A6 22 o0 0 I B A L BE AR T S s
o i, 2 O 0 5 B8 10 O 2, DRI oG S T TR B 2 ) T A
14 e IRUBE J7 3k T2 15 43 A B0 b iy e RS SR AR AE
4, B 40 Sun and Lan (2021) X 743 B [ 7K %5 3
P B8 RO 3 rh , ONINBE Y A T b SO 1k Il
U BT 1 I KR RO EE R X e I 2 0 R I
B A RO RGCR o SR IR T AT R AR E R L AR
GCMs #4571 43 7 $ 4 22 18] 09 D 22 78 1R 8K,
5 H BE T 1543 B B8 I 2k 0 TR 3 A ) R AL T
GCMs H# i, 7 22 % GCMs BUHi 3817 f 22 1% 1

T AW S AR TE R 20 B GCMs it Y
Dy s H BEACE R I AR VTS o X 52 kg T 4 Fp
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IR J& 2 2] (CNN, SRDRN . ConvNext , DenseNet )
R ROBEBERY  PFAS T AE GCMs i 7K B RO BE 5 T
2 B, A R R B K M 25 R OE s, H e 22
1 1F Jy 3% (daily bias correction, DBC) BE % J& T 1%
W I B T 4 0 BT R IE , B B R R 1 AL
RO EREDBC SWE ¥ I BERE T ESS,
Jf 51 A ERAS 143 8t H B 7K B A 4 I 25k 4 4
$HT — MR A B R D7 % (DL-DBC) 5 9 5 1%
4t M) £k PE 45 i (linear scaling, LS) fi 22 & 1E Al
DBC J5 ik #E 47 XF F 30 3iF | A\ [ 7K 19 3 14 i 22 | F%
P T S (1N 2 T DR 27 T T g A e
J7 X Z R KRB 7 Uk AT ZR A L B AT BT

1 Bl 55k

1.1 MRBEHEHE

A 5 18 5 1 X8 R 4V B, Y LA 90°E
) 122°E, 24°N 2] 36°N, 40 & 1 A 7~ . K 71 38 2
B = KU e, PR X M kb R X, R
) R R B RN AL M, B OK BN B R R R 2
B B A R AR A G O 1 g A VLR R
Ui S RO BE K e 2 X, A i X i
1 500 mm , |- ¥ M X [ K i 3520 — B 7E 500 mm
PR VT3 8 &b AR 2 KUK, [ K A AR
EOYECORY S BEK R EAE TR, N LR
KE B 50% LA b, & F KA S 2 4F 8 10%
A, HR VD B2 2 2 R B 28k H K
Az B H ™R Y Ml X (R B0ORT S=E E L, 2001) .

AW 5[] 06F ol O R T [ B A8E 220 7S IR b A
%I (CMIP6) B 20 Fh GCMs #1816 B 7K B LA %
ECMWF % i i 55 T AR KSR 43 B 808 48 ERAS
R K B L 20 Ff GCMs B 2L 43 3 R ST & HLAS
UL 1. K28 GCMs 41 & 1850— 2014 4F JJj 52 4% 14
9Kl B BEOK T B .t ERAS B K 0 4E 4F 1979
AP W IR R S R O TR B B ] S
PR A — B, WF 58 00 1) [a] 8 [R5 1979 — 2014 48 .

A WF 5% R CNO5.1 (9 [ A% B 7K % 4 18
S OW I AR P CNO5.1 & — A~ JE T b 2 416 4
I UG T O (I == val (Ol T 1
(RAEEMEEA, 2013), Hy 8 F R 0.25°X
0.25%, 76 A ©F 58 X By 2L 48128 A4 #if 4% .
CNO5.1 4 & o [ 55 9 1961 —2014 4F B £ Fh <
GAR RN T 5 MR K BOHE R R — B0, AR
FEAXAE I 1979— 2014 4F 19 H [ 7K B 17 41 .

1.2 MRAE

121 REREFZ AR EE T W R 2E
eOE 5 AR R B ME DT ik, R T E W
2Rk 46 LS R T 4 AR OH e 2% KR E
DBC ( Chen ez al., 2013).

LS A& IE J& — Fh B T 3 {8 19 I 25 4% 0E J7 25,
¥ GCMs 1Y Py s 155 480 B4 5 00 I %% B8 AE
SR ERBENSHANBIER T, T#&
IE M GCMs 4 H i B Bk &, AR .

Pob< m

Pcor.cali,z/x - >< Pcali,//z ’ (1)
Pcali,m
Polw m

P(‘or,vali,m: >< Pvnli.m ’ (2)

cali,m

Hoh, F bR obs ., cali A vali 43 51 28 /5 Y1 5 0 0
W5 4 LU S R RS ME B BE R 56 I AR AR U
B s m Fom A Ay, cor R K E JE 09 B .
DBC A% 1E & — B 5 T 40 A i I 22 R E T vk B
AE S % I H R K 0 28 43 A1 B AN [, A8 T B 7K 1Y
W H A3 DBC Jr ik i 25 BRI 35 1 D7 s s 30 %) 0l
B b Xk AR S 30 Y GCMs A8 400808 BE AT FR H 0 R
W IE T4 0 BRE T, 8K 5 56 F D7 sk i 3 0 A O A
T4 5 3E B 5 R ok GCMs 1y B 7K 43 9 #E 47 7 H
3 2 N 43 457 BORS IE DBC R IE 9 2 R0 R s

- >< Pcali.m.p ’ (3)

_ Aobs,mp
= X Puinyp > (4)

Hor, p i 8 OE B+ X R 43 6 5.
122 REFIBRERE AW E T 4F
T MBI MRS IR EFE, B3R
- e e S 115 o | B i = 11957 o A S U
— 41 TN A A B R 0L I £ i RN IS 4y B S AR
s VR A, TR 4 S USRI 5 g e 8, R
F T o 0 B B2 B O 250 AR 2 B R B0
FRAE , U R i8E A8 2 80, OF A8 b R AR 3 43 2 B s 43
BB ;38 TR R R B A R AR R 7E 56 Ik A
By 0 o R SRR 5 OUL I B e Y e AR L O
AN W ] B S BB 3 T A AR TR A AR L A R
IF 5% B HE 1Y 4 PR B = a0 8] 2a B, i3 41
FH T 32 UK 73 3 2 8008 19 FRRE . CNIN (a) /2 5 il 119
B FURR 2 25, F b 1 4 FRLER B, AR F 52 4 2 1Y
CNN H 4 bR 45 FRH R, A FR AL 45 4
&2 (3X 3 14 ) Fi it IH — 1k )2 (batch nor-
malization) ; SRDRN (b )i 1t 5| A 5% 25 ¥ |, fig 0% ikt
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Fig.1 The multi-year average annual precipitation in the Yangtze River basin from 1961 to 2014
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Table 1 The initial resolution and sources of precipitation data from GCMs
GCMs Iy PR (S X B L) BRI
GFDL-ESM4 1.00°% 1.25° 5 [ [ S R OR AU HLR)
ACCESS-CM2 1°X1° NN
MPI-ESM1 1°x1° sl
INM-CM4 1.5°%2.0° HE W
CSM2-MR 1°x1° e Il ] KR FE O
CMCC-CM2-SR5 1.125°%1.112° BORA
CNRM-CM6 1.41°X1.41° %
FGOALS-f3 1.007X 1.25° T
IPSL-CM6A 1.26°% 2.50° %
MIROC6 1.41°X1.41° HZA&
CESM2-WACCM 0.94°%1.25° PSSR SNSRI N
TaiESM1 1.257X0.94° o £V XS AR O
NorESM2-MM 0.94°%1.25° Ei979
INM-CM5 1.5°%2.0° e W
CESM2 0.94°%1.25° £ FH EZ KAWL O
EC-Earth3 0.70°X0.70° b Bk 2R e s R I B
UKESM1-0-LL 1.25°% 1.88° |
CAMS-CSM1-0 111°X1.18° CHE
BCC-CSM2-MR 1.11°% 1.18° T
AWI-ESM-1-1-LR 1.85°% 1.88° sl

38 CNN W 45 25 5 4 300 6 BT Ok /8 4 AR Ak
S 1T 2o SR NS K = NN W7o - A 1| 21 1 7 N £
it 55 (Pan ez al., 2019) , F 24045 16 4> 5% 22 L D)
K H 4% U2 (Wang et al., 2021) ; ConvNext(c¢)
H Liu ez al. (2022)3% W, &% T vision transformer
(VIT) Wy & i+ 8 &, 5 76 52 AR 3+ 0L 58 %
S5 i LB A AR RE CNN AR B |47 14 Js 350 R AiE
2 2] f8 1 R s R0 Ak B B L AL 1% 8 ) ConvNext

KA 1Y 5 BB s DenseNet (d) i 1o 78 5% 22 W) 2% (%) 3%
fitlh b S %5 AR % 4 — D i e I 4% 3R Ak ), JF
B 6 B 2 4 AE A9 R (Huang ez al., 2017) , 43
T S B AT T 1) CNNLSRDRN
DenseNet #] 3 £5 1& 1F £k 1 8 56 ReL U (rectified
linear unit) /E 4 B0E oR &L, 13— fb 7 3 28 S it —
b, ConvNext (¢) 2k HI & 1 15 22 Z& Pk . JC GeLU
PE b BT oA, JF IR R T O ORI B UK RO
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[l a g 4 PR RS 3E T 280 5 16 b S SPC L SRAE IR IZRAN 5 [ o A 48 1 IR B2 2 ) B A v i J 80 1 FL AR &5

(7X7) M )z 3 — 46 J7 ¥ (layer normalization ) .
BF 5 3% £F 59 bR B T7 1 O IR R B B
(sub-pixel convolution, SPC) , 1% # 4 15 1 h Ik &
FHBYA M (Lim et al., 2017) 40 1& 2b Fi7R |, B
N ERESH - EBERZH - EREZ A,
J& TH S 2 80k ReLU B0 oA . 1SR A B3 0k 3

D 32 R 0 A 23 B AR AE 18T, Ol i o
T 77 2 A B e B R A A L L A R AR
DT 245 B9 23 WE 3OS B, AW Th o B EGIOR
85 Bk 4 A, DRI 320 43 R S SRR R 2

5 v i A7 R 2 ) R AL A I 25 4 2K pRECH
V- 34 2 %f 18 25 MAE $ J1 Adam 46 55 25 (Kingma
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o T TR 2 5T WK W IR E 7 v b 2 B AR AL 4511

and Ba, 2014) Xt M 28 A7 Y 25, 2 2 ) 06 (6 1% &
2 0.000 5, Bl & 50 EL ARG AN, 5 X R L — L)
W/, B /IME D 0.000 1. BT A 3R B2 2% 2 A Y epoch
Bt B E R 200, 3% B IR 5 7E IR T A I RE AR
¥y 2538 5o B A 200 Ik, H & AN epoch T Y batch
size YL BN 16, BRI REHL F AR ) FEAS B0 16,
T b B 5T — HERE A B S B0 S IEAT — IR AT

P TR B 2 ) B R S A R RO AT, 2 X
GCMs B K B8 #E AT 1 17 B 0 B0 1 o, B 38 2o ik
F2F- B 0E () FE B LR M 25 (o) 19 5 325 %6 8 7K 4 4
R HEAT A — Ak, I 38 1 e B R OK P /3 A R 17
e REAS Y Z2 R 1, DA iR ASE Y A TED 0T A R R S0 )
VA A ISR A N e < (A i | 7 D 93 e
YIl G5 455 80 B B GCMs [ 7K %5 48 Fn 0 i % 7K i 47
3 H ¥R 2 - 35, 1 e % DU 0 R K B AT RS LA
MR TH R FH R BR B9 GCMs [ 7K 55040 18 0 i A B0
123 ZREHFH/EESHEREHRZE(DL-DBC) DL-
DBC 75 ¥ 1 4 % ] ERAS & 7k 4 1F ol 1% 1
o) BRI gk B R L AR R AR AR U 2R 0 Y
ERAS5 fil GCMs [ 7K £ 4l 9 22 %, R FH DBC 7
263 1 1) GCMs 098 17 e 25 1O L O 1E
Sy R B 2 ) R RBE R R O R A I O i
% 8 T ERAS 5 GCMs B K B4 = 1l i 22 5,
e i J GCMs ¢ 48 =2 11, %6 L ERAS & 7K 4
A, SR DBC X H JF 47 25 4% 0, [ B
it ERAS 54 45 = A% A0 Il 2k R, o T
TR ok B GCMs #5248 B 7K 508 1 B RUBE

X T AN TR B R BE R0 Al 22 ¢ 1E D5 vk L SR R 2
O SRS R AT R A2 3 )& LS vk 5 DBC
Ji ¥k B1~B4 g H A ] GCMs il 2k /9 JL Fh IK
JE 2F ) R AL R B Uy ik, BIA2~B4A2 4 3 K
BT AR E 2 ) BRI IR 4 DL-DBC Jr ik .
1.3 BEREXWi&IT

TESEAT I 25 4 1E FN B RO 2 1, 15 506 6 FH L2k
PR3 (B 26 T A GCMs [ 7K #0435 8T I 465 1k 48
— 1 17X 1%, H bR 4 B 0% 55 00 0 40 4 AR A Y
0.25°4i & X 0.25° % M £ DL-DBCH , h T 5
B 19 GCMs £ 4l 19 43 #F % — 250, U 26 0
ERAS %03 bl 8 SR R3] 1° < 1°. 41 % /0 Bl 26 {1, R
FH R 8 AL AT, o8 T 38k S i /N B 52
YRR FE U0 25 00 158 B 0 B R 0.1 mm, ik T 1
L 1) 540 8 PR A T R K 5 7 feT R TR B 2 ) Bk
1 R RURE J7 s i, Oy 7R AT R R e ) 0

[F] B LR UE Y1 2R B 4 2 0% 22, 52 T GCMs HL 3 I 2R 1Y
TR B 2 ) B R 7 5 (B1~B4) 5] A ERAS 4
I 5 i DL-DBC (B1A2~B4A2) ¥ 1979— 1989 4F
A by 5570 W 8% 2 S (I 25381, 17 1990 — 2000 4FAE Ky
WEBF 2% 2] By e 3, I 2 B 1997 — 2014 4F , &
SO T S e e B B R S R AT S
Rof 7K i A A% i 14 4F 43 s 7E #E 4T LS A DBC i 25 AL
I, 4 1979— 2000 1 A Il 2 491, 2001 — 2014 1
SR L DT -5 79 i 2 A2 1E 7 s 1R 0 — 3

ABIF 5 B F D00 1 o R 4 R DA K19 g
2= B KR AR o A I 2 AR A K E )
Bok 7K 225 [00) i 2 45 ) 45 24 A7 et T LRI R RO 7 7%

FE A 25 AR K BEAIR M vh , R T
MARE #l MAE 1E J ¥4l 48 #5 , H oh MAE 3t 5
ARXWTF

1 ¢y )
MAEZWEFIZAQZ,:I|Pf*Pf| ,
(5)
MARE 5 A X0F
1 x Y r P P
MAREZWZHZHZM|T| ,
(6)
Forp, p S WM B K p R BERLEE R XY A
) 4 B A< B, T ohy B ) 4 B 4R
TE 53 B 185 400 % UK i 22 B, R — 3Pk 4 2
TOA VB 9 53 BT 46 b, LA 2t B 400 8 K 5 00 00 1 7Y
— 3Pk (Sharma ez al., 2024) JOA TFFA AT
> i i R
25— 3+ i3
For, p, Fy, o ) S UL 0L I B K B ALy R
JURIIN WSS
TE Ui 10 22 451 35 1 BEOK 7 91 43 B b, 43 )4 ]
T 7 #i% 2 (root mean square error, RMSE) fil jz
IR 18 AH 5& Z& B (Pearson correlation coefficient, »){E
NP R AR, $07 R R 25 RMSE T -

1 .
RMSE—/nZle(y;—ﬁz-)z , (8)
Hor, y LMK 9 ARAUEE R n AR Y B
B IR HDAR G FR B TR A ST

B YN C et 1 Tt o

ZZ'Izl(x"_j)z '/2::1(3’1'_3’_)2
Forbe, o, Fy, o3 90 2 ASE 400000 I B K, 2 Ry gy
S A AU R U N R K B B4

IOA=1—
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Table 2 Titles of various bias correction and downscaling methods

Git MEAETT %
Al LS # 1E (linear scaling bias correction)
A2 DBC # IE (daily bias correction method)
Bl LRI 2 W 4% CNN (convolutional neural network)
B2 A 3 PR B 5% 22 M 4% SRDRN (super resolution deep residual network)
B3 ConvNext ¥ £
B4 B 1 45 FUM 4% DenseNet (densely connected convolutional network)
B1A2 BT CNN 5 DBC K IEMIR G Jrik
B1A2 #F SRDRN 45 DBC & 1E 1R & %
B1A2 HF ConvNext 5 DBC K IE R & i
B1A2 HT DenseNet 5 DBC K 1E (1R & 77 %

B TE I BE UL e KRR UL R K Y S ]
AR S bR RCIEL VFA Fa RUBE 5 0 380 Dt K 5 1] i £
KAMROR 25 8] A2 pR RO 28y, AT SR

1 2
y(h)=[10i+n)=1()] . (10)
Hor  TGIARR AL E G AL B Hdl L Ayt — AL 78 1)
(R PY A T5 1] B9 k% B 5T 22 [a] 9 (] B )

2 BrsEai R

21 BERESH

WF 52 TU A B R BE 5 v 15 3 A I 3 0 A 41
R 7K Ko GCMs H 42 1 {8 2] X B 43 BF 8 0 25 21
DIA% s 8L, 43 H 3 T Z AR B K L 2 4R
-2 H B K A £ 4R 14 B K 19 MARE (1 3) .

HE A 1 3 AT, T A R R O vk 45 31 Y R K
MARE #F B %5 GCMs #E47 WZk M 4 8 (bilin-
car interpolation, BL) By %5 R, 4 Mg & 2 > I7 ik 1y
AR IIL I AL Z AR AR K B S Hr b LS T
P32 20 F GCMs 1 8 [ 7K 9 MARE ¥ {8
19.4% ,DBC JriER BBy 45 R 8 8.9% , 4 Fh IR JiE 24
2] H % GCMs i 17 B RUBE (B1~B4) (19 45 1 8
14.0%~18.7% ,4 # DL-DBC 4 £ 4F ¥ ¥ [ K 1)
MARE K 7.1%~7.5% . Ifi 7€ 2 45 F- 35 7 B K 1) 43
Bror LS 5 s iy 45 Ry 60.1%, DBC Jr &
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Table 3 RMSE and Pearson correlation coefficient r of spa-

tial semivariance for different seasons

12~2 1 3~5H 6~8H 9~11H

r  RMSE r RMSE r RMSE r RMSE
BL 0.836 0.842 0.877 5.238 0.852 8.133 0.889 3.191
Al 0.900 1.009 0.879 3.007 0.852 6.754 0.897 3.157
A2 0918 0.669 0.912 2.233 0.863 4.022 0.905 1.709
Bl 0.904 0.655 0.897 2.211 0.848 4.100 0.900 1.735
B2 0.908 0.661 0.903 2.253 0.847 4.092 0.904 1.735
B3 0.905 0.661 0.902 2.252 0.848 4.119 0.903 1.745
B4 0.905 0.650 0.903 2.178 0.848 4.322 0.900 1.823
BIA2 0.929 0.676 0.924 2.233 0.867 3.765 0.913 1.659
B2A2 0.930 0.674 0.925 2.214 0.867 3.785 0.916 1.664
B3A2 0.930 0.667 0.924 2.145 0.866 3.771 0.916 1.678
B4A2 0.930 0.670 0.924 2.237 0.866 3.789 0.917 1.676
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