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Digital filters of BFI (Wahl and Wahl Siow Tlow=50 607 5 FURTHER CALIBRATION STRATEGY could include stepwise adjustments of main
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separated by BFl and SWAT || recession; 3) recession of surface runoff under saturated conditions and infiltration capacity of surface
baseflow separators respectively || runoff caused by intensive precipitation and snowmelt; 4) evapotranspiration as soil water content is
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baseflow separators was applied on daily
average runoff data for Berze River.
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