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pixel-by-pixel fitness shown in the Taylor plots points out the particular homogeneity of the desert area. In the validation against EC data, the FEST-EWB performance is good, considering the difference in
scale between the data. In the comparison against other models, the good accuracy of FEST-EWB is further highlighted, with only ETMonitor able to obtain comparable results. This work has been realized within the framework of the SIM (Smart Irrigation from Soil Moisture Forecast Using Satellite and Hydro-Metereological Modelling) project [www.sim.polimi.it]




