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Table 1.Geographicalcharacteristicsof meteorological stationsstudy

bl o) 53 Lo s 51l | Wl o e sl Jsb ool b
1961-1990 1522.8 36' 15" 46' 16" i
1961-1990 1361 38'5" 46'17" g
1961-1990 1328 37" 4" 45'3" was)|
1961-1990 1103 38' 33" 46' 58" G5

e 03 (b el s Jibe G Ol geas Jie ol s L1 (gLl
(I 5 a0 SLesls 5 leand Al S Sy
S35, 6[.&:0\.} JYA] J)\J (,.;,Gl j::"j W"U’:'ﬁ BE @YL’ &UJS
o= Ol 5 2oL ST gles  Plas gles Juld Jde 4
ebdlga Olosle 51 as Waesls cpl WSl 0 dlis, &) 50
4.“.« Yo L;’L&) 092 Lg.i stb Js..v‘lg L}}\J}- ./\.3'3; J?-‘ L;)}JS
(V47) —144+) oy r.:J.'e\ s Sl 5y Vgene a5 AL
J)';’Lf oalaal ﬁl} Jk} ‘-;Q.:.L;‘ .lm"‘).& lﬁ 4.3'[.; 69> d\).&sb
sl gledis lacsls (Jde &S ol Soysm opl 4 S8 g,
bl slaaasein WOl on b ges Sl 1wl ey
UL’?"L\ 3 Feeloms )j.]a,.adu e ..bjl:da C\J}v.';w‘ (aosls
Ll 1 QTEST ws, ab gobl o5 glp e duailys
:;J;l;_u”l/b.b_u wlioy95 55 o gan Saesls (6w S U o3 sl
Gslesb L3 Jde s Sles SLosl Hskea s s 5 cpl e
55 Mg e dmlie dlo T Slaalie (golel liasiie b laesls

IVAF Gl -TY 8 )lows — s JLw

\Y

Sy50 oeldl gl eyl ol s 63,5 (V) Jsd= s o
Al slos GSla by sl byl @l Ll Jols ) 5
o S (AN84) &l bl s Isb s a0k
SelSanyl Sl & a5 b il Jls S aldeg; sladus
ol odaline ol a3 Wlgy S 5 Bl () 5550
STV s O8N NRR0) 550 0555 53 4 5 sl
s WA O AUl )l a5 lao o 5 o g a3 +£Y
Fokes YWVA L ol 50 SaL eVl Ske .l o sl
b s ool 4 b o 5 4 O Bl 5 ST oS sl e

el e L YAV L 5 5 oSl 5 00T/

2350 S
sl s ol Lslas gleesls Wye Jue G LARS-WG Juts

Solw e s ol Ol e as Olwloms Cusls 2 el 53

Ol ool waign 9 pgle



Pl ol Sl o e oS Al oo Jie slast Ol s oinsOlis

k
Z(Xk _Yk)z )
RMSE =+
K
S )
;P{K _Yk|
MAE = %

ol (gilwand olis YK ¢ Slaalis ,islie XK 548 Laily, s
Al e baosls sl K

oslizal (8) alaly 51 OT ailous (gl e Sla o ke =T
LS oS ol U Jle s Shee 3 ho SIS o0 S 55
) ]

MSE = %Z(Obsi — For))? (¥)

i=1

Shalie glaesly S sl n 5wl oy 53 cddgsluans
@L"J O M Ol (goiS Ol M e i
(0) Ua.:b U.NL«‘ 2 Ly JWZLL;G d’é\) Lsuebb B J.La o JJJT}.
o st bLl Saees ol Els o3 D] 255 0 apuilos
BEl S ol ;fﬁli) )‘J”‘ ;{.; 9 .L.s‘ja Lgﬁga)‘.b‘ \) J:’J.A 9
DIV 5053, Sl Bl (la Ll (65250l

Z(yact - yacli yesr - yesl)
i=1

R ©)

z (yac‘t - ;acl )2 Z (yest - ;esl )2
i=1

ol J_KJL,« Vaer (Salie ol Yaer O 43 &S
ol u,:f.'l.:.a Vest 5 ol g 5lwacss 3l Vest (sHalie
RETRTRTI

oW
LARS-WG Jdo Comw Sl Olwabl 5 05,5 o, )5 shiea,
(AN bl o) ¢l ab Sl ol Sl
Sz e 3 S Ll ey ol Gl JAe 5 s
Sl 5 slale JiL 5 Sl 5 Bl sles Jold & Joke
Slalie (14711-1440) Lo Fr glaesls L sl e Lol las
Olgebl jshirons iomen a3 S aglis anlllas 5,50 glaolSans|
sl oLyl SDSM s S ulde sy Jdbe Coms
s slaesls 3 NCEP (gla sze 5l eslanal b osdldgiluans

IVAF Gl -TY 8 )lows — s JLw

V¢

ol oslizul 0 wied s e cpl ased =151 ass ol
bl o)s3 wliilyn glaosls Cl,s b Jde ol By s ol
obal oss3 b alie o353 53 g agas 538 e s s
e 53 5wl S goa | mlidlpa Gla el el 5 Il
Joe L}-?QMJL;I&‘ I NGIC SV GIT .J..”nl.w'da .L:‘j; u.alf:.w_l\
slaesls L axslS (¢l mlé\ e Gl 3l ol (slaesls 5o
53,8 Jels 5 alis Slaalis

J»;Jjj LS‘;’ ojzé.';d Jv?: &}:.w;) de Lg'ij;" SDSM de
bl 3l ey GLSESS ahosts 218 5 F slaesls
C,u.ﬂ‘ ol 4.;.@.7 Qm‘ L YooY dl.w L 45 ‘[YO 4Yi] C,u.ﬂ‘
My s s Sy G is, 3l oS5 Sl eslimad ol Ll
Ll oo 3la pwlieSor S (gl osere alsn Jéum;
ol oslizad 0/) jm OF aseed o =1 51 Shagn cpl o [Y]
bl s &l laesls old e 4 (g3555 laesls .ol
Seabye Slaalie glaesls 35 5wy m 3,50 slaall
sl 5l il o (NCEP) 13U Jases (gls puite o i o
NCEP (sla ize b wlidoS )5 slaodiS ot s> 4S
reblie BOT o 5l Al Wil o3l e ine gl
U'i‘ ? JJS ul;:.?.:\ ‘)J-]‘-' S)40 oKJ.wJ”‘ l; JG.JJA owww
Gl ize o SDSM e 353 s odusl (g3ludl e &5 a0l
("™ E) U’”)b LA_}Q.C«) °"\".5"':'L5"3"J:“~”~'~3 L;LAJ::.L& 9 owww
LS 1y obetiS ot alsasl ) SaS LS o iz
VLY )\_}BJ" Lf? M ih!b a&ﬂwﬁ ‘5&]:’.7.&
I¥] s sl bl odn] el (glaodiS o i Ol gsws
Y48+ YAV JL 51 NCEP b ¥ slaesls 5l &S &)y il
wloyss 5o ok s L la bl gileands g due oL
RGSUOH PSS W P30

3 kot b 351 (S sluxo

e 3 oS glade 5 Ses Jls 5 L5 g
(s ol 53 a8 Sl sy ke o5 Slas sla el
Slay o 2 Sle (RMSE) Uax Sla o Sl 5 5does glaslne
3 RY) end oo (MAE) ot 3lke Sle (MSE) Ut
ol s dd 4 S8 4 (R) St g 0

Sl O SMde (2 5 das Ok Sokoms 2t gy =)
TIVT ds s 0L 1 O aalons 6 5 (1) alayly 3L s

K

ZXKYK

K=1
Sx Sy
K=1

s Gl (o Sle 5 b Slupe :SSke Hsdons Y

R = ")

Ol ool waign 9 pgle



Koar 5 ol glaas i 5l eslial b Sls S wliag, gladis 3 Shee —Y Jyu
Table2. Performance of downscalingmodelsusingmeasurementerror andcorrelationindexes

R R?

MAE MSE RMSE sesli )

SDSM LARS SDSM LARS SDSM LARS SDSM LARS SDSM LARS Jote o]
0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 3.1 3.03 14.26 13.34 3.78 3.65 Sk

0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.04 0.24 0.00 0.08 0.05 0.28 Sl gles {
0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.04 0.33 0.00 0.19 0.06 0.44 JERCPITS

0.99 0.98 0.99 0.96 0.99 2.77 1.47 12.48 1.21 3.53 Sk

0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.02 0.39 0.00 0.19 0.02 0.44 Sl gles }:
0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.01 0.27 0.00 0.11 0.02 0.33 JERCERPINS

0.99 0.97 0.99 0.94 1.32 3.03 19.05 4 4.36 b

0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.02 0.17 0.00 0.05 0.02 0.21 Sl gles ;i
0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.02 0.22 0.00 0.06 0.03 25. JERCEPITS

0.99 0.99 0.99 0.98 1.41 1.5 5.22 4.27 2.28 2.07 Sk

0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.01 0.22 0.00 0.07 0.02 0.26 Slas sles %
0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.03 0.22 0.00 0.09 0.04 0.3 JERCPIPS

Sl ol 95 5 gles s o ls o554y o) 0 3550 (SAS >
SQESPRY)
Shoeslaal U S S lde s, glbadie 5> Shase =Y Jsi>
sladde (MAE) s llae . Sls 30 (V) ik sla e ls
Cuxdy g yiuled g 1,SDSM S LARS-WG jIs S oliie
slos ¢ Blas glos gl el )l dlale (g5lwacs 53 ladie glax
| andllae 35 g0 SlaolSansl )3 omy 2 3558 0593 > 0k 5 Sl
ool bl L bl s 558 e sdaline a5 5 sbolas das e OLES
Lol e glas o S0le b si oSl 3 Lais LARS-WG Jobs
L ol s MAE L SDSM Jbs 4 G (6 1S (Sl 31 o Y/ Y
Lgl.aaa:\swLh>'d}éa@:ﬁ\ﬁb)b.w\)b)fﬂwﬁw\
58y o YL LC W SDSM Jue 4 b gy o (g 5laand 5 Jlaalie
L5252 SDSM dube Sl eslanad by 50k (3lwand 55 5 ot oy 528
L 4 e LARS-WG Jie 3 5 WYY L ol p MAE b ase 551 o] 4
L bl s el VO Ll MAE L (655 St s oSz @
o 7S 5 03500 Jas 53550 SDSM ke 5 Bl gles
o oSl s by e BBl les (g3luancd 2 53 50 e ol
0 S gles galwad a5 .l /0N Ll MAE L
Rl b cwd Pl glos b alie Candy 35 s 3550 aikie
les 4 o ey ol 55 Je 53 a gl Sile oS ol
S gles gilwan 53 d.,\,aj.aﬁc'el}):jwl.ﬂ oals Bla-
.U\a:‘.:szf}\&%:ﬂwé:ﬂ‘ﬂbg;;@%
eals QLA 5 9= 3l (6 2 u_J)lSSDSM Jdo 5o asy pl 53 &S

IVAF Gl -TY 8 )lows — s JLw

\o

S ol b s als (VAN -1880)al Solel oy53 &l
Jdle g3 8 baw g sddgilaeans 5 Slaalie glaesls b3l
b axls eslisad L SDSM 5 LARS-WG  ils S ulde sy,
Sl Jol bl ol ol 63,550 (V) Jsdr 53 cilises gLl
Al g eddgslaand slie o 5l me D aS ol O
3,10 355 0 /00 Sl gl L a0l Slualis polie 5 Jke s
03 3l 5 e ddgsluans slaosls o O e Mﬁguﬁj
oo 3l Obdl (gl il o J g8 B 2 /0 ) (gl oae Chw
35 MAE 5 RMSE MSE sl sleastls 3l laduts el
03 ladde 35 48 das e Ol sdelawsas C;L; aS e eslaud
bl Q}wﬁd}’?’;ﬁduﬁﬁ|)l{:jw)ﬁﬁ)y‘5u°&mﬁ|
s (§ fiamwln 033 5l Loy (g3laancd 55 e 35 8 &S &5
wlabe 2oL (olwand 53 5 eop Dl SOk Goleand «
G (6 7S 235 31 &S jiw oKaus) 51 8 4 SDSM Jue 50
3 s ool ple 3 ol o i3, 55 LARS-WG ke
3 gles sla bl oluand B 51 aa 5 L oleand RS
55 el 0355 3555 5 LARS-WG Jile 4y G (8 i 235
Slos oloand 3 Jhe 53 a5 ales la bl (Soluand
gl 03 s s g Jeo S35 Plus gles 4 s Slas
LARS-WG Jus & Gl (5 s &35 31 SDSM Jue 50 4e
el glaasls 5l ol Tl ooz 03 el Jla 5
wlals ulis ;3 SDSM Sls S lde sy Jie oS ool 0T Sl
03 el sl el )l L;.’"qu‘ltj")i) Cgr S o)

Ol ool waign 9 pgle



BLARS- WG
B 8DEM

ELARS-WG

SDSM

gl

A
STied

SRR,

0.45
0.4 A
0.35

HLARS-WG
EHEDEM

e 9

S
2slas

L
Bl gles slis

o
i a5 sboles

[EEYW
j:\cn»l le.aeli:m:\ DL

Sosets Jde 3 by 5l

Y

L

S

Kasl s layss

Ol S 135l (owsiaen 9 ook

e —Y s

-

L)

dose o

Ji's‘v\})
53 S glos (iluand w3 3 S S5

-

J

-

Kl
}:JL.)‘LSUG;.'Q—.’":".)Q:'

oo/l sl Glae o Sle L s
oot

2,50 &by

s
A<

}d.w

et g5l

SWIP-31 0w

90
\ﬁ‘\i) LgLa)jJ ] MLaLA

o by s

JW)J v/ed L’

|4§>‘Jﬁ OR

Jlbe Lo
A\ -

P

lals gad 5l eslanad b aadlas 5540
S8l gles anslis 4 (8 5 Y) ¢

dwslis @
5 <l

aK.:M.'

"1

55

T
L

Al

‘GJ}Q-;

55 L bl s

(WS =)

:‘... DL LY
b
DL 45

-

A

|oJ.ireJ))‘ (-\
|

P

Z

v

Ll

;3 SDSM 3 LARS-WG sladae (MAE) (slas 3las
lalis 3lie 4 LARS-WG Jibo vy old silu

Fig 2. Comparison of (MAE) in SDSM and LARS-WG models in simulation of temperature and precipitation
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Abstract

Performance Assessment of LARS-WGandSDSMDownscalingModels
In Simulation ofClimate Changes in UrmiaL.ake Basin

M. Goudarzi!, B. Salahi? and S. Asaad Hosseini?
Received: 2015.09.12  Accepted:2015.04.30

In the study ofclimate changes,Prediction of the futureclimatic parametersis performedbygeneral
circulationmodels(GCMs)andemissions scenarios ofgreenhouse gases.However, Global Circulation
Models have very course spatial resolutions.For this reason, downscaling methods are needed to bridge the
gap between the large scale climate scenarios and the fine scale where local stations exist. Downscaling
methods are divided into two categories: 1) statistical models and 2) Dynamic models. Among these
methods, statistical methods are much more popular which is due to low expenses and less time consuming
procedures. Lars-WG and SDSM models are among the most concise methods of statistical tools for
downscaling. Herein this research these two models were used in simulating precipitation and temperature
changes in Urmia lake basin located in the north west of Iran. Four synoptic stations includingSaqez, Tabriz
Khoy and Urmia were considered. These four stations had a good and long data especially in base period
(1961-1990). In order to assess the models, MSE, RMSE & MAE indexes along with regression and bias
were used. Results show that both models were good in simulating temperature but SDSM was better in
simulating precipitation according to statistical performance measures and has less uncertainty. But it has
more complex and time consuming procedures. While Lars-WG is simpler and faster comparing with
SDSM. In general, none of the models has absolute superior in simulating climatic parameters and both can

be used in climate change predictions.

Keywords: Climate Change, LARS-WG, SDSM, Precipitation, Temperature, Urmia Lake.
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