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Table 3. Evaluation of model performance for water temperature profiles at the dam site
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Table 4. Evaluation of model performance for SS concentration profiles at the dam site

ltems TM-1 TM-2 TM-3
AME(C) | RMSE(T) | AME(C) | RMSE(C) | AME(TC) | RMSE(T)
Average 7.210 10.682 7.474 9.592 4.461 6.426

Maximum 16.749 21.128 21.130 22578 10.533 18517

Minimum 1.435 1.756 1.033 1.434 0.990 1.766
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