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Potential flood risk under climate change: a local assessment in the absence of damage data
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Fig. S1 Comparison of observed and simulated: hydrographs of daily streamflow (top), flow duration curves (middle; line – observations; dots - simulations), and exceedance probabilities of APD (bottom; the solid and dashed lines represent gamma-distribution curves approximating the observations (black dots) and simulations (white dots)).
[bookmark: _GoBack]Table S1 Streamflow indicators calculated from observed and simulated discharge series, model performance criteria, and results of statistical tests 
	Index/criterion
	Observation
	Simulation
	Error

	Daily Discharge

	Mean, m3/s 
	7622
	7471
	-2.0%

	Standard Deviation, m3/s
	9031
	8948
	-0.9%

	Coefficient of Variation
	1.18
	1.20
	1.1%

	NSE
	0.90

	PBIAS
	-2.0%

	%BiasFHV10
	1.8%

	Annual Peak Discharge

	Mean, m3/s 
	36847
	37447
	1.6%

	Standard Deviation, m3/s
	5989
	6373
	6.4%

	Coefficient of Variation
	0.16
	0.17
	4.7%

	KS-test, =5%
	p-value=99.9% 

	U-test, =5%
	p-value=87.9%




Table S2 Relative anomalies (%) of the mean value and coefficient of variation of APD for the period 2070–2099 compared to the historical period 1979–2010
	Model
	Mean 
	Coefficient of variation

	
	SSP1-2.6
	SSP5-8.5
	SSP1-2.6
	SSP5-8.5

	GFDL-ESM4
	16.8
	37.3
	-5.3
	9.7

	IPSL-CM6A-LR
	10.6
	42.8
	8.5
	23.6

	MPI-ESM1-2-HR
	6.0
	30.8
	26.3
	36.4

	MRI-ESM2-0
	15.0
	38.6
	2.7
	-9.3

	UKESM1-0-LL
	8.3
	25.6
	4.6
	2.1

	Ensemble average
	11.4
	35.0
	7.4
	12.5
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