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CONCLUSIONS
1 Analysis period: 1998-2010 (including a major drought in 2005-2008) 1 Economic benefits rise for all forecasting systems — forecasts are valuable
 Agriculture impact metric: benefits in agricultural demands (demand curves) d Room for cooperation between agriculture and hydropower (agricultural benefits
0 Hydropower impact metric: energy generation benefits (production and price) depend on the particular forecasting system while hydropower revenues do not)
 Environmental status metric: native fish habitat suitable area (habitat curves) -1 Slight decrease of habitat (up to 2%) for all forecasting systems
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