Observed snowmelt energetics and runoff

generation during rain-on-snow
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65 Snow Monitoring 5tations (SnoMoS) were
set-up in the winter 2012/2013 in the Black Forest
region of southwestern Germany using a stratified
sampling design with paired (open and forest) sta-
tions.
The SnoMoS measured snow depth and climatic
variables in hourly resolution allowing event based
analysis of snowmelt energetics and runoff genera-
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