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Storage-discharge relationships and dynamic changes in storage connectivity remain key unknowns
in understanding and predicting watershed behavior. In this study, we use Global Positioning System
measurements of load-induced Earth surface displacement as a proxy for total water storage change
in four climatologically diverse mountain watersheds in the western United States. Comparing total
water storage estimates with stream-connected storage derived from hydrograph analysis, we find
that each of the investigated watersheds exhibits a characteristic seasonal pattern of connection and
disconnection between total and stream-connected storage. We investigate how the degree and
timing of watershed-scale connectivity is related to the timing of precipitation and seasonal changesin
dominant hydrologic processes. Our results show that elastic deformation of the Earth due to water
loading is a powerful new tool for elucidating dynamic storage connectivity and watershed discharge

response across scales in space and time.

The relationship between water storage and stream discharge is a funda-
mental characteristic of watersheds and is required to properly forecast a
watershed’s response to climatic forcing. Watersheds are comprised of
many different reservoirs, including surface water, snowpack, shallow soils,
saprolite, bedrock, and vegetation, all of which experience temporally
varying connections and disconnections to streams. However, measuring
changes in total water storage in all reservoirs across the watershed presents
many challenges. The ability to quantify the state of storage connection
across the watershed, and determine the degree to which total storage is
connected to the stream would mark a substantial contribution for
hydrologists and water managers.

The classical ~ watershed mass-balance  equation reads:
P — ET — Q = AS*, where Pis precipitation, ET is evapotranspiration, Q is
discharge, and AS* represents changes in stream-connected storage.
However, stream-connected storage, $*, is not necessarily equivalent to the
total storage in all reservoirs'”. Connections between reservoirs and the
adjacent stream network depend not only on the type of reservoir, but also
on the reservoir storage conditions™*’, and can be represented by a time-
varying storage selection function®'’. Changing connections can lead to a
non-linear response of watershed discharge to storage changes. Depending
on the current state of storage, a given input of precipitation can produce
different changes in discharge''. For example, snow falling during the winter

adds to snowpack accumulation but does not concomitantly produce higher
discharge. Advanced methods for characterizing the relationship between
storage and discharge in complex terrain remain a fundamental pursuit in
hydrologic studies*>"*""°.

Measurements of changes in total water storage over time could pro-
vide critical constraints on watershed behavior; however, monitoring sto-
rage in all terrestrial reservoirs across a watershed is challenging’. Point
measurements of storage can be made accurately at high temporal resolu-
tion for individual reservoirs, such as vegetation'’, soil water*”", and
bedrock groundwater'*”’. However, point measurements are difficult to
upscale due to strong spatial and temporal heterogeneities. Water balance
methods suffer from large uncertainties in their inputs (e.g., precipitation)
and outputs (e.g., evapotranspiration)*'"*'~*’,

The emerging field of hydrogeodesy presents new opportunities to
estimate changes in total water storage at the watershed scale. The earth
deforms elastically due to the total weight of water stored in all reservoirs at
and near the surface of the earth. Elastic deformation of the Earth’s surface
due to water loading and unloading can provide information on fluctuations
in total water storage at sub-seasonal temporal resolution’*”. Increases
(decreases) in water storage manifest in the geodetic signal as a downward
(upward) displacement of the Earth’s surface’”*. Long records of precise
Global Positioning System (GPS) inferred surface displacement can be

"Department of Geosciences, University of Montana, Missoula, MT, USA. 2Institute of Geophysics and Planetary Physics, Scripps Institution for Oceanography,
University of California San Diego, San Diego, CA, USA. 3Jet Propulsion Laboratory, California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, CA, USA. “UNAVCO, Missoula,
MT, USA. ®Present address: Silixa, Missoula, MT, USA. ®Present address: United States Geological Survey, Arizona Water Science Center, Yuma, AZ, USA.

e-mail: payton.gardner@umontana.edu

Communications Earth & Environment| (2024)5:110


http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s43247-024-01264-3&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s43247-024-01264-3&domain=pdf
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1038/s43247-024-01264-3&domain=pdf
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9939-1480
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9939-1480
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9939-1480
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9939-1480
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-9939-1480
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0664-001X
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0664-001X
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0664-001X
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0664-001X
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-0664-001X
mailto:payton.gardner@umontana.edu

https://doi.org/10.1038/s43247-024-01264-3

Article

filtered and processed to isolate hydrologic responses and then inverted to
estimate the total water storage’*’. However, total water storage inversion
results are poorly constrained in areas of low GPS station density, which
limits the use of GPS-inferred storage to basins with dense GPS arrays.

Estimated seasonal fluctuations in surface water mass over the central
Amazon basin from a single GPS station show strong anticorrelation with
the local stage height of the Amazon River”, indicating that single station
GPS observations can be informative of large watershed storage and dis-
charge. For hydrological loading in the mountainous regions of western
United States, GPS-observed vertical displacements are most strongly cor-
related with snow load within about 30 km of the station®’, consistent with
surface-loading theory, which shows that the displacement response of the
solid Earth to loading and unloading is largest at the center of the load and
decays with distance™”, indicating that GPS station displacement is well
correlated to loading at spatial scales on the order of tens of km. Thus, GPS
observations of surface displacement from one or more stations could fill an
important spatial gap between point-based measurements and regional-
scale observations of water mass changes from satellites (e.g., the NASA-
DLR GRACE mission) even in areas of poor GPS density.

In this paper, we explore the use of surface displacements measured by
individual GPS to estimate total terrestrial hydrologic storage and storage
connectivity at the intermediate watershed scale. We isolate the GPS Ver-
tical Displacements (GPSVD) from hydrologic loading as an estimate of
total water storage, which includes changes in storage for all hydrologic
reservoirs regardless of their connection to the stream. We estimate the
stream-connected storage, by quantifying the storage-discharge relationship
for our watersheds and then inferring storage from observed discharge to
give us the Discharge Inferred Storage (DIS). We then compare and contrast
seasonal patterns of the GPSVD and the DIS, in four different watersheds
across the western US (Fig. 1). We show that GPSVD can be used to quantify
watershed connectivity, and that the relationship between GPSVD and DIS
varies depending upon catchment climatology. We identify periods of the
year when GPSVD is strongly correlated to DIS, and periods when the
connection is not strong. Our results indicate that geodetic tools can provide
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information on seasonal changes in the storage-discharge relationship and
watershed sensitivity to precipitation. The results presented here are of
interest for hydrologists and watershed managers looking to improve pre-
dictions of a watershed’s unique response to climatic forcing, and to those
looking to eventually operationalize geodetic information in hydrology,
even in areas with limited GPS coverage.

Results

All studied watersheds exhibited seasonal patterns in precipitation, snow
water equivalent (where applicable), discharge, and GPSVD” (Fig. 2). For
the two snow-dominated watersheds (Camas Creek and Roaring Fork), the
snow water equivalent starts building in November, peaks in March and
April, respectively, and disappears by late May (Fig. 2a, b). Discharge peaks
in April and June, respectively, as a result of snowmelt. In the Roaring Fork,
discharge largely recesses from its peak until snowmelt begins again the
following year. In Camas Creek, discharge recesses through late summer,
and then increases to a higher fall or winter baseflow. In both watersheds,
snow accumulation in the winter applies increasing pressure to the Earth’s
surface, which is observed as a downward displacement in the GPS record.
Peak downward displacement occurs slightly after peak snow water
equivalent when the total hydrologic load (i.e., snow, surface water, soil
water, and groundwater) is at a maximum. According to the GPS, the
surface subsequently rebounds for the rest of summer, with peak upward
displacement in September when total water storage is at a minimum.

For the two rain-dominated catchments (West Fork (W. Fk.) of the
Russian and North Yuba), precipitation occurs primarily during the fall and
winter (October-May) and is followed by a dry period during the summer
(June-September) (Fig. 2¢c, d). In both watersheds, discharge increases
sharply in the fall with the onset of precipitation. In the W. Fk. Russian,
discharge rates level off in December but remain high for the rest of the
winter. In the North Yuba, discharge rates continue to increase until dry
summer conditions return. GPSVD for these rain-dominated watersheds
shows a peak downward displacement in April and a peak upward dis-
placement in August to September.
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Fig. 1 | Map of study watersheds. Map of study watersheds in the western US showing GPS stations as red stars and USGS stream gauge locations as blue squares. Inset
maps (A-D) are colored by the ratio of the average April 1 snow water equivalent to the total average annual precipitation”’.
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Fig. 2 | Hydrologic and GPS annual trends. Time series of precipitation (light blue),
discharge (dark blue), snow water equivalent (black), temperature (gold), and GPS
vertical displacement (GPSVD) (light red) for each of the four watersheds (a-d).

Global position system stations are located within, or proximal to the watersheds.
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Annual signals for all years of combined record (the faint lines in the background)
and mean for all years (bold lines) are shown (a-d). The fraction of average annual
precipitation falling in the summer months is shown on maps on the right side of
each panel”.
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Fig. 3 | Storage hysteresis plots. Discharge inferred storage (DIS) vs. GPS vertical
displacement (GPSVD) plots for a Roaring Fork, b North Yuba, ¢ Camas Creek, and
d W. Fk. of the Russian River watersheds. Individual days for all years on record are
plotted in light gray, and the median values for the period of record are plotted as

opaque symbols, colored by month. Arrows indicate the direction of the loop, major
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times of connection and disconnection and potential processes affecting the
watershed during these times. All discharge-inferred storage and GPSVD time series
are smoothed with a 30 day average filter. Note that the x-axis is flipped so that slope
values are positive when storage and streamflow are connected.
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Figure 3 shows the changes in discharge-inferred storage (DIS) relative
to GPSVD. We averaged 11 years of observations to derive a characteristic
annual DIS-GPSVD curve for each watershed, whose hysteresis (i.e., sea-
sonal pattern of response lag between total and stream-connected storage)
provides information on the average of storage partitioning for each
watershed.

GPSVD and DIS in the four watersheds fluctuate seasonally. For
example, in the snow-dominated Roaring Fork River watershed,
GPSVD  steadily increases with snow accumulation from
October-February (Fig. 3a), while DIS remains flat or slightly
decreases as water remains locked in the snowpack. During the
spring months of March-June (Fig. 3a), DIS rapidly increases
alongside uplift in the GPSVD, implying that an increasing fraction
of storage becomes stream-connected during this period. During the
summer months (July-September; Fig. 3a), diminishing DIS is cou-
pled with a loss of total storage. Camas Creek, the other snow-
dominated watershed, shows a similar strong snowpack accumula-
tion period from October-February, during which DIS remains

relatively constant, followed by rapid reconnection in March or April
and a long recession period from May-September (Fig. 3c).

In contrast, in the rain-dominated North Yuba River watershed, DIS
and GPSVD covary linearly and show only subtle hysteresis behavior
throughout the year (Fig. 3b). The West Fork Russian River behaves simi-
larly to North Yuba early in the winter, when a relatively rapid increase in
DIS is accompanied by downward movement of the GPSVD (Fig. 3d).
However, DIS levels off in late winter, even as GPSVD continues to trend
downward.

To explore patterns in storage connectivity, we define periods of high
connectivity as times when the DIS and GPSVD vary together, with inferred
storage changes in the same direction (i.e., a negative slope of DIS vs GPSVD
(m < — 0.25) and strong correlation (R2>0.7)).A negative slope indicates a
decrease in stream-connected storage when the GPSVD exhibits upward
displacement (a decrease in total storage). We evaluated the linear regres-
sion over a 45-day window of the 11-year average GPSVD and DIS to
quantify seasonal patterns in slope and covariance between GPSVD
and DIS.
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Fig. 4 | Watershed connectivity. Rolling correlation coefficient (top panel of each
pair) and ordinary least-squares linear slope estimate (bottom panel of each pair), for
a Roaring Fork, b North Yuba, ¢ Camas Creek, and d W. Fk. of the Russian River
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estimates include 5™ and 95" percentile confidence intervals assuming a normal
distribution of error variance. Green shaded areas mark highly connected periods,
where GPSVD and discharge-inferred storage have a slope of —0.25,and an R* > 0.7.
A negative GPS displacement indicates increased storage.

Our correlation analysis highlights periods that exhibit stream-
connected (green) and stream-disconnected (white) storage behaviors
(Fig. 4). Each watershed exhibits a unique pattern of connection in terms of
timing and duration. In general, rain-dominated watersheds experience
higher stream connectivity for a majority of the year. We find that the rain-
dominated North Yuba River is connected for the longest duration, with a
total of 257 days of high connectivity across all seasons. For example, a
period of almost continuous connection occurs in the North Yuba between
June and January, with a break in October and November, and is again
highly connected in March through May. The rain-dominated W. Fk.
Russian River is highly connected for ~239 days, with a long period of
connection from May through September and again from November
through March.

Overall, the two snow-dominated watersheds exhibited weaker con-
nectivity. Camas Creek is highly connected for 138 days of the year, with a
long period of connection occurring from June through September and a
short period in March and April. The Roaring Fork shows the lowest
connection, with only 109 days of high connectivity, mostly between August
and December.

Discussion

Annual patterns of stream connection and disconnection to storage led to
different relationships between GPSVD (total) and DIS (stream-connected)
in the four study watersheds. The partitioning of storage between stream-
connected and stream-disconnected reservoirs is expected to be a complex
function of topography, ecology, climate, and geology, and our results show
that GPSVD can provide insight into how these factors operate in the
context of individual watersheds.

Watersheds exhibit distinct periods of enhanced connection between
storage and discharge, whereby changes in total water storage are strongly
and positively correlated with discharge. During these periods, an increase
(decrease) in total storage results in a nearly simultaneous (i.e., little to no
phase lag or lead) increase (decrease) in stream-connected storage. GPSVD
is a strong predictor of discharge during these periods.

Conversely, our results also reveal distinct periods when total water
storage and stream-connected storage are disconnected. During these per-
iods, a change in GPSVD can be uncorrelated or even anti-correlated to a
change in DIS. The disconnection of total storage and discharge-inferred
storage is consistent with a variety of processes in the watershed. The dis-
connection could be due to stream discharge and ET coming from separate,
unconnected reservoirs; water stored in static snowpacks™™’ or water
stored in unsaturated, unconnected soil reservoirs. GPSVD displacement
provides minimal information on stream discharge during these periods.
The hysteresis loops shown in Fig. 3 are consistent with those generated for
snow-dominated watersheds using data from the GRACE satellite mission'
and provide important information on watershed-scale processes and
behaviors. Our results suggest that GPSVD, even from a single station, can
provide useful information for hydrologists.

In all watersheds investigated here, a strong connection is observed
during the dry-season recession period in the summer and fall. For the
seasonally dry North Yuba River, W. Fk. Russian River, and Camas Creek
watersheds, the connected period begins in mid to late June and lasts into
September. For the summer monsoonal Roaring Fork watershed, the dry
period begins in mid-August and lasts through October. We interpret the
dry period as one where snowmelt (and monsoonal precipitation) is largely
finished for the season, available soil water is mostly depleted (so actual ET is
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reduced), and groundwater discharge to streams (baseflow) represents the
dominant form of storage change in the watershed. The beginning and
ending of these periods are consistent with the climatology of the water-
sheds, where seasonally dry watersheds receive little precipitation through
July and August, and, in contrast, summer monsoon watersheds receive
appreciable rainfall during July and August. For snow-dominated water-
sheds, a clear snow accumulation signal can be seen from October through
March. Snowpack dominates changes in total water storage during this
period, and the snowpack (prior to melting) remains disconnected from
stream discharge.

Sudden episodes of reconnection follow disconnected states and are
marked by a rapid increase in discharge at relatively constant total storage.
The sudden reconnection indicates that storage in the watershed can
transition rapidly to reservoirs with strong stream connections. The shape
and slope of the reconnection period in the storage-discharge diagram
(Fig. 3) provide insight into watershed dynamics, including the transfer of
water between stream-disconnected and connected reservoirs over the year.

During snowmelt in April-May in the Camas Creek watershed, dis-
charge rapidly increases, while inferred total storage stays constant, sug-
gesting that melting snowpack infiltrates the soils and undergoes lateral
subsurface flow. Conversely, the reconnection period in the Roaring Fork
watershed shows an anticorrelated relationship in which total storage
decreases even as discharge inferred storage increases. This anticorrelation is
consistent with an increased transfer of water to stream-connected reser-
voirs, even as total storage drops, indicating additional loss of storage to a
non-stream-connected reservoir such as the atmosphere. The additional
loss could be explained by loss of snowmelt to evapotranspiration and
sublimation, rather than to stream-connected reservoirs.

The rain-dominated Russian River exhibits disconnection during
late winter and early spring, wherein discharge remains relatively
constant while storage continues to increase. This signal could be the
result of artificial reservoir operations at Lake Mendocino on the
nearby East Fork Russian River or at Clear Lake on the Cache Creek
drainage. Neither of the reservoirs would have a large effect on the
West Fork discharge but would appreciably influence the GPS-
inferred ground displacement. Artificial storage management can
affect either the actual storage discharge relationship in a given
watershed, or affect GPSVD by signal leakage to nearby watersheds.

The estimate of the connection between total storage and stream dis-
charge depends on the thresholds assumed here for slope (—0.25) and
correlation (0.7). Here, we require a negative slope with a steepness >0.25 to
classify a stream as highly connected to the total storage. This slope was
chosen as a conservative boundary, where the 95% uncertainty bounds of
the estimate slope remained below zero (Fig. 4). Furthermore, we adopt a
minimum R? threshold of 0.7 to ensure that the association between storage
and discharge is reasonably strong. These cutoffs are somewhat arbitrary,
but are conservative indications of strong connection, and allow for quan-
titative intercomparison of the watersheds. Experimentation with both
cutoffs revealed slightly different numbers of high-connection days during
the year; however, the general connectivity patterns remained consistent,
largely due to the sharp gradients in both metrics during disconnection and
reconnection (Fig. 4).

GPS displacements are most sensitive to nearby loading, yet they also
contain information about “far-field” loading external to the watershed™ ™.
Our data processing removes the atmospheric loading component and the
common mode to reduce regional signal, yet these single datasets still
contain some signal from far-field regional hydrologic loading. If regional
loading was dominant, we would expect all stations to covary. Overall, we
find that the correlation between individual GPS stations ranges between 0.5
and 0.7, indicating that regional covariance is moderate to strong but that
inter-station differences do exist.

We also test for the effects of regional loading using GPS-inferred
storage from all GPS stations. The inversion of GPS displacement data for
water-mass distribution from a dense and widespread network of GPS
stations, combined with far-field load removal and reference frame jitter

correction, mitigates the influence of far-field loads on the storage-discharge
curve™”. Stream discharge could be compared directly with GPS-
constrained estimates of total-storage changes within the watershed
rather than with GPS displacements, which contain information about both
local- and regional-scale loads. We compared inverted water storage
changes across our watersheds with DIS in an analysis, like that done for
GPSVD. We observed similar results for the California watersheds, but little
pattern for the Colorado and Idaho watersheds. Uncertainties in GPS
inversions depend strongly on the number of stations available and become
highly uncertain in areas with poor coverage*. California has relatively
dense arrays of GPS stations due to active monitoring of the tectonic-plate
boundaries along the US west coast; however, the Rocky Mountains (as well
as smaller individual watersheds in California) have only sparse
instrumentation.

We compared GPSVD, DIS, and monthly estimates of total water
storage estimated using the geodetic inversion methods of Argus et al.
(2017). The GPS-inverted storage and GPSVD are moderately to well
correlated in California (R* = 0.5), but show poor correlation (R? = 0.07)
for the northern and southern Rocky Mountains, where GPS networks are
sparse (Supplementary Methods). These results indicate that GPSVD
generally reflects inverted storage in the watersheds where station coverage
is high. We further explore the ability of GPSVD to measure local watershed
loading by measuring the correlation between inverted storage and GPSVD
with the independent DIS storage measure. During periods of expected high
stream connectivity, GPSVD shows a stronger correlation to DIS
(R?> = 0.5) than GPS-inverted storage (R* =0.3) (Supplementary Meth-
ods), indicating GPSVD is doing as well or perhaps better at capturing local
watershed storage changes.

The similar correlation between GPSVD and inferred storage from
geodetic inversion in areas with dense GPS coverage (where we expect the
highest accuracy of inversion), along with the strong correlation of GPSVD
and DIS during highly connected periods, supports the hypothesis that
single-station GPS displacements can characterize the state of total storage
in relatively small watersheds (100-1000 km* HUC 8-10). As geodetic data
and models improve coverage and accuracy, we suggest that inversion
products be used in place of GPS displacements. While we cannot com-
pletely remove the effect of regional loading, it appears GPSVD, even at a
single station, can provide valuable insights to hydrologists on storage-
discharge relationships at high temporal resolution, even in areas with
limited GPS coverage. The relationships between storage and discharge,
informed by GPS geodesy, can be used to better understand watershed
processes and behavior and eventually to improve forecasts of watershed
response. By introducing these geodetic methods to the hydrologic com-
munity, we anticipate spawning future improvements in both hydrologic
and GPS analysis and interpretation.

Materials and methods

We report results from four western US watersheds: two snow-dominated
and two rain-dominated of intermediate scale (~100-3000 km®) (Fig. 1).
These watersheds were chosen to explore a range of precipitation amounts,
types, and timing as well as to include at least 10 years of GPS and discharge
data. Each watershed has a NOTA (Network of the Americas) GPS station
within or near (within ~10km) the watershed boundary as well as an
existing USGS streamflow gauge with a minimum of 10 years of concurrent
discharge data.

The two snow-dominant watersheds are the seasonally dry Camas
Creek (1621 km?’, E,,,, = 1710(1456 — 3061)masl), located in the Northern
Rockies of Idaho, and the summer-monsoonal watershed of the Roaring
Fork River watershed (3763 km?, E avg = 2931(1759 — 4247)masl), located
in the central Rocky Mountains of western Colorado. Both snow-dominated
watersheds have long, cold winters marked by snowpack accumulation
from November through April (Fig. 1 and Fig. 2). In the seasonally dry
Camas Creek, precipitation is low during July, August, and September
(Fig. 2). In the Roaring Fork Watershed, summer monsoon rains begin in
early July and last through August (Fig. 2).
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The two rain-dominant watersheds are the West Fork of the Russian
River (259 km’, E,, = 450(189 — 1019)masl) and the North Yuba River
(648 km?, Eavg = 1673(674 — 2525)masl), both located in California. These
watersheds have temperate Mediterranean climates, with cool and wet
winters (November-June), followed by hot and dry summers
(July-September). The North Yuba is located in the moderate elevation
northern Sierra Nevada Mountains. The upper portions of the watershed
receive short-lived snow in the winter; however, we consider the North Yuba
to be a rain-dominated watershed in this study.

We define “total water storage” as the volume of water stored in all
terrestrial reservoirs, regardless of their direct connection to the stream
network. A “direct connection” implies that changes in one reservoir have a
near-in-time (within a few days) effect on another watershed component.
We define “stream-connected storage reservoirs” as those having a direct
impact on stream discharge at a given time.

The stream-connected or dynamic storage’ can be inferred from the
measured stream discharge, Q, by estimating the storage-discharge rela-
tionship during periods of low P and ET (cf. Kirchner, 2009; see Supple-
mental Material for details). For each watershed in our analysis, we
parameterized discharge-inferred storage by fitting a power-law discharge
relationship during periods of low ET and P":

dQ__ 3
E_ aQ ey

where a and  are the power law coefficients estimated for each basin from
the best-fit discharge relationship. These parameters were then used to infer
the change in storage (AS*) via:

11 ep
88" =552 @)

Instantaneous stream discharge (cfs) was obtained from the USGS
(waterwatch.usgs.gov), averaged over each day to calculate a mean daily
discharge, normalized by the watershed area above the gauge, and converted
to mm/d.

We used GPS vertical displacement (GPSVD) as a proxy for changes in
total water storage’>*"**. To isolate the hydrological loading signal within
the GPS data, we began with a time series of daily position estimates from
UNAVCO’s Central Washington University processing center in the IGS14
reference frame® (https://www.unavco.org/data/data.html). Solid-body
tides and oceanic load tides were removed during initial processing. We
then removed contributions to the vertical displacement time series from
non-tidal atmospheric pressure loading and non-tidal oceanic loading using
ESMGFZ products*. Discrete offsets in the time series were removed based
on the UNAVCO catalog using a Heaviside function, which can be found in
the Supplementary Methods*. Outliers were removed from the series using
amoving 90 day median absolute deviation filter; any GPS positions that fell
outside three absolute deviations of the median were discarded*. A best-fit
linear trend was then subtracted from each time series to remove long-term
tectonic signals. Common mode components in GPS data, network-wide,
spatially correlated signals due to global loading, systematic processing
errors, or uncertainties (e.g., reference frame realizations, tropospheric
mapping functions, clocks, and orbits) were removed using a seven-
parameter Helmert transformation. After using GRACE as a first-order
transient deformation correction, both vertical and horizontal data from all
stations within the network were used to estimate the best-fit Helmert
transformation parameters.

For both GPSVD and stream discharge, we smoothed the time series
using a 30 day moving average. The average values of displacement and
discharge were then calculated for each calendar day over the period of
record (daily average). The record lengths of the GPS time series limited the
study period; for the continuous GPS stations considered here, we had at
least 11 years of data at each site. We converted standard calendar days to

days of the water year (i.e., Oct 1 = Day 1 and Sept 30 = Day 365; leap-year
days (366) were omitted).

Data availability

Data used to produce the figures in this paper are available and archived
under Zenodo and can be accessed at the following link: https://zenodo.
org/records/7310090?token=eyJhbGciOiJIUzUxMi]9.ey]pZCI6IjUw
Yzgl MjNmLWExMjYINGQ5MC1hNzM4LTUOZTE50TAzODEYN
CIsSImRhdGEiOnt9LCJyYW5kb20i0il4ZGIzZY WYwOTBkZDBkM
mUxZjgONzhkODgONjViZjU5Ni]9.eHi5WR_RfHcs48egBgbhon
0skpo7Sv7LOgY4zURQuspEnSZNLpCtkK-cn7xXPMimtEx
GJQ3mnI52cUbbO732mQ.

Code availability

Scipts for hydrograph analysis and used to produce the figures in
this paper are available and archived under Zenodo and can be
accessed at the following link: https://zenodo.org/records/7310090?token=
eyJhbGciOiJTUZUxMiJ9.eyJpZCI6ljUwY zg MiNmLWExM;jYINGQ5MC
1hNzMA4LTUOZTE50TAzODEyNCIsSImRhdGEiOnt9LCJyYW5k
b20i0i14ZGIZYWYwOTBKZDBKMmUxZjg0NzhkODgONjViZjU5NiJ9.
eHi5WR_RfHcs48egBgbh9n0skpo7Sv7LOgY4zURQuspEnSZNLpCtkK-
cn7xXPMimtExGJQ3mnI52cUbbO732mQ.
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