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Introduction
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Datasets
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Datasets
Model Bias
performance RCM vsi Obs

« ECARD - station data
« E-Obs - grid data

 ERA-Interim - reanalysis data
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Daily precipitation data
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Datasets
Model Bias
performance RCM ysi Obs
« ECA&D
« E-Obs

« ERA-Interim

l

- Global atmospheric
reanalysis (ECMWF)

*1979-2011
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3 observational datasets
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Grid vs. Station

o E-Obs compared to statistics form ECA&D
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Observations vs. RCMs Bias = RCM - Obs

o Mean statistics O EObs
O ECAD
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Observations vs. RCMs Bias = RCM - Obs
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Ranking RCMs

Ranking
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Danish gridded data vs. E-Obs

o 2 issues:

e Scale problem (Grid versus station comparison)

o Quality of gridded data

o DMI vs. EObs

8
&7,

* Approx. 500 stations
« 10*10km
*+ 1989-2010
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Summary

o Interpretation of observations - scale problem

o In extreme rainfall = Point data - Grid data (areal mean)

Point data - ECAD

iff king !
Areal Mean - EObs}CII erent ranking

o RCMs output {

o EODbs is freely available, but we need to be aware of its limitations
= Over-smoothing due to network density
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Thanks for your attention
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