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Conclusions Future Work

" For NH, NAM BE or tuned global BE w/ regional scaling is recommended at current
stage. For SH, BE should be examined separately since the model errors are expected
» For each variable, level and lead time, predefined weights (w) are applied and S, = ZLW(E(W,-S,-)) to be larger than those in NH.
a weighted sum (S,,) 1s computed e ® Domain specific BE still needs further tuning and investigation.
/Values N < 1 indicate the reference forecas? " The BE statistics computed using the ensemble perturbations resulted in slightly

» Skill scores (S) computed for specific variables, levels, and lead times S=1- . . . . .
= Additional tuning on domain specific BE to produce better NH domain forecasts.

= Utilize new gen be code for domain specific BE generation.
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