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Figure 1.
‘Locations for which forecast guidance has been developed. ‘Bach spot

iocation a regre

represents a location. EKey locations are represented by a spot of % synoapiic i
surrounded by a circle. data to establtisi
the appropriaie

1 = Mt Gambier, 2 = Penola, 3 = Nhill, 4 = Mildura, 5 = Horsham,

6 = Hamilton, 7 = Warrnambool, 8 = Stawell, 9 = Swan Hlll, 10 = Weeaproinah,

11 Ballarat, 12 = Bendigo, 13 = Geelong, 14 Melbourne Airport, : -
15 = Melbourne, 16 = Deniliquin, 17 = Mangalore, 18 = Shepparton, 19 = Noojee,

20 = Olsens Bridge, 21 = Latrobe Valley, 22 = Yallourn, 23 = Beechworth,

24 = Mt Buffalo, 25 = Albury, 26 = Bonegilla, 27 = Mt Hotham, 28 = Sale,

29 = Wagga, 30 = Bainrsdale, 31 = Omeo,32 = Nowa Nowa, 33 = Orbost, 34 = Bombala.
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1+ was copsidersd that the model’s performance might Le
TABIAE1 N - 1 & & i) o JUE I P,
o stronaly reiated to the acouracy of the ARPE numerical prediction
Root mean equare (EMS) errors (°C) of the FACOM model predictions compared of bh noptic paramsters.The thirty Aprid 198%  ARPE  products
with those of the official forecasts, during April 1985. ,_ - A e fe - e« S SO
' We Hsing 4 ranking CosdtiClent RC wheret
City Model HMS Official EMS Cr w FiREM nOa temperature prediction errors k.skill score  of
Error (°C) Error (9C) B fi?“” nea LEMﬁdTTtUTE'FFEdlLilMH errars «s5kill oscore o
g MEL pressure gradient?

Mildura 2.85 2.36

Swan Hiil 2.85 - 2.08 The worst five ARPE model performances son this hasis
Horsham 3.09 2.48 to ke those of the 1=t .15th 14th . 10th and TEnd . Figure £
Bendigo 2.4 2.18 that .in each of these cases .the official forecazts wers
Shepparton 2.68 2.72 than ihose of &L adel.In fact .if one sliminates
Ballarat 2.81 2.51 five dayvs fr L he firation the difference gt
Geelong 2.59 2.52 performance of the FACOM model and ihe official for g
Varrnambool © 2,60 2.64 nealigible 1.8 overall RMS error for the FACOM mode
Sale 2.76 ‘ " 2,17 . .34 degrees for the official  forecasts
Letrobe Valley 2.69 2.23 sygoested here iz that forecasters are identif
Orbost 2.07 1.74 when the ARPE model is likely to fail ,and ta

sreount when preparing their forecasts.

Melbourne 2.59 2.63

7. Concluding remarks
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Plots of root mean square (FMS) error (°c) of the daily sets of official
forecasts of maximum temperature (horizontal axis) versus the EMS error *c)
of the corresponding daily set of model forecastis (vertical axie). The
thirty plots are for each day of April 1985, Plots associated with the

1s8t, 10th, 14th, 15th and 22nd aTe indicated.
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