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Item 1: Dominance of FerryBox data
from Hurtigruta
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Item 1: Dominance of FerryBox data
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Item 1: Dominance of FerryBox data
from Hurtigruta

For discussion:
1) Can we trust the Ferrybox data?

2) Is the quality of the model results much poorer
close to the coast than elsewhere?

3) Are the answers to 1) and 2) the same for S and T?



Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and
how it compares to NorKyst
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Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and
how it compares to NorKyst
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Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and
how it compares to NorKyst
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Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and
how it compares to NorKyst
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Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and
how it compares to NorKyst
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Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and
how it compares to NorKyst

For discussion:

1) Should we use NorShelf for OBC in NorKyst?

2) Should we use NorShelf for 3D relaxation in NorKyst?
3) Are the answers to 1) and 2) the same for S and T?
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Item 1: Dominance of FerryBox data
from Hurtigruta

Salinity, layer 1
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Item 1: Dominance of FerryBox data

Salinity, layer 1

from Hurtigruta
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Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and

how it compares to NorKyst

ATemperature, layer 2 ASalinity, layer 2
//-’-'*-;j 3 N N . N\ g y A
. [ o p . ] J
\ s et . P P ‘ﬂ'* . .\\ // Y , e . )
\ - vy - 7
N\ - cal )4 o A -
- f‘\(\}?\ N o e, & o ) \g @ C ‘@v\a\? N L
- ATt T g = N, SN T
tiﬁz ?(f:‘wwwiw nZeras @* %{’ // ) ;‘J:gz 5&? M%é:“w-v s TATEEAT
[ T e /e 8.5 (3
E a -
i ¥ * %
v AR
_ e i lf’\\‘\ ,_. o i
. NorKyst800 T
= s S 4 o) ™~ = e
ATemperature, layer 2 ASalinity, layer 2
. \L\. Jﬂ"; ) \\\ﬁ_ P \ ‘,/ ! /// \\. )l--i_g' ‘\\ﬁ = ‘-\\ ‘. P //'/
L ’\-_r' - \ :‘—_7—‘ § AN /" o 7 l — \ TT% \.\ ‘."’. e
W - / e N A y 4
g \ T - - s
..“ \ Qﬂ% r@?*" \( \.,\;\r“rvfﬁ\rf;fg:f? ‘f’%ﬁ p\g\\ . g}?ﬂ\p"un P __\:‘ R ?/“;‘?\%\? 3{’/. o . y
] /__:& =~} ?)1( uw@‘ %w . = & LSt Sf vy o8 //
[ /” o / z.’f"z-f/uéys p i
L o =
~ NorKyst800 «REGLICE»'%\" 1
L A Ao e A0
o y ALNEEN i b %“\ ™ At 'l \jﬁM!\« { ™

ATemperature, layer 2

ASalinity, layer 2

.‘r\‘f\ﬁ' \._\w -
’ "\\ P
. \ &
\ S, O X
éé:; Wy/"“f”“
["{.—)—‘
(L
a
\
" NorShelf2.4.
. AT <-1.6 0.8 <= AT <-0.4 ® 0.8<=AT <12 . AS <-0.5 -0.2 <= AS < -0.08 ® 0.2<=AS<0.35
®-16<=AT<-1.2 0.4<=AT <04 e 12<=AT <16 e -05<=AS<-0.35 -0.08 <= AS < 0.08 ®(035<=AS<0.5

®-12<=AT<-0.8 04<=AT <038 ® 1.6 <= AT

17 10.09.18

IMR/MET coordination meeting 2018-09

® -0.35<=AS<-0.2 0.08 <= AS < 0.2

JFM 2018 / 25-100

® 0.5<=AS

Norwegian
Meteorological

s Institute



Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and
how it compares to NorKyst
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Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and
how it compares to NorKyst

NorKyst800

ATemperature, layer 2 ASalinity, layer 2
U T A K S

\ A\ vy Y J ./ )~ A e )/

\ ) ST — e N\ / / - o A /
o' o Y e _\7-\“—\.-, ,,/ - e N /;/

.‘\ <J\ ﬁb‘\ \ «as o N o .V\i\ D

P O g, , X o e —»Non-matching
a0 = N e / -
L&A A Sy /
“ o ® 2 e @%ﬁf&ﬂ?ﬂ S L/f%ﬁ&éh’ﬂ"#i’s«

‘{ coverage is due
+ todifferences in

ATemperature, layer 2

dates w/results.

o ¢ N R - / N \ 4
L . o . T b .. N \ P AN /
\ -\‘ - \ P - .r\ \ - !g;‘ —-.._k;\r\,/
n \ . @i\\: , &‘7— P . \( . ?‘Z’: & - _ o ;( - %ﬁy,@?}q
. Qi oe S s ¥ e S e ; Zha 7.
s [ o e
Y . \IE AJ’/@L:‘){/ %%u/
& [ B B -’%K“J %’:\_\?
— ~ N (v'\\\
- NorKyst800 «REGLICE» : A
_ NorKyst800 «R - v

ATemperature, layer 2

ASalinity, layer 2

"‘"\_ - - I \\ '*—-\f T P VA
e N A e e = y A g X
"'%z -\.\ N . __\s.(' 'd ./"‘l/x -\‘\ '\_\ . % r/ /"’, A
N\ sl ~ N, / S N\, TN - P
N 4 VAR o~ T _’ \ 1 v VIR \'"\,__‘f ~ \ ° ) ~
Y L] ~ S o L e A ;/ ~ “'- [ ] h N 7 e E // e
\ \ ’.t’ L \\ / // 8a \ - L \ / //
\ o® P N B * o® . e N S
SV < e Y A5 N 'y D e
WA -7 et SN ER - =
3 <N sa s IR AZAT (20 , t o eI AT Y2 |
‘7{,‘?‘;& = éé:; Lo a0 = 5%4’% y '\ . .-1 ;Q}*? ?-@ éé:; i, s J%qﬁ
— J"Z/ // L4 ” — (___/.:{’/‘1 //
® 5‘}2‘/, > ® rL 5\"‘%‘//
B [ 1 5 , {
" NorShelf2 NP
~——_ NorShelf2.4. X - . -
. AT <-1.6 0.8 <= AT <-0.4 * 08<=AT<1.2 AS <-0.5 -0.2 <= AS < -0.08 .

®-16<=AT<-1.2
®-1.2<=AT <-0.8

19

10.09.18

0.4<=AT <04
04 <=AT < 0.8

e 12<=AT <16
® 1.6 <= AT

IMR/MET coordination meeting 2018-09

-0.5 <= AS < -0.35
-0.35 <= AS <-0.2

-0.08 <= AS < 0.08 .
0.08 <= AS < 0.2 L]

July 2018 / 25-100

0.2 <=AS <0.35
0.35<=AS< 0.5
0.5 <= AS

Norwegian
Meteorological

s Institute



20

Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and

1.0

Frequency
o o o
£ (o)) (0]

o
o

e
o

<
o

Frequenc

0.2

0.0

Frequenc

0.2

0.0

10.09.18

how it comp

0.8

0.4

\
-4.0

T K T 1
2.0 .0 2.0
ATemperature, layer 2

T
4.0

0.6

0.4

T
-4.0

T T
-2.0 0.0 2.0
ATemperature, layer 2

T
4.0

T
-4.0

I
-2.0 0.0 2.0
ATemperature, layer 2

IMR/IMET coordination meeting 2018-09 JF M 2018 / 2 5 -1 0 0

T
4.0

0.6
0.4 §

0.2

0.0

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

0.6
0.4 -

0.2

0.0

T :I
-0.8 -0.4 0.0 0.4

T
0.8

ASaIinity, layer 2
,’_ljl_l_'_l_‘I —
-0.8 -0.4 0.0 0.4 0.8

ASalinity, layer 2

-0.8 -0.4 0.0 0.4
ASalinity, layer 2

T
0.8

ares to NorKyst

~ NorKyst800

- NorKyst800
- «REGLICE»

NorShelf2.4

Norwegian
Meteorological
~~s Institute



Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and
how it compares to NorKyst
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