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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?



10.09.18 IMR/MET coordination meeting 2018-096

NorKyst800

NorKyst800 «REGLICE»

NorShelf2.4

JFM 2018 / 0-25

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
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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?

Item 2: Performance of NorShelf and 
how it compares to NorKyst
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Item 1: Dominance of FerryBox data 
from Hurtigruta
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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

   Non-matching
coverage is due
to differences in
dates w/results.
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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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