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There are significant differences between the two
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Comparison to station data
50.0°N -
I CARPATCLIM aside from a few exceptions corresponds well to station
elevation data for both trends and averages (with a suitable choice of reference grid
. l point). Exceptions: different trends for ann. and wint. PR sums for Oravska
Lesna, higher TASMIN averages for Oravska Lesna and Bratislava-Koliba.
1000 49.0°N - These differences could be caused by local effects specific to station.
There is also a difference in PR distribution (less DWOP, smaller mean,
500 g10,max), and lower temperature maxima and higher minima compared to
- 48.5°N 7 stations, all of which are a likely consequence of the gridding process.
0
] 48.0°N 4 ERAS5-land is less consistent with stations compared to CARPATCLIM.
| Trends between 1951-60 do not agree with stations. Similar to CCLIM,
some of the trends for Oravska Lesna are different. In addition, for multiple
. 50.0°N < stations ERA5 shows different trends for multiple TAS and TASMIN
statistics, and moderate differences in annual cycles. Compared to multiple
PR ann. sum stations ERA5 also shows larger PR sums, lower values of TASMAX
mm] statistics and different values for some TAS and TASMIN statistics. As for
1500 CCLIM, there is an expected difference in PR distribution, however for
I1250 49.0°N - ERAS5 this is much more pronounced, with DWOP being largely
1000 underestimated compared to station data (possible numerical model
‘drizzle effect’).
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