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sDoG

a statistical downscaling tool (linear regression)

combines
IN situ observations with
global reanalysis datasets

Result: Uncertainty estimate
extended timeseries (sDoG) ¥ (from cross validation)
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Investigate: daily mean temperature

Does sDoG outperform selected
Mmodels?

ERA-Interim, ERAS, ALARO, ...

s the estimated uncertainty reliable?



Methodology

Full timeseries at Vernagtbachstation (2640 m MSL)
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Methodology

Full timeseries at Vernagtbachstation (2640 m MSL)
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Mean seasonal cycle [°C]
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Thank you!
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