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Dynamical Models (CFSv2 5-member
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Multi-linear Regression Model (MLR)
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The impact of the 45-day oscillation
predictor on 2Zm temperature
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* The low skill suggests that
precipitation outlook may instead be
better focused on extreme values
rather than total anomalies.



The impact of 120-day oscillation predictor on 2m temper
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Variance explained by the 4-predictor
vs. 3-predictor MLR model
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The Next Steps

» Explore various options for expending the operational MLR model to account
for oscillatory modes describing the intra-seasonal and seasonal variability of
the Northern Hemisphere midlatitudes

» The impact of midlatitude variability on precipitation forecast skill will
continue to be evaluated

» The flow regimes diagnostics will be refined and developed into a prototype
for operational workflow
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The impact of 120-day oscillation predictor on precipitatic\)
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