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The need for coordination of the development of verification methods and the exchange of information in this area was recognized at the outset of the SRNWP network. Since then there has been a lot of activity in the field of mesoscale verification in which also members of the SRNWP network have been involved (Bougeault, 2003). Only part of this work was coordinated by SRNWP. SRNWP has to decide, given international developments and the involvement of SRNWP members, whether it still wants to play a role in the coordination of mesoscale verification developments and if, what will be its focus, so as to avoid duplication of efforts with other initiatives.

The proposed 2003 workplan of the SRNWP Lead Centre for Mesoscale Verification had three explicit goals:

· build an internet knowledge base;

· organize a second SRNWP workshop on Mesoscale Verification;

· study the possibility of a meaningful intercomparison of mesoscale models.

A knowledge base similar to the one intended by the workplan has already been established at the Australian Bureau of Meteorology by the Forecast Verification Group( http://www.bom.gov.au/bmrc/wefor/staff/eee/verif/verif_web_page.html ). The Forecast Verification Group is in a sense a spin-off of the Sydney 2000 Forecast Demonstration Project. Members of SRNWP (UKMO, FMI, DWD) participate in the Forecast Verification Group. It is proposed that it would be a waste to duplicate the work that has been done by the Forecast Verification Group. It makes more sense for SRNWP to contribute to the existing website and, more generally, to coordinate its activities in the field of mesoscale verification with the Forecast Verification Group.

The second SRNWP Mesoscale Verification Workshop has been postponed due to organizational challenges at KNMI, the convenor of this workshop. The workshop will go ahead but a date still has to be fixed. The workshop will as before be an occasion to present recent advances in the field of mesoscale verification, but will focus in particular on the relationship between the quality and value of mesoscale forecasts. This implies that discussions at the workshop will be oriented more towards applications of mesoscale forecasts and the qualities of models that determine their usefulness and success. Contributions need not be limited to theoretical discussions of the cumbersome relationship between quality and value, but could cover such areas as:

· descriptions of critical applications of mesoscale forecasts and the requirements these put on NWP models;

· the extraction of meaningful predictions from deterministic mesoscale NWP forecasts through interpretative models, e.g. physical downscaling and probabilistic interpretations (eps, mos, bayesian networks &c.) and the possibilities this gives for a piggy-back evaluation of model quality;

· the challenge of the verification of short-range EPS;

· current practices in quality reports to customers.

The organizers welcome your suggestions and criticisms on this proposal.

Intercomparisons of NWP models can be made when data of these models are available at a single meteorological institute or when verification methods are coordinated between institutes. Within the SRNWP community this is already true to a degree. However, whether such a comparison is meaningful depends more on the questions behind the comparison (or the answers sought) than on its technical aspects. It is in general not a value-free problem. The intercomparison of models thus should address the whole kaleidoscope of quality and value aspects of NWP and should not be reduced to a shoot-out between models. This complicates the study of the possibility of a meaningful intercomparison. Suggestions for a practical way out of this conundrum are welcomed.

Summarizing there are (at least) three questions SRNWP should answer:

· does SRNWP still need a Lead Centre for Mesoscale Verification given there are similar international initiatives in which SRNWP members participate? If so, what should be its focus?

· should SRNWP coordinate its efforts with the Forecast Verification Group?

· does SRNWP support the topic chosen for the 2nd workshop?
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