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Statistical-Dynamical Forecasts

«  Dynamicalfforecastsrom the UK Met Office Unified Model runscontritutingto the DEMETER projectshav
promise in predicting>¢remes in ENSO.

*  Perform less well during intermediate years.
e  Statistical models tend to underestimateeames bt often perform well for smalixeursions from the mean.

¢ Optimal method may be to combine predictions from both statistical and dynamical models.
e On going ivestication aims to clarify this.
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