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Summary and purpose of document

This document recalls the terms of reference of the Coordination Group on Forecast Verification as defined by CBS.  It also lists the statements made by CBS on NWP verification.
Action Proposed  

The Group is invited to take into account the statements and recommendations of CBS for leading its work. 
1.
Terms of Reference of the Coordination Group on Forecast Verification as defined by last CBS–XIV (2009):

(a)
In consultation with the relevant Expert Teams, review procedures for verification of the performance of forecasting systems to ensure that they are adequate and meet CBS needs;

(b)
Ensure that verification systems are appropriate to emerging forecast types such as probabilistic forecasts, very high resolution NWP products, and nowcasting products;  

(c)
Develop suitable verification procedures for severe weather forecasts and warnings; 

(d)
Review Lead Centre activities and provide guidance as appropriate;

(e)
Liaise with WWRP/WGNE as required;

(f)
Provide guidance on how to implement verification systems.

2.
CBS XIV (2009) made also the following statements about NWP Forecast verification:

“6.3.34
The Commission noted that standard procedures for the verification of NWP predictions exist and are given in the WMO Manual on the GDPFS.  While verification scores for EPS and LRF outputs are maintained and reviewed by the relevant expert teams of the OPAG, there has been no regular review of the scores for deterministic NWP predictions.

6.3.35
Therefore the Commission requested a review of the standard verification with the aim to bring it up to date with state-of-the-art in NWP, to make it as simple and as easy to implement as possible, and to establish a consistent implementation across participating centres, in particular in the interpolation, climatology and use of observations. It encouraged all relevant NWP centres to implement the verification scores in the standardized way, which will facilitate reliable comparison of outputs among centres. 

6.3.36
The Commission noted Regional NWP verification is also important and integral to NWP operations, and needs careful coordination, for example, in the assessment of performance of high resolution models and the prediction of severe or high impact weather (e.g. precipitation), suitable regional datasets and new verification methods are of common interest to many NMHSs.  

6.3.37
The Commission requested the OPAG to consider establishing a lead centre for deterministic NWP verification in a similar way to what has already been done for EPS and LRF.”  

