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1 The system described here is being developed by the USDA Forest Service AirFire Team Science
The DAS underwent an initial testing phase with data from MADIS (ASOS and RAWS The above examples are for NAM and GFS forecasts for Boise, Idaho, over an 11-day time  and Sonoma Technology, Inc., with funding from the JFSP. The JFSP was created by » rrogram

surface data) and NCEP? (NAM 12-km 0000 UTC and 1200 UTC 3-hourly forecasts; and period. They demonstrate the performance of the model by comparison of the observed  Congress in 1998 as an interagency research, development, and applications
GFS 1.0 degree 0000 UTC and 1200 UTC 3-hourly forecasts). The data, including temperature (green bars) to the one-day (open circles), two-day (orange squares) and partnership between the U.S. Department of the Interior and U.S. Department of

temperature, relative humidity, wind speed, wind direction, solar radiation, fuel moisture, three-day (yellow triangles) forecasts on 8/19/2011 and the previous seven days. They also  Agriculture.
and precipitation, were ingested by the MDMS. Queries were developed to retrieve data show the performance of forecasts (solid black circles) for the next three days. The error
from the MDMS for initial investigation of model performance evaluation analyses. bars on the three “future” day forecasts indicate the mean error for the forecast based on the
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model performance over the previous seven days. For more information, contact Neil Wheeler via email at neil@sonomatech.com.
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