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ABSTRACT

Over the past several decades, flowering phenology of many species in some
temperate regions has advanced in response to warming. However, species response to
warming differently. This thesis intends to analyze the complex relationships between
warming and plant flowering.

This study analyzed the first flowering dates (FFD) of hazel (Corylus avellana L.)
and heather (Calluna vulgaris L.) and the corresponding temperature anomalies at
different phenological observation stations in Germany. The observation period was
from 1951 to 2015 (base period 1961- 1990). This study also analyzed the averaged
across stations FFD and the corresponding regional temperature anomalies of both
species. In addition, this study examined the correlations between the North Atlantic
Oscillation and the FFD of hazel and their corresponding temperature anomaly series.

Because phenological data are usually nonlinear and nonstationary, this study
used ensemble empirical mode decomposition to extract temperature and FFD anomaly
trends. In order to thoroughly understand the correspondence between the two anomaly
trends and their possible future directions, this study estimated the velocities and
accelerations of the extracted trends. Finally, this study used maximum entropy
bootstrap to establish confidence intervals of the trends and their estimated velocities
and accelerations.

The results showed that the advancing trends of FFD anomaly series of hazel
corresponded well to the rising trends of the temperature anomaly series. Moreover, the
estimated velocities and accelerations of the extracted trends of FFD and temperature
anomaly series also corresponded well. In contrast, FFD anomaly trends of heather did

not correspond to the temperature anomaly trends. This study also found that time lags
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existed between the extracted trends of the temperature and FFD anomaly series in
hazel with the FFD trends leading. The reason maybe that hazel’s FFD is more
sensitive to temperature variations. Lastly, the FFD anomalies of hazel and their
corresponding temperature anomalies were negatively and positively correlated with
the average January to March North Atlantic Oscillation, respectively. Based on the
estimated velocities and accelerations, FFD anomaly trends of hazel will keep
advancing in most of the stations if warming continues. As for the highest station, both
the warming and the advancing FFD anomaly trends of hazel are likely to slow down

in the future.

Keywords: warming, first flowering dates (FFD), ensemble empirical mode
decomposition, maximum entropy bootstrap
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e B GG 0 RO RAER TN P EEE R AR R 0 L E N & hE R
PR Z2RITLFERBELZY o s F R MRARLFDE L4 5 (Styrax

formosana){- 2 % ##&(Prunus phaeosticta)(* . 4% > 2014 ; #4&3; % > 2017) -
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2.3 SRR I 5 5B g kB TS

...H

% ¥ #p (Photoperiod) ~ % i i®* (Vernalization)£ #. € % ## (Heat accumulation)
e 8 ¥ S 5 5 iz £ %4](Saxe et al., 2001; Polgar & Primack, 2011;
Tangetal.,, 2016) o iz = B FIE 3 B A dnfmd iF & 73 Z ngpd 4 o 2rfeg it

TR A h 3 R L AR 2 P HEPF 3 - 5k (Heide, 1993;

Hanninen, 1995) - — 4xm 3 » 4 F > 54 5 7 3 £ MR G T 0 & r KPR
(Dormancy) - tE4+ f5 d 5 enflfesd £ k9 cn% o AEin t s d 4R R

TR G AT o TR R AT iGE B AL S 4 F R(Chilling
requirement) o $8 A fEdr G v iEF > TR MGEArRFH E R IT > SRl TS
(Picea abies L.) (Polgar & Primack, 2011) o {& 4~ & 5 #i4 4% 7 R o cf B Spds 5
FET BRI ERERHR o BE AT T ELRR S B 4 (Saxe et al,,
2001) > = ¥ i frib 4 F K178 4 (Harrington et al., 2010) -

# - fafpp s f1 5 K7 B (Guoetal., 2013; Nanninga et al., 2017) > § 4 # %
TR E R AR R DT A § 4 (Murray etal,, 1989) - 5 kit 4y 522
14 3B R i A2 0 54 B e e B S € X 134 (Keller & Korner, 2003;

Kdrner & Basler, 2010) - 2@ > Wadgymar et al. (2018) 7= 2 si8g it ¥ 11 so g 4

\““\ﬂ

/J

fr g2 K efg 7% o
24 P iz F g TR 7 02
2.4.1 2L 2L T gg g

pAABRITREE - Rin FEERAE NRdE > AP FANTRIER
}3?-5'] ’ ;‘%f; Xk k=],2,...,K’ K ff:\ ﬁLE-EFé&}ff-5']§T/7—E B oo ‘F Xk p—l%?é v % T kaﬂ};
ZEG D)% P B ETE ¥ A P hd $lcfopr L (Lag)T + M@ &

PR 2 As Bk B (50 3) -
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E(xq) = u 35,1y
Var(x) = ¢® » 6 < o (X 2)
Cov(Xy, Xka7) = 17 (34 3)

T AP F R 2] AP S fEd TR R 4o #5 T 35558 (Moving
averaging model - MA Model) ~ p % &F:st_;\ (Autoregressive model > AR Model) £ ;7
& n Qﬁﬁ‘*ﬁ:}‘“ (Autoregressive moving averaging model - ARMA Model) - e &_> p
PRBLIR) TR 2L a2 28T 22 (Vinod, 2006; Huang & Wu, 2008) » 2-ai 4 s
AFFRAT FEH TR PE ETROTELATZ FREY > TR
e B oA Ap R (E ) % 0 1998) -

Vinod (2006): 5 o2 # F st M T3 BiEK 5 THREPEF A F L T
FEAPER BSR4 A BB Benh G L G M frdcdiBa M 0 2 82
Pk g LA ERE o 7% Gordo & Sanz (2009)~ 3 g ik AL 2T AR
BERM o B P 29 fE At P A Rank E A e o T IR 4 1943 3] 2003
ERF AL ErLZEiGmT o $R P maag o 20 1970 # X 5 R 03
2 aEEpigRBEFL P2 BHFEFERSFL P20 F L P Faoy
BiRER A P2 B E T 5 i R iR E RS o Mulder etal. (2017) R 3 34~ iz
R Rk R 2b 8 s P A 454 £ 5 B R % % fpft(Ericaceous spp.)fr @
/= (Salt marshes) 4 f& 4 e o iz » T FRE RRKRMAPF > B T iz P RER
B

PEFLY AP E BT AR AR RN A g R T il
Ffodr i aB RS § 2L R o {02 TS R 7] F LenieiE LT
i {7 4% (Transformation) » 4r L 4~ ~ H#c RS B g TR IE L@+ 2
BARSA T TR Ao fE S p b5 8o T 3940 | (Autoregressive integrated moving
average model - ARIMA Model ) - e E 3304841 2 P Fgenp 2RI % » A (g

WP EEEBER 2 a@d (] % 0 1998 5 Wuetal., 2007) -
10
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R s P LFTHOFHF LT Ao Fp > 5L E A Sl 4
EH - & @ B (Wu et al., 2007) » 12 3% (a priori) s 35 7% (Functional form)
fo EARE g BN P HE TR iz A B R T AR BIR gD &
FHE e Ra o - R L BRI i R R B F 2L gn(Zheng et al., 2002;
Schaber & Badeck, 2005; Gordo & Sanz, 2009; Fu et al., 2014; Prodon et al., 2017,
Mulder et al., 2017) - 4 Schaber & Badeck (2005) 4 47 20 € £ @t R = > & F 4 iz 0
AT FRL e P FRPPEFFF G AEF A 1084 £ B E G EW o
~ 4o Fuetal. (2014)4 45 1982 3] 2011 & Bt a mrenB £ g L F RE S &
1982 3] 1999 & & > B £ 4 ix £ 3w cnd®F > = §_ 4 2000 3] 2011 2 FF - B £ 4~

i B oAk 15 AR > 27 A fr 2000 3] 2011 E et FIR R RE G OM
2.4.2 %855 B iy & %% (Ensemble Empirical Mode Decomposition)

BRRARF B3 T S E R E G D E o E e # i 2 (Adaptive)
AT R F P E R R hAR% 0 R B L0t ) o Huang et al. (1998)4% ) i

5 % B ~ 372 (Empirical mode decomposition: EMD) % &_E i {4 g 4 45

~

Eo T T RN AF AT E QM T AL o L R s B AT AR
S P, o Fla @ FEdB R L TALE G - INA o T S R L 3 3k
PIEN AR F G ER TR T A AR g 2 2 AR IR A B (R E 5T
2011 ; Huang & Wu, 2008; Guan, 2014) -

EMD ik T2 § 115 Bk Ak 2l (3 Aox B B TR
Cia Wit~ »rn i ddicon 3 W 1~ 4 nipd) o Jfd i & il 42(Shifting
process) » ipd FH A F BB TR F G DEF > B FHRFID o F TR 2
FHPPAFE > FIT NS Ll AL H- Bl H3 oo
W M AAdcE A S W B P 5 ABF (Wuetal., 2007) -

=2iCj+r, (% 4)

11
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EMD & fi2% > # #~ % AL 5 ] % 4 S #ig(Intrinsic mode functions, IMFs) >
VIR ET A R

o REES B8 REE] @B RG22 BE(Zero crossing) B 2

FoliRPp R IR B R IE ] B2, b T & s (Envelope)z fr i E o

A

IMFs en% B~ 8 — B & 47 & i\ (Iterative) shiE 42 (B8] 1) % — B IMFALF B~ 0115 >

—

FIAReRie € AR 5 ATl ~ SUBL(R 1) > e @ £ FP% 2 B IMF £ 3IF

FA G A E S L (TR 4 ) o

12
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N

K E BRI

EX LT TFOLGRRIFETY

IMF #4734

i IRIMF

Bt P ARG

B 1-EMD:#42® IMFs c5 B~
@8~ T - D) TA Y AR EE - F L 85 B F R R QA2 R
A (Cubicspline)if & F B R » 2% F T & 2M > ¥ 8 1 T aMenTia,d BlY i mMRE T

@%”mP**$©ﬂmf*ﬁlb’@NMMwmﬂof*ubmFmaa,mpwﬂm%
- B IMFARE B0 5 F > pl(e)#- IMF - 3140 5 ~ 1 > 24 (0)~(d) » E 2153~ & 2
& IMF> () F 4L a‘r‘f.,aﬁxt'imlMFw‘?r'p@%m R4 s 2 4ﬁ.parmﬁﬂ 5o £ 47 % 2 (a)~(e)

FP-% - B IMF(i2 2z p Huang & Wu, 2008, ] 2) -

IMFs & - 285 2 dpfe %% - B IMFAE S BB > £ {848 5 B~ e IMFs
SHE iR =R E K o (e T AL G A EC 3 5L (Signal intermittency)pF 0 & TP iUEL T
FPEFEARATEY > 8 L AhkB A AFAETET Y BRI PP
# B IMFS ¥ 5y € 11 IRAE 4P e c73n Lo ¢ ‘*‘iﬂ?— B IMFE 3 7 e g F e gl

TRAREAR - A2 o SIS HERR £ (Mode mixing) o & L PR iE B R

3% > Wu & Huang (2009)%f EMD i 7 i ¢ » #% 21 7 EEMD  EEMD 4 * 4 » & v
3 N RELFTHORCLLFE R PRI ORESL L G o W
e h o T AR AT S 9 gk o 4 ST 5185 4 (WU & Huang, 2009) ©

17 EEMD pF > 2 A2 0 wkepngodic o 22 548 + -] (Ensemble size » T & 4F 4¢

13
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r 6 RN i) o v Wk e S Biodk 1L B A R T R ek 28 1 £ (Standard deviation) T

v w5 B (White noise strength)> % #* v wk 28 5 0.1 2 0.3(Wu & Huang, 2009)

BRI d BRI F AR Ty TRAKF LML) o AR

SR €4 T (AT > 2009) o

51§ EEMD & f2i8 > IMFs 2 o 7 f iz #7 3 ¢ iy P IR T ~ &

(Quasi-Oscillatory component » OC) ; 48 # 2 % #ic > B 5 48% - OC 2245 % erifp
B2 AR > & op TR 2 AR R fodB B3N A 4 B aPAR TR -

2.4.3 A s i 1

AR ALFTHFG -0 > BH o ek o SRy b i F

AR E R (7 ¥ P I - a4 (First order time-derivative) » B & 7 2 % 2 p ¥ BLer s

v A2 & AR g B (Wu et al., 2007; Chen et al., 2017)- & #-48% & (7 = Ffjies >

W AEE s B 0 FE AR R S R T B RARR R R - e

Wu et al. (2007)r2 EMD ¥ B~ & 35 > 3k 3+ % § B $E-T A 7|(Global surface air
temperature anomaly) A& 4 > T 3 - FE A 1 eh 2Tk £ R IET B 5| ik d

gk 2p 198 B kemgitiE R 10 k¢ 0 IR A rmL it BT
LR FE o P 2000 F 0 B A M ELR & 08K duE Regi o

244 &~ iE €4 B RBP4 (Maximum Entropy Bootstrap)
AE R BRI RS AN Ry fRARE A F R OT AR oy o 3

22 2] 2 X

MR A REAHEW I LRGP REBIFH APRIET
A AR R A o £4F 3 B P-4%2 (Bootstrap) ¥ 12 8 5 A F A FE TOE
SRS e e

= BER

B3k 7R 5 Wb R i 4 # (Independent identical distribution)
THRRATHRER AW HE LA o F PR gRRRER E

(Replacement) = 4¢3 4 o Bk St ficfo R 4n Tl enk RAp ¥ - - & F37, e

14

doi:10.6342/NTU201900122



FAL o KA EAR(THRA L TR FalaigR) I 5L TR S F

Foiea A A S A F 0 T T 5 R4S TR s S 2 59 R I (James et
al., 2013) -

pE R R 7| crLip] B 4p i (Dependent) » LI (B 5E P I eide RS 1L 4 A FAL capE

x\"l

Rt sPRAIEZRRFERFF  FRIEF ZAT AN EFTROBRYE
Ho AT R BPHE F L BRTAD > RS R THOME S 241
AP R AT NTRY B2 TR AT ¥ - N 4 i (40 ARMA
Model) » $F+ gt 85 3] e F L > F] 5 #5508 e 5823 *La(Finite-dimensional
parametric model)» #714 ¥ 11 i@ * — g AR E EERZ o F T B 2
i TR R Ew E4F B B E4k2 (Block bootstrap) _# * e jE o g2 T ALY
AEEBEFR O OHEFEAEAFRBRRE > LR EOE T AR AT
PER R 7)o e B gtk enit & (Accuracy)fr b ®ink ] G R0 P R AL LG Bk FTee
P2 Henh o] o Flm 4]0 ptE gid % (Hardle et al., 2003) o $43+ 2LT 42 chp
FRZ > paven™ 2 A RFTREEER - Rn > domd7if > NP2 5 R
%> 2L REHTRAEEL -

MEB ¥ - B&M 32Ty TS G FFO 2772 & £FH
£ TR g Rl B (Vinod & Lopez-De-Lacalle, 2009) o gt 72 41 # g B su3*
(Order statistics) =~ % ## » # I #i(Inverse cumulative distribution function) s 4 >
REFPEFEG R TROFR S E R E - EnE ARG Bk R

T EALA A AT U AR R B o - N E AT B BB AL R A TR i
BEFEAFNE > T EFB RO Efe R4 F AR 0 R E_MEB T 7 B 3%
RheF AL B > @ A B ikl 35— &~ # (Uniform distribution)#7 e ¢ cnF 448 5 % B
pE P PR(R2) B o F - BB A F Y F - BRRIE T s

‘%fié\# ta— A 2 fﬁgx?"’ﬁﬁi?‘l?%}iﬁﬂﬁ& .

15
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0.05

0.04

0.03

prid=a B

0.02

0.01

T T T T T T y
-10 0 10 20 30 40 50

AME

B2 -5 FEPFBRAT R
TRE* MEB#r2 2 i A W ERFBRAFE - A BIBRAFY » 5 - Bio- RT3
% - BRI E(S 2 p Vinod & Lopez-De-Lacalle, 2009, §] 1) -

% MEBZ =3B R AT ELHFPHR™> o7 > R FHP ;%—2}\%’ Vinod

& Lopez-De-Lacalle (2009) :

Fo TR T X MR T Xl LI B s R TR

$o IR EBEPEARSGERRAATALERERT Lo AP ERAT
flene Big > L rifpasens @ Bl - BLFREFR - EBFFe 7- B
BRE  HABAFERREA T e ff 5 UK(TREEFipE). 6] &
BB HEFLT - H e

FZ R EREATROL TR o MR TR B A B AU &
v b # B 3adc(Trimmed mean)' » 7 A W {4 A Tl R T R oo A T4
Gt R ITEE - BERESI R RAETESTAMNIEARTESTR -

e P EE-BRESTEM 3 EAT

1ﬁ&b&{;n%ifﬂﬁkﬁ&+ﬁ%%ﬁa@oﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁyi%uwwﬁ%o%—7?
EFHY A GRp Eapedt X3 URE B o IR EF A o B2 B H %G auEg
Bedag kBl w0 TR GEEREE o bldeo § T BERIE S T E 10%58 & ok
A3 A @ R e > £ @ (T-1) Bl > £t (T-1) B B @£ 5 14 hd 15 (T-1)x10%
Helb g B TIH] T OREAERcE > 8 4 2 35kce 1395 Vinod(2006) # & F A bt kK B 10%
AETHRERANI0E BEF A AR BEE RN

16
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- BER M= 0.75X(1) + 0.25 X@)
RN AN my = 0.25X(t-1) + 05 Xt + 0.25 X(t+1)

BABERF M= 0.25X(K_1) + 0.75 X(K)

e
|
-k

\_.
3

B R AR R AR B 0T 0 T enT dodn e o

ke
I~y

DR F AR el ® o 160, 1)a- A 0 s BB K BEcE > 1R

B FHEE 2 E BAEA T Sl 3 £ AR el B (F 3 2) o

~>m

£ R %P ey 5‘1‘;‘_%’?5}2”3-?‘_;@3’»*%(%]3?) °

>

B EAABETFE A IS BRI A FTALA L A o
50 @ HEAFHEERHMA g O RisiH
L LTS A rg ey FA R
R TP T S T SUEY 2 Ot oh AU (IR G R 46 7044 00 05 B 45 48)
404 H@FnAEE) 35 - °
§ * i
30 o, 30
A
% 20 - ;ﬁ] 25 o a3
)
% * 20 - o
10 e ,A
A e 15
o 4
0 A o
10 o A2 o
1 As (=]
a
-10 o 570
T I I T I I 1 I I T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1.0 1 2 3 4 5
H-BH B

B 3-MEB & 4 & 4f B~ e 2
B BTG DBRERIE R H By - B 5 22 2 BREDEXE LR oz RY HER -
HEEI P (W) KO0, )es- A F P g Bh b Bl o 2 EAFPRE A i AT
EEROR AT > TRk B FRBE AT Sk P E AR ElkE > BEA
el 0 WL RS Z L7 HIE A (LB) RBRAT D e WHBE T LA

eficE 4 A (12 2z p Vinod & Lopez-De-Lacalle, 2009, B 2) -
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PEP725 Climate explorer

FaTR

o 5 ? 7}i

* NAOg 7 #

o IMMEB™ ;2 1£ = 999=t & 4§ B~ &

« EEMD™ ;2 3 24§84
o 3£ > AB$1050 ik BLET >
W

o A0 BT ARE g B 2 i B 1Y
B2 U PR R R

& 15 AR F i

Bld-m7 >3
AP AERFETR L AT AR E R TA(% S 284) » Bts 2 EEMD & MEB = 2 &
157 FALARER  ABR L > B 2 U PRI R (S 384) e

18

d0i:10.6342/N'TU201900122



311 FH KRk

F= iz Tk p Pan European Phenological database (PEP725 >

http://www.pep725.eu/index.php) - PEP725 &% B3 ¢ & § % &3 4 o

(Zentralanstalt fir Meteorologie und Geodynamik) ezt 4 » 3+ 3 o A fcE mt s
G EEA S L OBEA R 5 N GREIFTY] o LR E P EAT
g% 1868 # 0 pow & § 32 B B RS- Kk &5 265 f fE 4 ~46 B 4~ iz 4p (Templ
etal, 2018) o s 3+ % PFHE U B LSRR 0 E ERETL A 0 5 B R R
FAREE DS iERE o B RREE DT 2R o

PizRl g e b T B &R MR HRZ R T ] 353 50m
(Above sealevel »asl): = ]+ - 22 i p > 8 % 30 iEfleg i & ond-vr o
YeF R NiciE o H - 2 EFerplp| I H - et B - Hoa (Stand)erte e oA
WE PR BT Aot o F 5 H - e SRR RIS IEAR Dk Bt 30
3 50%:htEth & 3% 4 iz 4p 5 2 Bl (Meier, 2001) - BBl A B F X BPIR 0 F
CEELRG AN GRERNE -

P iz Ap R RS F ¥ I 1F %8 % ¥u(Biologische Bundesanstalt,
Bundessortenamt and CHemical Industry - BBCH » Meier, 2001) & 3z - BBCH =+ =_

250 REH RRFERE A MHFES 549 o 2 Ssh K ALS Z T > 24k

ot dr e & 4 £ FEE 0 BE 48 7 (Germination) 3| & i & A 5 F |9 B

BEoHP »T6, A4 RERT - %maB ikl ity ai%d L ERagd B

x\

AR O FHERMEFOEA cdntCh B s 60,70, A& TR RE M

REBITPEIEN T AT E LR R G TECF R D N S i

¥ A - % §# 2z (Phénologie, 2013) -
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http://www.pep725.eu/index.php

312 FHER

Am2 EPR PRy GG AR F LN R FTS oot o AT R
AEFEH A ERtSF BRI PR TRFFETASBEDN S - B
PRI R ARE ARSE o % = o BLRITAHFLR S E TR 0 T L RIEkePBLRIAT 4 B B L PR
FEblpiple o % - BE T Rt GRS 7 5 - R ELATFA L BF
(Bias)(Schaber & Badeck, 2005) = 1345 12 +F en& $o > 2@ 2 EPAL R E 3+ o F £
4 FFD(BBCH 60) » # ¥ $53 F»tupze B 1o £ { £ A » PEP 725 & &eh

5227 FFD - 1335 Ahasetal. (2002) > ¥+ e G R R < > F P 2 A H

s
=h

BERRCREARARE L S o

e+ E2F Tips = 10 B(RSE A 1)2 5 (R 6824 2)figRl= a4
SRR ot 1951 & 0 HoT 2015 & otk LaplsbenTR ) AT ¥ IR
BF LR LRk E TSR L RS i T4 0 0 T 2R sk (Station-wide) |
o FlM 0 A R AP RF LN EEFER 6 L FFD - iz T AT A
7 0 32 L EET B 7] 0 02 1961 3 1990 -t 35 B p (Day of the year - DOY) i®

SAKRERDP o P SV REE
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Germany  , -

51
s DE2294
o DE4420
Czechia

= 50 o DE4054
<
) .
=
©
-1 49

* DE4495

48

10 12 RV
Longitude (°E)

B 5 3 hiplet o # B
F RGPk 0 EBRL S N g L Rk N A > 2P sk DE3866 thik g5 3t Bk L 3

LRk R

xk DE3984 {r DE3744 2_ [ = 5 ¢ 3 =5 2 RIxbE R T E P-4 B (3 B 78 kA Kahle &

Wickham, 2013) -

21 %3 L pabanS R sl
BB ER(E) FAMMN) AHE(masl)

DE2294 9.35 50.88 270
DE4420 10.27 50.45 280
DE4054 11.29 49.93 400
DE4256 10.32 49.45 350
DE4239 11.40 49.40 450
DE3984 12.75 49.32 420
DE3866 12.77 49.22 480
DE3744 12.73 49.13 480
DE3824 13.82 48.75 720
DE4495 10.42 48.43 460
21
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Germany

51 ® ‘DE2075

Czechia

(42
o

s DE4239

Latitude (°N)

S
©

e DE2853

48

8 10 12 Y
Longitude (°E)

Bl 6~ F % fjp cipl ko F [
FEA RIS R BT D R G RIEERE R AR 2RIHE R TR OERFE R BT KR
Kahle & Wickham, 2013) -

F 25 F A b RIS AR A L
BB ER(E) FAMN) H#FEMmasl)

DE2075 8.50 50.97 420
DE3876 11.90 49.87 460
DE4239 11.40 49.40 450
DE3744 12.73 49.13 480
DE2853 10.13 48.97 440

3.13 T A1
SUBRTAL ARk N R o P FRIEE S A & M2 iP5k 65 & SRR E
FUFEHB PP SRRTR AREEFORRE > 2 E LA & g ek
VE A RRIEE S £ HE
22
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w

(&)
)
NN
R
=

321 BARFTH KR

& T #E2 p Royal Netherlands Meteorological Institute Climate Explorer

(http://climexp.knmi.nl) (Trouet & Van Oldenborgh, 2013) » ¢* % =t 2 = § - Climate

explorer - Climate explorer K,lrt THRIEELRAF AT BE Az FE kR
Sk o ARy E L * Climate explorer # 33 4p B 2 (Field correlation) s
WF a0 FH T Aot BF Fopde T4 iR AP Mo R AFA] o B R AL
£ j%_Climate explorer ® £ E-OBS 17.0 Tl # 35 P32 8 B 44 { M % e T8
(f#47 & 0.259 > EP R AR H G Atke A & e > =L ¥ 0250 Fp
F ORI Y SR R A B enT 00 2R E P FIE P des B

BA AT Pl W e MK e S R ¥ 0.2501 e AR o
3.2.2 FEAp M LT

i¢ * Climate explorer ¥ ch¥-ig Ap B 24 475> F L EH R R A L 58 7
BRPEA G ExgEhanin s B RO S Z 47 2P (Tmean) ~ ? 35
B pE(Tmax) » &7 325 M p B (Tmin) o B RPFEH T » ZH D > Zap i § 0
Tias AFTRYER ) 3 F A RF ST 5o 4o JFM Tmax £ 57 T 3o-
=20 3553 PpE ~IJFMTmean % 7+ T35- 1 = ¥ n? 35p 8 ~ AMJ Tmean
ZomTioe 3 2 eht PR o AP SR ERMPEREAS TR IR
SO R PRILE @A FLUER 50 2plrhin? O L L PRhnT S E R A o
& B e B A éﬁ??iﬁ@éﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ$§Wﬁ%WD

FET ARG R B A e QP ARR S iR R TR A Y BRI B

=5

BT BB B W R AR A PR SR KRB FFD BET B Ao A T

ez afph AR -

23
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http://climexp.knmi.nl/

FHBARM LA 47 F KU F A PR R SE A FRD FET B F( 4R B R B

i@ * EEMD = ;2 » L5 P27 kil B T4 % FFD » §eX B 7|0 0Cs > £ 3+
57 OCs crtp b A2/ o % % Bcip|:b e FED JET B 70 OC & 2% Al e & Tl en

OCApM 123 » RIEHZFIINERFTHTLI %S AFFD #$TE BT -

Climate explorer 338 4 47 1% % & 51 JFM Tmean §- JFM Tmax £ & Pl =k 5+
FFD BT F 71 chdp B AR R 3537 (M 45— 82 4 3)o Flpt v A Sf 3] il R EET F 571 e
OCs &2 FFD je-T F 7|t OCs eip B 12(% 4) > 1345 % 4>6 3P|k 22 2 p) 2k e JFM
Tmax §e-T A 7] 0Cs 2 FFD g & 7|2 OCs 2 4p B 14 % >* JFM Tmean §e-T 5
71 0OCs & FFD §e-T B 77 OCs 2- 4p B 1+ > Flpt & * JFM Tmax it 5 2+ 49 4
R B B AR o otk F AR > F BAp & RIS FRD BB B F AP B iR R AR 3R
% F(F4F- 224 5) > @ Pl DE3876 7 &2 iz i B RAEAAP M o AT Y A0S 2
BlzbBAP B SR R AT 0 AMITmean > 155 F 2 4% & RlzbAp R heE R4 -
JFM Tmax £ AMJ Tmean 03548 5 & & 5E-T 5 71 > 3 1961 3 1990 ch-T 3278
TR RARER - AT L%+ 2 F 4 FFD ajeT & 5|4 %2 JFM Tmax &

AMJ Tmean 3T B 71| crafp B |2 o
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F 3~ thF L RIE AR R AT

B =k DE2294 DE4420 DE4054 DE4256 DE4239 DE3984
JF Tmax JFM

BR JFM JFM JFM
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DE2075 0.3 017 017 015 014 014 013 014 014 0.13
DE3876 0.19 020 018 0.14 013 0.12 012 012 012 0.12
DE4239 037 032 026 023 021 019 019 0.18 0.18 0.18
DE3744 008 012 013 013 012 011 011 011 011 011
DE2853 0.18 019 016 0.14 013 013 012 012 0.13 0.13
>R 023 023 020 016 014 014 013 013 012 0.12
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