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RDAPS variables

Geopotential height 500 hPa [m]
Geopotential height 750 hPa [m]
Geopotential height 1000 hPa [m]

Wind direction at 500 hPa
wind speed at 500 hPa [m/s]
Wind direction at 750 hPa
Wwind speed at 750 hPa [m/s]
wind speed at surface [m/s]
Temperature at 500 hPa [°K]

© o N o s W
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Observed variables:

Atmospheric thickness 500 hPa — 1000 hPa [m]

1 Hourly precipitation [mm/h]
2 Temperature [°C]

3, Wind direction [degree]
A

Wind speed [m/s]

Geographic data:

1. Latitude, longitude, and elevation corresponding to the center of each RDAPS grid box

2. Latitude, longitude, and elevation of each weather station
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