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Figure 2. Scatterplots of daily mean temperature observations on selected pressure levels for station pair Jokioinen — Tallinn. Blue lines
Indicate the 20 spread of the residuals from the linear regression of both data sets. The given coefficients of determination are valid for the
respective pressure levels. Axes in units of K.
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* Daily mean observations from radiosonde stations Jokioinen (Finland, 23.48E, 60.82N) ﬂ\ T { »  Compare CHUAN with reanalyses and reconstructions Figure 3. Standard error of the residuals of both
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+  Standard deviation of the Finnish sonde observations with respect to other available s P Figure 4. As in Figure 2, but for station Jokioinen and NNR reanalysis at the grid point of that station.
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