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Insights and experiences from assessing the added value of PROSNOW?®, a prediction
system to support snow management in Alpine ski resorts
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The Climate Service: PROSNOW®

SNOW DEPTH (Fans -2°C / 250kg/m2)
http://showcase.prosnow.org/
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The (E-)Valuation of PROSNOW®

Methods (applied to pilot ski resorts) Some Results & Insights
—— Simulation-based approach: 3 Water/cost saving potential (%):
| (ex-ante valuation based on decision theory) J
= Max SP - Simulation (n=9)-
7 * Maximum water (& cost) saving potential Ve SP - Survey (16) |
PROSNOW SP - Survey (n=5)3—e®
0%  25%  50%  75%  100%
Survey-based approach:
(ex-ante & ex-post valuation elements) WiIIingness to pay (€ per season):
* Expected maximum & PROSNOW?® saving potential $
»  Perceived forecasting accuracy Directly stated (n=6) T '
* Experienced & expected usefulness Indirectly stated (n=5) 1 * o o
e WTP (direct/indirect stated preference methods) 0 5000 10000 15000

See also Koberl et al. (2021) https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cliser.2021.100238

PROSNOW
09/09/2021 This project has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme under grant agreement No730203



https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cliser.2021.100238

