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Strong meteorological drivers

Weak meteorological drivers

Strong site modulators

local performance: good
global performance: medium
uniqueness: high
mean: good
predictability: medium

local performance: medium
global performance: terrible
uniqueness: high

mean: bad

predictability: medium

Weak site modulators

local performance: good
global performance: good
uniqueness: low

mean: good

predictability: high

local performance: bad
global performance: bad
uniqueness: low

mean: bad
predictability: low
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