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Tornado climatology for Bulgaria (2001-2010)
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The present work is an attempt to summarize and analyze all documented cases of tornado or waterspouts in Bulgaria between
2001 and 2010. A list of all known tornadoes and waterspouts within the 10-year period has been given. It includes the time and the
location of occurrence, the strength and the type of the terrain beneath. Most of the tornadoes in Bulgaria have been classified as FO-F1
of the Fujita scale. The given climatology of the occurrence of tornadoes and waterspouts consists of analysis of its spatial and temporal
distribution. By space, tornadoes in Bulgaria tend to occur in the southwestern, southcentral and northestern parts of the country. The
frequency of occurrence of tornadoes in Bulgaria appears to be about 0.32 per unit area of 10* km? per year. The highest probability
has been found to be in the administrative regions of Sofia-city and Razgrad. By time, tornadoes tend to occur in the warm half of the
year, most often in July, and in the afternoon. The large-scale atmospheric patterns and the thermodynamic parameters and instability

indices of the environment associated with the occurrence of tornadoes and water spurts in Bulgaria have also been given.
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INTRODUCTION

Tornadoes occur relatively rarely in Bulgaria com-
pared to other parts of the world. They have scarcely
been documented in Bulgaria prior to 1995 mainly in
popular editions [1,2]. These publications are based
on media reports of eyewitnesses’ accounts or other
reports of experts who had investigated in situ the
damage left by tornadoes. Tornadoes are naturally
associated with convective storms and therefore they
occur in the context of large scale atmospheric con-
ditions favoring deep convection. Statistically torna-
does in Bulgaria occur mainly over mountainous ter-
rain or over large water surfaces (lakes, water dams,
and sea). Tornadoes in Bulgaria may often remain
unreported when they occur in remote and weakly
populated mountainous regions of the country or if
they leave no significant damage behind. The number
of reports of tornadoes in Bulgarian in the last 10-
15 years however has significantly increased thanks
to the revolutionary development of the information
technology. There exist even amateur websites where
one can find up-to-date summary of suspect tornado
cases in the country given either by description of the
damage or by photos of the object. While some of
them were indeed tornadoes others were rather down-
bursts or funnel clouds not touching the ground.

More elaborated analyses of individual tornado
cases in Bulgaria for example can be found in [3-5].
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In [4] the weather patterns associated with the occur-
rence of tornadoes in Bulgaria are presented. How-
ever he relied on unverified scarce data of tornado oc-
currences gathered from media.

This study mainly summarizes general features of
the tornado and waterspouts statistics such as the ge-
ographical, yearly, monthly and diurnal distributions.
Characteristics concerning tornado intensity are also
presented. The main synoptic patterns and the ther-
modynamic parameters and instability indices related
to tornado occurrence are also given.

METHODOLOGY

The present work is based on a collection of data
of 36 tornados and waterspouts in Bulgaria between
2001 and 2010. Data originated from eyewitness re-
ports, site investigations, media news, reports of the
local administration of damage in crops and infras-
tructure. Press and TV are often the richest source of
images of the tornadoes and waterspouts themselves
or the damage they have caused. Data from site in-
vestigations of damage, scientific publications, the
meteorological data base of National Institute of Me-
teorology and Hydrology (NIMH) and the archives
of the Bulgarian Hail Suppression Agency (BAHS)
are also included. All cases have been verified by
means of analysis of the weather patterns based on
the NCEP/NCAR Reanalysis [6] and maps from
NOAA/ESRL Physical Sciences Devision, Boulder
Colorado (http://www.esrl.noaa.gov/psd/). The anal-
ysis of the vertical structure of the atmosphere at
the location and the time of occurrence based on the
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sounding data from the archives of NIMH. The
method applied for the later is the one of [3]. Some of
the cases were also verified by using radar images and
data from the automated radar system of NIMH (X
and S-band AMS-MRLS5) based in Gelemenovo and
the 3 radar systems of BAHS (S-band AMS-MRLYS)
which have been upgraded to Doppler capability since
2008 and have been equipped with IRIS (Interactive
Radar Information System) for imaging. The tornado
cases have also been classified by strength according
the Fujita scale [7].

The sounding data from the national (Sofia) or
the closest foreign aerological stations (Thessaloniki,
Belgrade, Bucharest) have been used to calculate
some thermodynamic parameters and indices of in-
stability at the vicinity of occurrence of the torna-
does. Surface data (pressure, temperature, humidity
parameters, wind speed and direction) from the clos-
est weather station have been fitted to the lower part of
the vertical profile. All computations have been made
by the upgraded in 2013 non-adiabatic empirical
model presented in [8]. Alternatively other data from
http://www.esrl.noaa.gov/psd/ (NOAA/ESRL Physi-
cal Sciences Division, Boulder Colorado) have been
used for some of the cases. Based on all these the
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instability has been summarized statistically by using
data analysis software system StatSoft.

SPATIAL AND TEMPORAL DISTRIBUTION OF
TORNADOES IN BULGARIA BETWEEN 2001 AND 2010

The above mentioned 36 tornado cases have oc-
curred in 32 days. Sioutas [9] defined the frequency
P of tornado occurrence as the number of events per
area unit of 10* km? per year. The average num-
ber per year in Bulgaria is 3.6 (6=1.8) which there-
fore makes up a frequency of P=0.32/10* km?year'.
Holzer [10] has published a similar frequency for
Austria (P=0.3/10* kmzyear'l) while the one for
Greece appears to be 4 times bigger (P=1.1/10%
kmzyear'1 - [9D).

Figure 1 illustrates P per administrative regions.
As can be seen only 17 out of 28 administrative
regions have registered tornadoes for the 10-year
period. The Sofia-city region has the highest fre-
quency of 2.2/10* km?year! followed by Razgrad
(1.1/10* km?year™"). The regions of Veliko Turnovo
and Smolyan (0.9/10* km?year™!), Plovdiv and Varna
(0.8/10* km?year!), Targovishte and Kyustendil
(0.7/10* km?year™!), and Vratsa (0.6/10*km?) exhibit
frequencies grater than the national average. Only
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Fig. 1. Mean annual frequency of tornado occurrence in Bulgaria per administrative provinces (2001-2010).
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Table 1. Tornadoes and waterspouts in Bulgaria (2001-
2010): mw — mountainwooded; m — mountain; hw — hilly
wooded; h — hilly; f — flat; WS (Ws) — waterspout; T —

tornado

Tornado Date Type Time F- Land-
location scale scape
Zheleznitsa 22May 2001 T PM FI-F2 mw
Dobroslavtsi 29 Aug2001 T PM Fl f
Radanovo 11Sept2001 T AM FO h
P. Trambesh 258ept2001 T PM FO h
Voivoda 10June2002 T PM Fl h
Palamartsa 23June2002 T PM Fl h
Trud 19July2002 T AM F2 f
Kavarna 20 July 2002 Ws PM ? WS
Karantsi 12 Aug2002 T PM Fl h
Slavyanovo 23May2003 T PM F2 f
Bolyartsi 24 March2004 T PM Fl f
Gramade 27 Sept2004 T PM Fl m
Fatovo 15Feb2005 T PM Fl m
Alexandrovo 29May2005 T PM F2 hw
Perushtitsa 0l July2005 T PM FlI m
Rezovo 05 Sept 2005 Ws PM ? WS
Bobeshino 02June2006 T AM Fl mw
Kaloyanovo 14June 2006 T PM FO f
Provadiya 28 July2006 T PM FO h
Varna 28 Aug 2006 Ws PM ? WS
M. Yonkovo 21 March2007 T PM Fl h
Yoglav 21 May2007 T PM FI-F2 h
Kalekovets 21 May2007 T PM FI-F2 f
Krivina 21 May2007 T PM FI-F2 f
Pavlikeni 12 July2007 T PM Fl hw
dam Dospad 06 Aug 2007 Ws PM ? WS
Dospad 01Sept2007 T PM FO0O mw
Kancelovo 22 April2008 T PM F2 hw
Kyustendil 08July2008 T PM FO f
Vulchedrum  02June 2009 T PM F2 f
Tarnava 02June 2009 T PM F2 f
Tsar Kaloyan 16June2010 T PM Fl hw
Vakarel 01July2010 T AM FO f
Sozopol 26 July 2010 Ws AM ? WS
Slunchevo 26July2010 T AM FO h
Bansko 02Dec2010 T AM FO m

water spurts have been reported in the regions of Do-
brich and Burgas which border the Black sea.

All documented tornado cases in Bulgaria from
2001 to 2010 have been classified by strength accord-
ing to the Fujita scale and by the type of the topogra-
phy and the land use of the terrain upon which they
occurred (see Table 1). For these classifications the
approach presented in [11] is used. There are 12 cases
upon mountainous or hilly terrain covered by shrub

or grass; 8 cases upon wooded mountainous or hilly
terrain; 11 cases over flat terrain (plain); and 5 wa-
terspouts. More than half (above 55%) of all cases
in Bulgaria therefore have occurred over mountain-
ous or hilly terrain which contrasts with other parts
of Europe where tornadoes most often form and de-
velop upon flat terrain or near water bodies [9,12,13].
All mountainous tornadoes were in the southwestern
part of the country and mainly in the mountain of
Rhodopes except 2 cases: one on the northern slopes
of the mountain of Pirin and another one on the north-
ern slope of the mountain of Vitosha right to south
of Sofia. The outcome of mountainous tornadoes of-
ten remains unnoticed if they have been relatively
weak or if they have occurred in relatively remote and
hardly accessible parts of the mountains.

The classification by strength given in Table 1 ex-
cludes the 5 waterspouts. The reason is that they left
no damage and this inhibits the attempts to classify
them according to the Fujita scale. Most of the tor-
nadoes (68%) from Table 1 match or even do not
reach the F1 level of the Fujita scale which means
that they were weak. This result corresponds well to
similar statistics for Germany (55%, [14]) and Aus-
tria (62%, [10]) but is significantly less than in Fin-
land (86%, [15]). There is an overall tendency of
increase of the documented weak tornadoes in vari-
ous databases in both Europe and the USA [14, 16].
The same has been identified for Bulgaria as well [5].
About 13% of all cases in Table 1 have been attributed
with an intermediate class F1-F2 because the damage
data corresponds to the higher class F2 but the wind
data suggest only class F1. There have been no docu-
mented casess of a class higher than F2 in Bulgaria.

The diurnal ditribution of tornadoes and water-
spouts in Bulgaria within the studied period is pre-
sented on Fig. 2a. Naturally most of the cases (about
80%) occured within the afternoon hours between
14:00 and 18:00 local time (East European Time
(EET) which in summer is 3 hour ahead of the Uni-
versal Coordianted Time (UTC) and in winter — 2 h).
This corresponds to the diurnal maximum of the thun-
der storm activity in Bulgaria [17] and also to similar
statistics for other European countries [15, 18]. All
documented cases occurred in daytime between 07:00
and 20:00 EET. This fact of course can be linked to
the nature of the convective clouds which develop
mostly in the afternoon hours. Another contribut-
ing factor could be the fact that people tend to re-
port tornadoes during day when they are more active.
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Fig. 2. Diurnal (a) and monthly (b) distribution of all studied and proven tornadoes in Bulgaria (2001-2010).

On the other hand about half of all waterspouts over
the Black sea take place in the morning hours (09:00—
12:00 EET). This can be explained by the different
surface conditions over water compared to those over
land.

Figure 2b shows the monthly distribution of tor-
nado cases from the list. Almost all cases (93%) oc-
curred within the warm half of the year between April
and September. The months of June and July exhibit
the highest frequency. This corresponds to the statis-
tics for other countries in Central and Eastern Europe.
July appears to be the month with a maximum num-
ber of tornadoes in Germany [14], Austria [10], and
Greece [9]. In Southern Europe however the maxima
tend to occur later in August (Italy [13]) or in Septem-
ber (Spain [12]). Waterspouts in Bulgaria seem to oc-
cur between July and September as revealed by Fig.
2b. This matches the time of year when the sea wa-
ter is the warmest. It also corresponds well to simi-
lar statistics for other neighbor countries (Croatia [19]
and Northern Greece [9]).

In the list of documented tornadoes in the 10-
year period there are 4 “winter” cases which occurred
within the cold half of year: 3 of which in South-
ern Bulgaria and 1 - in Northeastern Bulgaria. They
were associated with strong thunderstorms which de-
veloped along rapid and intense cold fronts introduc-
ing cold and moist air masses in Bulgaria after a pro-
longed period of unseasonably warm and dry weather.
The newly detected “winter” tornadoes in the recent
years can be due to the overall global warming trend
or it can be the result of the revolutionary develop-
ment of the information technologies.
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METEOROLOGICAL CONDITIONS FAVORING
DEVELOPMENT OF TORNADOES IN BULGARIA

Synoptic scale conditions

More detailed analisys and classification of
synoptic-scale patterns conditioning tornadoes in
Bulgaria have been given in our prvious works [5,20].
Based on these we can say that it seems that most tor-
nadoes (90%) developed in the context of a cold front
system with predominantly meridional extent from
southwest to northeast which was associated with a
strong air flow in the middle and upper troposphere
[4,5,20]. The cold-front system should have crossed
the country. Such cold fronts are most often asso-
ciated with a deep upper-level trough to the west of
Bulgaria over the Central Mediterranean. When asso-
ciated with tornadoes though, they appear to be rather
stationary for a certain period of time or progress
slowly through the country. Additional factors play a
favorable role for the development of tornadoes such
as the time of day within which the cold front goes
through the country and the characteristics of the ter-
rain. The convection is facilitated if the front crosses
the country during day time and if the front orienta-
tion is transversal to orographic obstacles like moun-
tain chains [20].

Thermodynamic conditions

Similarly to [9, 21] we present short analysis of
the thermodynamic conditions within which the tor-
nadoes in Bulgaria developed. Only those 31 cases
observed over land have been taken into account.
There are many difficulties when attempting to study
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the thermodynamics at the vicinity of occurrence of
tornadoes. First of all, there are only a few sound-
ing profiles available in the region. The NIMH oper-
ates only one aerological site and conducts only one
sounding per day at 12:00 UTC which is in the after-
noon. This inhibits the attempts to see the instabil-
ity factors prior to events occurring before noon for
example. Secondly, the tornadoes are a very short-
lived phenomenon associated with strong convective
storms. Quite very often the instability factors, if
measured by popular indices like CAPE (Convective
Available Potential Energy) for example, disappear
when the storm passes. Depending on the location of
the storm and the tornado associated with the storm
the sounding data may or may not exhibit appropriate
values of CAPE. These reasons led to the choice of 4
specific indices of instability based on sounding pro-
files of temperature, humidity, and wind in the lower
and middle troposphere and they are:
e K Index [22]

K1 = (Tyso — T500) + Tugso — (T700 — Tu700) (1)

e Total Totals Index [23]

TTi= (Tsso — Ts00) + (Tusso — Tusoo) ~ (2)

where Tgso, T700, and Tsgp denote temperature at lev-
els 850, 700, and 500 hPa and T,g5¢ and T;7¢0 denote
dew point at levels 850 and 700 hPa.

e Lifted Index [24]

LI = (Tp — Tsp) 3)

where T} is the temperature of an adiabatically (dry
or wet depending on the level of saturation) ascend-
ing air parcel from level 850 hPa to level 500 hPa;
Tsgp is the air temperature at level 500 hPa.

e Severe WEAther Threat index (SWEAT) [23]

SWEAT = 12T 50 +20(TT — 49) 4 2V3s50 + V5008
+ 125(sin(dd500 - dd850) + 0.2) 4)

where T'T is the Total Totals index, Vgs50 and Vs de-
note the wind velocity at levels 850 hPa and 500 hPa
respectively, and ddsog — ddgso is the difference be-
tween the directions of wind in degrees at the two
levels.

High values of these 4 indices indicate increased
instability. According to other authors [25] KI > 25
and TT > 49 indicate conditions favorable for the de-
velopment of strong thunderstorms with hail and/or

tornadoes. Table 2 summarizes some statistics of the
4 indices for the studied tornado cases. As it can
be seen the means of KI, TTi, and LI (column 1)
are above the threshold values. The T'Ti also cor-
responds to what has been found by David [26] for
tornado cases in the USA. The means of LI and TTi
are grater than those obtained for Northeastern India
and Bangladesh [27]. The mean SWEAT is greater
than the one for Greece [9] but lower than 400 which
was found to be a threshold value for summer tor-
nado storms in the USA [26]. Nevertheless the mean
SWEAT corresponds to the one for the month of May
in USA (253, [26]). The month of May is one of the
months with the highest occurrence of tornadoes in
the USA. The means of K1, TTi, and LI for Bulgaria
correspond well to those for Greece and for the same
10-year period (KI =29.2, TTi =48, LI = —1.6 [9]).

Table 2. Instability indices of the environment of Bulgar-
ian tornadoes

Index Mean MIN MAX SDV
KI,°C 30.6 13.9 43.7 7.8
TTi,°C 51.7 42.5 61.0 4.3
LI, °C 54 -13.7 2.5 3.3
SWEAT 240.7 107.8 399.9 89.1

Table 3. Thermodinamic and wind parameters of the envi-
ronment of Bulgarian tornadoes

Parameter Mean MIN MAX SDV
ATs00, °C 7.8 2.8 10.7 2.2
DT, °C 10.0 6.0 16.6 2.8
Sp7754,°C 21.1 10.5 31.2 5.7
Wmax, /S 17.1 12.0 24.5 3.5
Av, m/s 13.0 -3.0 45.0 12.3
Hy, m 4454 2278 5899 917
LfcEL, m 11637 8484 13254 1305

The parameters in Table 3 are:

ATsy — temperature difference between the tempera-
ture profile and the adiabatic profile at level 500
hPa;

DT, —the maximum temperature difference between
the temperature profile and the adiabatic pro-
file;

Spris4 — the sum of the temperature differences at

levels 700 hPa, 500 hPa, and 400 hPa;
Wmax — the maximum value of updraft velocity;
Av — wind shear 300-700 hPa (for wind speed only);
Hy - altitude of 0 °C;
LfcEL - lifted convective equilibrium level.
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They all show up near or above threshold values
for strong thunderstorms in the warm half of the year
in Bulgaria found by other authors [28,29]. The val-
ues of AT5gy and DT, indicate conditions favorable
for deep thermal convection. This correlates with the
high value of wpax. The values of Av suggest that
for 85% of all cases the maximum vertical velocity of
the ascent is in the upper part of the convective cloud.
The values of LfcEL match those of [28] identified
as being informative for the development of hail pro-
ducing summer convective storms. The mean value
of LfcEL is even grater than the one of [29].

CONCLUSION

The analysed cases will enrich the database of
NIMH of severe storm events and can be used for
further improvement of techniques and practices for
severe weather warnings as well as for studying the
climate variability of such severe weather phenom-
ena. Tornadoes in Bulgaria mainly occur in the
north-central, north-eastern and south-central regions
of Bulgaria over mountainous terrain but also over
plains. There is a tendency of increase of the docu-
mented number of tornado events in Bulgaria during
the last 10 years. From one side the mechanism of
this trend from physical point of view remains to be
studied but, from the other side, it may also be due
to the fact that information (including amateur photos
and videos) about such rare and short-lived meteoro-
logical phenomena have become available more fre-
quently in the recent years. The intensity analysis in-
dicated that the majority of the tornadoes in Bulgaria
can be classified as FO-F1 of the Fujita scale which is
equivalent to “weak” tornadoes. The analysis of the
selected thermodynamic indices and wind parameters
showed values comparable to those found in the lit-
erature. However, the high dispersion suggests that
tornadoes can form and develop in significantly vary-
ing thermodynamic environments.

These results, although modest, will contribute
to the enrichment of the tornado climatology of the
Balkans and Europe. Further climatological research
is needed for quantitative and qualitative improve-
ment of the tornado and waterspout database.
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KIIMMATNYHO N3CJIEOBAHE HA TOPHAIO (CMEPY) B BBJITAPUSA

JI. boueBa, . I'ocriogHOB

HayuoxaneH uHcmumym no memeoponozaus u xudposnozus, Benzapcka akademus Ha HAyKume,
6yn. “Ilapuepadcko woce” N°66, 1784 Codus, Benzapus

(Pestome)

Maxkap ¥ psiIKo, IIpy 06CTaHOBKM, CBbP3aHM C Pa3BUTUETO HA MOIIHM KOHBEKTMBHM OypH, Y HaC ce 06pa3yBaT TOPHAAa — Hali-uecTo
HaJ, [peceveHy IVIAHMHCKY TePeHM MY Hafl MopcKaTa akBaTopus. TOpHAOTO e fpe6GHOMAIIA6HO ¥ KPaTKO 110 BpeMe OIacHO SIBJIeHKe,
KOETO e TPYIHO 3a IPOrHo3upaHe 6e3 Hajluuue Ha Clielualn3/paHa TexHuKa. YecTo cMepubT ce 6bpKa C T.Hap. “Tamai” uin MKBaJIUCT
BITBP. 32 OTNIMUABAHETO U OTIpeie/isiHe CiUjIaTa My Io ckasaTa Ha ®ymkuta (Fudjita) Harmpumep, e BaKHO Ja ce 3HaST OCBeH (hU3UUeCKU
¥ MIPOCTPaHCTBEHO-BpeMeHHY XapaKTepPUCTUKY M JaHHM 3a XapaKkTepa ¥ pasMepa Ha IlleTUTe.

Ipe3 nocneguute 10-15 roguum, 6arogapeHne Ha 6ypHOTO pa3BUTHE Ha eIEKTPOHMKATA, TeJIleKOMyHUKaluuTe, IHTepHeT u Ap.,
CbOOIIEHMSITA 38 TOPHAIA B MEJUUTE 3HAUUTETHO ce yBeanumxa. Hacrosimero usciaenBaHe ce 6a3upa Ha JaHHM 3a 36 crydas Ha TOpHaga
¥ BOOHU CMepuOoBe, peructpuctpupanu B bwiarapus npes nepuopa 2001-2010 r. Te ca B3eTM KaKTO OT METEOPOJIOTUUHUTE apXUBU U
Hay4yHM MyOMMKaIMy, Taka M OT MeAUM, pa3kasy Ha OUeBMILM, JaHHU OT apxuBuTe Ha HaumoHamHa cryxo6a ,[paskmaHcka saimmra”,
oJIeBM 06C/IeABAHMS M CIIPABKM 3a IIETY OT MECTHATA afMMHMUCTPALMs. 3a MOTBbPXKAEHME 1 JOKa3BaHe Ha CIyyauTe ca U3IO0N3BaHU
CMHOIITMYHA MHPOPMAIIVSI OT METEOPOJIOTMYHATA 6a3a JaHHM Ha HallMoHaIHMUS MHCTUTYT IO MeTeoposiorus u xuaponorus (HUMX),
pagapHa nHbopMaIus, JTaHHU OT aeposornyHuTe conpaku B Codusi, ConyH, Benrpag u Bykypent, cibTHuKOBY nanHu oT EUMETSAT u
CUMHONTUYHYM KapTu oT peaHannusute Ha NCEP/NCAR.

3a 10-ropuiHMS epuo, Ha U3cieBaHe e IoyvyeHa CpeJjHa roAyIlIHa YeCcToTa Ha TopHagaTa B bparapus ot 0.32 Ha efMHMUIIA 17101,
or 10* km?. Usuncrena e u cpeqHaTa TOOMIIHA YeCTOTa Ha SIBJIEHMETO 3a BCsiKa 06jacT B cTpaHaTta. Hait-rossimMa e perucrpupaHaTa
romyuIHa yectora B o6nactute Codmst — rpag (2.2/10% kmz) v Pasrpaz (1.1/10* kmz). Vi3ceBaHo € U IeHOHOI[HOTO pasnpeeieHne
Ha TOpHAaZATa 1 BoLHMUTe cMepyoBe B Buarapust. Okono 80% OT BCMYKM CTyyayu Ha CylIaTa ca perMcTpUpaHy B clefobeHUTe YacoBe,
rnaBHO Mexay 14:00 n 18:00 yaca MecTHO BpeMe, nokaTo Hajg 50% OT BOOHMUTE CMepUOBe ce pPa3BUBAT MPeOV WIKM OKOJIO TuiagHe. B
6130 70% ot cinyuauTe B Bbarapus craBa qyma 3a ciabu TopHaza ot kateropuu FO-F1 criopen mexkayHapogHaTa ckana Ha QymkuTa.
MeceuHOTO pa3npefeneHye Ha TOpHaZaTa ¥ BOOHMUTE CMepuoBe [T0Ka3Ba, 4e Te Bb3HMKBAT [NIaBHO I1pe3 TOIIOTO Nomyrogye — 89% oT Tax
ca perucTpMpaHu B Ieproia alpui-cenTeMBpu. Bee mak uma peructpupanu u 4 crydast Ha TOPHAZAO Mpe3 CTYAeHOTO ITOyToAye, KOeTO
MOXe [1a e CJIEICTBME KAKTO OT HaG/II0AaBaHOTO MOBUIIIEHYEe Ha 3MMHUTE TeMiiepaTypu (edekTa Ha T.HAp. IOGATHO 3aTOIUISIHE), TaKa
M OT GYPHOTO Pa3BMUTHME HA €JIeKTPOHMKATA ¥ KOMyHMKALMUTE, IPUUYMHA 32 [10-4eCTO JOKyMEeHTHpaHe Ha TOPHAJA Mpe3 MOoCIeHATe
rogvun. Y yetTupure cydasi Ha ,,3MMHO” TOPHAZ0 Ca CBbP3aHM C Pa3BUTMETO Ha HETUIIMYHM 32 CE30HA CMHOIITUYHM OOCTAaHOBKM.

V3cenBaHy ca CMHOTITUYHY 0GCTAHOBKY M € HallpaBeHa 06061eHa KiacubyuKauus Ha TUTMYHUTE CUHONITUYHY CTPYKTYPHU, CBBP-
3aHM C pa3BUTMETO Ha CMepyuoBe B cTpaHaTa. V3umcieHu ca u peguia TepMOAMHAMMYHY XapaKTepUCTUKY Ha aTMocdepara, KakTo U
Habop OT MHIEKCY Ha HEYCTOMUMBOCT 3a BCUUKM CTydyay Ha TOPHAIO HaJ cynraTa. [IpecMeTHATH ca M HSIKOM CTATUCTUYECKM XapaKTe-
PUCTUKM Ha TIOTyYeHUTe UHAEKCU Ha HEeyCTONUMBOCT. [loyyeHTe pe3yaTaTi ca CpaBHUMMM C Te3), IIpeCMeTHATH 3a TEPUTOpUSITa Ha
I'vpuus, YHrapus u apyru crpanu ot CpegHa u lOxxHa EBpona.
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