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 Convective Available Potential Energy (CAPE) appears to have minimal impact on the total path of tornadoes for the day

* Meanwhile streamwise vorticity and SRH give a bit clearer signal. As with more shear comes bigger outbreak chance but
does not guarantee it.

 Other indicators of a bigger outbreak are, higher storm motions, more curved and wider hodographs, lower LCL and CIN,
and slightly lower surface temperatures

* |tisclearthe SPC do not make shear and CAPE the only factors but use other variables in their decision making

 The True Skill Statistic (TSS), which is a skill score. Where 1 is the best skill and 0 is the worst. In the data it represents how
good the variable is at differentiating between the high and low end events. w, is 0.52, SB CAPE is only 0.02, while the SPC
runs at 0.41

* |nall, the SPC forecasts are more likely to fail in low sheared environments verses that of low CAPE values
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 Develop a way to choose a more accurate sounding that

best represents the environment of the day
Better way to analyze if a day busted as there are a few
cases where most tornadoes fell outside the high risk

-ind a quick way to analyze all tornado events to get a
oetter representation
ook at more severe parameters and other factors to
nelp reason out why the events paned out as they did
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