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Table S1. Comparison of CARPATCLIM and ERA5-Land gridded datasets with sta-
tion data (averaged for all stations), difference from station data is expressed as a ratio
for precipitation and as a difference in ◦C for temperature, trends were calculated as a
ratio/difference of 1962–1983 and 1984–2005 averages.

Table S2. 1989–2005 averaged bias (expressed as a ratio in % of RCMs and OBS) of pre-
cipitation statistics over the ‘lowlands’ subregion; values in bold indicate bias larger than
the observed interannual standard deviation.
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Fig. S1. Taylor diagram of observed and RCM-simulated 1989-2005 averaged a) precipi-
tation SumDJF and b) precipitation SumJJA fields.

Fig. S2. 1989–2005 averaged precipitation Sum spatial fields (individual grid point differ-
ences from the 1989–2005 Slovakia average) for a) HI, b) RE.
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Table S3. 1989–2005 averaged bias (expressed as a difference of RCMs and OBS) of
a) TAS, b) TASMAX, c) TASMIN statistics over the ‘mountains’ subregion; values in
bold indicate bias larger than observed interannual standard deviation.
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Table S4. 1989–2005 averaged bias (expressed as a difference of RCMs and OBS) of
a) TAS, b) TASMAX, c) TASMIN statistics over the ‘lowlands’ subregion; values in bold
indicate bias larger than observed interannual standard deviation.
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Table S5. a) Correlations of TASMAX statistics with elevation – observations and RCM
ensemble average; b) Difference between RCM-simulated and observed correlations
strengths (individual RCMs and ensemble average); values in italics indicate simulated
correlation of opposite sign than observed.

Table S6. a) Correlations of TASMIN statistics with elevation – observations and RCM
ensemble average; b) Difference between RCM-simulated and observed correlations
strengths (individual RCMs and ensemble average); values in italics indicate simulated
correlation of opposite sign than observed.
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Fig. S3. Taylor diagram of observed and RCM-simulated 1989–2005 averaged a) TASMAX
Mean, b) TASMAX Q90JJA, c) TASMIN Mean, d) TASMIN Q90JJA and e) TASMIN
Min fields.
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