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e Motivation: Which station—event factors control detection?
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o e Findings: Heat Score adds modest but consistent skill. D ——

Hour of day (local: Europe/Athens)

Local time-of-day also matters.
e Implication: Provides a

P-obs (Train) P-pred (Train) Heat score (Train) framework tO evaluate Stat|0ns
and guide strategies to

strengthen network

performance.
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