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Some models show
considerable differences
from the ensemble median
In both radiative fluxes and
precipitation.

Medlan wfmﬁ ‘
LB3.8 0.0 a3.8

JRAZS DWSWRFE ANOMALY

CFSRE DWLWRFB ANOMALY MERRA DWLWRFB ANOMALY ERA_l DWILWRFB ANOMALY
-
( "
cFSR MERRA ERA-i
NT 1 N1
? p ? TRy Ao, ? z

PN M . ‘ =2 T Lo
y o % o vsh y

+/- 70 W/m?

+/- 85 W/m?

+/- 5 cm/mth

DWLWRFB, Summer (JJA), 1980-2009 20CR DWLWRFB ANOMALY
| - : Summer [
The trends also vary Winter Precipitation

considerably between the
models, often even differing
In sign.
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