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process or in the water cycle) by different RCMs in the NARCCAP archive. The historical Month Iy cli matology 6 8 10 12
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runs of the RCMs were compared with the reanalysis dataset from GLDAS over the Great

Lakes Region. Significance differences between NARCCAP and GLDAS exist for sensible heat and runoff.

A WRFG has less energy partitioned to LH,
more energy partitioned to SH.
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