The Relationship Between Global Climate Model Biases and Future Projections
of Temperature and Precipitation over the Central U.S.
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Research Questions Relationships Between Seasonal Area-Averaged Biases and Projections
1. What are the relationships between historical climate model biases and future climate projections in the Central US? Temperature vs. Precipitation Bias Temperature vs. Precipitation Projection
2. How do model biases introduce uncertainty into future climate projections? North Central North Central
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