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hydrologic model, and the simulation of several hydrologic variables all of which
allowed for the assessment of both uncertainty in the projections and variation
across multiple spatial and temporal scales.
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Figure 7. Fraction of models, sorted by SRES or RCP, for three future time periods, whose projected
annual runoff decreased or increased by a given percentage compared with the baseline period of 1950-

1999.
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Figure 3. Observed and predicted water year total (a-d) and monthly average (e-h) streamflow for Shipp ensburg Un1Yer51ty
selected gages and the entire CBW from 1950-1999. The average annual index of agreement value for Figure 5. Differences between two future time periods and 1950-1999 for model data based on RCP 2.6 and 1871 Old Main Drive
all gages (not shown) was 0.973. RCP 8.5. The lower right 4 panels for each variable use a different scale and scale values are indicated by (). Shippensburg, PA 17257




