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Introduction Sensitivity Testing of Various WRF Parameters

* Water vapor is a potent gr?enhOUSG gas with Varying Model Initialization Times and Surface Exchange Coefficients
important climate impacts in the upper Larger Nests Only Larger vs. Smaller Nests

troposphere and lower stratosphere (UTLS). (4)
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Verification of WRF to In Situ Data
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Ongoing Research

* 1-D ocean mixed layer (OML); PBL: YSU scheme : : : : : : . . .
yer ( ); Track and intensity using one-way nesting are superior to two-way nesting. * With the simulations completed, the
* Cumulus (CU): New SAS (12-km only) Verificats £ TC Inerid’s Struct mechanisms of water vapor transport, and how
* Microphysics (MP): WDM 6-class €rifcation o NSrc s >Iructure much water vapor is injected into the upper
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