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Deploy WRF: Nested Domains
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Earlier Domains (smaller D1 & 3)
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Did reanalysis lead to WRF precipitation

bias?
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WRF reasonably captures the temporal
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variability of observed precipitation.

1980—1984 Monthly Precipitation (mm)

——Daymet test1 (r=0.89)
test2 (r=0.83) test3 (r=0.88) |
test5 (r=0.87) test6 (r=0.88) (
—b (r 0.83) / —c1(r=0.87) | |
33 1982 1983 1984

1 4 7 10 1 4 7 101 4 7 101 4 7 101 4 7 10
Month



Parameterizing cumulus precipitation
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improves simulations.
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* Continue to evaluate WRF outputs
* Bias correct WRF outputs
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WRF vs. Daymet Difference (%)
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