A Systematic Assessment of Terrestrial Biogeochemistry Models in the Community Climate System Model (CCSM)
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Biases and Weaknesses Exposed by the C-LAMP Analysis

; « A low LAl bias in boreal and arctic regions. This bias was partially eliminated
- by a new hydrology model capturing freeze-thaw dynamics.
: « A 1-3 month delay in the timing of maximum LAI. This bias was reduced in
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Experiment 1.4 results from CLM3-CASA and CLM3-CN models are being used
for the North American Carbon Program (NACP) Regional Interim Synthesis
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analyzed here did not simulate fire emissions.
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