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Introduction Comparison of Cloud Fraction--Vertical Distribution Observed-Modeled Liquid Water Path
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European Center for Medium-Range Weather « Model underestimates low clouds in warm seasons, especially in e
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o Model underestimates clouds below 0.5 km by ~21.1%.
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¢ Model simulated large scale features match | prom
il ST 9 o Model underestimates clouds between 2 and 4 km by ~14.1%.
CTOTELT | | Model significantly overestimates clouds above 6 km by ~105%. FIG. 5: Monthly mean LWP comparison between model simulations and
e There are significant differences in cloud i bbserations| fiom the
year of 1999 to 2004.
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1. Model underestimates low clouds and middle clouds,
however the percentage error of middle clouds is
smaller than that of low clouds. And model tends to
overestimate clouds above 6 km.

2. Model simulated LWP values are significantly smaller
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