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Figure 7: a) Mixing diagrams for Noah + YSU simulations with default, positive, and negative soil moisture content (+/-10%) overlain by 6q and P . b) The temporal Figure 6: Relationship of EF to maximum PBL height as simulated by Noah (o) and 97, 18,523-18,531.
evolution of the difference between the LCL and the PBL height at each site. c) Vertical profile of cloud water content evolution at E13 (note: E1 has zero cloud water). CLM (o) coupled with the YSU, MYJ, and MRF PBLs at the E13 and E4 sites (Figs. 4-5)
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